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10,740
Minutes of September 2, 1975

The VOTE was then taken on the motion for publication of the following prapoud.
ordinance and the motion was CARRIED unanimously:

PROPOSED ORDINANCE

ESTABLISEMENT OF A UNIFORM MILL RATE FOR TAXATION
OF MOTOR VEHICLES

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDATNED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD TBAT:
1. The provisions of Public Act No. 74-211 entitled "AN ACT CONCERNING A

UNIFORM MILL RATE FOR TAXATION OF MOTOR VEHICLES BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD™,
are hereby adopted by the City of Stamford.

T L T RPN AT POL v

2, All motor vehicles within the City of Stamford, commencing with the
Grand List of September 1, 1975, and on the Grand List of October 1 in
subsequent years, shall be taxed at a uniform mill rate,

CaRPr PSR I

3. Said uniform mill rate shall be set by the Board of Represeatatives of
E the City of Stamford by & majority vote thereof, upon the advice and
recoomendation of the Board of Finance.

4, This ordinance shall take effect on the date of its enactment,
Skl oh it il Al frieded

for the Board to hold a public hearing on this proposed ordinance but he would
expect that one will be scheduled.

THE CITY OF STAMFORD - Local "Right to Know" law submitted at the request

Counsel and revised by Legislative & Rules Committee on 8-14-75) - (Held
in Committee 6-2-75, 7-7-75 and B8-4-75)

MR. DAVIDOFF said the Committee voted 5 to 1 in favor of publication of the
following proposed ordinance with one abstention and HE SO MOVED. Seconded.
CARRIED upanimously,

PROPOSED ORDINANCE

CONCERNING DISCLOSURE OF CIVIL SERVICE
PRACTICES WITHIN THE CITY OF STAMFORD

WHEREAS, appointment, advancement and promotion based on competitive
examination are the essence of purpose for a classified civil service, and

WHEREAS, a policy of fullest public disclosure in appointment, advance-
ment and praumti.on in the classified service is essential to the integrity of
the civil service system, and

WHEREAS, fullest public disclosure of records and policies of the Per-
sonnel Commission and Department of Civil Service of the City is essential to
preserve the integrity of the Civil Service System and secure hiring and pro=
motion pursuant to open competitive and promotional examination,

L™y
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;

(5) Proposed ORDIHANCE CONCERNING DISCLOSURE OF CIVIL SERVICE PRACTICES WITHIN

of Diane Handley, L17th District Rep. - (Draft dated 8-6-75 from Corporation

In response to a gquestion from MRS, FORMAN, THE PRESIDENT said it is not necessary
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Minutes of September 2, 1975

NOW,” THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED IN THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

1. This Ordiusnce shal]l be called the Civil Sexrvice Disclosure Ordinn.nce‘
of the City of Stamford.

2, They shall maintain and make available to the public the following
records:

(2) Copies of all locally prepared written examination questions
within forty-eight hours after such examination has been given,

(b) The names of all applicants examined, their scores and relative
standing, within forty-eight hours after such scores have been determined,

(e¢) The total number of applicants to any examination including the
totzl number examined and rated, the total number admitted to the examin-
ation but failing to take such exemination, and the total number refused
admission to such examination together with the reasons therefore,

(d) The method and formula applied to calculate the gradez and scores
of all applicants,

3. They shall maintain and make available to any City entity vested with
the power of appointment for any position within the Civil Sexvice relative
to such position, the Personnel Committee of the Board of Representatives
and any applicant, all other information regarding applicants not required
to be disclosed under Section 2 except information exempted under Section 4.

4, The following information shall be extluded from the requirements of
this ordinance:

{8) Any and all information relative to the marital status of any
person.

(b) Medical and psychological information of any person.
{c) Information relative to psychological testing.
{d) Statement of worth.

{e) Any information qtherwise spacifically excluded from public
disclosure by any state statute or law,

5. On and after November 1, 1975, no policy or business or other practice
or rule of the Personnel Commission or the Department of Civil Service
shall have any force and effect unless such policy, practice or rule shall
be reduced to writing, acted on in accordance with any requirements of the
City Charter and Code of Ordinance and recorded in the appropri.ate minutes
within that department,

6. On and after November 1, 1975, no policy, business or other practice
or rule intended as a proscription, amendment or enforcement of rules of
the classified service pursuant to Section 735 of the City Charter shall
have any force or effect unless adopted in writing and in accordance
with the requirements of Section 735,
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Hinutes of September 2, 1975 -

7. (&) The Personnel Commission and the Department of Civil Service
shall notify in writing any pexson who may be aggrieved of any action taken "
ot #

(b) Such writing shall contain specific reference to:

(1) The position or other subject in issue.
(11) The specific action by which such person is aggrieved and
the date such action was taken,
(i1i) Any right to administrative appeal or contract remedy in
lieu thereof.
(iv) The signature and title of the persen taking and responsible
for such action that may aggrieve such person.

LA R i o, e o dliiicy, PRy

: 8. Where the requirements of this ordinance and any other law conflict,
| that law requiring the most disclosure of information shall prevail,

9. This Ordinance shall take effect upon enactment,

decdndniciedrkrickedoiokeioloiokeok
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(6) ORDINANCE NO, 314 CONCERNYNG PRIVATE REFUSE COLLECTION FRACTICES WITHIN

THE CITY - Approved for publication 8-4-75 and published B~B-75 =
(Submitted on 7-21-75 by Deputy Corporation Counsel in letter addressed
to Barbara Forman, 19th District Rep., &nd Marilyn Laitman, 20th District

| |
| S |

Rep.)
MR, DAVIDOFF referred to a letter from the Deputy Corporation Counsel dated s
August 27, 1975. He said the Legislative & Rules Committee had advised the
sponsors of this ordinance, Reps. Laitman and Forman, to meet with repre-
sentatives of the Private Refuse Collectors Association and the Corporation
Counsel's Office and as a result of that meeting the sponsors of the ordinance
have recommended some changes to the Ordinange. He said these changes appear
on the draft of the ordinance dated August 27, 1975, revised August 28, 1975,
a copy of which is on each member's desk. He said the changes are as follows:

1. An smendment to the third Whereas clause which shall now read: “Whereas
it is the sense of the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford that
as-regards thé Dbusiness of private garbage collection, open and com-
petitive business practices in this industry are essential to preserve
the health and safety of the commmity."”

2, Paragraph 1 on Page 2 is amended to remsd: "This ordinance shall be entitled
The Private Refuse Collection Ordinance,™

‘3. Paragraph 3 on Page 2 is amended to read: "No private collector shall

unreasonably refuse to service any person when the location of such per-

son is reasonably accessible from any area where such private collector

is already doing business. A refusa]l shall be deemed reasonable, however,

vwhen a private collector is servicing the maximum number of customers at :
the time of such refusal which is feasible within the collection capacity
of the collector's equipment where the appropriate information concerning i
such capacity has been filed with the Commissioner of Public Works pursuant -
to Section 7 (d) of this ordinance," )

(THl
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Minutes of September 2, 1975

4. Sub-paragraph 7 (d) on Page 3 has been amended to read as follows: "A
1ist of collection equipment and the collection capacity of such équipment
by number of customers serviced thereby for all such equipment owmed at
the time of the license application or upon acquisition thersaftex,”

MR. DAVIDOFF said that in addition, it was the recommendation of the Law Depart-
ment that Paragraph 10 (b) on Page 4 be deleted from the proposed ordinence. He
said this paragraph provides the procedures under which suspension or revocation
of dumping ipcinerator licenses may occur and it secures due process in the pro-'
cedure to protect a licensee. He said it was the recommendation of the Law
Department that the content be adopted by separate ordinance with some word
changes with the impact being that now these due process requirements will apply
to all instances of suspension or revocation under Article 8 of the Code of :
Ordinances, He said the content of Paragraph 10 (b) should be amended by adoption
as a separate ordinance and as revised to read as follows: "“A license granted
by the Commissioner of Public Works pursuant to any section of Article B of the
Code of Ordinances shall not be suspended or revoked except after a hearing
upon due notice where the licensee shall have an opportunity to be present repre-
sented by counsel, examine any evidence presented and present arguments and
evidence on all issues involved,"

MR, DAVIDOFF MOVED FOR FINAL ADOPTION of the following smended ordinance per-
taining to private refuse collection practices. Seconded.and CARRIED with one
"no" vote and one abstention (Mr. Rybnick),

ORDINANCE MO, 314 SUFPLEMENTAL
PRIVATE REFUSE COLLECTION PRACTICES WITHIN THE CITY

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford has the power pursuant to Charter Section
40, Subdivision 41, to provide for and regulate collection and disposal of all
garbage, traeh, waste and ashes either by contract or otherwise and prohibit
and regulate the depositing of same; and

WHEREAS, the City is also endowed with the power pursuant to Chartex
Section 40, Subdivision 47, to regulate or prohdbit the carrying on of any trade,
manufacturing, business or profession which is or may be so carried oo &s to
become prejudicial to public health, conducive to fraud and cheating or dangerous
to or constituting an unreasnnable annoyance to those living or owuning property
in the vicinity of Stamford; apd

WHEREAS, it is the sense of the Board of Representatives of the City of
Stemford that as regards the business of private garbage collection, open and
competitive business practices in this industry are essential to preserve the
health and safety of the community; and

WHEREAS, the conduct of business by private collectors such that local
residents would find it difficult 1if not impossible to change collectors mld
require regulations under the above provisions,

ROW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

1. This ordinance shall be entitled the Private Refuse Collection Ordinance.

LT
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Minutes of September 2, 1975

2, For the purposes of this ordinance, a private collector is one who

: ' transports for any other person for a fee any substance defined as garbage,

4 trash or other waste pursuant to Chapter 8 of the Code of Ordinances where
such transportation is intended for disposition of such -substance at any land-
fill site, incinerator or transfer station.

3. No private collector shall unreasonably refuse to service any person
vhen the location of such person is reasonably accessible from any area vhere
such private collector is already doing business., A refusal shall be deemed
reasonable, however, when a private collector is servicing the maximum number
of customers at the time of such refusal which is feasible within the collectiom
capacity of the collector's egquipment where the appropriate information con-
cerning such capacity has been filed with the Commissioner of Public Works
pursuant to Section 7 (d) of this ordinance,

o R T e L e

4. No private collector shall discriminate agsinst any person by rate
r or other collection practice because such person has changed or has expressed
! an intention to change collectors,

T

5. No private collector shall refuse to service any person because such
person has changed collectors.

6. No private collector shall enter into an agreement with another for
the pre-arrangement or fixing of price or fee for collection services in any
glven area within the City or among any group of customers within the City.

7. It shall be a requirement of any license issued by the Commissioner
of Public Works pursuant to Chapter 8 of the Code of Ordinances for the trans- 7
portation or disposition of garbage, trash and other waste that the licensee

supply the following information:

(a) A description of the area served by him by street names.

{b) A list of prices charged customers serviced by such collector,

(c) A list of names and addresses of any and all perscns owning an.
interest in its business.

(d) A list of collection equipment and the collection capacity of such

» equipment by number of customers serviced thereby for all such

equipment owned at the time of the license application or upon
acquisition thereafter,

8., The Commissioner of Public Works shall maintain a list of areas covered
by private refuse collectors within the City by street including the nsme of each
private collector doing business on each such street and shall keep such list
up-to-date and accessible to the public and publish such list at least once a
year in the local media.

9. Any person who violates any provision of this section shall pay a fine
of one hundred dollars ($100.00) for each offense. Each separate person dis-
criminated against pursuant to Sections two through ﬁve of this ordinance shall
be deemed a separate offense.

L g oA o

I T Y

10, Notwithstanding any other penalty provided by law, the Commissioner i
of Public Works may suspend or revoke any license described in Section 7 of this -
j}. ordinance, refuse to renew such license, or prohibit from use of the City
- incinevator, transfer station or dumping facilities any person whom he has
1 determined to have violated any provision of this ordinance for a period of one

year from the date of the Commissioner's datem:lnntion that a violation has
occurred.
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.—-Any--person, joint venturer, hmployer, ptiue:lple, ‘agent,: employés of a
person that has violated any provision of this section and any shareholder who
owns moxe than tem (10) per.cent of any-stock in a corporation that hes vioclated;
eny _provieion of this ordinance, sh.ell be présumed to be a person who! has violated

aprovieion of this ordinance. .. .35 a5t pn deua 63 wlgvesinors basoy 0:73
Leangraa =6t o yEl b-—,’..'-v iz ¢ 2k

12, This Ordinance takes effect upou enactment,
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MR. DAVIDOFF HOVED FGR SUSPENSIGN 0? THE RULES to consi.iier the compinion ordinacce
to the ordinance pertaining to private refuse collection practices,; vhich hag to

do with license suspension procedures. Seconded and CAB.RIED Log saronibzu ounce

-

HR.,DAVIDD‘FF HOVED for waiver of- publicel:ion of the proposed ordinance concerning
the' procedure for suspension or revocation of licenses grnnted ‘by_the, Commissioner
of Public Works. Seconded.

MR, ROSS noted that the proposed o':ldi’"ﬁane‘e doee not sr.ate before whom the appeals

=i s i "t
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MR, ROSS MOVED TO AMEND the proposed ordinance by adding that a decision by the
Commissioner of Public Works can be appealed to the Publi.c Works Committee of
t:he ;Board of Representatives. . Seconded Lo GiEE L '~-1- mloacians

-~

s - O i A R 1
THE‘I-‘RESIDEHT noted tha'_t "th:[s proﬁosed' 'ordinance would apply to alLl_icenses E T
issued under any section of Article B and not just to those for the private

refuse collectors.

2 2Rgdale Bl

MR, RLE%B;I:I;"EREW HIS MOTION IO AMEND. . The seconder concurred, with the, with-
dr““.]lﬁ;vo'inmza‘ PRCeey I ..s‘ .'C""'.'- ;es73z TIsF 3o =ri e.:"—'rr I onner -'"'-UAB,S LT
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The VO'J.‘E‘ d’as’ en Faken on t‘he mot'i.on to waive publicet:l.on -of the- prop_psed orxiis--
nence eoncern:lng lzlcense suspension procedures and the motion was CARRIED with one

" " g o . n\—-o\.
R !.o..t'g". ©3:) bice %o 33’0 suaT _:.: R o & TR ST (RN S B e P R L - O ¢
Dajueye Iradong veavard oi Suod

- - fos
MR. DAVEBOFF HOVED FOR PINAL AGDETION of the ’gouawing ordinance: ; Seconﬂeﬂ-. Avd,2
CARRIED with 2 "no" votes and one abstention (ﬁep. Rybnick).
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FROCEDURE FOR SUSPENSION OR REVOCATION OF LICENSES GRANTED BY THE
CEHISSIONER OF PUBLIC WOBKS

Cew [0 2:e3¥s adtar Fians sowrnibaG 2T
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDATNED BY, THE CITY..OF STAMFORD THAT:

A license granted by.the, Ccrmiehioner of Public Works pursuant to apy section
of A.rl:ic-l'e'ﬂ quthe Code-of" Otdi.nances shall msot’ 'B‘é:euapended or tevoked:exgept
after a hearing upon due notice wherethie Ilcensee shall hdve an-ppportunity to
be present, represented by counsél, examine any evidence presented and present
argument:s {ul;d_ e‘.ﬁ;'df“"'f‘;'fn..a]‘?: :l.qsuea ipvalyed, . . :. -5 =io7 s bras ~aiizes MY
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This Ordinance shall tike effect upon enactment. . -
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Minutes of September 2, 1975
(7) Proposed ORDINANCE CONCERNING THE SROWING OF X-RATED MOVIES WITHIN THE CITY i
(Submitted by Anthony Truglia, 5th District Rep., on 8-12-73) %

MR, DAVIDOFF said the Committee unanimously voted to hold the above item in Com-
mittee and to schedule & public hearing to get input on it. He said the Committee
also voted unanimously to seek an opinion from the Corporation Counsel's Office

ag to the validity of the proposed ordinance,

(8) ORDINANCE NO, 316 CONCERNING AUTHORIZATION OF EASEMENT FROM THE CITY OF

STAMFORD TO THE HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY FOR UNDERGROUND FACTILITIES
TO SERVICE THE BELL STREET GARAGE - (Mayor's letter of B-7-75)

MB. DAVIDOFF said the Committee voted unanimously to waive publication of the
above ordinance and HE SO MOVED. Secnnded and CARRIED,

MR. DAVIDOFF MOVED FOR FINAL ADOPTION of the following ordinance: Seconded and
CARRIED unanimously,

ORDINANCE NO, 316 SUPPLEMENTAL

CONCERNING AUTHORIZATION OF AN EASEMENT FROM THE CITY OF STAMFORD TO THE
HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPAWY PROVIDING FOR UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC FACIL-
ITIES TO SERVE BELL STREET PARKING GARAGE ON MUNICIPALLY OWNED PROPERTY
ON THE NORTH SIDE OF BELL STREET ’

S-S aly

l BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT: ' —

In conformity with Section 488 of the Stamford Charter and notwithstanding
any provisions of Chapter 6, Section 6-33 to 6-35 inclusive of the Code of Gen-~
eral Ordinances of the City of Stamford, the following easement:

To the HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY ~ map entitled

"Easement covering electric underground facilities on the property of
Urban Redevelopment Commission for Bell Street Garage, Bell Street, Stamford,
Connecticut, The Hartford Electrie Light Co., Stamford Division, Sketch No.
K-7519-M, Scale None, Date 7/7/75"

which map is to be filed in the Office of the Town Clerk of said City of Stam- -
ford, is hereby authorized for the purpose of providing electric underground
facilities for the Bell Street Garage,

The Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized and empowered to
act for the City of Stamford and to execute and deliver all documentrc necessary
to grant the easement aforesaid,

This Ordinance shall take effect on the date of its enactment,

kAol ddekrinkiokckokicicioiciolckeok

(9) Proposed ORDINANCE CONCERNING TAX EXEMPTION FOR FAITH TABERRACLE BAP-
TIST CHURCH PROFERTY LOCATED AT 84 WALLACE STREET - (Létter dated
7-22-75 from Robert B, Wise, Esqg.)

MR, DAVIDOFF said the Committee voted unanimously to hold this item pénding a
presentation from Attorney Wise,
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(10) ORDINANCE NO, 317 CONCERNING TAX EXEMPTION FOR MIRACLE FAYTH, INC,, PROP

ERTY LOCATED AT 62 VALLEY ROAD - (Submitted by Alphonse C. Jachimczyk, E

MR. DAVIDOFF said the Committee voted unanimously to waive publication of the
above ordinance and HE SO HMOVED, Seconded and CARRIED,

8q.,

MR, DAVIDOFF MOVED FOR FINAL ADOPTION of the following ordinance: Seconded and

CARRIED unanimously,

ORDINANCE NO. 317 SUPPLEMERTAL

TAY EXFMPTION FOR MIRACLE FAITH, INC,, PROPERTY LOCATED AT 62 VALLEY
ROAD, STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT, UNDER PROVISIONS OF SECTION 12-81b OF
CONNECTICUT GENERAL STATUTES (1867 P, A, 311)

BE IT CRDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

Pursuant to Section 12-81b of the General Statutes of Connecticut, the
property of Miracle Faith, Inc,, an eleemosynary institution, acquired from
Jemes J, Poynter and Theresa D. Poynter on February 22, 1975, located at 62
Valley Road, Stamford, Connecticut, to be used for its charitable purposes,
be exampted from taxation on the List of September 1, 1973, as of February 22,
1975 and on the List of September 1, 197&; and

a7

The Commissicner of Finance be and is hereby authorized and directed to
reimburse said Miracle Faith, Inc. in the amount of $480.81 for real property
taxes paid for said property on the List of September 1, 1973 prorated as of
February 22, 1975.

Thie Ordinance shall take effect upon its enactment,
ededoidedriodoiede ook Srkokooiololoiciciciok

(11) Proposed ORDINANCE CONCERNING REMOVAL OF MOTOR VEHICLES FROM PRIVATE
PROPERTY - (Letter dated 12-10-74 from Williem M, Ivler, Executive
birector, Stamford Real Estate Owners Association) - (Held in Com-
mittee 1-6-75 and 2-3-75)

MBE. DAVIDOFF said the Coomittee voted unanimously to hold this item pending an

opinion from the Corporation Counsel.

(12) LETTER CONCERNING PROPOSED SETTLEMENT REGARDING RENTAL OF PARKING LOT
LOCATED ON THE CORNER OF ATLANTIC STREET AND BELL STREET - Stamford
Parking Authority ~ (Letter dated 8-15-75 from Bernard Plotnick, Esg.
to Joseph J. Tocher, Esq.)

3

HR. DAVIDOFF gaid this item is being held pending an opinion froem the Corporation

Counsel's Office,

It was reported that the Fiscal Committee did not vote on Item #12,

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Matthew Rose

MR, ROSE said Rep. Clark would present the Committee's report on Highview Avenue.

g e = S G ooy |
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MRS. CLARK reported that on August 25, 1975 the Health & Protection Committee

held an open meeting for the resideats of Highview Avenue. She said the Committee
members present were Reps. Rose, Zimbler, McInerney, and Clark.and also present
were Rep.. DeRose, Chairman of the Sewer Committée,. and Reps. Handley, D'Agostino,
Forman, Laitman, Costello and Miller and State Rep. Thom Serrani, who has been
working on rthe problems on Highview Avenue from their onset., She said the meeting
was put on tape and the Health & Protection Committee will review the tapes with
the Engineering and Public Works Departwments, She said the Committee plans to
present to the full Board and to the residents of Highview Avenue a solution to
the problems on Highview Avenue which will meet with the approval of everyone in-
volved at the regular monthly meeting of the Board in October. She thanked the
residents of Highview Avenue and all the City Representatives that took time to
participate in the meeting.

HR. DeROSE said he would like to add that he had contacted Mr. Reppucci, Chairman
of the Sewer Commission, the day after the open meeting and Mr. Reppucci assured
him that the Sewer Commission would do everything in their power to resolve any
problems on Highview Avenue that fall within their jurisdiction. The residents
have been asked to put their complaints in writing and direct them to Mr. Reppucci
for consideration by the Sewer Commission,

PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE - Julius J, Bleis
MR. BLOIS reported on the following items:

(1) PETITION NO. 400 - AMFRICAN ITALTAN ASSOCIATION - For authprization to have
the Columbus Dey Parade and Ceremonies on Sunday, October 12, 1975 starting
at 2:00 p.m, at Scalzi Park and proceeding down Washington Boulevard to
Columbus Park - (Letter dated 7-16-75 f£rom Joseph Montagnese, General Chair-
man)

MR. BLOIS MOVED for approval of the above petition from the American Italian
Association. Seconded and CARRIED,

(2Y PETITION NO. 401 -~ VETERAN'S DAY CELEBRATION COMMITTIEE - For authorization
to have the 1975 Veteran's Day Parade on Sunday, November 9, 1975 starfing
at 1:30 p.m. - (Letter dated 8~15-75 from Stephen A, Sackman, General
Chairman)

MR, BLOIS MOVED for approval of the above petition from the Veteran’s Day Cele-
bration Committee, Seconded and CARRIED.

MR, BLOIS MOVED for SUSPENSION OF THE RULES to consider the fee schedule for the
Terry Conners Ice Skating Rink, Seconded and CARRIED,

MR, BLOIS read the following fee schedule:
TERRY CONNERS RINK

1. Fees: Admission to Public Recreational Skating Sessions:

Before Six After Six
(a) Resident Child .75 1.00
(b) Resident Adult 1.50 1.75
(c) Non-Resident Child i 1,00 1.50
(d) Non-Resident Adult 2.00 2.25
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MR. BLOIS said the Park Commission has adopted a resolution vhereby the groups
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Fees: 1Ice Rental to Private Groups:
2 Winter L - All other
(a) Ultra-Prime _ $70.00 _ $60.00
(b) Prime . ] ; 60.00 . o 50.00 . -
(c) Non-Prime : - 45,00 - ' 35.00 - -
Fees: Patch & Freestyle & Dance: - - - ° X i e _" e
Hnminé - $1.50 Afternoon - $2.50 P il iy
Fees: Instructional Skating: ol (B = &y
(2) Beginners and Intermediate " $1.50 plus admission -
{b) Hockey II and III ) .50 * L e A
(¢) Junior end Senior and Hockey I 2:00; - RS =i e
- - - ¥t ira =1
Fees: Spectator Events: EREIIET S.aEschl eihe M EEanT sl
. r el 5 = e Sita =Gy TR AT 4
(a) Hockey (high School) -  Students - $1.00 - Adults - $2,00 '

. Reserved - $2.75

{b) All other events:
Ice Showa, Pro or Semi Pro Hockey pames, etc, fees to be set
by Park Commission not to exceed $5.00 per person for individual
admissions, ) e e ‘-1

L

sponsored by the Board of Recreation will be charged at the prevailing rate sub-
ject to a 507 rebate, which rebate will be credited to the income of the Terry
Conners Rink, He noted that the fees in the above schedule are the same as those
approved by this Board last year with the exception of the ones for the rental '
to private groups which have been raised $10 for ultra-prime and prime times and
$5 for non-prime time, HE MOVED for APPROVAL of the fee.schedule as presented.
Seconded,

In response to a question from MRS, LAYTMAN, MR. BLOIS said it was necessary to,
raise the fees for group rentals because of the increased costs of operating - -
the dnk. He also said the Park Commission has made a survey of fees charged
at nearby rinks and the fees at Terry Conners were lower than all others.

In response to a question from MRS. McINERNEY, MR. BLOIS said the reduced rate
could apply to any group sponscred by the Board of Recreation which includes the
Youth Hockey Lesague,

The VOTE was then teken on the motion to approve the fee schedule and the motion
CARRIED. '

THE PRESIDENT noted that Mr. Loughran has left the meeting and there are now
35 members present, -

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE -~ Leonard Hoffman

HR. HOFFMAN reported on the following items:

6}

Proposed RECOMMENDATION TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE PERSONNEL COMMISSTION COR-
CERNING POLICY FOR COMPENSATING RETIRING DEPARTMENT HEADS AND/OR AIR{INIS=- .
TRATORS FOR UNUSED SICK LEAVE AND VACATION TIME - (Submitted at Steering _
Coomittee meeting on 6-23-75 by Leonard Hoffman, 11th District Rep.) -
(Held in Committee 7-7-75 and B8-4-75)

=
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MR. HOFFMAN said Item #1 is being Held in Coumittee.

(2) INQUIRY INTO CIRCUMSTANCES CONCERNING CERTAIN APPOINTMENTS WITHIN THE
CIVIL SERVICE SYSTEM ~ To include appointment of Barry J. Boodman to
position of Assistant Corporation Counsel as well as other appointments
which may have been mede illegally or improperly - (Letter dated 6-9-75
from Thomas D'Agostivo, 17th District Rep., in reference to Assistant
Corporation Counsel) - (Scope of inquiry broadened at Steering Com-
mittee meeting on 6-23-75 as proposed by Leonard Hoffman, 1lth District
Rep.) - (Held in Committee 7-~7~75 and 8-4-75)

MR. HOFFMAN said the sbove item is being Held in Committee. He said the Com-
mittes did look into a rejection of a candidate for a pésition in the Police
Department. He said the Committee contacted the Personnel Department and the
testing laboratory who gave the prospective candidate psychological tests and
have received some information pertaining to that appointment, He said the
Committee has not done anything more and is planning to meet with some other
peaple who are involved in the appointment of Mr, Boodman. He said he would
hope that this item could be reported owt of Committee at the October meeting,

(3) See Page 10,729,

FLANNING & ZONING CRMITTEE - Salvan Ross
MR. ROSS reported that the Planning & Zoning Committee met August 27 and present &
were Reps. Tresser, Rose and Ross, He reported on the following item: 35

(1) PETITION - Acceptance of extension of HIGHEINE TRAIL as a City Street -
(Letter dated 7-24-75 from Irving S, Rosenblum, Esq.)

MR, ROSS said the item is being held in Committee pending receipt of certification
of the street in question by the City Engineer,

PUBLIC HOUSING .& GENERAL RELOCATION CGMMITTEE - Handy Dixon

MR, DIXDN said the Public Housing & General Relocation Committee has met several
times to consider the following item:

(1) TAX ABATFMENT FOR MARTIN LUTHER KING APARTMENTS -~ Board of Representatives
previously approved tax abatement stipulating that the owner of the apart-
ments, New Neighborhoods, Inc., would pay 107 of the gross income of the
property in lieu of taxes but New Neighborhoods has refused to sign this
agreement because of the ipability of Martin Luther King to make any pay-
ment to the City for taxes - (Mayor's letter of 6-12-75) - (lleld in
Committee 7-7-75 and 8-4-75)

MR. DIXON said the last meeting that was held was open to the public and was

held on August 26 in conjunction with the Legislative & Rules Committee and

present were Reps. Davidoff, Flanagan, Maynor, D'Agostino, McInerney, Rose, :
Lowden and Dixon. He said the Housing Committee, having reviewed this matter

quite thoroughly with the Mayor, the Law Department, Representatives from the

Board of Directors of New Neighborhoods, Inc., and the general public and having
considered the fimancial pouition of the City of Stamford and its agreement with

the State and its original commitment to the Martin Luther King Apartments, has
gpproved by a vote of 4 yes and 1 no to recommend the following proposed ordinance

to this Board for action, which he read as followsa:
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PROPOSED ORDINANCE 30 walans

ABATING TAXES ON MARTIN LUTHER KING APARTMENTS AT 40 STILLWATER AVENUE
OWNED BY NEW NEIGHBORHOODS, INC. PURSUANT TO SECTION 8-215 OF THE
CONNECTICUT GENERAL STATUTES .

WHEREAS, Martin Luther King Apartments is an existing housing development
containing eighty-nine rental units occupied solely by persons or families of
low or moderate lncome and as such, is regulated and financially assisted by
the U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development; and

WHEREAS, Martin Luther King Apartments is owned by New Neighborhoods, Inc.,
a Connecticut corporation organized not for profit; asnd

WHEREAS, the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford by passage
of Ordinance Number 147 Supplemental previcusly approved abatement of up to 100%
of the real property taxes on Martin Luther King Apartments, subject to reimburse-
ment of such taxes to the City of Stamford by the State of Comnecticut, and

WHEREAS, the financial feasibility of Martin Luther King Apartments has at
all times been based upon 1007 tax abatement and in reliance upon such 1007 tax
abatement, Martin Luther King has accepted many families as tenants who are unable
at this time to pay rents which include any real estate tax increment; and

WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut has agreed to reimburse the City of Stam=
ford in an amount of $350 per dwelling unit per yeaxr, a total of $31,150 per year,
for abated taxes on Martin Luther King Apartments, substantially below the actual
tax due bssed upon the assessment of such property and current and recent mill
rates; and =

WHEREAS, sbating the taxes levied on Mertin Luther King Apartments for the
following specified fiscal periods will emable such housing to maintain rents
below the levels which would be necessary in the absence of such abatement and
thus better serve the families presently living in such housing based upon their
abilities to pay such rents. :

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAIRED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE CITY
OF STAMFOAD THAT:

1. The sum of $354,812.09 in taxes on the Grand List of September 1, 1972
on Martin Luther King Apartments representing the balance of taxes on such prop-
erty not previously abated by Resolution No. 962 of this Board are hereby abated
in full,: plus any and all accrued interest and lien fees.

2. The sum of $70,272.48 in taxes on the Grand List of September 1, 1973
on Martin Luther King Apartments representing all of the taxes on such property
for such list year sre hereby abated in full, plus any and all accrued interest
and lien fees,

3. The sum of $68,313.21 in taxes on the Grand List of September 1, 1974
on Martin Luther King Apartments representing all of the taxes on such property
for such list year are hereby abated in full, plus any and a1l accrued interest,

4, The Tax Abatement Committee established pursuant to Ordinance No. 228
Supplemental is hereby directed to review the beooks and records of Martin Luther
King Apartments for the calendar years ending December 31, 1975 and December 31,
1976, meet with representatives of the Sponsor, New Neighborhoods, Inc, and file
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a written report with this Board by June 1, 1977 with regard to the need and
desirability for continued full or partial abatement of real property taxes
on Martin Luther King Apartments on the Grand Lists of September 1, 1975 and
September 1, 1976,

5. The Tax Collector of the City of Stamford i{s hereby directed and em-
powered to list the total amount of the said lawful abatement into the Rate
Book #nd other records and files, together with the name of the owner against
whom such tax, so abated, was levied and the reason for such abatement, and
the Tax Collector is further directed to record these facts in his Annual
Report, in accordance with the provision of Section 12-167 of the CUn.necticut
General Statutes, as amended,

i gia i e i

6. The Mayor of the City of Stemford is hereby authorized and directed
to enter into a new agreement with New Neighborhoods, Inc. providing for tax
abatement on Martin Luther King Apartments in accordance with the provisions
of this Ordinance.

. gey

7. This Ordinance shall take effect upon its adoptionm,

s s

dedeririciriodolodoickdok ok

Jos el

MR. DIXON MOVED FOR PUBLICATION of the proposed ordinance. Seconded,

. MR, GUROIAN said he was opposed to the proposed ordinance, He said it was a big

s rip-off, He paid the State has defaulted on its agreement and he was opposed to
the ordinary taxpayer supporting non-profit housing. He said the City would not
abate taxes for a taxpayer who could not afford to pay. He said there are other

’ housing units in this City that are waiting in 1ine, He said if the City yields

i on this the State will default on their agreements with other housing units. He -
4 urged every member of the Board not to vote for this.

é MR. SAINBURG said the Beard has to consider the history of this matter and he noted
] that New Nelghborhoods would never have built this housing in the first place if

E they did not have 1007 tax abatement, He salid they would never have gotten the
funds and necessary agreements for the mortgages if they did not hgve this agree-
3 ment. He said the State reneged on its agreement with the City, He said the

: City did not have to accept this one-sided cancallation of the agreement. He

said it is his understanding that Hartford is suing the State for similar funds

; and he does not understand why the administration went along with it and "did

not fight for this woney. He said that ig not the problem of New Neighborhood,
however, He sald the problem became the City's problem when it went along with
the cancellation of this tax support money. He said he does not think this Board
has any choice but to support this proposed ordinance,

MRS, McINERNEY said that the Public Housing & General Relocation Committee received

reams of supportive data from New Neighborhoods and met many times on this matter.

She said she feels strongly that the administration and the State have.literally

forced this Board's back egainst the wall and that what the State has done to the

City by reneging on the agreement is blackmail. She said this Board is being

asked to vote under duress and noted there is no guarantee that the State will

Ghk D bt ety

honor theixr agreement to pay at least a $350 minimm per apartment next year.

; She said she questions whether or not in these hard economic times the taxpayers
; can afford to abate this tax and accept responsibility for the loss of funds.

; She said according to the wording of the origipal ordinance the City has no legal
obligation to New Neighborhoods. She said it is in essence a moral issue, She
said it should also be brought out that a proposal to get back some of these tax

Sop el e il
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dollars was suggested to New Neighborhpods and that would be one of instituting
a 6liding scale of 1 to 10 for taxes. She said this was refused and this Board
has no other choice than to go ahead and vote for this ordinance tonight. )

MR, MORABITO said this is a classic example of what he has been saying since

he was on the Board =-- federal money, federal control; State money, State control--
and the City is left holding the bag. He said the three-year total for this is
$173,397.78 and there is no guarantee that the City won't be asked to abate the
taxes in future years., He said he thinks this Board should deny this and sue

the State and make them meet their obligations,

MR. TRESSER said he agreed with Mr. Sainburg. He said the Board owes it to r_ha
tenants in Martin Luther King to vote for this ordinance. ;

MR, FLANAGAN said the total tax abatement as listed in the ordinance can be re- "~
duced by the State's reimbursement of $31,150.00 per year and the number is not *
as high as was mentioned by Mr, Morabito. He said this has had an effect on

St. John's also, the difference being that the contract that St, John's had with
the City does oot have the clause in it that the City will only give reimburse-
ment as long as the City receives full reimbursement from the State., He said
vhen Martin Luther King was built, their financial set up was predicatéd on the
fact that they would receive 1007 tax abatement. He said the State blackmailed
the City into accepting the cancellation with the threat that they would remove
DCA funds from the City in some other place. He noted that 29 out of the 88 families
in Martin Luther King are from the urban renewal area which helped enormously with
the relocation problems which have bogged down urban renewal in this City. He
said because of the URC's inability to relocate families, the URC land was not
available to the redeveloper and because of that the redeveloper lost two com=" " -
mitments he had with major department stores, He sald even now the City can not
deliver the title to the land for the parking lot for the new Marriott Hotel
because there i8 an occupiled house on the corner of it., He said the housing imsue
is not something the City can ignore and say it is the State's responsibility.

He said the redevelopment of the renewal area depends on relocating the families
and if Martin Luther King had not been built, the whole project probably would
have been delayed even longer.

MR. DAVIDOFF said the Legislative & Rules Committee voted unanimously that this
abatement be granted in accordance with the action taken by the Public Housing
& General Relocation Committee,

MR, DIXON said basically what is being talked about is the abatement of approximately
$20,000 per year, or 107 of the income of Martin Luther King as stipulated in the
original agreement the City proposed to New Neighborhoods. He said the City will
not lose money., He said what will happen is that the City will be placed in the
position of not receiving as much as they would if the abatement were not granted.
He said the City is actually going to receive more money even with the abatement
than what was coming in before the apartments were built. He said he can not say
the City has a legal cbligation to Martin Luther King but he believes the City
has a moral obligation to the tenants. He said he has received a petition signed
by approximately 70 of the tenants who feel the City should reaffirm its original
agreement for 1007% tax sbatement, He said many of these tenants have told him
that they are now living in decent housing for the first time in their lives and
he said it does not seem fair or reasonable to take that away from them,

T ” Y
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MR, ZIMBLER spoke in opposition to this item. He said the Board is being asked: .
to legislate under the gun, He said as & human being he feels a strong empathy
for the tenants of the Martin Luther King Apartments but as a member of the
legislative body he could not vote with a clear comscience for an item which would
be setting a very bad precedent and which could ultimately cause adverse conditions
to the tax structure in the City. He said the Board members have a responsibility
to their constituents not just in their respective districts but in the entire
City of Stamford. = L .5

MRS, LAITMAN said Martin Luther King did absorb a lot of people from the urban
renewal area and that did result in the City finally getting the needed funding,
She said the Board should consider from a fiscal point of view what this property
was bringing the City in:revenues before the apartments were constructed and what
it will bring in over a ten-year period, which ip hundreds of time more than the
original smount, She said the tenants are now probably going to have to accept
a8 $20 a wonth increase in their rentals because of increased operating expenses
and if the rents have to be increased to pay for the unabated taxes, the units
will no longer be moderate rental apartments,

MR, MOBABITO said the URC was supposed to provide housing to relocate families
in the urban renewal area and they did not live up to that responsibility.

MR. FLANAGAN said the caseload of relocatees that were within the renewal area

was spread out among many projects withiem the City, such as the Housing Authority,
St, John's Towers, Frimndship House, Coleman Towers and Martin Luther King., He
said the people have not been concentrated in one area, which would have been a -
mistake as it would have created a ghetto situation. He noted that all of the
people who live in Martin Luther King were residents of Stemford befdre they moved
into those apartments so they do not represent an additional burden to the City
in any way.

MR. GUROIAN said the moral cbligation for relocation of families within the urban
renewal area lies with the URC, which did not construct one housing unit within

the area, He said he would suggest that Mr, Dixon take the petition he has received
and send it to Hartford as that is where the moral obligation for upholding the
original agreement between the City and the State lies. He said it does not lie
with the taxpayers, He said there are taxpayers inm this City on fixed incomes

who can not afford to pay increased raxes and yet the City does not grant them an
abatement, He said he will not submit to blaclkmail tonight and urged others mot

to do so either,

MR, HOFFMAN said he feels bedly for the people living in these apartments but he
wonders about the possibility of other low-cost housing developments seeking this
same sort of relief from the City.

MR, DIXON said he has been assured by the Corporation Counsel that the tax abate-

ment setup with Martin Luther King is entirely different from any of the other

low and moderate income projects and he feels absolutely sure that the other pro-

jects would not be coming in to ask the City for the same thing. He said when the

other projects received their original abatement the 107 was a built-in factor L
and they accepted it and understood from the beginning that they would have to .
pay it. -

THE PRESIDENT announced that Mr. Blois and Mr. D'Agostino have left and there are
now 33 members present.
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MR. ROSE spoke in favor of the proposed ordinance. He said if the rents have
to be increased in order to pay the City 10% of the income of the apartments
in lieu of taxes, the rents will no longer be within the range of low and
moderate income levels.

MRS, McINERNEY pointed out that the administration bas already given away the
City's right to that $20,000 by releasing the State of its legal and moral
responsibilities., She said she does not know if the City can try to retrieve
any of these funds from the State at this point in time or not.

MR, DIXON said the City's acceptance of the State's cancellation of the agree-
ment was & final act and can not be changed at this point.

THE PRESIDENT announced that Mrs, Clark, Mr. Walsh, Mr., DeRose and Mr. Truglia
have left and there are now 39 members present,

MR, DAVIDOFF requested thet the vote on the motion to publish the proposed
ordinance be taken by Roll Cell and a sufficient number of members supported
his request,

In response to a question from MR, GUROIAN, THE PRESIDENT said the motion for
publication of an ordinance requires the affirmative vote of the majority of
thosa present and voting for passage and that for final adoption of an ordinance
21 affirmative votes would be required.

MR, DIXON said the petition he has received has been properly brought to the
attention of this Board as that is to whom it was addressed, He read the pre-
face of the petition which requests the Board of Représentatives to reaffimm
the City of Stamford's commitment to grant 1007, tax abatement to New Neighbor-
hoods, Inc,, sponsor and owner of the Martin Luther King Apartments on Still-
water Avenue, and which underscores the fact that the financial feasibility of
this housing venture was predicated on full tax abatement and federal approval -
for the project was granted only after the City entered into the agreement with
New Neighborhoods for full tax abatement,

MR. GUROIAN said this Board should vote against this proposal in order to uphold
its honor by not submitting to blackmail,

MR, FLAWAGAN said it 1is his understanding that the Mayor felt he was put in a box
and he would jeopardize all of the City's DCA assistance if he did not agree to
the $350 per year per apartment figure, He said that on advice of his Corporation
Counsel the Mayor signed an amended assistance agreement with the State accepting
this lower figure. He said this is an irreversible act and in his opinion was
probably the right thing to do when the total picture is considered, He said this
Board is not acting under State blackmail. He said the State already blackmailed
the City and the City has acquiesced to it. He said all this Board is doing is
making up for what the State failed to do by not living up to their commitment,
He said he feels the Board has to do this., He said this is not an open-ended
thing as it will be subject to review in the future, He said he would hope that
the State would reconsider its position and suggested that the next Board draft

a resolution condemning the State for its action in treating this part of the
State in the same manner as other parts of the State when this part of the State
is #n extremely high rent area compared to the rest of the State. He said a flat
$350 per apartment throughout the State discriminates against Fairfield County

and an attempt to get a higher rate for this part of the State should be made,
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The following ROLL CALL VOTE was taken on the motion to approve the proposed.
ordinance for publication and the motion CARRIED by a vote of 18 in faver
7 opposed: , ;

THOSE VOTING IR FAVOR: THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION:

BOCCUZZI, John (D) GUROIAN, Armen (D)
CROSBY, Robert (R) KELLY, James (D)
DAVIDOFF, Norman (D) MORABITO, Joseph (D)
DIXON, Handy (D) RAVALLESE, George (D)
FLANAGAN, William (R) ROSS, Salvan (D)
FORMAN, Barbara (R) _ SANDOR, John (D)
HANDLEY, Diane (R) ZIMBLER, Rurt (R)

HOFFMAN, Leonard (R)
LATITHAN, Marilyn (D)
LOWDEN, Lyna (D)
MARTING, Vincent (D)
MAYNOR, Frederick (D)
HMcINERNEY, Barbara (R)
MILLER, Frederick (D)
FERILLO, Alfred (D)
ROSE, Matthew (D)
SATNBURG, Richard (R)
TRESSER, Michael (R)

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR

‘THE PRESIDENT noted that the report from the Mayor dated 8-18-75 regarding recom~

mendations included in the final report of the Special Investigating Committee

concerning the Appointment of a Superintendent of Parks has been distributed to

all members.

ADTOURNMENT

There being no further business to come bufore the Board, on motion, duly seconded

and CARRTED, the meeting was adjourned at 1:20 a.m,

(1t, Hedot

Sally Flaherty ’
Administrative Assistant and
‘(Recording Secretary)

APPROVED:

Dokt M,

Frederick E. Miller, Jr., President
13th Board of Representatives

Note: Above meeting was broadcast in its
entirety over Radio Station WSTC,
SF/dm :
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