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10,739 
MiDute. of Septeaher 2, 1975 

It vae reported that Education. Vel fare & Goveru.e:Dt Coaaittee concurred._ 
CAllBII!D. 

LEGISIATIVE & RULES CIlHIIlTI'l!l! - Nonaan Davicloff 

KIt. DAVIDOFF reported on the follaviD3 itema: 

(1) Pinal adoption of ORDIN!\NCE CONCERNING DESIGNATION OF Rl!SPOIISIIIILITI 
WITHIN CITY ANDlOR AGENCIES FOR THE USE OF PUBLIC FUNDS 
AND PUBLIC PROPERTY - Approved for publication 8-4-75 and published 
8-8-75 - (Letter dated 7-22-75 from Deputy Corporation Counsel to 
Barbara McInerney, 20th District Rep.) 

HR. DAVIDOFF said it vas the n"an'.."", vote of the Comadttee that this itell be 
held for further amendment. and drafting. 

MRS. IAInIAN aaid the Fiscal Comadttee participated iD the pubUc heariD3 On 
this it ... but did not take a vote on it. 

(2) KETHOD USED BY CITY FOR NOTIFICATION 1'0 TAXPAYERS OF DELINQUENT TAXES 
Request haa been made to this Board to look iDto situation Which 
City! s fiTst notice: of delinquent taxes was received three years afteJ: 
the taxes were due pond included claim. of interest due in the .amount of 
$205.74 - (Letter dated 5-30-75 from Frank W. LiVolsi, Jr., Esq.) 
(Held in Comadttee 7-7-75 and 8-4-75) 

HR. DAVIDOFF said the Comadttee met with John Mello of the Tax Collector'. 
Office concern1D3 the objections ,..de by AttDrney LiVolsi as to the present 
uae for the notification of delinquent taxes and it was the unanimous feeltna 
of the Comad.ttee members present to recommend to the Tax Collector' 8 Office 
that in their opinion current bills sect by the Tax Collector should show 
accumulated arrearage. and that the Tax Collector sbould explore some of the 
suggestiona made whereby the listing of property owners billed may be updated 
more frequently than once a year. He said that he baa noted that under Itea:a 
18 under Fiscal Comadttee l:&i8 it ... is beiD3 taken care of. 

(3) See Page 10,721 

(4) Propoaed ORDIN!\NCE ESTAllLISHING A UNIFORM KILL RATE POR TAXATION OF 
MOTOR VEHICLES - Revised ordinance submitted at the requeat of Anthooy 
Truglia, 5th District Rep. - (Letter dated 7-7-75 from Deputy CorporatioD 
Counsel) - (Held in Committee 8-4-75) 

KIt. DAVIDOFF said the Comadttee voted unaniJlously to rec ..... ecd publication of the 
proposed to establish a uniform mill rate for taxation of motor vehicles 
and BE SO MOVED. SecoDded. 

MRS. LAITHAN asked if the Legislative & Rules Comadttee had been in touch with 
the Board of FiDance to get their input a. had beec suggested. She said she 
had writteD to the Corporation Counsel aaking for his opinioD regardiDg the time 

"structure involved in this Board setting the mill rate for motor"vehicles. 
She noted that ea ch member had a copy of the_reply to her request. She said 
was of the understanditlJ that the ,Legislative & Rules Comadttee vas goinS to 
get in touch with the Board of Pinance u to how the establishmeDt of the mill 
rate ahould be accomplished. 

HR. DAVlDOPP said the C<mBittee will get in touch with the Board of Finance • 
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10,740 
Minutes of September 2, 1975 

The VotE va. tben taken on the motion for publication of tbe following proposed 
ordinance and the motion was CARRIED Imani'IPual,: 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

ESrABLISHMENT OF A UNIFORM HILL RAre FDR TAXAnO!! 
OF MOTOR VEHICLES 

N(JI, TIIEREl'OIIE, \II! IT ORIIAIIIED BY lEI! CITY OF STAHl'ORD TlIAT: 

1. The providon. of Public Act No. 74-211 entitled "AN ACT COIICEIlNDIG A 
1lNlFORH HILL RATE FOR TAXAnON OF MOTOR VEHICLES BY lEI! CITY OF STAHl'ORD", 
are hereby adopted by the Cit" of Stamford. 

2. All motor vehicles vlthin the Cit" of Stamford, cOllllllellcing vlth the 
Grand List of September 1, 1975, and on the Grand Llot of October 1 in 
subsequent years. shall be taxed at a uniform mill rate.. 

3. Said uniform mill rate shall be set by tbe Board of Representatlvu of 
the Cit" of Stamford by a -... jorie" vote tbflr!!Of, upon the advice and 
rec~endatioD of the Board of Finance. 

4. This cn:dinance aball take effect ou the date of its eaacbaent. 

****1',"'***_'1".* , .......... * 
In reapoaae to a question from MRS~ PORMAN. THE PRESIDENT said it ia not necessary 
for tbe Board to hold a public bearing on this proposed ordinance but he would 
expect that one "ill be scbeduled. 

(5) Proposed ORDINANCE CONCERNING DISCLOSlIRE OF CIVIL SERVICE PRACn CES IIImili 
11IE CITY OF S'lAHFORD - Local "Rigbt to Know" la", 8ubudtt ed at the request 
of Diane Handle)', 17th District Rep. - (Draft dated 8-6-75 from CorpOrlltiOll 
Counsel aod revised b" Legislative & Rules Committee on B-14-7S) - (Held 
in Committee 6-2-75, 7-7-75 and B-4-75) 

HR. DAVIDOFF said the Committee voted 5 to 1 in favor of pablication of r;pe 
fo11ov1og proposed ordinance vlth one abstention and BE SO MOVED. Seconded. 
CARRIED uoenh,..,ualy. 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE 

WHEREAS, appointment, advancement and promotion based OD competitive 
examination are the essence of purpose for a clas&lfied civil service, and 

IlBEREAS, a polic" of fullest public disclosure in appointment, advance­
ment and promotion in the classified service is essential to the integrity of 
the civil service system, aDd. . 

WHEREAS. fullest public disclosure of records and policies of the Per­
sonnel Commission and Department of Civil Service of the Gie" 10 ~ •• ential to 
preserve the integrit" of the Civil Service S"st_ and secure hiring and pro­
motion pursuant to open competit~ve and prOmotio~l examination, 
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Hinutes of September 2, 1975 

NCN; 711E11EFOHE, -BE IT ORIIUNED IN 'IlIE CIlY 011 S'rAHl'01lD 'IIIA%: 

1. This Ordinance shall be called the Civil Service Disclosure OrdiDaDCe . 
of the City of Stamford. 

2. They shall maintain SDd make available to the public the folloviD& 
records: 

Cs) Copies of all locally prepared written examination questiODO 
vi~n forty-eight hours after such examination bao be ... given. 

Cb) The name. of all applicants eiamlned, their scores and relative 
standiDg, vithin forty-eight bours after such scorea have been determined. 

Cc) The total number of appUcants to any _nation including the 
total number eXamined and rated, tbe total number admitted to the ~ 
ation but failing to take sucb examination, and tbe total number refuoed 
admission to such ex.adaatioD. together with the reasons therefore,. 

Cd) The method and fomula applied to calculate the grad~ and scores 
of all applicants. 

3. They sball maintain SDd make available to any City entity vested with 
the power of appointment for any position within the Civil Service relative 
to such positioll, the Personnel Connittee of the Board of Representatives 
and any applicant, all other infonnation regarding applicants not required 
to be disclosed ~er Section 2 except information exempted under Section 4. 

4. The following information shall be excluded from the requir ....... U of 
thlo ordinance: 

Ca) Any and all information relative to the marital status of any 
perSOD. 

Cb) Hedical and psychological information of any person. 

Cc) Information relative to psychological ~esting. 

Cd) Statement of wortb. 

Ce) Any i nformation ~tbervi8e specifically excluded from public 
disclosure by any state atatute or law. 

5. On and after November 1, 1975, no policy or buaine •• 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 requirement. of the 
City Charter and Code of Ordinance and recorded in the appropriate minute. 
within that depsr~t. 

6. 00 and afte~ November 1. 1975. no policy, business or other practice 
or rule intended as a proscription. amendment or enforcement of rules of 
the classwea service pursuant to Section 735 of the City Charter shall 
have any force or effect pnles8 adopted in~iting and in accordance 
witb the requirements <If Section 735. . 

.., , i! r i ,.. ; ; . ~ ... ' I , 4 S; • _ 4'. 2..... $, .• i " '" 

, 

-



o 

10,742 
Humtes of September 2, 1975 

7. (a) The Personnel Commisa1on cd the Department of Civil Service 
.ball notify in writing imy person who may be aggrieved of any action taken 
by them. 

(b) Such writing sball conta1o specific reference to: 

(1) 
(11) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

The poSition or other subject in issue. 
The specific action by which such persOD 1s aggrieved and 
the date such action vas taken. 
Any right to adm1D1strative appeal or contract remedy 10 
lieu thereof. 
The sieoature and title of the person taking and respoDOible 
for such action that may aggrieve such person. 

8. Where t&e requirements of this ordinance and auy other law coDflict. 
that law requiring the _.t disclosure of information sball prevail. 

9. This Ordioaoce .ball take effect upon eDBctmeDt. 

**i'*'*t'*"*"'" 
• 

(6) ORDINANCE NO. 314 CO~CERNING PRIVATE REFUSE COLLECTION PRACTICES IIlTllDl 
THE CITY - Approved for publication 8-4-75 and published 8-8-75 -
(Submitted on 7-21-75 by Deputy Corporation Counsel 10 letter addressed 
to Barbara Forman, 19th District Rep., and Marilyn LaitmaD, 20tb District 
Rep.) 

IIIl. DAVIDOFF refe=ed to a letter from the Deputy Corporation Counsel dated 
August 27, 1975. He said the Legislative & Rules Committee had advi.ed the 
sponsors of this ordinance. Reps. Le.ituan and Fonaan. to meet vith repre­
sentatives of the Private Refuse Collectors Association and the CDrporation 
COUDsel's Office and as a result of that meeting the sponscn:s of the ordinaDce 
have recomraended some changes to the Ordi"QB.IU:e. He said these changes appe'u 
on tbe draft of the ordioaoce deted August 27, 1975, revised August 28, 1975, 
a copy of "bleb is on each member' 8 desk. He said tbe changes are as follows: 

1. An .... endllent to the third Wbereas clause whicb .hall now read: ''llbereas 
it 10 the sense of tbe Board of Representatives of the City of st_ford that 
a: •. regarda;;..t:he. business of private garbage collection. open and com­
petitive business practices in this industry are essential to preserve 
the health and safety of the c~ty." 

2. Paragrapb 1 011 Page 2 is amended to read: "This ordioaoce 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 se%Viee any person when the location of such per­
sou la reasonably accessible fr~ any area Where such private collector 
is already doing business. A refusa}. shall be deeDed reasonable. however. 
when a private collector i8 servicing the maxfmrJDI number of c:ustODlers at 
the t~e of such refusal whicb is feasible within the collection capacity 
of the collector's equipmen~ where the appropriate information concerning 
such capacity has been filed with the Commissioner of Public.Works pursuant 
to Section 7 (d) of tbis ordioaoce." -
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Hinutes of September 2. 1975 

4. Sub-paragTaph 7 (d) on Page 3 haa been amended to read aa fall ..... : "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 tb~ li~enBe application or upo~ acquiSition thereafter." 

HR. DAVIDOFF aaid t\1at 10 addition, it was the recOlaDendation of the Law Depart­
ment that Paragraph 10 (b) on Page 4 be deleted fr~ the proposed ordinance. He 
said this paragraph provides the procedures under Vbicb suspension or revocation 
of dumping incinerator licenses may occur and it aeCUTe& due process in the pro-' 
cedure to protect a licensee. He said it was the recommendation o~ the taw 
Depar~nt thee the content be adopted by separate ordinance with some word 
changes with the ~act eeing that nov these due process requirementa 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 adoptiOll 
a8 a separate ordinance and as revised to read as follows: "A license granted 
b,. the COIIIDisaioner of Public Works pursuant to ao:y section of Article 8 of the 
Code of Ordinances shall not be suspended or revoked except after a hearing 
upon due notice yhere the licensee shall have an opportunity to be present repre­
sented by cOUDsel. examine any evidence presented and present arguments and 
evidence on all issues involved. It . 

HIt. DAVIDOFF HOVED FOR FINAL ADOPTION of the fo11""ing amended ordinance per­
taining to private refuse collection practices.. Seconded. and CAllRIED vith ODe 

uno" vote and oae abstention (Mr. Rybn1ck). 

ORDINANCE NO. 314 SUPPLEMENTAL 

PRIVATE REFUSE CQU.ECTION PIlACTICES WITIIIN TIlE CITY 

I/IIEREAS, the City of Stamford baa the p""er purauaot to Charter Section 
40, Subdiviaion 41, to provide for and regulate collection and diapo.al of all 
garbage. trash. waste and asbes either by contract or otherwise and prohibit 
and regulate th" depositing of same; and 

WHEREAS, the Cit,. io also end""ed with the power pursuant to Charter 
Section 40, Subdivision 47, to re~late or proh1bit the cartying on of ao:y trade, 
manufacturing. business or profession which 1. or may be so carried on &8 to 
become prejudicial to public health, conducive to fraud and cbea~ing or dangeroll8 
to or constituting an unreasDnable annoyance to those living or ovniDg property 
in the vicinity of Stamford; and 

I/IIEREAS, it ia the aense of the Board of Repreaentativea of the City of 
Stamford that a8 regards the business of private garbage collection. open ADd 
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 collector •• ucb that local 
re.idents would find it difficult if not imposaible to change collectora would 
require regulations under the above provision •• 

NOlI, THEREFORE, BI! IT ORDA.INl!D BY TIlE CITY OP STAMFORD TIlAT: 

1. Tbi. ordinaoce ahall be entitled the Private Refuse Collection Ordinance. 

- .. ~ ... "" 
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Hinut ... of September 2. 1975 

2. For the purposes of this ordinaDe:e. a private collector 1. one who 
traaaporta for 8.01 Othf!T p~r:;OQ for a fee IUJY Bubstance defined as garbage. 
trash or other waste purauant to Chapter 8 of the CGHie of OrdlDlUlces where 
such traosportatioD is intended for disposition of such -substance at auy land­
fill site. incinerator or transfer &tatio~ 

3. No private collector shall unreasonably refuse to service any pereDa. 
wen the location of 6uch person is reasonably accessible from auy area were 
such private collector 1s already do.inS business. A refusal shall be deemed 
reaaoD.&bl~. however, when a private collector Is servicing the 1lLU"1mum 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 con­
cerning such capacity has been filed with the COIIIIDisa1oner of Public Worb 
pursuant to Section 7 (d) of this ordinance. 

4. No private collector shall discriminate ag.tost any persOD by rate 
or other collection practice because 6u.ch person has changed OT bas expre8.ed 
an intention to change collector •• 

s. No private collector shall re~se to service any p,ersDD beCAuse such 
perBon bas c:hang.ed collectors. 

6. No private collector shall eater into an agreement with aDOtber far 
the pre-attangement or fixing of price or fee for collection services in azry 
given area within the City or among cy group of customers within the City. 

7. It shall be a requirement of any license issued by the COIIIIdssioner 
of Public Works pursuant to Chapter 8 of the Code of Ordinances for the trau­
portatlon or disposition of garbage, trash and other vaste 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 persoDS CJUUiD8 c , 

interest in ita business. 
(d) A list of cnllection equipment and the collection capacity of such 

eqUipment by number of customers serviced thereby for all such 
equipment owned at the time of the liceDlle application or UPOIl 
acquisition thereafter. 

8. The COIIIIDissioner of Public Worke .hall maintain a list of areas covered 
by private refuse collectors within the City by str eet including the name of eacb 
private collector doing bqsineS8 on each suCh street and shall keep such list 
up-to-date and accessible to the public and publish such list at least ouee a 
year in the local media. 

9. AJ:ry person who violate. any provision of this section shall pay a fine 
of one hundred dollars ($100.00) for each offense. EaFh .eparate peraon dis­
criminated against purBUant to SectioDS two through f1~ _of this ordiaance .hall 
be deemed a separate offense. 

10. Notwithstanding any other penalty provided by isv; ' the COIIIIIIissioDer 
of Public Works may suspend or revoke any license de.scrihed in ·Section 7 of tbia 
ordinance. refuse to renev BUch licens e. or probiblt from use of the City 
incinerator. transfer etation or dumping facilities airy person ¥bom be bas 
determined to have violated any provision of this ordinance for a period of one 
year from the date of the Commissioner's dete~Datlon that a violatioD baa 
occurred. . 

" s .• "';:;X '. . ...... • - $E' .. ' .. * J!" < *' f:Qi·J 
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~1F.- ':"AnT-pe."l'~~; ·:joi"t-ven!,=_er~, ~1oyer,··pr1nclp1e-;'a:gent,~ ~~oy~;,of • 
person th.at has violated any provision of this section and any shareholder who 
~!3- ~;re ~~_ ~.e~ (10) perJ c~t: ~~ .any- ,stock in a corpo;-~tioll. th_~t. ha;S ... yiole:t~ t 
~.ti i'~c?Vi,:~,i~~ p£ tJdl!l ' or~inan.c~, .. JI~11 be presumed"" t~ ,b~ .4 .p~r~oll yh.9..!'baB v!olated 
a !:.~tf..!iF..!.~~:.~8- or~e. ;1"': r"'':'~' ;> .) ! ." ~ .,, r. ~ ,J~ -.. ~ 0:1 ·~l';l··.:,~r; c.--· b~ .. (. .. \l~ ""l. 

12. 
.. ~ ' -1 , ,-, : ," ;:'f .'l:-"'~ erH ito ,!::;; ~i ~."V f,~;':: ~ j f.: JiI. 

This Ordinance takes effect upon enac~t. 

jJT~bm;; ~t,~~f:~=:~' "~~~~~j~i~~~~~~~~'~~0:[~:£~{~;~~~~; _ (e i 

HR. DAVIDOFF MOVED- FOR' SUSPENSION OF II!I! lUlLES -~o cOnSiiler--the coinpiiiioiio;:dinaru:e 
to the~ orJilnance. pertaining to private refuse collection ,practices .. c.which-hq ;~' .: 
do with license· suspeIision J?r,?~e_dUr!!'B; ~ Seconded and CARRIED. L-:.c !'::::!'""~r.;r~t' '!.:'-; f.")CC 

HR •. ,DAVIDDl'F MOVED fprvaiver of ,publication of the proposed ordinance concerning 
tbe'''pro~ed~e for='suspension' ~r re~ocation of 'licenses granted by~tb~. Cosmnissioner 
of Public lIorks. Seconded. ' 

MR. ROSS ~oted that the proP;~~d "~~~~~:dOeB "not state before whom the appeals 
beaJ;1ng 'WO't':ld-bebeld • . ~~-. '. :': " ' -: ", :..';' :. ,. ';i , 1', , " ; . _ ·~~ ,-j·"l i"' :~ ! :-:"'1. _" ::". -. 

:"~~:";' ~ ; ~ .. ~~::,~"1..t ";.- :~"-:~1~' ~ "::--=? ;/~.\~r. ' ,; --=;' -: .. : '; ;:';:.: ;-:;, - \ -~ _~ : ",::~ .. r.T!')'J_ ; _- ~ 
~Vr,oDFl'-.aid -t~ ,ecx.dii.ioner:o:f-l,'ub11c lIorka- is ,the- graiitoi' ;Qf,:tili! -U:ceose 

. and"-vOuld' be-the one· -to:hold tlie-liearing on an-appeal; - ...... - ~0. -~~:e;;- :!.:..:-!~ 
---- - ~-.- ------- -- - - .-----

HR. ROSS HOVED 1'0 A!iEND the proposed ordinance -by adding that a decision by the 
Commissioner of Public lIorks can ·be ap'peaied to the Public lIorks Committee of 
t~~.11il;9.~~~1~1~ ReJ?resentat;i.v.~B. ~. ~e~!lnde~ ••• ~. '.-(0 .• ~' :;' :!. . _ "_ ' :: :: .~-: ~:;: !;:,: c.:' .. :~ ~ .~.: 

__ ,. -. ::' ._. .._ ; _' .. " r. ~ . :- :- -. ; .~ . "~ ' • . ~r .' : " .. < " ,=-. " ,,~ !_. "<-: .• : -,_' ~_ -: l: .. -r.r; 
THE ' :PREsIDENT l),oted that ··this proposed' ordinance would apply" to .all, l:icensea ! .. - ~ 
issued under any section of Article 8 and DDt just to those for the private 
refuee collectors. 

NIM, 'l1IEREFORl!. BE IT 0IUlAINED 1!Y.-TlI!! CIP'-.PF STAMFORD TIIAT: 

v: :'!' ~!""=i ri,; ; r~ 
Vt;': • .,.-.):!" : t ; !: .. :;o'i 
S!'l'Pnd4>!l1 ~£, 

A l~~ense granted by.the, CQmmis~ioner o~ Public~orks pursuant to ~,.ectio, 
of ArtiHe~~: ~ftt~,;,:·~<!d,,-of:Drd1~c!,:s . ~lUill' iT?i: : De i iliiiipei1~i!d.~-i!r _f.!';;~!c~~l ei~ept 
after a bearing upon due not1ce-vh~rlfrtlie· 11c~Q8ee-· s1iillll1ave .. ~~.m'portup{ty to 
be present. represented by co~el.- "examine imy evidence presented ~d present 
ar~ni~ ff.~!}end!'1c-:£_~Il.,a).}. !,Etsues ig~J.'~~d~ "; ;; .£ :. : :; _ ~:o:; ! .,{: bl.l~ .'~"":.,""'CJi·~·:" .:1:1 

_ .. ," "~-'1 ... ~ .. 1\ ...... "1'1 I'CI~ If'':!I1~,:, ... 'lq 
This Drd1nsnce shall t:li.ke effect upon enactment.' .,. - , 

+ If .. - , 
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Minutes of September 2, 1975 

(7) Proposed ORDINANCE CONCERNING 11lE SaWING OP X-IiATED MOVIES IlUDIN 11lE CIT! 
(Submitted by Anthony Truglia. 5th District Rep., on 8-12-75) 

MR. DAVIDOFF said the Committee unanimously voted to hold the above item in Com­
mittee and to schedule a public ·hearing to get ioput OD it. He said the C~ttee 
also voted unanimously to seek an opinion fram the Corporation Counsel's Office 
al to the validity of the proposed ordinance. 

(8) ORDINANCE NO. 316 CONCERNING AUTHORIZATION OF EASEMENT FRQ! THE CI'lY OP 
STAMFORD TO THE HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT CCtiPANY FOR UNDERGRDUND FACILITIES 
TO SERVICE THE BEll STREET GARAGE - (Mayor's letter of 8-7-75) 

HR. DAVIDOPl' SOlid the Committee voted unanimously to waive publication of the 
above ordinance and BE SO MOVED. Secanded and CARRIED. 

MR. DAVIDOFF -MOVED FOR FINAL ADOPTION of the following ordinance: Seconded &lid 
CAlUUED unanimou81y. 

ORDINANCE NO. 316 SUPPLEHENTAL 

CONCERNING AutHORIZATION OF AN EASEMENT FROM THE CI'lY OF STAMFORD TO THE 
IlARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGnT COMPAIlY PROVIDING FOR UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC FACIL­
ITIES TO SERVE BEll STREET PAllKING GARAGE ON MUNICIPAILY IJfflED PROPER'lY 
ON THE NORIB SIDE OF BEll STREET 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OP STAMFORD 'DIAT: 

In confOrmity with Section 488 of the Stamford Charter and notwithstandtDg 
any provisions of Chapter 6. Section -6-33 to 6-35 inclusive of the Code of Gen­
eral Ordioance. of the ~iry of Stamford. the following easement: 

To the HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGnT CC!lPANY - .... p entitled 

'~asemeDt covering electric undersround facilities on the property of 
Urban Redevelopment Commission for Bell Street Garage. Bell Street. Stmnford; 
Connecticut. 'nle Hartford Electric Light Co •• Stamford Division. Sketch No. 
K-7519-1I. Scale None, Date 7/7/75" 

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

The Mayor of the City of Stamford 18 hereby authorized and empowered to 
act for the City of Stamford and to execute and deliver all documentc necessary 
to grant the easement aforesaid. 

(9) 

This Ordinance shall take effect on the date of its enacbBent. 

Proposed ORDINANCE CONCERNING TAX EXEMPTION FOR FAITH TABERNACLE 1lAP­
TIST CBDRCH PROPER'lY LOCA.TED AT 84 IIAl.lACE STREET - (Letter dated 
7-22-75 from Robert B. lIise, Esq.) 

HR. DAVIDOFF said the C~ttee voted unanimously to hold this item pending • 
presentation from Attorney Wise. 

? = 0; "" F ;. , , ,\. 4." Hi . 'S' e;; < A f j 
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(10) ORDINANCE NO. 317 CONCERNING TAX EXEMPTION FOR MIRACLE FAITH. INC •• PROP­
ERl"{ LOCATKD AT 62 VAlLEY ROAD - (Submitted by Alphonse C • .Jacbimczyk, Esq. 

HR. DAVIDOFl' said the Committee voted unanimously to waive publication of the 
above ordinance and HE SO MOVED. Seconded and CARRIED. 

HR. DAVIDOFF MOVED FOR FINAL ADOPTION of the follCNing ordinance: Seconded end 
CARRIED unanimOusly. 

ORDINANCE NO. 317 SUPPLEMENTAL 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD TIIAT: 

Pursuant to Section 12-81b of the General Statutes of Connecticut, tbe 
property of Miracle P'aith, Inc." an eleemosynary institution. acquired frca 
James J. Poynter and '!beresa D. Poynter on February 22, 1975, located at 62 
Valley Road, Stamford, Connecticut, to be used for its charitable purposes. 

.i . f 

be exampted from taxation on the List of September 1, 1973, as of Februazy 22, . 
1975 and on the List of September 1, 1974; and 

.J,"' . 

The Coamissioner of Finance be and Is hereby authorized and directed to 
reimburse said Miracle Faith, Inc. in the llDXlunt of $460.61 for real property 
taxes paid for said property on the List of September 1, 1973 prorated as of 
Februazy 22, 1975. 

This Ordinance shall take effect upon its euacbDeDt. 

iAAA'A., •• k.A.".",.,"'. 
(11) Proposed ORDINANCE CONCERNING REMOVAL OF MOTOR VEHICLES FRllII PRIVATE 

FROPERTY - (Letter dated 12-10-74 from William M. Ivler, Executive 
Director, Stamford Real Estate Owners Association) - (Held in Com­
mittee 1-6-75 and 2-3-75) 

MR. DAVIDOFF said the Committee voted nnanimously to hold this item. pending an 
opinion from. the Corporation Counsel. 

(12) LETTER CONCERNING PROPOSED SETTLEMENT REGARDING RENTAL OF PABKING LOT 
LOCATED ON TIlE CORNER OF ATLANTIC STREET AND BELL STREET - Stamford 
Farking Authority - (Letter dated 8-15-75 from Bernard Plotnick, Esq. 
to .Joseph .J. Tooher, Esq.) 

HR. DAVIDOFF said this item is being held pending an opinion from the Corporation 
Counsel's Office. 

It was reported that the Fiscal Committee did not vote on Item 112. 

~ HEALTH & PROTECTION CC!IHlTTEE - Matthew Rose 

HR. ROSE said Rep. Clark would present the COlIIIIIittee's report on H!shview Avenue • 

. " 
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MRS. cLAiut reported that on August 25, 1975 the Health & Protectiou COIIIIdttee 
held an open meeting for the resident. of Highview Avenue. She said the COIIIIIIittee 
members present were Reps. Rose, Z1mbler, Mclnemey. and Clark.and also present 
vere Rep ... DeRose, Chairman of the Sewer Coami~tl!e .. : and Reps. Handley, D'AgostiDO. 
Forman, Laiamn, Costello and Hiller and State Rep. Thom Serran1. who baa beeD 
workiug on the problema on Highview Avenue from their o","et. She said the meeting 
was put on tape and the Health & Protectiou COIIIIdttee will review the tapes vith 
the Engineering and Public Works Departments. Sbe said the Committee plan. to 
present to the full Board and to the residents of Higbview Avenue a solution to 
the problems on Higbview Aveuue which will meet with the approval of everyone in­
volved at the regular monthly meeting of the Board in October. Sbe thanked the 
resideuts of Higbview Avenue and all the City Representatives that took time to 
participate in the meeting. 

MR. DeROSE said he would like to add that he had contacted Mr. Reppucci, Chairman 
of the Sewer CmzmiSS!OD, the day after the open meeting and Mr. Reppucci &ssured 
him that the Sever Commission would do everything in their pawer to resolve any 
problems on Highvlew Aveuue that fall within their jurlsdictiou. The residents 
have been ailked to put their complaints in writing and direct th ... to Hr. Reppucci 
for consideration by the Sewer Commis8ion. 

PAm & RECREATION COMMITTEE - .Juliua J. Blola 

MR. BLOIS reported ou the follovlug .it ..... : 

(1) PETITION NO. 4.00 - A!iERICAN ITALIAN ASSOCIATIOR - For autbprization to have 
the Columbus Day Parade and Ceraaonies on Sunday. October 12. 1975 starting 
at 2: 00 p.m. oat Scalzi Park and proceeding down Washington Boulevard to 
Columbus Park - (Letter dated 7-16-75 from .Joseph Moutaguese, General Chair­
man) 

HR. BLOIS MOVED for approval of the above petition from the American Italian 
Association. SecDnded and CARRIE'D. 

(2)" PETITION NO. 401 - VETERAN'S !lA.Y CELllBRATION CQ!I!ITTEE - For authorization 
to have the 1975 Veteran's nay Parade on Sunday. November 9. 1975 starting 
at 1:30 p .... - (Letter dated 8-15-75 from Stephen A. Sackman, Gene!,a1 
Chairman) 

HR. BLOIS MOVED for approval of the above petition from the Veteran's Day Cele­
bration Comadttee. Secouded and CAllRIED. 

HR. BLOIS MOVED for SUSPENSION OF mE RULES to consider the fee schedule for the 
Terry Conners Ice Skating Rink. Seconded and CARRtpD. 

MR. BLOIS read the following fee schedule: 

TERRY CONNERS RINIt 

1. Fees: Admission to Public Recreational Skating Ses8ioua: 
Before S iz After Six 

(a) Resident Child .75 1.00 
(b) Resident Adult 1.50 1.75 
(c) Non-Realdent Child 1.00 1.-50 
(d) Non-Resident Adult 2.00 2.25 
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Fee.: Ice Rental to Private Group.: 

(a) Ultta-Prlme 
(b) Prime- - --- --- ~ 

(c) Non-Prime -

Fees: Patch & Freestyle & Daoce: 

Winter 
$70.00 

60.00 
45.00 

, .. 
.1_~'. ---.-

All other 
$60.00 

50.00 _ ~_ 
35.00 . ...:..:..;. . . 

-1 ~n:.';"'f .. '.,'. : : .:-:::., :,--::" 

~-"' . 

HorniDS - $1.50 Afte:rnoon - $2. SO - _;t .:_ .. "'i ~.-_ .. .t-t . ':.:_ 

Fee.: Inetructional Skating: .. , .. ",~ 

$1.50 pl". adlai •• ion • ~"~' : .. :' 
" 1.50" ,, -. ~'J~ :,.,= •• :. 

(a) ~e8iDDer8 aod Intermediate 
(b) Hoclcey II aod III • 
(c) Junior and Senior and Hockey I ,- ~ 2.00" ·11 ... .::= l·· .. -: :.~:. 

Pees: Spectator Events: 

(a) Hockey (high School) 

(b) All other events: 

Student. - $1.00 
Reserved - $2.75 : 

. .:; , 
~.. .- ;::!.: ~ = ~c."" '": 

Adult. - $2.00 
.;""::".' 

Ice Shaw8, Pro or Semi Pro Hockey games, etc. fees to be set 
by Park Commission not to exceed $5.00 per person for individual 
admission •• 

-.~ ~ _-.. 2· 
HR. BLOIS said the Park Commission haa 'adopt~d a resolution whereby the group • . 
sponsored by the ~oard of Recreation vi11 be charsed at the prevailing rate sub­
ject to a 5~ rebate, which rebate will be credited to the income of the Terry 
Conners Rink. Be noted that the fees in the above schedule are the same as ,those 
approved by this Boud last year ~th the exception of the Does for the rental ' 
to private groups which have been raised $10 for ultta-prime and prime times and 
$5 for Don-prime time. BE HOVED for APPROVAL of the fee .• chedule as pre.ented. 
Seconded. . . . '" ~ ... 
In respoDse to a question fram MRS. LAI1HAN. MR. BLOIS said It was necessary to . 
raise the fees for group rentals because of the 1ncr~ased coats of ope~ating ' - . 
the '<ink. Be also .aid the Park Commission boa made a survey of feee charged ,; 
at nearby rinks and the fee. at Tltrry CODDero were lower than all othera. 

In response to a question from !IRS. McINERNEY, KR. BLOIS said the reduced rata 
, could apply to any group .poDsored by the Boord of Recreation which includes the 
Youth Hockey Leesue. 

The VO'l'E vaa then taken on the motion to approve the fee schedule and the motion 
CAlUUED. 

THE PRESIDENT noted that Hr. Loughran hao left the meetiD8 and there are nov 
35 members present. 

PERSONNEL CCI!KI'rTEE Leonard I!offman 

KR. I!OFPKAII reported on the following it .... : 

(1) Proposed RECCHKENDAUON TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE PERSONNEL CCllHISSION CON­
CERNING POLICY FOR C~SAUNG RETIRING DEPARlHENT HEADS AND/OR ADMINIS­
TRATORS FOR UNUSED SICK LEAVE AND VACATION TIME - (Submitted at S"e~rins 
Committee ,eeting on 6-23-75 by Leonard Hoffman, 11th Di.trict Rep.) 
(Beld itt Committee 7-7-75 and 8-4-75) 

, 

'. -
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MIl. B~ a&1cI Item #1 18 being Beld in COIIlIldttee. 

(2) INQUIRY INTO CIRCUMSTANCES CONCERNING CERTAIN APPOINn1EN'l'S lIITBIR 'IIIE 
CIVIL SERVICE SYSTEM - To include appointment of Barry J. Boodman to 
position of Assistant Corpor.ation COUDsel &s well as othq- appointment. 
Which ~y have been made illegally or improperly - (Letter dated 6-9-75 
from Thomas D' AgostiDO, 17th District Rep., in reference to Assistant 
Corporation Counsel) - (Scope of inquiry broadened at Steering C~ 
mittee meeting on 6-23-75 as proposed by Leonard Bof~, Iltb District 
Rep.) - (Held in Committee 7-7-75 and 8-4-75) 

HIt. BOl'l'HAN said " the above item is being Beld in COIIlIldttee. Be said the COIII­
mittee did look into a rejection of a candidate for a pOsition in the Police 
Department. He said the Committee contacted the Personnel Department and the 
testing laboratory who gave the prospective candidate psychological tests aDd 
have received some information perta1ning to that appoiDtment. He sald the 
COIIlmdttee has not done anything more and is plaoning to meet with sOllIe other 
people Who are involved in the appointment of Hr. Boodmao. Be s aid he vould 
bope that this item could be reported 0>0t of cOlllmdttee at the October meeting. 

(3) See PaSe 10,729. 

PIANNINC & ZONING CCllllITTEE - Salvan Ros. -

• 
HR. ROSS reported that the Planning & Zoning COIIlmdttee met August 27 and present 
were Reps. l'resser. Rose and Roas. Be reported aD the following item: 

(1) PEnnON - Acceptance of extension of BIGBLINE TRAIL as a City Street -
(Letter dated 7-2A-75 from Irving S. Rosenbh.,., Esq.) 

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

PUBLIC BOIlSING.& GElIERAL RELOCAnON CClHMl:TTEE - Bandy Dixon 

HR. DIXON said the Public Bousing & General Reloution Committee baa" met seve.;al 
times to consider tbe fol1oviag item: 

. . 

(1) :tAX ABATEMENT FOR HARnN LUTHER KING APAR'lHENTS - Board of Representative. 
previously approved tax abatement stipUlating that the owner of the apart~ 
menta, New Neighborhoods, Inc •• would pay 10% df the grOBS 1.ncome of -the 
property in lieu of taxes but New Neighborhoods has refused to sign this 
agreement because of the tnability of Martin Luther King to make aoy pay­
ment to the City for taxes - (Mayor's letter of 6-12-75) - (Beld in 
Committee 7-7-75 and 8-4-75) 

HR. DIXON said the last meeting that vas beld vas open to tbe public aod vas 
held on Augu.t 26 in conjunction with the Legislative & Rules Committee and 
present were Reps. Davidof!, l"lanagan, Maynor. D·Agostino. McInerney, Rose, 
LINden and Dixon. Be said the Bousing Committee, having revi_ed this ' 1II/1tter 
quite thoroughly witb the Mayor, the Law Department;, Representatives from the 
Boar~ of Directors of Jlew Nei8~borhoods. Inc., aod tbe general public and having 
considered the financial po.ition of the City of Stamford and its agreement with 
the State aod its original coDmLa.ent to the Martin Luther King Apartments, baa 
aPproyed by a vote o~ 4 yes and"t no to recommend " the following proposed ordinaDce 
to this Board for action .. lIhich he read 88 f0110118: 

;;;::;::t •• " : ') :; p, iF ,e. 4 'PJ'i [; . I.' , ; 
• 

, 

• 
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PROPOSED ORDINANCE ; ." .. .:. .'~ 

ABATING TAXES ON HARTIN LlrrimR KING APARnIENTS AI 40 STIUMATER AVENIlE 
CMiED BY NEW NEIGllBORHoODS, INC. PURSUANT TO SECTION 8-21S OF TIlE 
CONNECTICUT GENERAL SIA.TlJTES . 

WHEREAs, Hartin Lutber Kiua Apartment. is an existing housing developllll!Dt 
containing eighty-nine rental units occupied solely by per.0Il8 or families of 
low or moderate :income and as sucb. is regulated and financially assisted by 
tbe U. S. Department of Bousing and UrbaD Development; and 

WHEREAs, Martin Luther King Apartment. is owned by New Neighborhoods, Inc., 
" Connecticut, corporation ot'ganlzed DOt for profit ~ aDd 

l/BEBEAS,the Board of Representative. of the City of St8lll.ford by passage 
of Ordinance Number 147 Supplemental previously approved abatement of up to 1001 
of the real property taxes on Martin Luther King Apartments. subject to re1.mbura_ 
ment of such taxes to tbe City of St8lll.ford by the State of Connecticut, and 

l/BEBEAS, the fiDADcial feasibility of Hartin Luther King Apartments baa at 
all times been baaed upon 1001 tax abatement and in reliance upon such lOQh ta: 
abllteoent, Hartin Luther King baa accepted manY families as tenants who are unable 
at this time to pay rents which include any real estate tax increment; and 

l/BEREAS, the State of Connecticut has agreed to reimburse the City of Stam­
ford in an amount of $350 per dWelling unit per year, a total of $31,150 per year, 
for abated taxes on Martin Luther Kiua Apartments, substantially below the actual 
tar due bssed upon the assessment of such property and current and recent mill 
rates; and I <> , , 

lIBEREAS, abating the taxes levied on Martin Luther King Apartments for the 
following specified fiscal periods will enable such housing to maintain renta 
below the levels 'Whicb would be necessary in the absence of such abatement and 
thus better- serve the families presently living in such housing baaed upon their 
abilities to pay such rent.. . 

NCM, 'II!EREl'ORE, BE IT IlRllAl:NED BY TIlE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF TIlE CI'n' 
OF STAHPOlID 'IIIAX: 

1. The sum of $34,812.09 in taxes on the Grand List of September I, 1972 
aD Martin Lu~er King Apartments representing the balance of taxes au such prop­
erty not previously abated by Resolution No. 962 of this Board are hereby abated 
in full,'pluo any and all accrued interest and lien feea. 

2. The sum of $70,272.48 in taxes on the Grand List of Septeober I, 1973 
on Marein Lutber Kin~AparbDent8 representing all of the taxes on such property 
for suCh list year ~e hereby abated in full. plus any and all accrued interest 
and lien fees. 

3. The SUlll of $68,313.21 in taxes all the Gralld List of September I, 1974 
on Hartin Luther King Apar~ent9 representing ell of t~e taxes on such property 
for such list year are hereby abated 1n full. plua any and a~l ~c~ed interest. 

4. The Tax Abat_nt Coam1ttee established purs .... nt to Orclinance ·No. 228 
SU'Pplemental 1s hereby directed to review the books and recorda of Hartin Luther 
King Apartmellt. for the calendar years endillg December 31, 1975 and December ~l. 
1976, meet with representatives of the Sponsor, New Neighborhoods, Inc. and flle 
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a written report with this Board· by June 1, 19n with regard to the need and 
desirability for continued full or partial abatement of real property taes 
an Hartin Luther King Apartments an the Grand Lists of September 1, 1975 and 
September 1, 1976. 

5. The Ta Collector of the City of Stamford is hereby directed and __ 
pove:red to list the total amount: of the said lawful abatement into the Rate 
Book and other records and files. together with the name ' of the OWIler against 
whom such tax. so abated~ wal 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 SectioD. 12-167 of the Connecticut. 
General S tatutea.. as amended. 

6. The Kayar of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized and directed 
to enter into a new agreement with New Neighborhoods. Inc. prcWidiDg far taz 
abatement on Martin Luther King Apartments in accordance with the provisiona 
of this Ordinance. 

7. This Ordinance shell take effect upon ita adoptiOll. 

, .................... u,Jo 

HR. DIXON MOVED FOR PUBLlCAnON of the proposed ordinance. Seconded. 

MR. GURDIAN said be was opposed to the proposed ordiDBDce. Be said it was a biC 
rip-off. He said the State has defaulted on its agreement and he was opposed to 
the ordiaary taxpayer supporting non-profit housing. He said the City would nat 
abate taxes for Q taxpayer Who could not afford to pay. He said there are other 
housing units in tbia City thet are waiting in 1iDe. He said if the City yield •. 
on this the State will default on their agreements with other hous1US unite. U,­
urged every member of the Board not to vote for thia,. 

HR. SAINBURG said the B .... rd has to consider the histoty of this matter and he noted 
that New Neighborhood. would never bave built this housiag in the first place 1f 
tbey did not have lOot tax abat~nt. He said they would never have gotten the 
funds and necessary agreements for the mortgages 1f they did not have this agree­
ment.. He said the State reneged on its ag't'eem.ent with the City,. Be said the 
City did not have to accept this one-sided caneallatlon of the agreement. Be 
saId it is·bls understanding that Hartford is suing the State fOr simllar £Una. 
and he does not understand why the administration went along with it and . did 
nat fight for this money. Ue said that is not the problem of Nev Neighborhood, 
however, Be said the problem became the City's problem when it wmt along with 
the cancellatf_on 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 COIIIIIittee received 
reams of supportive data from New Neighborhoods and met many times on this matter. 
Sbe said she feels strongly that the administration and the State have ,lit~xally 
farced this Bo~rd's back against the ~all and that what the State has done to the 
City by reneging an the agreement is blackmail. She said this Board is beiDI 
as~ed to vote under duress and Doted there is no guarantee that the State Yill lj 
hShonor thdeihr agreemeint tohPaY

h 
at least a

i 
$ 35

h
O mihni ..... 

d 
peramiapar~~t Dhext year. _ ' 

e sal s e quest onB w et er or not n t ese ar econ c t~8 t e taxpayers 
can afford to abate this tax aDd accept responsibility for the loss _of fUnds. 
She said according to the woraiDg of the original ordiDance the City has no legal 
obligation to New Neighborhoods. Sbe said it is in essence a moral issue. Sbe . 
said it should also be brought out that a proposal to get back some of these taK 
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dollars was suggested to New Neighborbpocl. and that would be one nf inatitutina 
a alidina scale of 1 tn 10 for taxes. Sbe sald this vas refused and this Board 
hall DO other choice than to go aheacl and vote for this ordinance tonight. 

HIl. MORABITO aaid thb 10 a classic ~le of wbat be baa been aayiog since 
he vaa OD the Board -- federal money. federal control; State money. State cOntrol-­
and tbe City 1a left holding the bag. He aald the three-year total for tbb 111 
$173.397.78 and there 10 no guarantee that the City won't be asked to abate the 
taxes in future yellrll. Be said be thinks this Board should deny this and sue 
tbe State and make them .. eet tbeir obligationa. 

HR. TRESSES said be agreed with Hr. Sainburg. He said the Board owes it to the 
tenant. in Hartin Luther Kina to vote for thia ordil1&l1Ce. 

t;. - . 

HR.. n.AHAGAN aald the total tax abatement 81 listed in the ordinance can be re- - :" 
duced by the State's reimbursement of $31,150.00 per year and the number itl not ! 

a8 hish &II waa mentioned by Mr. Horabito. Be said, thia baa had au effect on :','-' 
St. -John's alao. the difference being that the contract that~. John's had with .. 
the City does not have the clause in it that the City will only give reimburse­
ment as 1008 as the City receives fUll reimbursement from the State. He said 
vben Hartin Luther KiDg was built, their financial set up was predicated 00 the 
fact that they would receive 1004 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 famillea 
in Hartin Luther KiDS are from the urban renewal area which helped enomoua1y with 
the relocation probl .... which have bogged down urban renewal in this City. He 
.aid because of the URe'. inability to relocate families, the URC land was not 
available to the redeveloper and because of that tbe redeveloper lost two com-" ~'- . 
mitment. he had with major department stores. He said e""" now the City can not " 
deliver the title to the land for the parkiog lot for the aew Harriott Hotel -
because there Is an occupied house on the corner of it. He said tbe housing ilaue 
i. 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 famLl~e. 
and if Hartin Luther King had not been ballt, the wole project probably would 
have been delayed even lODger • 

1m. DAVIDOFF said the Legislative & Rules Coaa1ttee voted unanimously that thi. 
abat .... nt be granted in accordance v~th the action taxaa by the Public Houaing 
& General Relocation Committee. 

~ DIXON said baaically What i. being talked about is the abatement of approximately 
$20.000 per year, or lat of the income of Hartin Luther KiDg 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 &s 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. Be said be eBtl not say 
the City baa a legal obligation to Hartin Luther King but he believes the City 
has a moral obligation to the tenants. He said he baa received a petition signed 
by approximately 70 of the tenant. who feel the City ahould reaffirm its original 
agreement for lO~ tax abateme~t. Be said many of these tenants have told him 
that they are now living in. decent houaing for the first time in their lives and 
he said it does Dot aeem. fair or reaeonable to take that avay frCD. thea. 

JiU • J.- , - ." ;:4"< ... i; #' f 1' 1 
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IIR. ZD!BLl!R spoke in opposition to this item. He said tbe Board is being asked - _ 
to legislate under the gun. He said as a human being be feels a strong empathy 
for the tenants of the Hartin Luther K.ing Apartments but as a member of the 
legislative body be could DOt vote with a clear cODscience for an .item whi.cb would 
be setting a ~ery -bad precedent and which could ultLmately cause adverse conditions 
to the t8%- structure in the City. He said tbe Board members have a respoDsibility 
to their constituents not just in their respective districts but in the entire 
City of Stamford. 

MRS. IAlnIAN .aid Martin Luther King did absorb a lot of people £tom tbe urbao 
reoewa l area aod tbat 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 
vas bringing the City i~ -reveDue8 before the apa~tment8 were constructed and ~t 
it: will bring 10 over a ten-year period, which ia hundreds of time more thAD the 
original amount. She sald the tenants are now probably going to have to accept 
a $20 a month increase in their rentals because of increased operating expenses 
and if the rents have to be increased to pay far the unabated taxes. the unite 
viiI no longer be moderate rental apartments. 

IIR. MORABITO said the URC was suppo&ed to provide bousing to relocate familiea 
in the urban renewal area and they did not live up to that responsibility. 

MR.. P'LANAGAN said the C4seload of relocatees that 'Were within the renewal area 
vas spread out among many projects within the City, suCh as the Housing Authority, 
St. John's Towers, Friendship House, Coleman Towers and Hartin 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 Stamford before they moved 
into tho5e apartments so they do not represent an additional burden to the City 
in any way. 

IIR. GllROIAN said the moral obligation for relocation of families within the urbao 
renewal area lies with the URC, 'Which did not construct one housing unit within 
the area. He said he 'WOuld sus gest that Mr. Dixon take the petition he bas received 
and sead it to Hartford as that is wbere the moral obligation for upholding the 
original agreement between the City and the State liea. Be said it does not lie 
with the taxpayers. He said there are taxpayers in this Ci~ on fixed incomes 
Ybo can not afford to pay increased taxes and yet the City does not grant them 8A 
abatement. Be said be will not submit to blackmail tonight and urged others not 
to do so either. 

IIR. HOFFMAN said be feels badly for the people living in these apartments but be 
wonders about the possibility of other law-cost housing developments seeking thi. 
same sort of relief from the City. 

HR. 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 lDoderate inC:CT.!1e 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 101 was a built-in factor 
apd they accepted it and understood from. the beginning that they 'WOUld have to 
pay it. 

THE PRESIDENT &nDoUQced that Hr. Blois and Mr. D'Agostino have left and there are 
nov 33 members present. 
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MIl. ROSE spoke in fAvor of t.ne proposed ordinance. Be said if the rents have 
to be increased in order to pay the City 10; of the iucome of the apartments 
in lieu of taxea, the ren ts will DO longer be wi thin the range of low aod 
moderate income levels. 

MRS. McINERNEY pointed out that. the administration baa already given away the 
City'. right to tbat $20,000 by relea.ing the State of its legal and moral 
respoosibl1itlea. She 8ald she does Dot kuog if the City can try to retrieve 
any of these funda from the S tate at this point il1 tbae or not. 

MR. DlXON saId the City I 8 acceptance of the State' a c.ancellatiOD of the agree­
ment. was a final flet and can oot be changed at; this point. 

TIlE PRESIDENT announced that Mrs. Clark, Mr. Walsh, Hr. DeRose and Hr. Tr11g1ia 
have left and there are nov 39 members present. 

~ DAVIDOFF reque~ted that the vote on the motioD to publish the proposed 
ordinance be taken by Roll Call and a sufficient number of DlUJmer$ supported 
hi. request. 

In response to a ques:tion from MR.. GUROIAN. THE PRESm£Nr said the motion for 
publication of an ordinance requires the affirmative vote of the majority of 
those present and voting for passage and that for final adoption of an ordinance 
21 affirmative vote. yould be required. 

MR. DIXON said the petition he has received has been properly brought to tbe 
attention of this Board 8S that 1s to 'Whom it was addressed. He read the pre­
face of the petition which requests the Board of Representatives to reaffirm 
the City of Stamford'. cOlllDitment to grant lOot tax .abatement to New Neighbor­
hoods, Inc., sponsor and owner of the Martin Luther King Apartments on Still­
vater Avenue, and vhicb underscores the fa,ct that the financial feasibility of 
this housing venture Yes predicated on full tax abatement and federal approval • 
for the project 'Was granted only after tlle City entered into the agreement with 
Nev Neighborhooda for full tax abatement. 

MIl. GUROIAN said this Board should vote againat thia proposal iD order to uphold 
its honor by not submitting to blackmail. 

MR. FLANAGAN aaid it is bis understanding that the Mayor felt he was put iD a box 
and he would jeopardize all of the City's DCA assistance if he did Dot agree to 
the $350 per year per apartment figure. He said that on advice of his Corporatioa 
Counsel the Mayor signed an amended assistance agreement witb the State acceptiDs 
this lower figu't"e. He said this ie an irreversible act and In his opinion ",as 
probably the right thing to do "hen the total picture is considered. He said this 
Board i8 not acting under State blackmail. He said the State already blackmailed 
tbe City and the City has acquiesced to it. He sai~ all this Board is doing i. 
making up for what tbe 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. lie 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 88 other parts of the State when this part of the State 
is in 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 att""'Pt to get a higher rate for this part of the State should be made. 
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10,756 
Minutes of September Z, 1975 

The follovlng ROLL CALL VOTE VAS taken on- the motion to approve the proposed 
ordinance for publication and the motion ~ by a vote of 18 in· ~avor and 
7 opposed: 

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR: 

BOCCUZZI, .John (D) 
CROSBY, Robert (R) 
DAVIDOFP, Noman (D) 
DIXON, Hlmdy (D) 
PLANAGAN, 111111_ (R) 
FORHAN, Barbara (R) 
HANDLEY, Diane (R) 
HOFFMAN, r..eonard (R) 
LAITliAN, Hartlyn (D) 
UMlEN, r..ynn (D) 
MARnNO, Vincent (D) 
MAYNOR, Frederick (D) 
McINERNEY, Barbara (R) 
MILLER, Frederick (D) 
PERILW, Alfred (D) 
ROSE, Matthew (D) 
SAlNBURG, Richard (R) 
THESSER, Michael (R) 

COMMIJNICAnONS FRIH THI! HAYOR 

mCSE VO'!ING IN OPPOSInOll: 

GUROIAII, A=en (D) 
KEu;r, .James (D) 
MORABITO, .Joseph (D) 
RAVALLESI!, George (D) 
ROSS, Salvan (0) 
SANDOR, .John (D) 
ZIKHT.ER, Kurt (II) 

THI! PRESIDENT noted that the report from the Kayar dated 8-18-75 regarding recQa­
mendatlons included in the final report of the SpeCial Investigating Committee 
conce~ng the Appo:i.nt:ment of a Superintendent of Parks has been distrl:buted to -I 

aU ..... ber •• 

AD.JOlJRNKENT 

There being DO further business to COIH: before the Board, OQ motion, duly seconded 
and CARRIED, the meeting was adjoumed at 1: 20 a.m. 

sauk:zttfUM 
APPROVED: 

Administrative Assistant aad 
·(Recording Secretary) 

i' ~,;J 'l: ~Jr. 
Frederick E. liiller, .Jr •• PresiKent: 
,13th Board of Repre8~ntative. 

SF/dta 

" 
'. 

Note:. Above meeting was broadcast in its 
entirety over Radio Station liSle. 


