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FIOSIDENT: Thank you, Rev. Davis. The Pledps of &llegience,

T.ooonkn QF O ALLECIENCE

will be delivered by the Rev. James Holmes Davia,

£ Will the woeeting come Lo order, please. Would tha maﬂb&;&
valkke thelir sea iqe Would all other persons please leave the

Nad f:bx

PLOATRENY e A short time sgo the City of Stamford lost a distinguishs
Srenmford who had served oo Mayer of this City from &QBQ tn 194
Rennedy,  The Chsir believes it would bhe anpropriste 1f the
would nake a motion- for s moment of silence out of respect Fop
of Fr, Xennedy.
rrodboed?s Hoved and seconded,  Is there anyons whoe wishes %o spsak,
NiL LFTENSKY: Briefly, @ had the honor of representing the disiries
xﬂ&?? the late J. Walter Kennedy resided., He was & nersonal frismd Lo
@ . e nelped me out in various situations, encouraged me in polifian
eraa Tothitol he did a preat deal for the Cicy of Bt:mio?d snd T $hinl
for

eventing we silonld remember hilm in our thoughts, what he did

firet by vobting vn Tor ves,

ovd and whet he did as a human being. Thank you, ¥Mr, Precident.

There being 37 members present, 3 absant, the Chslr declares
At *this time T would azbk the member:s %o plesse check the
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MR, BHOFFMAN: 1 wondered if you would entertain a motion to hear the par~ i::)
ticulay issue that concerns many people in the audience, and that iz the
Schlesinger Property.

MR, MILLER: It is my understanding, that this evening we would first- hear
from Mayor Clapes and then hear the report of the Appointments Committee and
then after those few matters are disposed of immediately SUSPEND the RULES

to copslider the report of the Plenning & Zoning Committee, As is customary

¢t tho regular July meeting the Mayor will address the Board. We are pleased
this evening to have the HMayor with us ladies and gentlemen of the Board, it's
oy privilege to present to you for the purpose of delivering the annual mess-
dge te the Board of Representatives and to the citizens of Stamford, the Mayor
of the City of Stoamford, the lHonorable Louis A, Clapes.

HMAYOR CLAPES: ‘Thank you, Fred. Ladies and Gentlemen of the Stamford Board of
Representatives, I have forwarded to you earlier today a twenty-nine page annual
report that I'm not going to attempt to read this evening. I have selected those
items in the report that T think are important and would like to review those,
I1'm going to take a little bit of your time, I puess.

‘the state of the City of Stamford during the fiscal year 1976-1977 has been one

ot zccomplishment, disappeintment and optimism for the futura. I feel that we

have moved forward in many areas, Lut that worthy szoals I set for myself are by

no means conmpleted, Specific cxmapices will be fuvcorporated sy we dlscuss the
various departments involved in reeching these goals. ’i:)

The Persomnel Department - One year has elapsed since the appointment of Sim
Bernstein as Director of Persomnel. Many exclting programs have been implement-
ed during the past year. Some of our major accomplishments have been the clag-
sification study of all 1,500 City employees, revision of the Civil Sexvice
Regulations, A public hearing will be held next month and final adoption by
the Persomnel Commission will follow.

Lffirmative Action Program - Our Affirmative Action Plan has been drafted and
We are novw in the process of requesting approval of our Plan from varilous 1oca1, B
State and Federal agencies.

Hanagement Compensation Plan - For some 111 administxrative personnel, -

Fleet Safety ~ Our successful effort in this area resulted in the renewal of
ocur Fleet Accident Insurance which incidentially, had been threatened to be
cancelled,

Workinsns' Compensation - We have established new reporting procedures for
Workmans' Compensation cases,

A seminar for all City Supervisory Personnel will commence this month,

Recrultment - OCur job announcements and our job advertising is consistently
expanding to reach the largest number of qualified applicants to compete for

our job openings. i:)
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MAYOR CLAPES (continuing) I attribute much of the successful accompligh=
ments in Personnel to the professionalism of Mr. Bermstein, the high
caliber of our Personnel Commission and the dedicated efforts of my Blue
Ribbon Civil Service Commlttee,

Finance - The Projected Operating Budget results from June 30, 1977. I muak
report to you the City of Stamford will end its June 30, 1977 Fiscal year with
and CGperating Budget deficit totaling approximately one and a half million
dollars. In my message last year, 1T repoxrted to you that based on written re-
ports by individual departments we requested a 2.8 million dollar contingency
reserve which was to be established by the Board of Flnance, The Board of
Finance, in all its wisdom decided only o provide a net contingency Teserve
of one million dollars. This reserve was composed of a two million dollars

for additiomal appropriaticns and one million dollayrs for additional revenues.

Assuming your Board tonight approves all the financial items on your agenda,
you'll have approved 2.2 million of net additional appropriations for the 1976~
1977 fiscal year. This is substantially in line with the two million dollars
provided by the Board of Finance for additlonal appropriations, With regard to
the Board of Finance's estimate that there would be a million dollars of addi-
tional revenue, we have previously stated that they had no basis for their esci-
mate, The City will not generate a million dellars of revenue in excess of the
arount included in the 1976/77 budget. Therefore, a one wmillion dellar project-
ed deficit will result, becausce of unsupported Increased revenued estimated by
the Board of Finance, Secondly, it had been reported to this Board previously
that the 1976/77 fiscal year the Board of Finance is setting the mill rate,

They always base on their calculations assuming 100% of tax levies to be collect-
ed. As ve well know, the City has never collected 1007 of its taxes levied, 1In
the past sexrveral years the City has collected taxes approximating 97 to 98% -
although a very excellent percentage, certainly not 1007, For the 1977/78 fiscal
vear the Board of Finance has exerclsed its judgement by establishing a net con-
sistency reserve of $3,000,000. This contingency reserve, one of the largest
ever established in the City of Stamford is composed of 4.2 million for addi-
tional appropriations, 1.2 million for additional revenues, I have stated, I
feel that 4.2 million is far too excessive and represents and undue burden of

the taxpayers, especially a year when the taxpayer must also pay for the 6.2
million dollar deficit my administration inherited and because the mill rates were
not set properly in May of 1975. One can only state that with such a high con-
tingency reserve the City will certainly end in June 1978 fiscal year with a
large suxrplus,

Tax Collection - A lot of effort has been expended this year by members of

the Taxation Board. , The Tax Collectors Office and the Data Processing Depart-
ment implementing the recommendations contained in the Exnst & Erast March 1976,
Report for updating the City's tax collection procedures. Three new people have
been hired as recommended in the report to reorganize the department and improve
the City's effor:its for collecting delinquent taxes,
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MAYOR CLAPES (continuing) With the tax bills just mailed, the citizens -".:’f>
of Stamford saw one of the recommendations already implemented. The new L -

tax statement combines all current and past due bills for taxes owed on e
automobiles, personal property or real estate registered in one persons

name,

Furchasing Department - As you are aware, this past year we lost through
retirement two long term faithful and dedicated employees, Mr. Frank Ben-
evelli and Joseph Hart, two very close friends of mine, whose work to-

gether had over 40 years service with the City. Thanks to our Blue Ribbon
Purchasing Commlttee I named a local citizen, headed by Drew Ulrich of

Fitney Bowes, this department, its organization, its method of operationm,

its procedures have been reviewed and a long list of recommendations that
have been set forth. This year's budget contains a new organization strue-
ture. A new Purchasing Agent named Tom Canino, a Stamford resident, has

been appointed to start work this week. He started today, as a matter of
fact. Shortly we will be submitting to this Board a list of recommendations -
for updating the purchasing procedures currently set forth in the Code of
Ordinances, Hopefully, over the next few months, we can conszolidate the en-
tirve City's Purchasing effort within this Department in a highly efficient and
effective manner.

Crants (ffice - The City still does not have a director for its Grants (ffice,

the Personnel Department was unsuccessful Iin its initial attempt to find & quali-
fied candidate, this position has been readvertised. Oral and written exams

are scheduled for this month and hopefully we will be able to £111 this position
with a qualified professional within the next month or so. Nevertheless, the (:)
City of Stamford has completed one of the most successful years In its history

for generating State and Federal funds.

To name a few examples, these have included funding of a new Public Works Garage,
renovation of the West Side and the Glenbrook Community Center, renovation to
this building scheduled to start this month, and incidentally, that includes air
conditioning, and a new Vocational Horticultural Center, funding under the
Public Works Employment Act for maintaining critical services within Stamford,
additional CETA funding for Public Service Jobs and c¢ritical employment projects,
and a numerous number of education grants. Many other grant applications have
been submitted and we awalt word about which grants will be awarded. and how much
money Stamford will receive.

I thank this Board for the quick response you have often given my request for the
necessary resolutions for filing those grant applicatioms,

Sewer Crants -~ One of the largest grants just filed in June of this year was for
a Sewer Construction Project, A Federal Grant for $3.1 million was filed with the
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency to help fund three projects which will total
more than $7.6 million to construct. These three projects are: 14,6 million
dollars in Springdale, 15.2 million dollars in Newfileld/Pepperidge and 16 1
million dollars, Pepperidge/Vine.

S
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MAYOR CIAPES (continuing) ITopefully, now the Sewer Commission has started

to submit grant applications, they will continue to do so on a regular basis
and over thirty million dollars of sewer projects to be completed in Stam-
ford, the Sewer Commission wmust continue to apply for every Federal and State
dollar available to help fund these projects,

Cost Reductions - Many efforts have been undertaken by my administration

to reduce or control the cost of rumning Stamford's government., The Depart-
ments have had to re-evaluate the programs as a result of budgel cuts wmade
by myself and the Board of Finance and this Board. We have and we continue
to tell every department no approprilation requesiis will be honored in my
office unless they represent a true emergency or umnless they represent part
of an effort to save the City money, either currently or in the future.

Urban Redevelopment Commission - Stamford has the largest Urban Renewal Pro-
jeect in all of New England. Alse, 1t is one of the oldest. Unfortunately,

the FTederal Government stopped funding Urban Renewal Projects three years ago.
As the time needed to complete our project continues to be delayed costs con-
tinue to escalate daily. Despite the progress achieved this past year with the
opening of the new 305 room Marriott Hotel, two new bulldings in Landmark Square,
the aunouncement of the super block, the successful effort of having exits 7 and
8 relocated and a new VYeterans vark on which construction is just started there
are still many projects to be completed.

They include the entire Northwest Quadrant, the super block garage, Elm Street,
St. John's Park, a major storm drain, and numerous smaller projects. Where does
Stamford get the funds to complete these wvital projects? We are currently try-
ing to perform & complete fiscal analysis of the project in cooperation with the
Urban Redevelopment Commission. Preliminary analysis by the Urban Redevelopment
Director, James Hibben indicates that more than eleven million dollars will be
needed, I predicted final amounts required would be twlece that amount., My
office will submit within the next month or two an''Urgent iTeeds" grant request
to the U.S. Department of llousing and Urban Redevelopment as the last available
opportunity to try to obtain Federal funds to fully complete our Urban Renewal

Project.

If unavailable then Stamford will be faced with funding the completion of this
project out of future Capital Project Budgets plus paying the interest costs
by selling bonds to obtain the necessary funds. The biggest Urban Renewal
Froject is the much talked about 4,000 car garage to be built in the middle of
the super block. This brings us to the next major problem facing .the City of
Stamford.

Capital Projects Bond. Issue - The City sold bonds in April 1976 at a very favor-
able rate., At that time the rate was 5,.136%. We are starting to update the
thirty-nine page prospectus for our next Sond iIssue currently scheduled for later
this year. Once again the overall financial strengths or weaknesses of the City
must be udated, examined and presented to the rating agencies for thelr re-evalua-
tion of the City s Triple "A" rating.
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Y
MAYOR CLAPES (continuing) T believe the basic long range tinancial health \ﬁ)
of the City of Stamford is excellent., There are solutions to the financial
problems facing Stamford which will be found. The Economic Base Study and
the newly adopted Mastexr. Plan provides the foundation for this City to start
formulating a long range fiscal plan for Stamford.

Public Works ~ A change in administrative procedures by Commissioner Rotondo
allowing the Public Works Deparitment direct jurisdiction over "Town Aid"

state road malntenance grants will amount to saving the Clty of Stamford over
$200,000. Prior to July 1976 the City allowed the State of Connecticut Depart-
ment of Transportation to coordinate all road resurfacing contracting, but
because of this change the City has been able to recelve drastic reductions

in the price for asphalt,

This kind of dollar savings mean that the progress on road maintenance will be
maintained in spilte of budget cuts received by the Public Works Department, A
most lmportant promlse that I made during my campaign has been fulfilled. The
Public Works performance audit study Phase IT is now under way and it appears
as though the results of this study would be to greater efflclency and cousl
saving for the City along with much better underztanding of the problems that
the Public Works Departuent must face it its day to day opcration.

Problems - There were many problems that this administration has had to face

in the last eighteen months. TLong standing problems exist prior to my coming

to office such as: the lHMagee Avenue trausfer station, the Uaulaway progranm,

the start up of a new sewage treatment plant and the generally deteriorated (i)
facilities throughout the Sanitation Bureau, -

We will continue to commit this administration to providing the fullest service
within the context of applying whatever cost cutting techniques are available to
us. It can be done. We have already proven it. There are systems arailable to
improve garbage collection, disposal of solid and liquid waste and the general
overall operation of all our bureaus within the Public Works Department which
can save millions of dollars and still provide essentially the same services and
we will continue to pursue these efficilencies.

Police - The major event of the year for the Police Department was the selection
of a succesgsor to the retiring Chief Kingsella, The search was natiomwide and
conducted as impartially as possible, completely divorced from any political
consideration., Victor 1. Cizanckas, formerly of lMenlo Park, Californiz was no-
minated by me and after a lengthy confirmation proceedings sworn in as Chief of
Police. I looked upon his appointment as one of the major achievements of my
administration, because of the enormous pressures made on my behalf of speclal
local candidates. There is ne doubt whatever in my mind that Stamford will have
a model Police Department within the next five years, and I feel privileged to
have had an opportunlty for setting these wheels in motion. Chilef Cizanckas

has already made a number of changes to improve our overall operation of his de-
partment. He 1is continuing to survey the Department and its resources, anticipat-
ing many changes to increase the quality of the service provided to the City of
Stamford. Tnder Chief Cizanckas the operation of the Police Department will be
open to the public scrutiny and accountability. fh)
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MAYOR CLAPES (continuing)

The Parking Authority - As you all are aware, the Parking Authority has
not been self sustaining for the past two years. It does not expect to
break even during the 1377/78 fiscal year unless parking rates are in-
creased. Public hearings have bean held and I expect that no one wants to
see rates increased. Many of the argumnents presented are very sound. The
question thsn “ecomas should the City subsidize the Parking Authority's
opevation and, 1f so, to what extent? This question becomes even more im-
portant when you wealize that in a few years they will also be responsible
for a new 4,000 :ar garage. Does this mean the City should subsidize that

garage also,

Traffic - All of you are aware of tue fact of the resignation of our former
traffic Director, This, da2spite efforts vigorously initiated by my office

to remove the problems of his reporting to the Police Department by moving
hime to the Planning Board as well as efforts to fund his salary for a full
vear. One of the Charter Revision Commission's recommendations 1s for a
formation of a new I'ransportation hepartment within the Sity. Thls Depart-
ment will absorb the functions and responsibilities for Parking Authorities
oparations, traffle signals, the Trausit District and other related trans-
portation matters., Although all funds for any interim operations in this
area.were dzleted from this vear's budget by the Roard of Finance, fortu-
nately, the Cityv has received a $§35,000 Federal grant which will allow us to
hire a Transportation Coordinstor in the interim. Hopefully, the citizens of
Stamford will vote favorably on this very important Charter Revision recommen-
dation. Interviews are currently being conducted for the Transportation Coor-
dinator and we expect the person to be on the job within a month t& bsegin the
planning for the formation of this new Department.

Fire - The opening and staffing of the Woodside Fire Station should become a
reality in the very near future. Through negotiating with Fireman Local 786,
reassignment of Fire Department personnel, and perhaps the hiring of four ad-
ditional Firefighters, this long awaited, much needed service to the North End

‘Section of the City of Stamford would become operationdl. Opening the Woodside

Station will improve the effectiveness of the Fire Fighting operation throughout
the entire City of Stamford. Under the Public Technology, Inc, Fire Station
Location Package as a gulde, the Fire Department has selected a site ‘adjacent
to the West Side Fire House as the most practical site for the new West Side

Station.

All Boards are currently being petitioned for funds for this site acquisition,
Meetings were held with residents and leaders of the West Side Community and

all concerned are pleased with the site selection. Not only 1s this an excellent
location from a Firefighter's polnt of view, the feeling is that building a modern
facility in this neighborhood may encourage private investors to take an interest -
in that area and perhaps rchabilitate other builldings in the neighborhood. This
will hopefully lead to the restoration of the entire West Side Area. Funds for
the construction of a new Fire House are belng made available from the Community

Development Block Grant,
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MAYOR CLAPES (continuing) 1H¥)

Environment - Stamford's Environmental Protection Board has been vigorously
carring out its responsibility to protect and regulate inland wetlans and
water courses} control flood and erosion; and conserve open space and natural

centers,

Solar Energy - I have submitted to yvour Board a proposed ordinance providing
property tax exemption for those who install solar energy systems. This is
in- line with the President's energy conservation program and I urge your im-
mediate favorable consideration.

Resource Recovery - An ongoing Resource Recovery Task Force composed of dedicat-
ed citizens and conservationists have been working closely with the Public Works
Commissioner and lr. Rotondo to make our Paper Separation Program into a viable
operation. It takes time to .gain public acceptance and to set up a realistic
pick-up schedules. S.E.T.A. personnel are being employed to carry out the pro-
gram at no cost to the City. ‘

The task force is committed to the continued search for ways to improve the pro-
gram and expand its recyclables to include metal and glass., To eliminate these
valuable recyclables not only serves the ecology but saves considerable wear and
tear on the incinerator, which cest over one and one-half million dollars for
repair in 1975/76 alone. We must face up to the fact that burning and landfill
costs are too high and theilr effects are undesirable, The only sane route to

pursue is through resource recovery and I hope you will support me in these (:)
efforts,

Welfare - The Welfare Department and the Smith Ilouse Care Center continues

the trend of the past few years by further reducing net costs to the Stamford
taxpayer. This was accomplished primarily by increasing income and returning
an excess of $1,500,000 to the general fund of the City of Stamford offsetting
most of the approximately $1,300,000 expended during the fiscal year.

Community Development - With the Master Plan adopted and the Economic Base Pro-
gram near its implmentation stage, Community Development 1s now focusing on the
West Side, the South End and the Central City Neighborhoods to develop planning
strategles to improve their economic viability. Coupled with this effort the
Community Development Program has placed emphasis on more stringent enforcement
of Housing Code complliance, has alloted demolition funds to rid neilghborhoods

of uninhabitable structures and has provided funds for public improvement to pre-
serve a4 total neighborhood.

Two inner City parks have been completed In the Community Development target
areas. West Side Park, recently dedicated as the Doctor Joseph L. Carwin Park
was completed in November 1976, the Water Street Park, a sitting park that
primarily serves senior citizens was completed in June this year.

I thank you for giving me your time. It's a pleasure to have addressed you.

-
7
~
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APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE - Handy Dixon

Y&, DIXON: The Appointments Committee held its meeting Thursday night at
8 o'clock in the Public Works Conference Room. Those present were -‘udrey
Cosentini, liildred Perillo, George Ravallese, Leo . Carlucci, Sal Signore

and myself.

HEALTH COFMISSTON Term Expires:
(1) Dr. Angelo Mastrangelao, Jr. (R) HELD IN Dec. 1, 1981
19 Grandview Ave, ) COMMINTEE

(Replacing Dr. H. Barax whose
term explred)

MX., TWTON: v, Mastranelo's name is being HELD IN COMMITTEE, because he wasn't
~ able to keep his appointment for the interview.
PERSCOKNEL COMMISSION Term Expires:
{2) 1R, AUSTIN RINELIA (D) 35 YES Deec. 1, 1979
25 Tsland Helfghts Rd, 1 ABSTENTION
{Reappointment) (M. Perillo)

1%, DIXOH: ‘The committee recommended his approval by a vote of 6 YES, and 1
ALSRITICH,,and T so MOVE,

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED,
MR, RAVALLESE: Roll request,

MR, MILLER: The Chair sees a’'sufficient number of hands. The vote will be
taken by roll call.’ '

MR, HOFFIAWN: 1 never knew Mr. Rinella until he was appointed to his job on

the Personnel Commission, however, I think all of us who were on the 13th Board
of Representatives recall very well, and I see Dr. Lowden shaking his head, the
problems that we encountered and found in the Civil Service System. There were
a lot of things that were wrong. 1I'm happy to have been a part of the clean-up
that took place and I"think that we can all look up to FHr. Rinella for having
done one heck of a job, for having been the kind of an individual that brought
this Citv's Civil Service out of the doldrums, and to the point where it is to-
day, at a high level. T think a vote for Mr. Rinella is a vote for good govern-
ment, a vote against dMr. Rinella'’s appointment I would say is a vote for dirty
and rotten politics to continue in the City of Stamford.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: As Chairman of the Personnel Committee of the l4th Board, it

has been my pleasure to meet Mr. Rinella and get to know him. He 1s really every-
thing decent and honest that a public sexrvant can be. It is an absolute pleasure
and honor for me to SECOND him,




ROLYL CALL VOTE ON MR.

RINELLA'S REAPPOINTMENT

THOSE VOTING YES

Kurt Zimbler
Handy Dixon
Ceorge Hays
Leonard Hoffiman
Ralph Loomis
George Ravallese
Alfred Perillo
Adam Qsuch
S.A. Signore
Vere Wiesley
Marie Hawe
James Lobozza
Jeanne-Lols Santy
John Fox
Mildred Ritchie
Willlam Flanapan
John Schlechtweg

35 YES - 1 ABSTEWTION

Sandra Goldstein
Lynn Lowden
Thomas D;Agostino
Lathon Wider
Gerald Rybnick
Joseph DeRose
Barbara dMcInerney
Julius Elols
George Baxter
John Zelinski
Donald Sherer
Robert Costello
Leo Carluccil
David Blum
George Connors
Teter Walsh
Audrey Cosentinil
FTrederick Miller, Jr,

ABSTENTION

Mildred Perillo

o
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APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. ZDMBLER: As a member of the Personnel Committee of the 14th Board, I
would 1like to echo the sentiments of Mrs. Goldstein and Mr, Hoffman., This
man 1s something very special. We have something very special here and we
must keep this man, because he's done tremendous things for the City of Stam-
for and I think he will continue to do so.

MR. SCHLECHTWEG: 1I'd just like to go on record of objection to Mr. Hoffman's
remarks.

MR, CONNORS: I'd like to go on recoxrd as SECONDING Mr. Rinella's appointment,
because T know he's done a fine jobe from the time he got on the Board. He's
a fine gentleman and 1 know he's really interested in the City of Stamford.

MR, LOOMIS: 1I'd just like to SECOND and echo all the fine things said about
Mr. Rinella. He's done an outstanding job and 1'll certainly vote for his re-
appointment each time.

MR, MILLER: We'll proceed Lo o vole. The Clerk will ¢all the roll,
ROLL CALL,

MR, MILLER: We have 36 members present, Hr. RInella has been conflimed Ly a
vote of 35 YIS, 1 ABSTERTION (M. Perillo)

EXNVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION EOARD

{3) MRS. MARY LaVELLE (D) - HELD IN COMMITTEE Term Expires:
60 Sea Beach Drive Dee. 1, 1979
(Reappointment) ’

MR, DIXON: DMrs, Mary LaVelle is being HELD IN COMMITTEE.

PATRIOTIC AND SPECIAL EVENTS COMMISSION

(4) MR. JAME DeVITO (D) Dec. 1, 1980
4 Whittaker Place APPROVED
(Reappointment) UNANIMOUSLY

MR. DIXON: Mr. DeVito has been approved by a unanimous vote of those present
and voting on the Appointments Committee. I would add here though that Mr.
Signore happened to be absent for that particular interview and was not voting,
The committee a&pproved Mr. DeViteo and I would so MOVE,

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED by Mr., Ravallese. The MOTION is CARRIED UN-
ANTHMOUSLY, with 36 members reported as present, Mr. Morgan apparently still
being absent.
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APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE (continued)

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

(5) MR, PAUL PACTER (D) 28 YES Term Expires:
247 Chestnut Hill Rd. 6 NO (M. Perillo, " Dec. 1, 1979
(Replacing Robert Kelly K.Zlmbler,L.Hoffman,
whose term expired) G.Ravallese,A.Perillo

A.,0Osuch) 2 ABSTENTIONS
(b.Blum, G.Connors)

MR, DIXON: The committee voted 4 YES, 1 NO and 1 ABSTENTION, /

R, MITLLER: 1MOVED and SECONDED., There is a DIVISION, We will have to take
another vote having a DIVISION. 36 members are recorded as present. Mr. Pacter
has been confirmed with 28 YES, 6 NO votes, 2 ABSTENTIONS.

MR, DIXON: That concludes my report.

MR. ZFTTINSKT: At this time L would like to ask for a SUSPENSLUN of the RULES
so that we may consider an item under the Planning and Zoning Committee which
is item 2. This evening our gallery 1is overcrowded with spectators who are
deeply concerned about this matter and rather than wait until the wee hours

of the morning in their respect, 1 would like to have it taken up at this time,

MR, MILLER: SECONDED by Mrs. Goldstein and Mr. Hoffman. The Chair would caution
our guests in the gallery that there is to be no type of outbursts of any kind, (ﬁ)
but we will proceed to a vote on the question of SUSPENDING the RULES so that

we might immediately consider Ttem #2 under Planning and Zoning. The MOTION is
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. %Let the record indicate that Mr. Morgan has returned, so

he is to be marked as present., Let the record also Indicate that the President

is leaving the Chair and will not participate in any way in this matter. Mr.

Blois, the Majority Leader, will take the Chair with 35 members present.

MR. DeR(OSE: In keeping with my personal commitment to avoid a possible conflict
of interest, I feel compelled to leave the meeting during the discussion and T
would like the record to so note.

MR. TOBOZZA: 1 think you are aware that my speaking at all on this has been
challenged by the attorneys for Mr. Schlesinger and I will have to abstain.

NDER SUSPENSION OF THE RULES -MOVED, SECONDED, MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY,
ZONING COMMITTEE - George Baxter

{2) THE MATTER OF MEMORANDUM RECEIVED FROM HON. JUDGE MILTON H. BELINKIE
dated 5/5/77 clarifying his Memo of Decision of 2/24/77 relating to
an appeal from decislon of the Board of Representatives regarding
RICHARD SCHLESINGER. DBoard is to reconsider the matter. Also 6/21/77
letter from ATTYS. MALL & FRIEDMAN in effect requesting entire Board
to reconslder this matter rather than following commlttee system.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, BAXTER: T would like to defer to the Chairman of the Public Hearing,
{r, Signore, who ran the public hearing and did a fine job, for him to give
the report, since he was present at it,

Yot by

MR, SIGNORE: At the outset, I would like to say that we worked very hard

at this and we know that there are people in the audience who have ideas one
way or another. The committee members looked at all the facts and made theilr
judgements on what they thought was right. I hope, in fact, I know that 50%
of the people will be happy and 50% will be unhappy after the decision of the
Planning and Zoning Committee. So on that basis lets proceed. T would first
ask the members of the Board to take out their Charter and turn to Section 550
which gives us the standards we are gulded by in making our decision. Section
552.2 of the Charter requires that our decision be gulded by the standard con-
tained in Section 550 and they are as follows:

"Shall be made in accordance with a comprehensive plan; and
shall be designed to lessen congestion In the streels, secure
safety from fire, panic and other dangers; to promote health
and the general welfare, to provide adequate light and air,
to prevent the overcrowding of land, to avoid undue concei-
tracion of population and to facllitate the adquate provision
for transportarvion, water, sewage, schools, parks and.other
public requirements. Such regulationsg shall be made with
reasonable consideration as to the character of the district
in its peculiar suitability for particular uses and with a
view to conserving the value of buildings and encouraging

the most appropriate use of land throughout the municipality,"

_Pl=ase keep these sections o¢f the Charter open before you, because they are

a guide in making our decision. We should Ignore all claims or accusations
regarding the character or skill of the applicant or of those who oppose the
applicant as not appropriate to our decision. Questions regarding the type
and quality of any improvement made to the land, roadway, flooding or any
other inland waterway considerations should be left to the appropriate
municipal agencies; such as the Enviroonmental Protection Board, Building In-
spector, City Engineer and the Zoning Enforcement Qfficer. We felt that
questions realative to flooding apply te land whether single or multiple
dwellings are constructed and it is up to the Environmental Protection Board
and other City agencies to enforce.

The Board of Representatives in considering this Appeal Act in its legislative
capacity as decided by the Supreme Court of the State of Connecticut and ac--
knowledged by Judge Belinkie. Now we can discuss any 1ltems on 550 of the stan-
dard to be followed. It shall be made in accordance with a comprehensive plan
and shall be designed to lessen congestions In the streets, A comprehensive
plan - some people feel that since it appeared in the Planning Board over the
past twenty-five years, it's designed R-5.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE(continued)

MR, SIGNORE (continuing) Other people on the committee felt just the opposite.

As far as congestion in the streets is concerned, we feel that some people felt
that Bedford Street was a four-lane highway and there was discussion that possibly
it would be made one way. We didn't feel that there would be a problems with
safety or fire, panic or other dangers. We felt that the health and general wel-
fare wouldn't be adversely affected, there would be adequate light and air. We
didn't feel that there would be overcrowding of the land. Some people felt there
would and some felt there wouldn't be. -

Transportation, water, sewage, schools, parks and other public requirements
didn't seem to be a consideration of any great amount as far as we could see,
and some people felt that the District wouldn't be suitable. Other people
felt that it would be suitable; there would be in the best interests of the
City as a whole and that's where we stand at this moment. We took a vote on
this particular item and two were against the appeal, two opposed it,

MR, BLOIS: Mr. Signore, just for the record, would you please define exactly
what this Board is doing tonight.

MR, SIGNORE: As far as I see it tonight the Board is voting on the appeal
of the Zoning Boaxd's decision, I make a motion that we sustain the appeal.

MR, BLOIS: Are you recording your committee's report? (i:)
MR, SIGRORE: Yes.

MR. BLOIS: The vote was 2 to 2. Then you have no report?

MR, SIGNORE: No report as far as I can see.

MR, BAXTER: As we all have known from reading what looks like two or three
pounds of material that came to us on this matter, it was a matter that is
somewhat complicated, as are all of the Zoning and Planning matters that we
act on. But it was further complicated by two memorandum decisions by Judge
Belinkie and a variety of letters from people and attorneys rgpresehting both
sides.

I think that we would all agree that we would like to take our action accord-
ing to law and in such a way as to prevent our action from being overturned

in court the next time around. Because 1f we aren't careful we would be wast-
ing our time; we would be wasting the time of the opponents and the proponents
of this proposed change, wasting the court's time and generally not acting in
the City's best interests. Consequentially, T think it is essential that we
clearly understand what it is that we're doing. Tf we don't have in focus what
it is that we're supposed to be doing, we can't do it right,




{

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING JULY 11, 1977

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, BAXTER (continuing) The essential and initial, the reason I'm speaking
now, quickly, is on Mr., Signore's response as to what we are supposed to be
doing tonight. We are not supposed to be acting as an appellate court on the
original Zoning Board's decision rendered in 1972, Mr. Signore said that we
should sustain the appeal. This matter was not appealed to us, The matter
can only be appealed from the Zoning Board to the Court. This matter was re-
ferred to us in accordance with the appropriate Charter Section, which I be-
lieve is 552.2. That means that we do not merely 1imit our consideration to
the report of the Zoning Board and its reason, but as the Supreme Court of
the State and Judge Belinkie said we are free, since we are actin in our
legislative capsacity to take into consideration other things of our know~

ledge.

We are acting as the Charter says on the proposed amendment, Section 552,2,
The Board of Representatives shall approve or reject such proposed amendment.
It didn't say approve or reject the decision of the Zoning Board, but it's to
approve or rejecl sucl proposed awendwent. We're not limited to what the Zon.
ing Board did, so without tall:ing yet one way or another on merits I would
like to respectfully object to Mr, Signore's characterization of what it is
this Board is doling and inform the Chailyr of Lhilg Board that what we are doing
is acting on the amendment, We elther grant the requested amendment or we
deny the requested amendment, and if we don't have that in focus we will be
overturned by whichever side of our decision is disappointed.

MR. HOFFMAM: T would like to thank Mr. Baxter for the explanation that he
so generously gave us. Before I begin my speech about this matter, I would
like to ask Mr, Signore if he did get an opinion from the Environmental Pro-
tectlon Agency or any other authority concerning the environmental impact or
the impact 1t would have on the traffice, ete. in that particular area, Was
this done, Mr. Signore?

MR, SIGHNORE: The Environmental Protection Board would not come into the picture
until after the zoning has been changed or not. T will say that I walked the
land last evening with Mr. Baxter and Mr, Blum and we gpoke to the people’

in the area of the apartments whether they had had flooding conditions or not,
and they said '"no", not since the Toilsome Brook area has been constructed and

fixed,

MR, HOFFMAN: Mr. Signovre, I would say that that statement isn't quite correct,

because we have pictures and an article that was printed in the Advocate stating
that there was flooding there as recently as September 1974, which is less than

three years ago. Very possibly the people that you talked to,1f they were ten-

ants, might be people that were not there for that particular length of time;

so in this particular instance, T would say that this would probably be heresay.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) {fj)

MR, SIGNORE: It couldn't be heresay, because they live there and they
haven't seen a flood within the last three years. I talked to Mr. Rotondo
today and he sald you'd need an eight inch rainfall at one time to £lood
that embankment, to come over that Toilsome Brook, T inspected it and I
saw it as being dry. Ask Mr., Blum or Mr. Baxter, they were also there,

M, HOFFMAN: It hasn't rained. TIf T may say this now please, Every once
in awhile members of the Board of Representatlves are confronted with truly
unjust down zoning proposals which allows one individual to reap large
monetary galns,

MR, BLOIS: Mr. Hoffman, may I interupt you please. I think if we keep our
speech on a level plain without any accusation or //inuendos or personalities,
I think this Board will do its job.

MR. BAXTER: Mr. Blois, may I ask Mr. Hoffman to yield for 30 seconds. Would
vou mind yielding for 30 seconds? T suggest we don't talk about anything other
than the land, no person, nothing but the land, unless you want whatever we do
to be overturned - nothing but the land.

MRS, COSENTINI: Speaking of overturn, can I ask for a POINT OF TNFORMATION on
the legality. :

MR, BLOIS: What is your POINT OF INFORMATION? \’—)
MRS. COSENTINI: I'd like to ask Mr. Baxter, I can see where it says in 552.2

that -"The Board of Representatives shall approve or reject such proposed amend-
ments at or before its second regularly scheduled meeting following such referral",
Referral means from the Zoning Board, but George, it seems to me 1in reading this
and I don't, I'm not a lawyer, so I'm asking through the Chair to you to clarify
it for me. It seems to me in reading this that really in essence, 1f we are

going to hear this in accordance with 550 it's as if we are hearing the whole

case again as the Zoning Board did. Would you clarify for me on how, 1f this is
true, number one and number two, how acting on the amendment differs from acting
on an appeal from the Zoning Boaxrd, so we'd know what we're doing.

MR, BAXTER: 1I'll be brief as possible, and 1'm sure that there are people that
would disagree, but I think the cases and the Charter are pretty clear on thia
aspect, We are very similar, but not identical to the way the Zoning Board acts;.
the difference is that when the Zoning Board acts, it just sits and takes a hear-
ing and takes the information and applies the standards enunciated in 550 and
base on its judgement for the good of the entire community makes a decision.

When we get it we have to do all those things,but we, in addition, have the record
that the Zoning Board had before, in other words, the Zoning Board had its hear-
ing, made its decision, has its minutes. They forward that to us, at the time

we make our deecision, so we arce in our considerations to consider what the Zoning
Board sald, but we are not limited to it,
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, BAXTER (continuing) That case Burke vs the Board of Representatives
which Judge Belinkie cited & few times makes the parallel that the Zoning
Appeal Board, when it takesan appeal from an action that the Zoning Board
took, it is limited to the record that was produced by the Zoning Board

and 1is limited to the considerations the reasonablenecss or whatever that

the Zoning Board did. We are not so limited, but we must, at least we

must have the Zoning Board's action and look at it so that when we act we're
not - you see the Chartexr 552.2 say that once the petition 1g filed which has
already happened in this case -~ the Zoning Board's decision is a nullity. It
ceases to exist to have practical effect other than having its record trans-
mitted to us, so we are elther goin; to grant or deny the applicant's request
to change zoning on this land and that's what we do, and we should be sure
that we understand that,

MR. HOFFMAN: May X ask a question of Mr. Baxter, because I think I still have
the f£loor. Is that not correct?

MR. BLOIS: Yes, you do.

MR, UOFFMAN: Ur. Baxter, Is it proper for me Lo speak in generalities, 1f I
do not refer to any particular individual or corporation?

MR, BAXTER: 1fr, Hoffman, I don't want to try to pretend that I'm the Cor-
poration Counsel, but I would suggest that when you speak you restrict your re-
marks to these standards that are enunciated in Section 550. That when you talk
about whether you are for or against this, and the reasons, that you frame your
reasons in 550, Now if you have reasons that are not within Section 550, T
suggest that not only do you not mention them, but that you don't act on them;
in other words, if you happen to have some personal reason, I don't mean just
you, but anybody, know people involved who are for it or against it, that you
put that and I'm sure you would, put that from your mind and only use those
reasons enunciated in Section 550, which does not include the fact in any case
that the applicant is the greatest guy and the zreatest builder dnd the greatest
person that ever was seen, because that has nothing to do with the merits of his
request, The fact that everything he had ever touched has turned to the benefit
of the City. .What it has to do with is whether or not that land for the benefit
is suitable to be changed according to those standards in 550,

MR, BLOIS: Thank you, Mr. Baxter., Is there anyone in our caucus room who doesn’t
belong in here? Would you please ask him to got out on the floor.

MR, HOFFMAN: In looking at this particular chapter of Zoning, certainly, you
can see any number of reasons why this particular amendment should be rejected
by our Board, and therefore, I just would again like to speak in some gener-
alities., T would hope that I would not be stepping out of bounds, because
there's certainly nothing personally involved in this. I think that I am merely
trying to represent the people that live in my district, and as T sald before,
that once in awhile the members of this Board are confronted with truly enoxmous
problems and this is one of them.
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MR. HOFFMAN (continuing) I can't help but wonder how many times we have seen
where a Board or a Commission has made an error in judgement, and I believe
that the Planning and Zoning that existed in 1972 made guch a mistake as an
analogy to this I would say - how many time have you read In the paper where
great injustice was done because of some minor techmnicality and this {is what
we're faced with tonight, [lecause the former representative, Edith Sherman
annoyingly spoke in opposition to this Down-Zoning Proposal at a public hear-
ing and then voted her convictions at a. regular Board meeting that followed.

Now a judge has ruled that we must go through this entire process again, even
though our Board originally voted 27 to 8 against this same particular Dovm-
Zoalng issue back in 1972. I think any person who is reasonably sane and has
just a little intelligence must agree with these conclusions. For the record,

I would like to review 1f possible the summations that the attorney made that
was represeunting the person who had proposed the amendunznt., One of the things
that the attorney did say that our Board should not be too concernsd with the
neighborhood, He continued to refer to homacwnerd who live in this beautiful
area ag living in an enclave, thus, Lmplying that the homesowners who live 1n the
area are a privileged few, rather than to accept the fact that the down-zoning
action would affect huadreds of taxpayers and not jut the privileged taxpayers
he implied were living In this particular area, He also said that the tenants
were there to complain about the landlord, and T think that their views were
somewhat justifiable in that they believe rightly or wrongly that once tnis
amendment is approved that they would lose the housing that they are now living !
in and felt that they couldn't afford to live elsewhere, b
The flood waters have done havoc in the Ravonah Woods area, as well as in the
Ridgeway Garvden Apartments and I do not think we should be deluded into a sit-
uation where we think that this problem no longer affects our fellow taxpayers.

I don't know how many taypayers testified to this so called non-existent flood-
ing problem the other night. The attorney for the person who's suggesting the
amendment has told us that we must act as a jury, and to do this we must be

aware of the total facts, One of the things he said, that no one in the neighbor-
hood or in the apartments came forward to support this down-zoning proposal. I
believe that every member of this Board must be absclutely aware of the horrendous
traffice problems which exist in Stamford. ’

Now, are you aware [ii#ilthis down-zoning proposal will result in another one thous-
and plus vehicle trips in and out of the Ridgeway Garden area if this proposal
is allowed to pass. In so far as the expenses that are concerned in this par-
ticuler area, not only will the people who have property that borderson this
particular area that's going to be changed or proposed changes are going to be
made - not only will they suffer perhaps a loss in the value of their property,
but this expense will also be shared by the taxpayers throughout the City, be-
cause of underplanning and with complete/disregard or any future expansion of
necessary sexrvices to supply the proposed development, Therefore, every tax-
payer and every representative should recognize that this problems has City-wide
cost implications.

J
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, HOFFMAN (continuing) Last, but not least, I belleve that we have an
absolute obligation to oppose this issue and all other down-zonlng through-
out the City that affects the small or the individual taxpayer by benefiting
one man or one corporation., I think we should all work this evening to re-

ject this amendment that's before us.

ME, BANTER: POINI' OF ORDER., Would you please request the gallery to refrain
from showing any signs of approval or disapproval of anything that's said on

this Board.

MR, BLOIS: Mr, Baxter, your point is well taken., T do address the audience
that we don't allow that at the Board of Representatives, and I'd appreciate
it 1f you didn't do it. Thank you very much,

MR. ZIMBLER: I would like to take 1ssue with one point that was made several
speakers ago, and that is the absence of any flooding in the area for three
vears or more and one that immediately come to mind 1s a real'doozie'of a

flood in either late September or early QOctober of 1975, I remeber it and I'm
sure Sandy Goldstein remembers it, because we were our cawpalgning along Toil-
some Brook at that time., Different sides of the street, but campalgning no less
and that was less than two yvears ago and that situation hasn't been cleared up.
1'd like to speak tonight Iin complere and unalterable opposition to this dowr-
zoning proposal., I think that Co permlt this down-zoning would constltute a
rape of the enviromment pure and simple.

The horror of Toilsome Brook is a matter of public record. Over three quarters
of a million dollars of taxpayers money have already been spent to alleviate
flood conditions, both up stream and down stream,of the property in question, and
yet the danger persists. .nd now by eliminating the ecological function of this
property as a natural flood plain, this would only compound the danger of inun-
dation to those of my constituents residing in areas such as Dannell Drive,
Crestwood Drive, White Birch, Silver Hill, Fern and Denise Drives, etec. What
would be the quality of houses that would be built on this reconstituated wet-
land? What would be _the effect of traffic 1In the area - in the area of Bulls
Head when you add this proposed development to the office complexes that have
already been okayed for Bulls Head and Town and Country Shopping Center?

Think of that for awhile. True, this is not my district. This is Len Hoffman's
and John Zelinski's district, but I feel for thém and for the people that live

in their district as much as I feel for the people in the 16th District., But your-
self in their shoes, lades and gentlemen. There but for the sake of God go you.
Any vote in favor of down-zoning stinks, regardless of where it's cast,

MR. HAYS: Through you, I'd like to address a question to Mr. Signore. Mr. Sig-
nore, earlier you made a comment that we should leave, among other things, the
flooding to the the Environmental Pretection,
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. HAYS (continuing) My concern is whether or not they really have authority
here. I am familiar that there are grandfather clauses in bullding lots desig-
nated as such prior to Inland Wetlands and prior to the Environmental Piotection
Codes, and I wonder 1f they do or do not have such jurisdiction.

MR, SIGNORE: What I =ald in my report was that we felt that questions relative
to flooding apply to land, whether the single or multiple family dwellings are
constructed, and it is up to the Envirommental Protection Board and other city
agencies to enforce it., 1If the zoning change does go through, and I don't like
to call it a down-zoning, because I'm trying to get an answer on what down-zoning
is - I've heard, "down-zoning,' down-zoning'; however, it appeared on the master
plan for some twenty-five years as R-5. '

MR. BLOIS: Mr. Signore, did you answer his question?

MR, SIGNORE: I did.

MR, [1AYS: Well, my only concern is that he really dida't answer it to my satis-
faction. If they don't have the authority there, then perhaps we should assert
that authority. I'm just trying to find some answers as to whether we do or do
not have to exercise the authority., 1f we can leave it to them, fine, '

MR, SIGNORE: I think before they can build on that property, the Envirommental | )
Protection Board has to give them an okay, so that would take care of that end o

of it.
MR, HAYS: Iim not satisfied with your opinon. I'm seeking fact.

MR, BAXTER: I think that what the Committee felt was that flooding problems
to some extent, if they make it inappropriate to build on it or if they hazard
an inland waterway,come under the jurisdiction of the EPB, and you can't build
a single family residence or a multiple family residence if the EPB says '"no".
In other words, all the land wi.thin the City 1s zoned: scme of the City 1is an
inland waterway and can't be buillt on, because of the findings of the
EPB. If the land in question is land like that, tnen the actual construction
wouldn't be able to take place regardless of whether it's single family or
multiple family.

The only possible reason that I can think of that this Board might consider
flood waters is 1f they felt that the increased density of families there and
paved areas that would result, and therefore, the decreaged drainage and seep-
age resulting from these paved areas,would a_grevate the problem, But let me
ust say, that if the area 1s so bad the EPB or the Building Code would prevent
construction, it would prevent construction of single family as well as multiple
family residences,.
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MR. HAYS: Mr. Baxter, my understanding was that if this was a designated,
I suppose "building lot" might be the right nomenclature, prior to the
filing of our Inland Wetlands Map then it had "grandfather rights'" and our
Environmental Protection people would not have certain authority over it,

MR. BAXTER: Are you saying that there's a designated building lot for multiple
family in a placa that's now zoned for single family? Are you saying that such
a situation exists?

MR. HAYS: I'm saying if it could exist. I don't know if they're separate
lots or if they're all one parcel.

MR, BAXTER: My understanding that there are no such sub-division plans ap-
proved for multiple family use since the land isn't zoned for multiple family,
In fact, that's what we're doing now if we agree with the petitioner, then
Lhe'll get there and he'’ll be affected by the Environmental Protection Board
and the Building Cede.

MR, HAYS: But they're classified as buildable lots, are they not?
MR, BAXTER: Not for multiple family use.
MR, HAYS: Okay, I'll drop the question,

MR, BLOIS: In future speaking, I wish that you wouldn't go back and forth
with questions. Say what you have to say and let's go on to the next speaker,
because we do have a lot of speakers,

MR. WALSH: When I first saw this application, my first reaction was to vote
against it, but what bothers me is that anybody(whoﬁgbeen shopping for single
family houses over the last four years with the price ranges piractically out
of the working class.. Right now we are propoging that all the firemen and
policeman live in Stamford.. In my opinion, this is the only way we could en-
fore that, that is to have housing that would be in their range.

MR. HOFFHAN: POINT OF PERSONAL INFORMATION, Mr. President. Through 'you to

Mr. Walsh, or anyone else who might care to answer this particular question.

I1f indeed this amendment is granted, is there any guarantee we would have .gn-
dominiums ox anything else would go into this particular area; in other words,

what's being proposed here is that the developer could put in anything. We are
not rastricting this to solely condominiums that would be for middle class in-

comes. Once we've opened this up, the developer as I understand it, and I would

appreciate some clarification, the developer could put in anything. Could I have
an answer to that? Is that correct?

MR, ZELINSKI: I can answer that question for you, Mr. Hoffman., I have in front
of my Appendix A from the Zoning Regulations which reads "land use schedule,
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MR. ZELINSKI (continuing) It says under R-5 and I quote: "If R-5 is granted,
I will not read all of it, but just some of the more illustrious things that
can go on this property 1f it is changed ~to begin with "an airplane field,
hanger or ramp, country club or golf or beach club, a swim or tennis club, a
hotel, a nursing home, a passenger terminal or station an any type of pro-
fessional office building."”

1id. BAXTER: ©POINT OF ORDER. I would ask Mr, Zelinski to clarify what he just
salid. I think if he looks at that land use schedula, he'll see next to some
of those items, for instance, the air field letter. That letter means that
you need to get approval to construct an alrfield. Obviously, that parcel is
not appropriate for an airfield and he couldn't build one there. Only those
items that have asterlsks are what can be bullt without approval and rather
than have this Board misinformed and than take the chliance of this Board making
its decision incorrectly, I suggest that you correct that.

MRS, GOLDSTREIN: POINT OF ORDER, Lt would be very benefleial for Lhls Board
te know exactly what units do come under R-5.

MR, BICIS: Xr, Uoffman, if you don't have this copy, I will read it for you.
"Permitted under the R-5 there'll be apartment garden types, thirteen rooming
houses, churches and religious Institutions, certain types of clubs and lodges

not for profit, colleges, dormitories, community center, dwellings (single

family) up to thirty, dwellings (two family) up to thirty-one, group or town '{:)
houses up to thirty-three, farms, agriculture (categroy 38) garages (private)

home occupation, hospitals and sanitariums, nursing home, passenger terminals,
stations, professional offices, accessories, public and charitable agencies,

public utility buildings, a radio and television broadcasting station, a school
{public), tourist home',

MR. ZELINSKI: Thank you, I think you've made the point that just about any-
thing could go in there,

MRS, McINERNEY: The question before us tonight, is in fact, the question of
down-zoning of all of our 39.1 square miles of the City of Stamford. For too
long we have sat and seen the Zoning Regulations of our City bent and shaped

in favor of the developers, We must soomner or later wrestle with the problem

of optimum growth for the City of Stamford, what we are and where we want to go.
We cannot continue to destroy a viable community., We need residential single
family districts in all our twenty City districts to survive, If we continue

to down-zone properties throughout Stamford, I would venture to say that in the
next ten years, we too, may witness the mass exit that has plagued New York City.

Increased density in any area, especlally one that Is already near a dense
business traveled populated area will be adverse to Section 550 of this Charter.

:_)
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MRS. McINERNEY (continuing) I'll quote the Charter: 'will increase con-
gestion in our streets, insecure or be a problem to secure the safety from
fire, panic and other dangers; will not promote health and general welfare;
will not provide adquate light or air (especially once you start looking at
those twenty-story high buildings) will not prevent overcrowding of our land;
will not cause undue concentration of population and will facilitate the ad-
equate provision for transportation, water, sewers, schools, hospitals and
other public requirements', :

Such regulations, 1If we vote on this tonight, will not be reasonable con-
sideration as to the charactexr of the district and its peculiar suitability
for particular uses., And will not preserve the value. of any building in that
area and will not encourage the most appropriate use of land throughout the

municipality.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: One of the previous Speakers said that he really couldn't under-
stand just what down-zoning 1s, 1| kind of maintain that one underslands what
dowvn-zoning is when 1t comes to ones neighborhood and I'll tell you honestly, I
am not philosophlcally opposed to zoning changes throughout the City, But I am
opposed to zoning changes when they are nolL enviromuentally sound, I do not be

"lieve that this particular amendment that is before us tonight 1s one that has

any kind of positive impact on the environment.

As a matter of fact, having lived through the floods that have plagued my dis-
trict which 1s not the district in which this zoning change is proposed, but
which change will certainly affect the thousands of people in my district -

ecause this whole body of water that ruas through this particular area of the
town is connected; although the districts are different. In this case, I be-
lieve there will be a negative impact on the environment more concrete. I'm
beginning to feel that all of Stamford is becoming covered with concrete, more
concrete macadam, the whole thing I believe is not positive and for those reasomns
I am not going to vote for the amendment,

MRS, HAWE: 1I'd just like to read a paragraph from the Policy Plan for the City
of Stamford that was published by the Planning Board in conjunction with the
Revised Master Plan. This 1s on page 74 and it pertalns to this section of town
which is referred to as Ridgeway-Bulls Head and the heading is "Vacant Land", it's
just a short paragraph and 1'd like to read it,

"Although there is generally little or no vacant land in the various sectors of
this district, the notable exception is thirty-eight acres of land on the west
side of Strawberry Hill Avenue between Crane Road and Colonial Road. Inasmuch,
as this land fronts on a& very heavily traveled major artery that backs up to
Revonah Woods which is a very unique in-town, large lot, residential and closed,
not to be destroyed, the development of these large tracts must be both sen-
sitive to the neighborhood which it will fmpact and tolerable to the supporting
structure of sewage and highways. No consideration should be given requests
for commerciallzation or high density development of these sites."
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MR, FLANAGAN: The question came up about whether one could or could not build
upon & lot in view of the new envirormental laws and the Wetlands Act, To the
best of my knowledge, under the law that we passed in this Board, if the land
is truly wetland, whether or not its been subdivided you cannot build upom it,
so the question of whethexr it's a pre-existing lot be it multi-family or single-
family is really moot. Tf the land is not environmentally sound for building,

it cannot be built upon.

I have very mixed emotions about this zoning change, because In looking at the
map you have a piece of land that is contiguous to an I-10 zone, but it is not
accessible through the I-10 zone and only accessible to an R-3. 1In 1972 we
were presented with many pictures that showed flooding and I talked to people
who are familiar with the area and I've heard some say that the flooding has
been corrected, but those that are really cleose to it laugh and say it has not

been corrected.

I1f the argument against building because of the flooding conditlions were valld
in '72, I think they are still valid today. I think we're looking at a whole
other issue and that 1s whether or not we should change this zoning, because
it's contiguous to an R-5 and accessible through an R-5 and whether it's in the
best interests of the City. That's why I'm having a problem, because I under-
stand the flooding still can exist on - you know on a ten year flood. 1It's

not fair to judge what happened then, because that's a very extra oxdinary (:)
thing. But certainly a twenty-five year flood condition is something that we
should look at. If the land is not fit to be built on based on a twenty-five
year flood condition, then I don't think it should be. Whether that's a valid
agrument for objecting to the zoning change, T don't know. But in spite of

Mr., Baxter's presentation, I don't know whether that's a valid argument.

MR, BLUM: We're living in a unique City. I would like tc -ask a question of
Mr, Baxter through you, Mr. President. There were opinions; there was counsel
elither we were badgered and we read many statements and many letters. On three,
Mr, Allen Mall, the attorney for the plantiff wrote an opinion, and I'd like
Mr., Baxter, on page two, the second, third and fourth paragraphs - could he
give me an opinion on those three paragraphs .

MR, BLOIS: Mz, Walsh, would you ask the press to leave the Republican room,
please.

MR, ZELINSKI: Would it be possible to call the remaining members into the room.
This 1s an important item to be discussed and many of them are off the floor.
Could you please call for the T.eadership to bring the membership back for this

important discussion.

MR, BLQOIS: Mr. Zelinski, as long as we have twenty-one on the floor, when we
vote I'll get them in, It is very hot in this room and they just get up for a

minute,

2
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, BLUM: I asked Mr. Baxter a question, I wonder if he'd answer that question,

MR, BAXTER: What was the question, Mr. Blum?

MR, BLUM: The counsel or the attorney for the applicant wrote an opinion on
page two, I'd like to get some interpretation of his opinfon and T was wonder-
ing whether Mr, Baxter could do that. I heard a lot of opinions and I would
like to hear from Mr. Baxter on that,

MR, BLOIS: I don't know whether Mr. Baxter wants to answer. If he does, he's
free to do so.

MR, BAXTER: I think Mr. Mall's letter is clearly written and understandable
within its own four corners. Reading it you understand what he says. I think
we also got a letter from counsel on the side which expresses the other counsel's
opinlon, which In part LU appedrs Lo dlsagree with some of the things that the
first counsel said. 1 think his letter is also self explanatory., If you have
the Judge's memorandums and you have theilr letters, you're free to interpret
them yourself, Mr. Blum,

I don't want to try to tell you what one counsel said when he wrote a letter.
He say it and it's clear he wrote it very well and persuasively and so 1t was
persuasively on the other side objecting to what he said. Now, if you want to
know on some matter what my interpretation is and if it's really important and
you haven't been able to make up your mind, I'll be glad to, give it to you. Bat
I don't think that it would serve any great purpose to put this Board or me in
the situation of interpreting someone else's letter,

MR, WIDER: I sat here on Thursday night and listened to twenty-two speakers

on this subject and I read into the speeches some very, very surprising things.
I was reading resistance, a great deal of resistance, You want to keep your
usual places up there and the only thing you didn't do was to ask us "how could
vou eliminate some of the conditions that exist'". I look for some of you to
at least ask for some help to get those four feet of water that comes in the
garages when they're flooded. I have gone to the area several times for certain
reasons, because I worked with some people who lived up there, Revonah Woods,
and down Toilsome Brook, I don't see anything wrong with doing somethin about
the conditions that exist there.

But I do see something wrong with your coming here and complaining and resisting
instead of asking for something constructive. I was really upset that some of
you didn't come here and show us some kind of plan that you had for us to pass
on. And pass on some money to help perserve your property Iinstead of comling here
complaining about building houses. So what I think you should be doing, instead
of resisting the houses would be asking us to help you eliminate the water from
backing up in your cellars by putting the proper code in there and let the houses
be built. So all I'm saying is I don't think you're asking for the right thing,
as far as I'm concerned. I can't quite understand what the people want who live

in these areas.
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MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Point of personal privilege, Mr. President. I think that
what Mr, Wider said must be answered right aow, TFor flve years the people
from this district and adjoining districts have come hefore this Board, be-
for Envioramental Protecticion Roard, the Zonlng Board, before any Board that
you could prodbably nsme 1a this Sity and beg for fuunds, for help, zuldance,
for evarything to preveat the horrendous flooding conditioas that exist in

the avrsa that 1s know as Toilsome Brook and parts of the Rippowam River, GCoop-
er's Poud area. They've been here, they have begged, they have pleaded, they
have cajoled , they have gotten nowhare, because thils 1s really aad truly
immnense. .

There have been some very good coazultiag firms that have worked long hours

to try to do something about the problem. This Board has in its wisdom ap-
propriated wonles to help the problem, but as of this minute those peopl:z who
are sitting out there, other people like them who have come for the very same
reason have sell all their efforst standing still. Because the Board, right
now it's the Environmental Protection Koard and the Public Works Department
have not figured out any effective means fro preventing flooding. T must say,
Mr. Wider, it's unfailr to say, why area't you zowing to me for the right thing?
They are coming to you for the right thing,

MR. HOFFMAW: Point of parsonal privilege. 1 would like to poaint out as well,
Mrs. Goldstein said it so very well, but in addition to that, this water that
is bothering the Toilsome Brook comes from many other parts of Stamford and
from outside two districts, so it's not just a problem that is in this particu-

lar district, . :

S

MR, BAXTER: First, let me just mention that before when speaking I said mul-
tiple family, I spoke in error. It's of courstR-5, which has a whole series
of uses which Mr. Blois has read to us, I'd like to point out that we don't
act in a vacuum, that the only issue here is not flood water or the water that
comes in, but I think it's the standard in which we implement or the comprehen-
‘sive plan: thalStamford has reflected by both its Master Plan and its Zoning
Map., I'd 1like to remind this Board on two actions that you've taken in the
l4th Board in this regard. The first one, you'll all probably remember;was the
application on change of zone on West Avenue over the West Side. :

It was the very first thing we took when we first all got elected; and there the
applicant was asking for a down-zone, that is a change to a less restrictive use

in accordance with the Master Plan. The Master Plzn, in that case like here,

had a lower zone in the Master Plan looking forward, but the Zoning Map still had
the higher zone, the more restrictive use area. You'll recall that the Zoning
Board denied the applicant's permission, denied the change in the Zoning Map, that
it was appealed to us, that we looked at it; we went down and considered the unique
conditiorof that plan and the impact it would have on the neilghborhood.

O
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE {(continued)

MR, BAXTER (continuing) We had a public hearing and we were very careful to
make sure that the reasons that used to agree to the change in zone were
reasons that have only narrow application and we did change the zoning down
desplte the fact that the Zoning Board didn't want to do it. You recall one
other application we had, which was on Arthur Place where both the Zoning Map
and the Master Plan sald that the applicant couldn't do what he wanted to do
and we, after counslderation,turned the applicant down. WNow I think that while
it is of not that the Master Plan is supposed to permit what use the applicant
wants, I don't think that that's necessarily controlling.

We have a Master Plan which looks forward and a Zoning Map which we change or
not, depending on our assessment of how true that Master Plan or how valid that
Master Plan continues to be, Otherwise, we wouldn't need two maps and we would
automatically agree to anybody who wanted to change the zone to what the Master
Plan said, they would be entitled to it and it would all be changed. That's

not the reason. Any reasoning that we use to change this zone, 1f we do decide
te change 1it, we have Lo make sure we undevstand,should be applied Lo any ulher
property eimilarly situated, so that if the reason that we refuse to change this
zone is that it is adjacent to a zone as low, that 1s to say in this particular
case, there's a No. 5 right next door to it so why not me; if that's our reason,
then we ought to be prepared to say '"yes" to any other applicant who givesthe
same reason. As all of you know, when you look at the map,the Zoning Map has got
boundaries all over it, and theevcould be quite a few applications of all the
people who are on the line who say 'change me" because I'm across the street or
backing up to me is a lower zone, and once you change them you've promoted the
people behind them; now they're next to a lower zone and pretty soon the net re-
sult of that is one zone in the City, the lowest zone. So clearly in my opinion,
that is not sufficient reason in itself to change the zone.

There has to be more than that. That's a factor; that's something you consider,
but that's not enough. Now my view of the land,+I toured the land and looked
around the neighborhood in that area .~ single-family area in that area is unique
and excellent of a single-family residences that the further intrusion of lower
zones into it would havegejetenious  effect, because of the increase traffic
conditions, pollutions, flooding, all that was mentioned and also the charact-
er of the neighborhood and the type of neighborhood that it 1s, Now merely be-
cause we are looking at that neighborhood doesn't mean, in my opinion, that we're
not paylng attention to the benefit of the City as a whole. The whole is made
up of the sum of its parts. We have to look at that land, that neighborhood it~
self because that's the application that we have in front of us.

What we have to do and what I think we have to do is.that the principle we use

to decide this,.we have to consider 1f we allow this type of thing, what effect
if would have on the Clty as a whole as people gimilarly situated~ask the same
thing of us, to allow a lower zone in what 1is now a single family residence zone
and I don't think that 1is adetriment 'te the City as a whole. I look at that
land that's this application as something that will deteriorate the neighbor-
hood having view toward its character and wilill cause harm to the City as a whole
for all the reasons that were mentioned, The land can be used; the land is zoned
for single family use; the applicant or every succeeding owner is entitled to
develop that land in accordance with zoning and I think we should leave the zone

the way it 1is.




MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING JULY 11, 1977

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) (“\
M

MR, SIGNORE: 1I'd just like to say that when I wrote up this report, I didn't
write it alone. T want the people here tonight to understand that, I didn't

sit down and write this by myself. There were other membem f the committee

sitting there, both pro and con; so there's no misunderstanding that I didn't
do it all by my little self,

MRS. COSENTINI: I must congratulate Mr, Baxter for a very articulate and
clearly thought out presentation. I'm sure if the audience were permitted to
express its approval it would have very heartily,, He's left really nothing else
to be said, I think, in termms of the arguments for reviewing this case. I just
have to congratulate him on a thorough objective argument based on the facts-
"and on I think,a very clearly thought out reasoning,

MR, ZELINSKI: I would humbly ask the Beard to bear with me. I have some very
important reports which might be very lengthy, but I feel they're most Importaat
to our discussion and final vote this evening., First of all to begin with, I'd
like to clarify something that the Acting Chalyman of the Planning and Zoning
Board saili at the outset of this meeting when he mentlioned something regarding
Bedford Street being made a one way, which was a rumor. T spoke this afterncon
to our new Folice Chief, Victor Cizanckas, and he told me beginning in the Spring
of 1978, Bedlord Stieet, Indeed, would be one way, a fact which will creoatc more
traffic and problems in that area.

Next, Mr, Hoffman raised the point as to the land leases, 1f this zone change - —
was made and you went over, Mr, Presldent, I did not want to mislead the Board; ,)
however, even though this land use schedule does mention that if there is - a)
beside certain of these changes, it doesn't necessarily mean it will go through

and in that particular case it would go before the Zoning Board of Appeals just

as this particular item went before the Zoning Board. They voted in favor of it

so that there is nothing to say in the future and if the owners of this property
want to make an airplane field and they go to the Zoning Board of Appeals and

get the approval; that it could come to pass and at that particular time, as the
Board members know, it cannot then be appealed to the Board of Representative as

it is now, It would be a closed and shut case,

MR. BLOIS: Will the members please take your seats. Will the Board members
please come in and take their seats. You may continue, Mr. Zelinski,:

MR, ZELINSKI: TFor those who were out of the room I would beg your indulgence
with a great deal of material I'd like to cover and I'll make it as brief and
as quick as I can, 1I'd like to quote from Judge Belinkie's original memoran-

dum as follows:

"On February 24, 1977 this Court has sustained an appeal
from the decision of the Board of Representative rejecting
the change in the Zoning Map of the City of Stamford from
an R-7 zone district classification to an R-5 zone district
classification for the plantiff's property".
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, ZELINSKI (continuing) That was the first paragraph. Again I quote:

"This Court does not feel it has the power to enter
such a direction,(as far as giving directions which
way we should or should not vote) if there is an
appeal from the Board of Representatives to whom
the matter was referred from the Zoning Board, this
Court sustained the appeal on the grounds of the
decision of the Board of Representatives',

And this, I think.is the whole key here after everything has been spoken,

that we've been listening to this evening, was illegal, because of improper
conduct on the part of one of its members in the consideratioan of this re-
ferral. For the court to now direct the re-instatement of the original
decision of the Zoning Board would be improper judicial uvsurpation of the
legislative function of defendant authority. They are not going to have the
vote, they are not throwing out the merits why thio Board voted this particular
zone changa down and T might add overwhelmingly, but {ust because of thal oue
gingle item., I think that is the key, so when we're voting tanight, members,
please bear that in mind. :

Again I quote from Judge Belinkie's decision:

"This appeal having been sustained under the authority
of the Bogue rule, the defendant board is now under a
duty to proceed according to law. . It must be poilnted out,
however, that "according to law" does not mean political
lobbying, “amm twisting"”, marshalling of votes, or con-
slderations designed to reflect the desires of a few
individuals as opposed to the comprehensive plan for the
entire community, "According the the law" means being
guided, when Iin acting on referrals under Section 552.2
Charter of the City of Stamford, by the same standards
as are prescribed for the Zoning Board under Charter
Section 550"

"According to law'" means a conslideration of the reascns
which were given by the Zoning Board in approving the
Application for Zome Change in this case. It means ex-
amining its own reasons given in rejecting the proposed
amendment in the light of the reasons stated by the Zon-
ing Board in approving the same amendment, Above all
"According to law" means a determination of what the pro-
posed zoning change 1is designed to further (and I quote
most strongly): A general plan properly adopted for and
designed to serve the best interests of the community as
a whole'", (not one individual person)
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MR. ZELINSKI (continuing) We are in receipt of a letter dated June 27,
1977 from our Assistant Corporation Counsel, Edward J. Frattaroli, and
if I may, I'd just like to quote very briefly from his letter:

"1 want to point out that time of the the essence and
critical in having the Board of Representatives, City
of Stamford entertain this case Iin accord with Judge
Belinkie's directives as set up in its clarifying memo-
randum, Since Section 552.2 of the Charter indicates
that the Board of Representatives shall approve or re-
ject such a proposed amendment at or before its second
quarterly regular scheduled meeting following such
referral, I would strongly suggest that this matter be
entertained and either approved or rejected at or be-
fore July 11, 1977 regular meeting, since said meeting
would be the second regular meeting'',

And now T would like to read into the record a portion of a letter dated
March 23, 1972 from Mr., James Hagen, then Chairman of the Stamford Planning
Board regurding this particular application:

"The Planning Board has instructed me to advise you

at its meeting held on March 21, 1972. It met with :
attorney, Paul Shapero regardingthe above subject {::)
application with reference to a proposed change in

the Zoning Map of the City of Stamford, concerning

property located(which we are talking about). The

Planning Board by the vote of two members with Chair-

man James Hagen and member Samuel Bernstein abstained,

voted recommend denial of the proposed change in the

Zoning Map of the City of Stamford upon application

of Richard Schlesinger to change to R-5 multiple family

resident distrest property now in the R-10 one family

district in the rear potion of the parcel of land shown

and deleted as parcel B in Map 1037. The Board recognizes

that the entire tract is shown in a low denisty multi- ‘

family category on the Master Plan and it continues to re-

commend some development except on the rear portion of the

subject tract requested for re-zoning".

I would also like to quote very briefly from the minutes of June 5, 1972
from the then Chairman of the Planning and Zoning Committee, George Russell
and again, please I beg your indulgencey I know it's a long evaning, but
please believe me; I think this has a great deal of bear;ng ont your final
voting decision tonight. _
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITIEE (continued)

MR. ZELINSKI (continuing) Ttem 1, the committee announced to those
present that this meeting was a so called "Open Meeting'" to hear the

above appeal which was referred to the Board of Representative in accor-
dance with Section 552 of the Stamfoxrd Charter. Those bringing the ap-
peal were heard first. Approximatelytwenty-five property owners appeared
for the appeal, Among those speaking was Robert Bello, attorney, who spoke
for & number of property owncrs who signed the petition. Approximately
eight others also spoke for the the appeal, including representative Edith
Sherman, who also spoke before the Zoning Board in opposition to same
application,

It should be noted at this time representative Sherman had notified the
Committee that she understood that by her actilons she would have to dis-
qualify herself when this matter reaches a vote before the Board at its
regular meeting, Speaking in opposition to the appeal was Paul Shapero,
attorney for the applicant of the above referred application which was
approved by tha Zoning Beard. M™r. Shapere in his prestentation had a Mr,
Hal Hansen, Jr., anarchitect and Mr., Arnold Benedict, a site planning ex-
pert show and explain architectural renderings of the proposed condominiums,
including an aerial survey of the area.

I try to be very impartial; that's why I'm not cutting out items pertaining

to both sides, Mr. President. This meeting lasted about three hours; much

of the testimony presented was similar to what was presented before the

original Zoning Board Public Hearing on this matter, which appears in transcript
in this meeting, a copy of which the committee has for reference. One of the
main points which the committee considered was the unusudl zoning status of the
area; thereby all of it is zoned R-10; yet a non-conforming R-5 use exlsts ad-
jacent to the niéne or so acres involved in this application now being considered.
Another matter was the present parking conditions at Bracewood Lane Apartments
where at present an area of the land proposed for the condominiums is now being

used for open parking.

The next and most major factor was the repeated and I quote "repeated flooding
of this area by the so called Toilsome Brook". During almost any heavy rainfall
letters were presented from the Flood and Etosion Control Board and the Health
Commission indicating thelr concern over this property, until proper hydraulic
studies have been accepted and drainage proposals can be guaranteed. Several
dozen pilctures were presented showing past flooding Iin this area to be a fact.
Although the sitvplanner expert, Mr, Benedict said that the drainage problem
would be taken care of, there was no proposed englneering plan presented, which
might give assurance that this major flooding condition would be taken care of.
In fact, because of the constant floodings the commlttee felt that the Flooding
Erosion Board should be consilder possible flaod plan setbacks along this Toll-
some Brook area.
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MR, ZELINSKI (continuing) The committee also felt that because of the topo-
graphy of the general area adjacent to the properties of the Urban and East
Lane, the proposed layout would be a drastic impact on many existing large,
beautiful homes, scome of which are the finest in Stamford. In summary, after
hearing all the testimony presented at the open hearing, the consideration of
all facts and findings presented, as well as a visit to the area involved,

the committee felt that parking would become a chronic problem in the present
overcrowded multi-family land area use., The committee's major concern was that
the drainage problem was a mamouth one, with no sound solution offered and if
not properly taken care of, drastic-flooding would not only damage homes beyond
this area, but would probably create flooding problems to many of the new con-
dominiums that would border the Tollsome Brook area.

With these problems as well as the facts,the present zoning status of this land
was still before the Court of Common Pleas. The committee felt that the appeal
referred before was justified and should be upheld. The vote of the ommittee
was unanimous, all five members present favor the approval and thus reject the
proposed amendment of the Zoning Map as approved by the Zouning Board; thus the
fomnittee by its action recommends that the Board of Representatives pursuant
to Section 556-1 vote affirmatively to support the referral appeal. A majority
of the entire membership shall be required.

MR. BLOIS: What's your POINT OF ORDER, Mr. Baxter? K:)
\\

MR, BAXTER: I'd just like to state for the record that these considerations
and things should not be taken as authority mierly because they were done, be-
cause we have a case which has thrown this out and the only thing that's im-
portant is what ¥Mr., Zelinski's reading and I'm sure that's why he's reading it
is the reasoning that's in there, not the fact that the fommittee voted for it
" unanimously or double unanimously or what the Board did., 1It's just the reasons
that exist and I'd just like to make sure that we understand that.

MR, BLOIS: 1Is your report going to be a half-hour Mr, Zelinski?

MR, ZELINSKI: No, Mr., President, I will be as brief as I can which will be
" another five or ten minutes at the very most., I please ask the Board's in-
dulgence. Just to continue with Mx. Russell's remarks, The answer is: There
was & letter sent In by the secretary of the Zoning Board and Mr. Russell
answers this. The City does not understand how this letter could have been
prepared whefthe just rendered his report this evening or where they obtained
information, because he apparently made & lot of statements the the Eommittee
did not bring out in the report. He sald they did not discuss the traffic
situation and did not discuss carbon monoxide or some of the other things men-
tioned in your letter., MHe sald it appears to him they are citing their own
report and trying to emphasize certain facts in it, '
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. ZELINSKI (continuing) He sald he was suprised because this Board, that
is the Zoning Board, has in theilr hands tonight photographs of actual flood-
ing at the Bracewood Lane Apartments showing cars under water in this area
and apparently they do not know about it, He sald some of the problems

this Board has had presented before themare a result of poor judgement orn
the part of the Zoning Board and again I'm quoting. He suggested that .{
had done a thorough a job as Planning and Zoning had done, They might not
have come out with the vote they had. '

He said anyone who ha< live in Stamford any lenghthof time knows that the
history of Toilsome Brook is a long one of flood, flood, flood. He said

that if anvone wants to talk to the City engineers there are also estimates

or attempts to try and correct some of these floodings. He said certainly
they were not making estimates of way and means to correct flooding, If such
were not the case; so it mus! have existed for a long time, He said the pictures
that the committee saw show clearly that this flood exists, It's not a myth,
and tha Zoning Bosrd insists that there {e8 no flooding in the area. ¥He aaid
that he also notes that the letter does not go Into any details as to why the
Planning Board did not agree with them and why it was an unusual vote, because
all five membhers d1id not wvoteon the matter,

‘Hie said the Planning Board has often disagreedwith the Zoning Board.. The very

one that signed the letter-that they have a zone called PHD which they feel is
less favored to have it re~densified. And just to record the vote as they did,
that particular evening; 1t was a roll call vote which stated 27 in FAVOR, 8
OPPOSED, and 4 ABSTENTIOHNS,

Since it is late I was going to read something else, but I won't, To give you
the history of it I will just conclude my remarks by stating that the reasons e
objecting to this particular down-zoning are (1) The access road with front and
backup on us, backup around the community, thus surrounding many of the Urban
Street homes with zutomotive thoroughfares. It would be like living on an is-
land surrounded by carbon monoxide Instead of water. This heavy concentration

of poisonous gas 1s a threat to the health and welfare of these residences., (2)
Increased traffic cannot be conveniently handled on Beford Street,(3) The original
Bracewood Lane Garden Apartments construction was allowed to be bullt on the basis
that the population density of all twenty-five acres would be the same as single
family homes in the samlarea. (4) A flooding condition and partial wetland con-
dition does not warrant additional Toilsome Brook development as is presently
planned, as this will aggrevate heavier flood conditions.

I have pictures,if any of the representatives would like to see, the facts that
there 1s a great deal of flooding. It is not a myth, It has not been corrected.
There are pictures that were taken prior to 1972 that show the flooding. The
Toilsome Brook underground pipe is undersized down to the Rippowam River.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, CONNORS: POINT OF ORDER, Mr., Zelinski, are you reading from previous
minutes of the Board of Representatives?

MR, ZELINSKI: No, I am mot Mr. Connors, I finished Mr. Russell's comments
that I quoted. I'm reading my own comments.

MR. CONNORS: How about Mr, Russell's comments, they were in the minutes of
our meefing.

MR, ZELINSKI: Yes sir, I read those. That was from the minutes of June 5,
1972, Mr, Connors,

MR, CONNORS: All the members have the minutes then?

MR, ZELINSKI: Yes, I believe we all have coples of them. I‘just wanted to
stress for the members who might not have read that,

MR. CONNORS: Yet most of the members have read it.

MR, BLOIS: The point is well taken, Mr. Connors. Mr. Zelinski would you
please continue and make it as brief as possible. '

MR, ZELINSKI: Two by fours lumber pleces which often have been seen floating
down Toilsom Brook would be caught in the underground pipes and cause Toil- <:>
some Brook water back-up., WNext, the City plans to streamline and aspeed the

water flow upstream to relieve upstream flooding. This would be a source of
additional flooding problems, especially during extremely heavy rains and

water backup periods. And lastly, Mr. Genovese's filling in wetlands will

further worsen the drainage conditions, 1f and when forty-two homes are due

for construction. Mr, Genovese 1Is accelerating his effort for this particular
development.

MR. BLOIS: Mr. Zelinski, is that all?

MR, ZELINSKI: Just one more point, Mr. President. I was going to read some
letters, but I won't in the essence of time, I'll just simply say, in con-
clusion, I humbly ask each and every Board member to search their minds and
vote their concience and not be influenced by outside pressures and to please
vote against this down-zoning on the facts as if this particular piece of land
were in their own backyard.

MR. BLOIS: I know Mr. Perillo has been waiting for twenty minutes, but there
being no further speakers and mwo moltfons at this time, the Chalr is going to
declare a five minute recess for the benefit of thos¢that haven't moved and for
the benefit of the Chair, that has a doubt on a little parliamentary procedure

FIVE MINUTE RECESS.

®
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. BLOIS: All members please take thelr seats., We are acting on the ap-
plication of Schlesinger No. 72007 amendment to Zoning Map the City of Stam-
ford from R-10 one family zoning to R-5 multi-family zoning., I would en-
tertain a motion from the floor at this time.

MR. BAXTER: Mr. Chairman,
MR, BLOIS: DMr. Baxter, what did you want to say?

MR, BAXTER: I want to make & motion, I'm the acting Chairman.

MR, BLOIS: All right, HMr. Signore.

MR, SIGNORE: I make a motion to approve the appeal from the the decision of
the Zoning Board, This will take a majority of the Board, in other words,

twenty-one votes,
ME. BLOLS: Would you state that motion again, Mr, Signore.

MR, SIGNORE: I make a motion to approve the appeal from the deeision of the
Zoning Board. This will take a majority of the Board, in other words, twenty-
one votes. A yes vote would be against the zonlng change, a no vote would be

in favor of the zoning change.

MR. BAXTER: I would like to offer an amendment to the motion made by Mr. Signore.
My amendment would read that the motion should be moved that the application

of Richard Schlesinger 't. change the Zoning Map of the City of Stamford for the
land described in this application from R-10 to R-5 be adopted. My reason for
making that amendment is twofold. Number one, as I mentionedat the outset of

this entire proceeding,is that we must clearly keep in mind what it is that we're
here to do and if you look at the Section of 552,2 and if you look at the case
referred to by Judge Belinkile, which is Burke vs. Board of Representatives you'll
see quite clearly that what we do is not act only on the Zoning Board. We donft
appeal without an appellate court, but the application is referred to us and we're
to act by the Charter. The Charter says that we act on the application for change,

so that's the first thing. '

The second thing, that as soon as the matter was referred to the Board of Re-
presentatives the declsion of the Zoning Board was a nullity, It ceased to have
operating effect and it clearly says that in Sectlon 552.2, so that as of right
now, the Zoning Map 1s R-10; the application is to change it to R-5 and that's
what we vot on and T so MOVE that amendment,

MR. BLOIS: Are you making an mendment to Mr. Signore's motion? Could we get
&a second to Mr, Singore's motion?

MR. SIGNORE: Mr. Wider seconded my motion.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) ' {i)

MR. BLOIS: An amendment has been made to Mr. Sigpore's motion to approve
the appeal of the decision of the Zoning Board. And your amendment was?

MR, BAXTER: My amendment, 1'll read it again so you'll understand it. I
won't repeat my reasons, It's the third time tonight. My amendment would
change the motion in 1ts entirety to read as follows:

Moved that the application of Richard Schlesinger to change
the Zoning Map of the City of Stamford for land described

in his application from R-10 to R-5 be adopteds therefore,

if my amendment should pass, a yes vote on that motlon would
be for the applicant's request to change it to R-5, and =&

no vote would be for retaining the Zoning Map as . it currently
exists and under Section 556 of the Charter a majority of the
full Board, that is twenty-one people would have to vote for
change in the Zoning Map to R-35,

MR, SHERER: I'd like to offer a response to Mr., Baxter's interpretation of
Section 552.2., I agree with Mr. Baxter in part, that it is a referral and
therefore, we do have to make a decision on the merits of the case as it per-
tains to the amendment itself as compared to Mr., Signore's view that it's an
appeal. However, 1 disagree with Mr. Baxter also in part. (1) I disagree
with him that it's a nullity per se, because the Charter does refer to the
ingbility of the Boaxd to act, would in fact maintain the action of the Zon-
ing Board., If it were a nullity per se, I don't thinkyou can have the continu-
ed status of the Zoning Board's decision if there was a failure to act. Sec-
ondly, I would like to point out for the information of the Board that in
Section 552,2 it does state that the Board of Representatives may approve or
reject an amendment, and since it does have an alternative way of providing
for a vote, I submit that since the petitioners are not the Schlesinger group,
but rather the opponents of the Schlesinger group and thelr ultimate goal is
to reject this amendment, I think then our vote ought to be that we vote to
reject the amendment,

MR, SIGNORE: POINT OF ORDER.
MR, BLOIS: What's your point of order, Mr. Signore?

MR, SIGNORE: I'm using this motion as a precedent set in 1972 when this
particular item was voted on, and I'm using the same motion now. ‘

MR, BAXTER: POINT OF ORDER. T think everyone would agree that the zone of the
land in question right now, at this minute, is R-10, If it were anything other
than R-10, for instance the only thing it could be was R-5, we wouldn't be sitt-
ing here and we wouldn't be arguing about it, because construction would probably

have started,
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (Continued)

MR. BAXTER (continuing) It's R-10 because, as the charter says, and I think
the last speaker was correct. The Charter does say and I would like to

quote it: The decision of the Zoning Board. The decision shall have no force
or effect. And it's R-10. If you adopt what the last speaker said and let

a negative vote come in, so that you would end up with the postion that 16
votes of the 37 members that are here would be sufficient, or 17 votes would
be sufficient to change the Zoning Map. Tn other worHs, the Zoning Map is
R-10. We want to change the Zoning Map.

The Charter tells us the standard which we need which is 21 votes, and that is
what {bviously would be required to change the Zoning Map. I don't want to be-
labor it, but it's quite clear that we're not a review court on this that we're
deciding on the application. The petitioner here - I respectfully disagree with
the last speaker - the petitioner 1s the man who in 1972 handed a paper into the
Zoning Board and said please change the Zoning Map. That's the petion and that's
what we're acting on now, just change that Zoning Map to R-5.

MRS, COSENTINI: I would like to speak in support of Mr. Baxter's amendment which
essentially changes the motion and I assume that that's the correct procedure.

T would not like to see a parliamentary maneuver on the phraseology of the motion
to succeed in thwrarting the will of the majority of this Board or to succeed in
having an effect and impact on this community of quite an important measure.

We have on all important matters before this Board, including the Charter Revision,
stated the motion in such a way that it would be clearly the majority in the af-
firmative that would have to alter anyone of our governmental procedures. That
not only puts the burden on those who wanted the change made, but also made the
voting procedure crystal clear. I would strongly urge that we do not alter that
very amdable and I think, fair procedure tonight.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: POINT OF ORDER, Mr. President. I would like to know who second-
ed Mr. Baxter's motion.

MR. SIGNORE: Me.

MR, LOOMIS: I would just like to also speak out in favor of Mr. Baxter's
amendment. This has been an often times confusing and complex issure and Mr.
Baxter's amendment has a virtue of making it very clear exactly what we would
be doing when we take a vote on this issue and we clearly understand how we're
voting and why we're voting. So, T think therefore, I'm going to be voting for
his amendment and I hope others do also.

MR, HAYS: I MOVE the question on Mr. Baxter's motion.

MR. BLOIS: The motion is made to MOVE the question. MOTION CARRIED, We'll
act on the amendment that was read by Mr. Baxter. Would you re-read the amend-
ment before we go into actual voting,
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. BAXTER: It's moved that the application of RichardSchlesinger to change
the Zoning Map of the City of Stamford for the land described in hisz applica-
tion from R-10 to R-5 be adopted. In other words, a yes vote would be to
accept his request to change it to R-5, and & no vote would be to keep the
zoning as it is now R-10,

MR, LOCMIS: POINT OF INFORMATION, Are we voting on an amendment to the orig-
inal motion? If we vot:to accept the amendment will the original motion then

become the amended motion?

MR, BLOIS: I believe Mr, Baxter stated that he wanted to wipe the original
motion out. I8 that it, Mr. Baxter?

MR. BAXTER: It's an amendment that completely replaces in its entirety what
Mr. Signore says. The only thing left if you've accepted that is what I just
said, -

MR. SIGNORE: POINT OF ORDER., To make it easier, T withdraw the motion.

MR, BAXTER: I would 1like to move that the application of Mr. Schlesinger to
change the Zoning Map of the City of Stamford for the land described in his
application from zone R-10 to zone R-5 be adopted.

MR, BLOIS: MOTION made and SECONDED. Q
MR. BAXTER: 21 votes would amend the Zoning Map.

MR. BLOIS: We'll have a& roll call vote,

IN FAVOR OF ZONING FROM R-10 to R-5: THOSE OPPOSED TO CHANGING THE ZONE:
Handy Dixon Julius Blois Michael Morgan John W, Fox
Alfred Perillo Donald Sherex Kurt Zimblerx Mildred Ritchie
S.A. Signore _ Robert Costello George Hays Wm, Flanagan
John Schlechtweg Leo Carlucel Leonard Hoffman Sandra Goldstein
Thomas D'Agostino  George Connors Ralph Looumis Lynn Lowden
Lathon Wider Peter Walsh Geo. Ravallese Barbara McInerney
Gerald Rybnick Adam Osuch George Baxter

: Vere Wiesley John Zelinski
ABSTAINING: _ Marie Hawe David Blum
Mildred Perilloe Lols Santy Audrey Cosentini
ABSENT: Livingston, Nizolek, Sandor OFF TIF FLOOR, Lobozza, DeRose, Millexr

AND RECORDED AS NOT PARTICIPATING.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)
MR, BLOIS: The MOTION IS LOST with 20 NOj; 13 YES and 1 ABSTENTION,

MR, MILLER: Will the Leadership immediately comsult to determine the course
of this meeting. Will the meeting please come to oxder.

MR, BLOIS: The Leadership has discussed whether we should proceed with the
meeting or not. We decided we'd go home and come back next Monday evening.

MR. MILLER: Might we possibly begin the meeting a little earlier,

MR. MORGAN: 1It's only 11:30, I would suggest that we at least de the Fiscal
Committee agenda and we'll have much less to do next Monday. Since I'm sure
you're also plamning on having a Steering Committee meeting on Monday as well,

MR, MILLER: We have & motion to adjourn to next Monday evening.

MR, MORGAN: 1If we vote no on this then a motion to adjourn at a later time
might be appropriate.

MR. MILLER: Mr. Blois has made a motion to adjourn the meeting to Hext Monday

~evening., At what time, Mr., Blois?

MR. BLOIS: I would say at 7:30.

MR, MILLER: We'll adjourn the meeting to 7:30 next Monday evening. MOVED and
SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED. We'll take a DIVISION, on whether or not to
adjourn. The MOTION is CARRIED with 25 YES votes for adjournment,

ADJOURNMENT: The regular meeting was adjourmed at 11:30 P,M. after voting to
meet on Monday next, July 18, 1977 at 7:30 P,M,

Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative Assistant
and Recording Secretary

APPROVED:

Frederick E, Miller, Jx,, President ‘
14th Board of Representatives NOTE: Above meeting was broadeast in
its entirety over Radio Station

WSTC.

HG
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MINOTES OF ADJOURNED MEETING | I
JULY 18, 1977 o

14th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES e

STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT N
An sdjourned meeting of the 1l4th Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford,
Connecticut, was held on Mondaw, July 18, 1977 in the Legislative Chambera of the -
Board, 429 Atlantic St., 2nd Floor, Municipal Office Building, Stamford. This was
ad journed from the, regnla:r: meeting held Monday, July 11, 1977. - - -

The meeting was callied ta ovder by the PRESTDENT, FREDERICK E. MILLER; JR. at -
8:12 P.M.

PLEDGE OF ALIEGTANCE TO THE FIAG : _ : .

ROLL CALL: Roll Call was taken by the CLERK, SANDRA GOLDSTEIN. There were 23
mambars present and 17 absant. Howevar, Lwo members (Ceorge Hays and
_ Barbara MeInerney) left at 9:10 p.m. Then Mr. D'Agostino had come in
-in the meantime. And at 9:30 p.m.,, Mrs. Santy, Mr. Fox, and-Mrs.
Ritchie came in. The attendance then became 25 pres'am: and 15 abaent.
The 15 absent were: 2

Handy Dixon Jefemiah Livingston
Leonard Hoffman Christine Nizolek
Adam Osuch Donald Sherer

Vere Wiesley John. Sandor

Marie Hawe Peter Walsh

Lyon Lowden’ Audrey Cosentinf
Gerald Rybnick George Hays (left)

Barbara McInerney (left)
(Mr. Baxter came in at 10:15) T

The PRESIDENT declared a QUORUM.

MR, RAVALLESE: Mr. President, I don't know whether I'm out of.order, but does the
City need money for air conditioners? When the Hell are we going to get air condi--
tioning down hare? The heat {s unbearable.

MR. MILLER: We'll proceed with the meeting. S T . TTETaEo LTS

MR. BLOIS: Before we go intc the meeting, I'd personally and publiély, and I'm -
sure all the members present would like ta thank John-Strat,for -at-least a little
relief, for the use: of the fans, Thaok you, John. -

- MR. MILLER: I think it wouldbe well for the Beard to consider this evening that -

we have Z3members present. It is my understanding that Mra, Santy and Mr. Fox will
be here later, and it is also my understauding that a couple of the members present
- will have to leave, so we may have a problem with a quorum; dand I would suggest that.
we should bear In mind that there could be some items under FISCAL which really
ghould be considered this evening becausa of desdlines. -I would also suggest that

the leaders give some thought to the plans for the August -meeting. Tt s the Chair! 8

-intention to have the STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING next Monday evening, and normally
the August meeting would be Ménday, August lst, TIf there-1s 4 desire to ‘change the-

present:. We will now proceed with a check of the voting ‘machine. - - ST=t

-.- date-to the second Monday in Auguat, it must be done this evening with a- quurum SR
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CHECK OF THE VOTING MACHINE: A check of the voting machins was. conducted and it
appeared to be in good working order. —

MR, MILLER: W:Lth Mr. D'Agostino now present, we have 24 members present.

MR, BLOUM: I would Iike to make a MOTION that we change the meeting of the August
meeting to the second week in Angust, whatever that date ia.

MR, MILLER: Well, there can be discussion. SECONDED by Mr.-Zimbler. What would
the reason be, Mr. Blum? : : '

MR. BLOM: The reason would he that the change of the STEERING COMMITTEE to next
week, there wouldn't be enough time for the various committees to meet batween the
first of August and next week, s0 I bealieve that we should postpcme it for one week
to allow the com:[tteea o meet,

MR. SIGNORE: T disagree with that because I think many of the people on the Board
have vacation plans and probably have known for some time that the meeting would be
" on August lst and T think that mving it to August 8th would cause some problems for
gsome of the people,

MR. FIANAGAN: 1I'd like to speak againat it, not that I have any personal reasons
myself, but during the summertime a lot of us have scheduled over the yeara, our ~
vacation 3o that we do not mi{ss meetings and I think that to change this particular
meeting would cause people that have arranged vacations arnund the regular meet:tng,s
to miss it aad most of us take it very seriocusly.

MR. MORGAN: 1I'd just like to ask a rhatorical question to both the Democrats and .
the Repuhlicans. The Democratic City Committee endorses on Tussday, August 2nd,

and the Republican Town Committee endorses Thursday...no, the same day? Sa I think
everybody's going to be in town since thay’re going to be up for re-endorsement the
following day. Althaugh I appreciate the commenta about being away on vacat:ion, I
suspect that we’re zll going ta he hera that week. -

MR. MILLER: That, of course, iz the normal day for the meeting, August lst. Is
there any forther discussion? If not, we'll proceed to a vote on Mr. Blum's motion
which is to change the date of the Augusat meeting to the second Monday in August.
The Chair is in doubft on the voice vote. Wa'll take a D:Lvision, using the machine.
The MOTION i3 LOST with eight YES votes, 15 NO votas, so we'll have the meet:’.ng on
August lst and the Steering Committee will meet next Mnnday avening.

MRS. McINERNEY: T would like to suggest the poasibility of the Steering Committea.

. discussing the probable future adjournments of this Board fer two months during the -
_summertime, since {t appears that we can't get a quorum for our normal meetings.

None of our committes meetings have quorums. It saems ta be like s fruitless battle

. that we're fighting and it  most especially occurs duxring the summer months. '

MR, MILLER: T really think the plan is well-taken, but it's almost impossible to
do that because there's always zomathing that has to be done by a certain date. -
. We have the Zoning appeal in July. I think there are a couple of matters tonight,
but the Committee can take up the question. Could we move on to the Agenda?

)
MR. FLANAGAN: It would be contrary to the City Charter not to meet ai: Ieast onge -/
a month at & regular meeting. - -
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- - MR. CONNORS: T was very unhappy whea I read about our secretary, about the minutes

o

that she doesn't get them out in 48 hours. After all, whether they come out in 48
hours or 63 hours, it doesn't make any difference. I mean, because the average par-
son does not need the minutes. I as 2 memwber ~I'm willing to walt a week for my
minutea. In fairness to our secratary, I don't think it's fair for the League of
Women Voters to go inta the newapaper and criticize. I think {t's wrong and I feel
that we as members of the Board shauld stick up for our own members and I feel that
they have a nerve to aven bring it up into the newspapar saying they don't get it
in 48 hours.

MR.. FLANAGAN: Mr, Connors aand Mr, Preaideant, with due raspect to you, ou our Agenda.
last week, we had an item of Acceptance of the August, 1976, September 13, 1976
winutes,vwhich {8 not 48 heurs, not 60 daya, it's not 90 days; it's damm mear a year.
Mrs. McEvoy has had this position for nearly two yeidrs and I object to her statement
to the press that her pradecessor had three pecple in the Clerk's secretarial pool
because after Mrs. Flsherty was in the position for a period of time, whethar it was
six months or a year, I'm not sure, the saff of the Board of Representatives was
reduced from 3 people total to 2 people, and during this time there was an intensive
investigation conducted and minutes of those meetings were made available in a very
ghort parisd of time, I was going to wait until the final minutes of this meeting
under New Business to ask that Mrs., McEvoy resign from this paosition because she has
shoun to me that compared to her immediate predecessor, and even the person that had
the position bsfore that, she, for some reason, i3 not capable of conducting the job
of Administrativa Assistant of the Board of Representatives in z manner preacribed by
State law and certainly not anywhere near the standards that this member, having been
on three Boards of Representatives, has expectad from the office. I'm very sorry and
I'm very grieved that I have to do this, but in all good conscience, going off the
Bosrd this year, 1'1]l be my last term ou the Board of Representatives, I just could
not leave without making this request, whether the President or the Clerk do it, T
think there are grounds for removal of Mrs. McEvoy as Administrati.ve Asststant to
this Board. .

MR. MILLER: Thke Chair just wants to say the Chair did not see the newspaper article.
I assume {t was in this evening. The Chair did receive a letter from the League of

Women: Vnters reg_uesting gome minutes. Can we proceed with the meeting? ..

MR, McDIERNEY: I don't have anything to say with regards to what Mr. Flanagan just
said, but one point that I would lika te bring to Mr. Connors' attention was the:
fact that this Board passed an ordinance. asking that minutes of all public agencies -
and governmental bodies be on file with the Town Clerk's office and I think the perio:
of time e gave them was no longer than two weeks. Mr., Connors, .but two weeks, not

one year.

MR. MILLER: The Chair does not want to cuot anyone off because the Chair did not
expect this isaue to be raised tonight and I just want to make the paint that this
really isn't exactly the forum for a personnel matter because theres 1s a gquestion
involving the rights of the person invalved, and the person's right to zive the
other side of the story, and perhaps to be represented by Counsel, so the-Chair did
not expect this type of discussion to open up. The Chair feels that since it has
been opened up, everyone has a right to speak, but I think people should understand
that we do have a long Aganda and we have to get on with the meeting.
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‘MR. LOOMIS: I think thers has been discussion about this matter, not on the fleoor,
but among the Leadership, and apparently there has been no satisfactory resolution
to the problem and problems we've had with the officei and I'd like to thank Mr.
Flanagan for very forcefully bringing this to the attention of the entire Board and
I think it is a matter that is deserving of our discussion here. At the very least,
I think that through the Clerk perhaps at the next meeting, we could have a full

accounting and maybe a full public report because, and I didn't see the article, but

the issuea raised by the League are ones that are fundamesntal and we are now in
violation of the law because of the mis-operatien of our office and I think it's -
only fair that we do have zome kind of full acecounting and if the office cannot
handle this workload, than perhaps we need ko get ather persomnel that can.

MR. BLOIS: POINT OF ORDER, Mr., Chairman, I didn't hear anybody move to Sunspend
the Rules to go on to unfinfshed business or New Business. I think at this time
we're here for a purpose and let's proceed with the A_enda and bring it up under
the proper heading which would be "New Business' or "Unfinished Business", what=-
ever you want to call {t., T think we're here for business tonight rather than to
discuss personalities. o

MR. MTLLER: I have three names cn the I1ist and I'm going to call those names,
Mr. Blois,

MR. BLOIS: I woql_d object to it because you're not going according to the Agenda.
MR. SIGNORE: I would like to acho Mr. Blois.

MR. WIDER: I don't find this item on the Agenda and T think wa're out of order
in digscussing something we didn't come here to discuss tonight. We are hewe to
work on this 3igenda. Please let's get te the order of the day. )
MR. SIGNOBE: T would like to acho the two previous speakers, It s a vei?y_ﬂat? _
.evening. We have a very lemgthy agenda and I think that the City government has

to keep Tumning and I think that we shnuld do our job and get the Agenda completed

befc:re we die of the heat,

MR. ZIMBLER: I, too, would like ta agree with the Chair that this is hardly the
proper forum to bring up this sort of thing. I think, aside from the legal stand-
poink, I think out of common courtesy to the fact that there are personnel matters
involved, that this {s -hardly the proper forum for it.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I do appreciate Mr. Loomis' asking for a full accounting of what
has been going on in relation to the timely production of the minutes; and I do
think that with & Leadership mseting and a staff meeting whereby staff s in at-
tendance at the Leadership meeting, perhaps next month we can come to the Board
with a very, very thorough report and an accurate timetable as tu the production
of the minutes,

h% MILLER: Proceed, Mr. Morgan, with the FISCAL COM_'IIT‘I.'EE"Report.'

I
g
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FISCAL COMMITTEE - Michaal ¢. Morgan _q“hu_"ﬂ_;_‘,_;A

(1) $32893448-74 - MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATORS ASSOCTATTON (MAA) = Mayur.clapesl_1¢,ﬁr

letter 5/9/77 "for additional appropriations representing -
$103,064.93 & raetroactive 7/647 COST-OF-LIVING 1976-1977 fiscal year
wage adjustment for 113 administrative, elected and ap-
pointed City and Board of Educationr personneil, -
"Thiz appropriation request will have no impact on the . = -
mill rate since coat-of-living adjustments can be fimded - -
100% by Public Works Title IT funds”. ——

Board of Finance deferrad this item on 5/12/77; denied it on June- :
6, 1977 later reconsidering it; and on June 16, 1977 APPROVED it, - -
Mayor's letter 6/9/77. Board of Representatives APPROVED 6/6/77 -

by vote of 32 YES, 3 NO pending approval of Board of Finance same

date which did not materislize. New vote now neaded. (Note: Coda
410,0101 was reduced by $3.55 from former figure)

101.0191 Registrar of Voters . . . . . . .5 2,322.56

102.0101 Doard of RepresentabiveS. . « o« o o s + o o « o o » » 817.42
104.0101 Planning Board. + « « v o o 5 2 o ¢ « o © o s ¢ s » .3 3,362.88

_1lo. - PP 087,37 ._
112.0101 Sewer Commigsion. ¢ o v o o« o ¢ o 5 o o s « o a o o o 858.24
201.0101 Mayor's Office. . o o o « ¢ « o ¢ o o o 0 0 o o s o o -3,382.39..
210.0101 Town and City Clerk . . . & 2 « « ¢ v « o « ¢ o« = o o Z,004.02
230.0101 Corporation Counsel . . . « . o o ¢ o o « o a o o o & 7.007,13
240.0101 Commissioner of Finance . . . o o ¢ « o v 0 « = « o » 2,325.40

Y 241.0101 Bureau of Accounts and Records. . - « « ¢ . ¢« o « o « 2,548.29
NS 242.0101 Data ProcesSing - . « o o o o« « o s o 0 0 « « o o » « 65,262,81

243.0101 Purchasing Department . . . . . . . . eo o o o o o o 1,143.77
244.0101 Central Services Department . « « o« ¢ o« o 0 o o 0 o o 901.23
250,0101 Assessor's Office . . v ¢ v 2 ¢ o © o o ¢ s o o o o o 2,028,283
260.0101 Tax Collactor's Office. . . ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 0 o o » 0 o 1,150.19
270.0101 Personnel Department. . . . . . . . o . . . . . . . . _6,281.36
301.0101 Public Works Administratiomn . . . . . . . N 3,671.38
310.0101 Bureau of Highways and Maintenance. . . . . ., - . . . 3,520.3%
311,0101 Division of Equipment Maintenance . . . . « « + ¢ + « 738.49
312.0101 Division of Street Cleaning . . . . . . . . . . o o = 553.09
320,0101 Division of Building and Grounds. . . . . . . . . . . 1,043,29
330.0101 Bureau of Engineering « + ¢ o = ¢ o o o o« « o« 0 o ¢« » 3,698.47.
332.0101 Building Inspection Department. . ¢ o o ¢ o o ¢ + « -0 2,363.72
340.010% Bureau of Sanitation. . . s e e e o s s . 1,462.72
341.0101 Sewage Treatment Plamt. . . . ¢ ¢« ¢ oo 0 s o » o =« 2,863,0L
343,010 IncineratoT$, o o o ¢ o« 0o o o o 6 © 5 6 o » o ¢ v o o  1,000.29
350.0101 Division of Colleetion. . + & o o &+ ¢ o o v o & o » » 4,875.47
410.0101 Police Department . « o o v o « ¢ 6 o o 0 o o s o & 2.460.51
450.0101 Fire Department . . - o ¢ o © o © © o ¢« © ¢ o o 6 s o 2,600.20
510.0101 Welfare Department. . . o o o« o ¢ + o o s o« & o, 0 o » 2,325.10°
520.0101 Smith House . . + « ¢« ¢ o « » ¢ o « o« a 5 5 & o = - 1,918.83
550.0101 Health Department . . . . . . e o 8 & o o 5 s & o o o 4,695.87
551.0101 lHousing Code Enforcement. . o « o« o v a o 6 o o ¢ o = 946.29

) 56090101 P{Sblic School Healtha © 8 © © o ® © © © © & =® P & o © 1,508003
571.0101 S.HA.P.E.. ¢ ¢ v ¢ o © = o o« o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o0 o o o o @ 760.03
610.0101  Park Department . o o e e A 2> 279,92 ..

650.0101 Recreation DepaTtWment . . o o = « « ¢ © » ¢ o o ¢ o o 2,126.45
670.0101 E. Gaynor Brennan, Sr., Municipal Golf Course . . . . 1,715,446
810.0101 Board ofEducationm . . . o . o o & o« & o 2 o o oo o 10,357,309

TOTAL . ... . . . .5109,448.74
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continuted) U

DEDUCTIONS: >
201.2054 - Mayor's Office $1,622.18 -
201.6471 - Mayor's Exacutive Alde 901.97
230.6480 - Corporation Counsel 1,225.61
240.6470 - Commissioner of Finance 1,331.83
301.6485 - Commissioner of Publie _
Works ' 1,302.22

MR, MORGAN: The Fiscll Committee met on Wednasdny, June 29th at 8:00 P.M.
Those present were Vice-Chairman Gerald Rybnick, George Hays, Lathon Wider,
John Schlechtweg, Audrey Consentini and Mildred Ritchie. Because tlea Steexr-
ing Committee had been re-scheduled until Thursday June 30th, all votaes taken
on Wednesday Juna 29th were taken with the undevwstanding that they could be
subject to the final adoption of the Steering Committee's agenda on Thurs-
day June 30th. Our committee approved it once again on June 29th by a vote
of 7-0 and I would so MOVE,

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: Personnel approved thias at their May 3lst meeting and not at
a subdequent meeting, :

MR. RAVALLESE: POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVII.EGE Doas that includa the Mayor?
All right, I pass.

i
MR, LOBOZZA: I think I made this point once bafore when thiz cameup and I
still stand by it. I don't believe that we should morzor less set a precedent
here of giving an incumbent administration an increase in salary while it is I
in office, TtThink this Pay increase was put together for the Municipal Adminig- .~
trators Association and I don't think that the Mayor and his Cabinet would come
under heading., I would like to make #n amendment to this, Account #201.2054-
Mayor - delete $1,662.18; Account #201.6471 - Executive Aid - $901.97; Account

. #230.6480 Corporation Counsel - $1,225.61, Accommt #240.6470 - Commissioner of

Finance - $1,331.83, Account #301.6485 = Commissioner of Public Works -$1,302.22
for a4 grand total of $6,383.81.

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. Discussion.

MRS, McINERNEY: I would just like to say one thing about the total package,
that on our agenda it is listed as having no impact on the mill rate since the
cogst-of-living adjustment will be funded 1007 by Pulic Works Title II funds. I
would just, for the record, like to say that I will be voting againat this par-
ticular wage incresse, because it is my opinion that the Public Works Title II -
funds should not fund cost-of-living raises for any employees and that to say

_ that the taxpayers will not be getting any kind of a mill incresse i3 in effect

a misreprasentation to the public at large, Because next year the Title II funds
will no longer be availahle for this particulax program and then the taxpayers i
will have to pay more than what ia raquested at this time, ptids any other future
raises. To Mr. Lobozza I would like to ask him - what happened to all the other
elected and appointed officials as well?

MR. HAYS: I'm a little bit unclear in light of Mr, Lobozza's motion, because

I look at the fiscal item before us now as it's called "a retroactibic cost-of- \)
1iving increase”, that's completely separate from the pay plan we recently took
action on, and I believe left the incumbent elected officials out of it. I donr't

think tbat because they happened to be slected officials and incumbent electad
. officials that they should be deprived of 2 cost-of-living over the paat period
‘when it was frozxen just because they happened to be elected 2s opposed to hired -

through Civil Service.
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FISCAL COMMITIEE (continued) [

MR, BLOIS: I1'd like to make an amendment to the motion to state as such
that schedule B -

L]

MR. MILLER: We're dealing with Mr, Lobozza's motion. Co-

MR. MORGAN: I'd like to get some clarification from Mr, Lobezza if I could
about: the intent of his amendment. Is what he's trying to do to defer any
galary increases for the Mayor, Executive Aid, Coxrporation Counsel, Filnance
Commiasioner or the Public Works Coomissioner until the next adminigtration

of whichever party takes office, Is that what you're trying to do? R

MR, LOBOZZA: 1I'll restate my opening statement. I don't think that it would
be proper that an incumbent administration give itself an increase of any

sort, whether it be retroactive; cost-of-living or anything like that, unless
there's something in the Chartsr or this Board in acts during this term or the
next: term of office, or successor or the incumbent whichever it may be. I think
we all realize that all appropriations originate in the Mayor's office and re-
gardless of what you say, it can be construed 2s the Mayor gave himself a raise.

T don't want the paople of my distyict to get the feeling that I went along with
something like this, that to be a good guy I gave the Mayor a raise. I beliave
if we're going to put scmething in it, it should be good for every administration.
and it should be something that's automatic. Otherwise, when thing like this
comesup the Mayor and his administration should not be included in any salalry
increases that we owe the civwil servants. It's as simple as that, New, 1f you
talk about Appendix B and the pay, that has nothing to do with ix. This is
something altogether different. This is a cost-of=-living increase. I don't be-
lieve that the Mayor and his cabinet should be im 1it. '

MR, MORGAN: I assume that the dollar figures that you quoted, Mr, Lobozza are
from that schedule that we received a month or s¢ ago. If that’s the case, and
I personally, agree with the intent of what you're deing, and I can support your
amendment.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: But I cannot. I really fee that we will be setting precedents
now 1f we deny the elected officials and members of the cabinet an across~the-
board salary increase. In the past, every single time that the MEA or MAA re-
ceived an across-the-board increase the Exeacutives of the City, the Mayor, his
cabinet; Public Works Commisaioner, atc. received the same parcentsage increase—

In this way, we try to maintain a position where the bosses earn more than the -
workers, so to speak, Now I belfeve it is wrong to b& put in the position where
a subordinate will be earning more thant the people wha are running the government.
As 2 matter of fact, right now our acting Public Works Commissioner would have
to take a salary decrense if ha were to go on to the same salary I.evel as -the
Public Works Commissioner who resigned.
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FISCAL, COMMITTEE (contimued)

MRS, GOLDSTEIN (continuing) I think it would be unconscionable for this

. Board to now take the stand that when the rest of the administration re-

ceive & pay raise those five or six elected officials and appointed officials

do not, I think that would be going against precedent, and I am not for spend-
ing big dollaxrs, I just think that these people have been working foxr two
years+.iIn the past whenever one received a raise, they all get the raise to keep
the salary in line, You don't have the boss earing less than the workers or
-the helpers and I think it would be wrong, although perhaps very politically
. beneficial for some of us who may be re-running or running for other Boards.

MR, LOOMIS: I'd like to separate issues herms, because I agree with Mr. Lobozza
on somethinqhe salid two meetings ago and that has to do with the implementation
of part of the pay plan most of which we've already approved. As I recall, in
essence what he said, it probably was unwise for substantial increases in the.
basic structure of salary system to be approved when. the incumbents:ov. the
recipients of those changes were still in office, and T agree with that.

However, we're dealing, I think with a much different jssue hers. As I see it
we're talking about a cost-—of-li.ving incresase. I don't think by approving these
increases for them that we're really making any substantial, we're really doing
anything that's wrong. In fact, I think it’s wrong if we excluéethem. And so-
I vote to go against the am.endment Mr,. Lobozza is proposing. ‘

‘MR, ZIMBLER: 1I'd like to speak in favor of Mr. Lobozza's amendment., I think
ample precedent has been set at both the State and Federal level in that leg-
islators or other elected officials are never voted increases be Lt cost~eof-~
1iving increases, merit or what have you. During their temm in office, when
even currently now im our State Leglslature increase have been voted to take
effect at the beginning of the following term., So, I think there i1s ample
precedent for that and I think especially the tax situation being what it is
. this year, it would be unconscionable to put these things in effect,

MR. DFAGOSTINO: I toe, would have to agree with Mr, Lobozza. Since the Gity is
in financial difficulty, I think it's kind of crazy to start spending money like
this, I haven't gotten a raise in three years, so I don't see why this should -

be & cost-of-living increase when the administration actually is i.n office’ now. _

Let's wait until & new administration is in,
MR, SIGNORE: I MOVE the question.
MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. We'll proceed to a votzon moving the pravious

Y

L\J/

queation, The MOTION i3 CARRIED, We are now going to vote on the proposed amend~ -

ment put fomard by Mr. Lobozza. A YES vota is for the reduction, a NO vote is
against, - g

MR, BLUM: On voting on Mr. Lobozza's amendment, if f{+'s approved, do we have
again & chance to vote ‘on the entire {tem?



MINUTES OF ADJOURNED MEETING JULY 18, 1977 7

FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) . T =

MR. MILLER: Yes, we'll proceed to a1 vote on the mdmmt.— --The MOTIGR‘ is
CARRIED. We'!ll proceed to the main motion.

MR. BLIM: 1I'd like to ask & question through you to Mr, Morgan. This cost-of-
living adjustment would be funded 100% by the Public Works Title IT funds and
this is ususlly for one year. What happens the following year for this cost-
of-1living adjustment? ' - '

MR, MORGAN: Well there are two posaibilities., Although Mrs. McInesrney be-
lieves that there may not be Title II money available next year, the possi-
bility is that there may very well be Public Works money a second year toc -

~ fund it, That's up to the Congress to decide. But the second point, is that
there {3 pnot Federsl money available to fund thiz program, it will have to be
picked up by the City and the taxpayers will have to pay this additional salary
expense,

MRS. McINERNEY: With regards to what Mr., Morgan just said, perhaps we should
approve this with an amendment saying that the rate increase shall continue as
long as the Public Works Title II Federal funding continues.

MR. MILLER: That‘s not what we're voting on, TIf you want to propose that
amendment, you nay,. Mrs, McInerney,

MRS. McINERNEY: I'd like to offer an amendmant to Fiscal Item #1 - Municipal
Employees Cost-of-Living Raises - saying that the wage incresse shall continne
Jjust a8 long as the Federal funding Public Works Title II money is available
thru the Federal government. The City taxpayers will not have to bear the brunt
of this coat-of-living increase,

MR. ZELIRSKI: I’d. like to SECOND that,
MR, MILLER: SECONDED by Mx. Zelinski.Discussion on the amendment,

MR. MORGAN: I think that's a 3illy amendment, for a couple of reasons. The
first is that there's a liklihood of other federal programs distinct from Title
ITI being available for this salary account, Suppose there's a Title II next
year on the basis of Mrs. McInerney's smendment that would not satisfy her pro- -
posal.

The second thing fs, that this {3 a contractusl obligation that the City L= anter-
ed into which it is going to have to meet, whether or not thers are Title II or
Title III, or whatever funds availabla. T think that the right thing to do i3 to
pay the civil servants what has been negotiated by both the City and their or-
ganization a3 s fair and equitable increase and to contimue it this year apd next
year aa time goes on. )
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) ' e

MR, WIDER: I'm sorry to hear this kind of amendment being made when all Civil -
Service Employees receive the same 7.64 raise last year, and because of the re-
organization and re-writing of the management plan this we held up and these
people have been emtitled to this since July 1, 1976. I'm strictly. opposed to’
any setting tied to any government program when it coma to employees. -

MR, BLIM: I too, am opposed when employees do not receive a raise, but I'm
opposed to giving a temporary increase to employees and that what we'rs giving, -
a temporary increase. A cost-of-living increase temporary, because this is funded
under & Title II progrm an no one is sure whether next yesr.' this fund might be
C.ut Oﬂt-

MR, MILIER: We'll proceed to a vote.

MRS, McINERREY: Through the Chair, I'd like to ask Mr, Morgan one question.
If there isn't any funding next vear to contiomue this cost-of~living wage in-
cragse, who will have to pay the increasa? Will you take it away from the
employees or will someone alse pick up the cost of th:‘.s cost-of~-living wasge
increasa?

MR, MORGAN: If there arem't Faderal or State funds available for this, ob-
viously the City will have to pick up the difference.,

MR, MILLER: Gouldwefindout:ifsmeofourmmbersha:nleftheforewe

proceed to & vote, -
-

MR, ZELINSKY: I did second the motion made by Mrs, MéIne:'mey, but now I'm just

thinking if T can through you, ask Mr, Morgan if we did pass this amendment that
Mrs, McInerney proposed would it be legal and binding that we could do something
Iika this as far an now, voting to approve it, and then taking it away. I'm ~ -
just wondering about that, could anyone answer tha.t?

MR, LOBOZZA: T can't answer the question divectly about its legality, but cer-
tainly it would put the City negotiator in a very difficult position when he had
to sit down with the MAA to negotiate the next contract, because it would be
difficult for eithexr side to know exa.ctly where the MAA was in terms of what the
various salaries were,

MR, ZELINSKI: Being that he can answer that question, I would like to- withdraw
my SECOND to that motiom, 1f I can.

‘MR. MILLER: That's so noted, Mr. Zelinski. S

MRS. RITCHIE: If I remember correctly, maybe Mrs., Goldstein or Mr., Morgan in

our meetings when this was prssented to us, am I not to say, that these wera the
amounts to bring the people’s salarf{es up to the new study, either the Case Report
or Mr. Berstein and then from there on in, it would be annual merit increasea?

It'as juat to straighten out our wage a:nd salary scale,
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) H—

MR, LOBOZZA: That's essentially correct, Mrs. Ritchie,

MR. SCHLECHIWEG: I'd like clarification on that. That cost-of-living isn't

to bring up those people to the administrative program. It's my understanding
that this will have the effact, if you recall, the pay plan that approved in
June there wera two proposed schedules from the personnel director and these
adjustments will shift everyone into & different step. than they were previously
and perhaps Mrs. Goldatein would like to elaborate 3 little fur!:her., Then it's
inco:mt: to call f{t a cost-of-living incredase? :

MRS, GOLDSTEIN: It i3 a cost-of-living incrmase. Let’s see 1f I could explain
it to you from the beginning. Last year the Board of Finarnce daferred all raises
to MAA personnel pending the Arthur Anderson Study, which later became the City
Management Pay Schedule. And when they deferred these salary increases at that
time the MEA received the 7.6% raise approximately that if not exactly that, and
generally the MAA prior to the Board of Finanee taking this action; since the
MAA does not have collective bargaining per se, received whatever tha MEA racaived
#s a negotiated salary settlement. They agreed to defer their salary increase
until a2 new management plan would come. They too, did not want to go through the
years dependant upon whatever the MEA would contract for and juat: get this across-
the~board incresse.

So we have the whole salary schedule, the ten or twelve months rasearch project
by Arthisr Anderson, and then digested and published by the Personnel Departmaut,
Now this 7.647% was the amount of money that the MAA would have received had they
gotten & raise as of last July. They did not. Thay waited for well over a year
for any salary increase, and they waited in good faith, because it was promised
by the warious Bourds that when the salary plan came out they would get & retro-
active pay incrsase. Now the step thqit we voted on two menths ago that they went
on wag to put aach MAA employse in their proper plice on & vast salary design.

Some people who went on this step received no increase; others received a salary
increase in line with the way job was re-evalusted. It was 2 very uneven thing.
But it got everybody to 2 place whers they belonged on this salary plan, This
percentage was to make up for the differenw in what they haven't gotten in two
years in the way of a salary incresse. ‘

MR. SCELECHIWEG: You explained it very well, but I was undey the imprassion )
that these two were separate entitries. The cost-of-living increase was an en-
tirely separate entity from the program. That's the way I understoed {t. I'm
in favor of the cost-of«living, but as it was just explainaed, the redson for the
cost-of-living wasf to bring it into the administwative plan,

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: They are separate entities. We do not have to grant this 7.6
salary incresse and these MAA emplovees will still be plé.cad on a partic.ular grade
and a particular scale in this salary plan.



. MRS. GOLDSTEIN (continuing) However basedon the deferral fo:: about a year and
. & half by the Boaxd of Finance, Arthur Anderson, BewStein, etc. this is the
money that these people would have heen earing if-they had just gotten their
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FISCAY, COMMITTEE (continued) ' - o o .
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normal raise with the MEA & year and & half ago, This is tha. only difference.
Wa don't have to pass it and the MAA won’t receive a retroactive raise for two :

. years, That‘s up to everybody and everybody's concience. That‘s all.

MR, CONNORS: Axe they actually getting 7.64 or 5.77 Now that. guestion) was

raised at  meeting I was &t, and this man ‘put f{t down-in figures.  He said it:
was 5.7, not 7.64. Now MEA are nagotiating through uniona. MAA has no unfon
te negotiate for them, They*re high and dry all the time, In other words, they
depend on the mercy of the Board of Reprmsentatives and every other Board of the
City of Stamford. They are the people that are forgotten and being honest as
many of the MAA members will tell you, they’d rather join the MEA, because they
have union negotiators negotiats for them., Wers the MAA do not,- Right now they
depend on the Board of Representatives to give them whatever they want to give
them.

When thesa people wait over & yesr for their money I think they're entitled to 1.
If MEA got their money, MAA should get the momey also, and I feel it's very, very,
unfaiy that these people should have to wait, even if they ara classed as super-
visors, becausae the majority of them would rather not be classed as supervisors.

" They wouldn't care if you pat them down as gnrbaga menr, 1f you gave them.the monay.

‘MR, BLUM: Yes, 1t is a joke, but it'sz a very nice thing to say that we're gett:f.z

funded 1007 by Public Works Title IT funding, I would like to.see the MAA get = “—
salary -increase, but this was 2 means by which they used Title IT funding by call-
ing it 2 cost-of-living adjustment. If we didn't call it a cosi:-of-living adjust—
ment, and wa called it a pay raise, theyfd never would hgvae got it. -

MR, DfAGOSTINO: I MOVE the question.

" MR, MILLER: The MOTION {s CARRIED. Mr. Hays has left the meeting. Therm are

now 23 members present. We'll proceed to a vote on Mrs. McInerney’s proposed
amendment:. T

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: The second was withdrawn, Mr, Presidemt. ° = ..

MR, MILLER: | Mr, Ravallese seconds it, The MOTION is LOST. --Wa'll proceed to-
vote on the main motion, The question is on Item #1, under Fiscal and remember -
it has been changed now, it was reduced by $6,883.8l by way of an amendment ap-

proved earlier this evening., The Clerk has the figures on what it has been re-
duced to. .

MR, MORGAN: Mw. Miller, T can give you the figure. It's $102,564.93.
MR, MILLER: And that includes what the Board of Finance did?
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) | T

‘MR. MORGAN: Wa're talking about what was in the newspapers. The Soard of
Finance is talking about 77/78 monsy not the '76/77 money. SR :

MR, MILLER: We'ite voting on item #1, which is now $102,564.93.

MR, LOBOZZA: Is that with my Iimit? I come out with a2 different number, I
might have made & mistake, but I had $103,064.93. My admendment was to deduct
$6,383.81 from the total of $109,448.74. :

MR, MILLER: You are correct. That’s what we're voting on.- We'll take &
DIVISION using the michine, there should bwe 23 membexrs voting. The MOTION {s
CARRIED with 2Z YES votes; 1 NO vote, (8. McInerney) - - . -

_ (2) § 3,196.50 - BOARD OF RECREATION - STERLING FARMS - INSURANCE - Code . ..___ _

663.1301 - - Mayor Clapes’ lettar 9/28/76. Board of Finance
approved 10/19/76, Held in Committee 11/8/76 and by Steer-
ing 12/6/76, 1/24/77. Held in Cowmittee 3/14/77. Steering
held 3/21/77, 4/18/77, 5/23/77.

MR, MORGAN: The committea voted 7-0 to HOLD this in committee.

No report from Parks and Recreﬁtion. - T

(3) §151=000 00 - PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT - AMENTMENT TO 1975/1976 CAPTITATL .
PROJECTS BUDGET = A NEW PROJECT ENTITLED "ATLANTIC S']:REE'I'

ALIGNMENT AND WIDENING PROJECT, to De financed by the . . __.
{gsuance of bonds, Mayer "I.a.pes’ latter 5/4/76. Beard
of Finsnce approved $5152,000 on 3/17/76. Held in Committee
. 7/19, 8/2, 9/13 and 10/6/76. On 11/8/76 this Board approved
== =7 = - 31,000 and DEFERRED $151,000, awaiting desigm, etc. Held im.__
Steeving 11/22/76, 12/13/76, 1/24/77, 2/14/77. Design has
been gubmitted and bHidding procedurs commenced.

MR. MORGAN: Wa HELD it in COMMITTEE, because no one from the Publi: Works
Department: appeared at our meeting prapared o discuss this.

MR, PERILLOf Public Works Committee met on July 7th. Present were Perillo,
and Lobozza, no other, no quorum, no raport, :

(4) 4- 400 00 = BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES — AMENDMENT TC. CAPTTAL PROJECTS - - .

o BUDGET 1977/1978 FISCAL YEAR BY ADDING THERETO A NEW __ - .. ..

PROJECT ENTITLED "ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING VOTING MACEINE._-‘_M_ -
in the sum of $4,400.00, to be financed by the issuance

of bonds. Alterations needed to conform to Freedon-of- .
Information Act. Mayox's letter 5/31/77; Bd. of Raps,

letter 5/26/77; Thomgen's Audio Company quotation and

deaign data of 12/23/76; Board of Finance approved June

9, 1977.

MR, MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 op June 29th and T would so MOVE,
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FISCAI, COMMITTEE (continued) S T - '

MRS. RITCHIE: House Committe meet and we approve it,- - e o e

.MR. MILLER: We'll proceed to vote on the item Litself. The MOTION is CARRIED
UNANIMOUSLY, S

RESOLUTION NO, 1102

AMENDING TRE 19771978 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET BY ADDING - ——-—-- —

e THERETO A PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF FOUR THOUSAND FOUR_HUNDRED-- o
— = i omoeeoe —— ———  DOLLARS 7O BE_ENTTTLED "ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING VOTING—M&C&INE --------- -
— e ~-TQ_BE FINANCED BY THE ISSUANCE OF BONDS. - i i

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED BY the Board of Re.presen.tatives of the C:Lty
of Stamford in accordance with the City Charter: ,

1. To adopt an amendment to the 1977-1978 Capltal Projects Budget
by adding a preject in the amount of Four Thousand Four Hundred
Dallars ($4,400.00) to be known as "Altarations to Existing Voting
Machine in the Board of Representatives Legislative Chambers'.

2. To authorize the financing of said project by the :'.séu;nce of -
bonds.

3. That this Resolution shall take effect upon enactment,

(5) § 300.00 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - Additional appropriation-to--be ru-m——--~—~——
I claved by the City from State of Connecticut as s PREPAID N
- GRART to be used to support activities of VOCATIONAL-YOUTH
ORGANIZATION (DECA) at WESTHILL HIGH SCHOOL for 1976/77 T
e ' fiscal yeaxr, under P,L., 90-576. Mr, Read's letter's 6/15/77
with substantiating papers., Board of Finance approved 6/16/77.

MR. HORGAN: Qur committee approved it by z vote of 7-0 and I would so MOVE.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continmed) - e e
MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRTED UNANTMOUSLY. -

(6) _$_ 3,510,79 - BOARD OF EDUCATION - Additiomal appropriation .to-be re- ... .. . .
cieved from the State of Connscticut, Dept. of Education,
par letter from Edward Sillari, Assoc. Commisasioner, Div.
of Bocational Education; being & "CONSUMER EOME ECONCOMICS-
MINI-GRANT"™, 4pproved under Proposal No. 135100-73150,_&::%“.
project ending 9/2/77. Bosrd of Finance approved June 16, -
1977.

MR, MOEGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 in favor and I would se MOVE,
MRS, RITCHIE: Education, Welfare and Governmen: concur,
MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. The record indfcates that Mrs. McInsrney

hag left the meeting. There are now 22 membexs prasent, We'll proceed to
4 vots., The MOTION ia CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

(7 $ 2,000.00 - COMMISSION ON AGING ~ AMENDMENT TO CAPTTAL PROJECTS BUDGET o

1976-~77 ADDING A NEW PROJECT ENTITLED "FURNLITURE -

T CENTER" in the sum of $2,000.00, to be financed by the issu-w
ance of bonds., Mayor Clapea® letter 6/3/773 Mrs. Ruasell’s
letter 6/7/77; Board of Finance approved on 6/9/77 subject

T T - to favorable acticn by the Planning Roard. SN SO

MR, MORGAN: Our commirtee voted 7-0 in faver and I would so MOVE,

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED.

MR, BLUM: I would like to have & little explanation on this furniture for
Quintard Center. Is this for the Commission on Aging? Because Quintard Center
comes under the Housing Authority.

MR. MORGAN: Yes. The situatrion is this - the Commission on Aging i3 going to

have excess funds in its Capital Account, because it was able to purchase a

Dial-A-Ride Vehicle att a lower amount than it oxdinarily amticipated. As a ra-

gult, that several thousand dollars will not be utilized, At the same time

. Quintl:;d Center has & need for furniture and improved facilit:’.es in the reception
ares.

MR, BLOIS: Was this approved by the Planning Board, it says subject to approval,
wag 1t? : '

_-MR, MILLER: Yes, twice Mr., Blois. The MOTION is CARRTED- UNANIMOUSLY.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) e - Lmlon

RESOLUTION NO. 1103

M_RWEQSBMET o
0A JECT IN THE AMOUNT OF

TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS ($2,000.00) FOR TBE COM- e

MISSYON ON AGING TO BE ENTITLED "FURNITURE -

o QUINTARD CENTER" TO BE FINANCED BY THE ISSUANCE

OF BONDS.

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED BY the Board of Repre- B
seantatives of the City of Stamford in accordance with the
City Charter:

" 1. To adopt an 2mendment to the 1976-1977 Capital
Prajects Budget by adding a project in the
amount of Twoe Thouszand Dellars ($2,000.00) to B
be known as "Furniture = Quintard Center'' for o
the Commizsion on Aging. : RN

2. To anthorize the financing of sa:t.d project by
the issuanc.& of bonds.

3. That this Resolul:ion shall take effect upon
enactment.

(8) $__1,396.20 - STAMFORD DAY CARE CENTERS - Additionsl appropriatiom to _ _ _ -
be 1007 REIMBURSED by State for 3 teacher aldes who were -
part of WIN PROGRAM, per Mayor Clapes’ letter 6/6/77; Mxzs.
Ellig* lettex 6/1/77; Board of finance approved 6/9/77.. .

Code 753.0101 $. 180.98

758.0101 929,31

o 759.0101 285.91
B | | $1,396.20

MR, MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 on June 29th and I would se MOVE., - - -
MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECCONDED. . Ll

MR, RAVALLESE: 1Is this for one year? - o
MR. MORGAN: Yes. |

MR. MILLER

-

The MOTION IS CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. -
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FISCAL COMMITIEE (continued) _ } -

(9) 4 60,000.00 -~ FINANCE DE = Code 284.0000 SOCIAL SECURITY =--Addim~—--

tional apropriation per Mayors lettar 6/6/77; Controller
Buchanan's letter 6/4/77, representing balance requived
for year ending 6/30/77. Payroll Taxes. Board of Finance

approved 6/9/77.

MR, MORGAN: Our committse yotad 7-0 and T would so MOVE. S

ME, MILIER: MOVE'D and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. -

(10) $ 40,00.00 = FINANCE DEPARTMENT - Codes 285.0000 - UNEMPLOYMENT INSMCE----
BENEFITS payable to formex City employees during fiscal :
year ending 6/30/77, per Mayor Clapes' letter 6/6/77; Con~
troller Buchanan's lattar 6/3/77; Board of Finance approved
6/9/77.

MR. MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 and T would so MOVE,

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Personnel did not meet on this ftem.

MR. MILLER: Do we have 2 motion to SUSPEND THE RULES? MOVED =nd SECONDED.

" The MOTYON is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY, Is there any discusaion on Item #107-

MR, BLUM: T would like to ask wha.t percentaga i{s this City paying in ega.rd
to unemplaymnt ingurance benefits at this time?

MR. MORGAN: I can't answer that, Mr. Blum. I cau tell you this, the City T~
caived from the State assentially a bill which is interpreted as the City's

“ obligation for a particular quarter and this amount is the City's ‘abligati'on for

one of those periods.

MR. LOBOZZA: I think I can auswer Mr, Blum's question. The City is self in-
sured and we pay the full amount. I think department heads and peoplaz that are
involved in firing and hiring of City employees ahould be aware of this, We had
a situation and it came before the Public Works Committee, we tried to get the
Public Works Depariment to shift the employees around whan this first came up
rather then to lay people off,

If there's:a laborer's position open in the Sewage Treatunnt Plant and smonu T

getting laid off somewhere slse, and he's a laborer; he shomld be moved armmd,
becaiuse what happens - the C:Lt:r ends up picking up the full amount of the man's
unemployment compensation. We're not doing ourselves any good wa're doing our-
salves a lot of harm by laying off employees, If someone isn't doing their job,

_ they should “e fired. It shoulda't be used as a device to get rid of people,

because it costs the City quite a bit of monay.

MR. MILLER: We'll proceed to a vote. The MOTION is CARRTED UNANIMOUSLY.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) | ) L

.

__ _('I.I) $10,000.00 ~ FINANCE BEPARIME!NT = Code 736,0000 - Additional appropriatiw

to cover GRANT of 39,250.00 plus $750,00 City*s share, to -
fund & comprehensive study and projection of cultural ac< '

tivitises in Stamford, to be comducted 6/15-9/15/77. per Mayoxr‘s
letter 6/6/77; May 17‘, 1977 letter from A.S. Keller, Exac,.

Dir. of Conn, Comuission on the Arts. Board of Finance approve
ed 6/16/77. '

- MR, MORGAN: Our committee appramd by a2 vote of 7-0 in the ‘amount of $%,250,00 -
_which repregents the State Grant., Wa voted 7-0 to defer to HOLD ‘IN COMMITTER

'$750.00 which is the City's share of this {tem. And so on’ that baais I would
MOVE $9,250.00. .

MR. MILLER: Are we holding anthing? ST

MR. MORGAN: We're sccepting the grant, but holding the c:l.ty' s shara which is
an additional appropriation, :

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - NO REPORT, S

MR, MILLER: We'll have to take & motion to SUSPEND the Rm',zs.. Made and SECONDED.
. The MOTTON is CARRIED. UNANIMOUSLY, We'll proceed té = vote on the main-meotion.

—

MRS. PERILLO: I wou.ld like to ask Mr. Morgan, why do we need t:his program? S
And would this be creating a new position? :

MR. MORGAN: No, this i3 a temporary study. There will be no new City jobs
created. These are people who are going to be experts in the Arts and Cultural
Affairs fields who will come to Stamford and essentially take inventory of what
Wwe have and what we need. 1It's a State Grant that will pay for it in its emn-
tirety. -

MR, MILLER: We'll proceed to vote on Item #ll - we're voting actually on a

reduced amount which is $9,250. We'll take a vote using the machine. The

MOTION is LOST., There are insufficient number of votes; you would need at

least 21 votes, because we are desling with whether it's and additional ap-
‘propriation or a grant. There are 19 YES votes, & NO (H.?erillo, G Ravallese, .
J.DeRase, J.Zelinski), so the matter is LOST, -

(12) $ 5 500 00 - FIRE DEPARTMENT ~ AMENDMENT TO THE CAPITAL_ PROJECTS BUDGET. ——

M 77/78 BY ADDING A PROJECT ENTITLED "PURCHASE OF SIX WALRIE-—- - -

e e e e TALXIE UNITS" to be FINANCED through funds which are avall-. ..
wowmsees—o. —— . able in the 76/77 Capital Projects Budget kuown as '450. 0803 -
e e FIRE ALARM SYSTEM MODERNIZATION® - (in effect, a trapsfer . ——

from 76/77 capital budget to 77/78 capital budget). Mayor's
letters 5/2/77 and 6/8/77; Chief Vitti and Mr. Oefinger's
letters 4/1/77 and 6/8/77. 3Board of Finance approved 6/9/77

© oo —memme—-- - gubject to favorable action by the Planning Board., (Planning

Board's letter of 6/8 requests clarification of the Mayor). \/)
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (comntinuzed) s s cion il IR

- MR, MORGAN: Our committee meeting on July 29th voted 4-3 in favor of HOLDING

this pending further study, so we're going to HOLD this for another momth.
MR, BLUM: House and Protection Committee - the matter is being HELD.

(13) §$ 62,000.00 - FIRE DEPARTMENT - COMMUNICATIONS - Code 490.0501 - Ad- —

e ditional Appropriation to the 1977/78 Operating Budget

per Mayor's letter 6/3/77; Mr. Oefinger's letters 6/3
and 5/13/77. Board of Finance approved 6/9/77.
Code 490.0501 Telephone & Telegraph (Police & Fire
: Depts.- All SNETCO charges
other than CENTREX...........362,000.00

MR. MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 in faver and I would so MOVE.

MR, BLUM: Health and Protection did not have a quorum.

MR. MILLER: Is there a motion to SUSPEND THE RULES? MOVED and SECONDED.
The question is on SUSPENSION OF THE RULES. The MOTION is CARRIED UN-
ANIMOUSLY. Is there any discussion on the main motiom?

MR. BLUM: I'd like to as through you, to Mr. Morgan, on the clarity in re-
gard to this $62,000, because this Board knocked it down once.

MR, MORGAN: If you've ever been to the Central Fire Station and takem a tour
and seen the commmications room - this money would fund the operatiom of that
Center and all the outlying areas that tie into it. That's what this is for.

MR. MILLER: We'll proceed te & vote, The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

(14) $ 14,000 00 - FIRE DEPARTMENT -COMMUNICATIONS - AMENDMENT TO THE CAPITOL -

PROJECTS BUDGET 1977/78 BY ADDING A PROJECT ENTITLED "GREEl\I -

N E WICH AVE. AND SELLECK ST, SIGNALIZATION" in the sumof . -
$14,000.00. ($4,000.00 was previously approved) Mayor Clapes’
letter 6/14/77; Mr. Oefinger’s letter, 6/10/77, 6/14/77. Ta
b7 financed by issuance of bonds. Board of Finance approved
6/16/77.

MR. MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 te HOLD, pending further study.
MR. BLUM: Health and Protection Committee did not have a quorum.
MR. WIDER: I eleet to MOVE that this be taken out of committee.

MR. MILLER: SECONDED by Mr. Costello and Mr. Signore. We're going to opeﬁ
discussion now on the question of taking this Item #14 OUT OF COMMITTEE.



. MR. SCHLECHIWEG: Another reason that we didn't act om this partfcular --- -7 ©.-°
item was because we had no representative. Mr. Oefinger didn't show up

. it seems like an excessive amount of money, If the City has not collected the
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) . , R

that night. I have several questions about this. It seems this is -
quite a bit of money. I don't know that much about traffic lights and -

what it costs to repair., One question I don't think was answered and that -

was insurauce. How did we stand on insurance? I'd like to ask Mr. Morgsm. -~ - -

MR, MORGAN: Well, 1f I can explain this a little further - if you. recall, -
this is something this Board has seen before. We acted on a $4,000 amend- - --
ment for this particular project several months ago and the reason the- - -
traffic 1light system needs to be replace ia that a truck backed ‘tip way dowm - - -
the hill and knocked this down. Now the City's position that there's some
Iiability on the part of the trucking company and they're pursuing it, but
to my knowledge that have not received a check from tie insurance c.ompan.y,
although it's a matter that's still heing pursued. e

Thea resson that our committee haeld thia at this time {3 that when it was orig-

inally presented to us we Were tald that for $4,000 he had some existing spare

parts - a satisfactory signal system could be erected on this site. But, now
instead of using existing opare parts it appears that whe we have is a.-request:

to go out and buy $14,000 more of additional equipment., Since thera wasn't -
anybody from the Fire Department or the Commmnications Department present who -~
could explain this in depth to us, we thought that the prudent th:l.ng to do
would be to HOLD it for an additional mnth T

MR, SCHLECHIWEG: I agree and I sympathize with the problem. But it seems to
me it's not $14,000 we're talking about, we're talking about $18,000. I agree
that a problem exists and I think the problem should be rectified, but what

" I'm saying is that it wasn't explained to us by anybody from Mr. Oefinger's

department: oxr the Traffic départment on why it was costing this much money-

 and why it wasn't being reimbursed by insurance. It's an awful lot of momey -—
ta just let slide by. :

. MR. FLANAGAN: If we're doing additional signalization and perhaps that can

be justified, because that is an intersection where z school exists, it should
be explained. But certainly $14,00 to upgrade scmethingthat was already there;
I'm assuming that the City would be totally reimbursed by the insurance company-

insurance momey or if the insurance money comes into the Géneral Tund and sort-

~ of gets lost in amongest other funds, I think we should know about it:- s;secia.l
pelice officers are handling the traffic during school times now, and the fn-

tersection has never functioned better in the elven yesrs that I've had a
factory three blocks from it than it has since the signal got knocked out. -
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MR, WIDER: I have had a number of calls and letter from various people in
the commnity. As a result, on Monday I had a meeting with Sgt. Leone on
the two problems over at Waterside and one of them was the traffic light
and I feel that we can't wait any longer - wait for some kid to get killed
and then take action. I am asking this Beoard to lets move ahead and ask
for accountability from Mr. Oefinger's office on the money it takes to re-
plaece that 1ight. I would ask this Board to approve this approprilation,

MR. MILLER: We are now talking about taking it out of committee. The motion
is CARRT¥D UNANIMOUSLY., We'll proceed to a vote on Mr, Wider's motion to take
item #1l4 out of committee. The Chair is in doubt. We'll take & DIVISION. Mrs.
Santy is now present, there are 23 members present. The MOTION is CARRIED, with
13 YES votes, 8 NO votes (M.Perillo, M.Morgan, A.Perillce, J. Lobozza, J. Fox,
M.Ritchie;, W. Flanagan, J. Zelinski, G. Connors)and Z ABSTENTIONS.

MR. FLANAGAN: I would like to - that requires two-thirds (no microphone)

MR. MILLER: To take it out of coonmittee? How should it take two-thirds, Mr.
Flanagan? Where is the authority for that statement?

ME. FLANAGAN: 1It's in the rules of the Board. I den't have it with me.
MR. MILLER: Where? =

MR. FLANAGAN: This becomes a Suspension of our Rules, if it hasn't been re-
ported by two committaees.

MR. MILLER: Na, I dom’t consider it --=

MR. FLANAGAN: It requires the report of two committees over $2,000. Without
the report of two committees it requires the Suspemsiom of the Rules.

MR. MILLER: I dom't comsider it. We've never considered this Suspemsion of
the Rules.

MR, FLANAGAN: On an item over $2,000 by two committees requires a two-thirds
vote.

MR, MILLER: The issue was raised by Mr. Wider. Now after it's out of committee
there would have te be a motion to SUSPEND the RULES, because we don't have a re-
port by both committees, So the matter is out on the floor, but before we pro-
ceed there would have to be a motion to SUSPEND the RULES, because it simply

was never considered.
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FISCAL, COMMITTEE (continued) ' ' - S immzTone .

- ‘MR, MIILER- (contimuing) There is a motion to SUSPEND the R‘Q’EES - -‘SECONDED.

The MOTION is LOST. We'll take a DIVISION using the machine. I'm SUSPENDING
.the RULES. = Mr, Flansgan, on page 5, #10: '"When additional appropriations -

- of over §2, 000 are requested they shall be rwferred to the Fiscal Ccomittee -
as well as one other interested coomittee. Fiscal items of over $2,000 will - .
not properly be before the Board of Represemtatives unless reported out by -
the Fiscal Committee and such other committee to which it has been referred. ----

A full report must be rendered at the meeting before action is tiken hy the -~ - -
Bonrd of Representatives. Reference te 2 committee other than ?E‘f,sctf. may e

7. be waived by a majority vote of the Full Board”. That would mean a' —majority

" vote of the full Board - meaning full Board rather tham a comittee, 80 the ~ T
Chair rules that we are properly considering ftem #14. S

VOTES ON SUSPENSION OF THE RULES FOR ITEM #14 S o .

THOSE VOTING YES: ' THOSE VOTING. NO: . — .

Rurt Zimbler _ M. Perillo- -

R. Loomis M. Morgan - -

G. Ravallese A. Perilloe

S. Signore ' J. Lobozza -

J. Selilechtweg J. Santy S

S. Goldstein _ ' J. Fox o e
T. D'Agosting’ M. Ritchie ot L e
L. Wider : W. Flanagan =

J. DeRose. : J. Blois

R. Castello , J. Zelingki

L. Carlucci _ G. Commors -~ -

D. Blum B

F. Miller, Jz.

I3 YES vates, 11 NO votes.

D ks o A ol e e K . ) S S e e e o - - o o D 0 23 e S i S . e e B o

_ MR. FLANAGAN: A majority of the fzll Board would be 21 members, wouldn't 1t?

- MR. MILLER: - That would be 2 majority of the whole members of the Bodrd. T
‘don't think #10 on page 5 that last item refers to 2I votes, - I think’ they :e
using the term "full Board" as distinguished. from "conmittee'™, - -

MR. FLANAGAN: I beg ta differ sir, because I helieve that we discussed this on
other Boards and the majority of the full Board is the majorit:y of 40 which is-
21 members. -
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) : -2

‘MR, FLANAGAN (contimuing)The rules are to prg@ec_g this i3 a serious item.

It*s a relatively large Fiscal item and nd it's not to be taken lightly. It's a
more serious matter toc vote on than just & regular one and I do bellieve that
even to pass this item if we discuss it, it requires 21 votes, affirmative
votes under the Charter. Sc we are stfll looking for 21 votes, to proceed so
then perhaps the question is moet, because it appears that there will not be
21 members, but T think the intemt of the Rules follows that it's a serious
item and 21 members would have to vote om it.

MR, MILLER: The Chair has made its ruling and I only point out, Mr. Flanagan
that the section I was referring to is the section of the Rules that deals with
committees and it is the Chair's opinion that the language in the last sentence
is really addressing itself to a majority vote af the whole Board as opposed

to a vote on a committee. So the Chair rules that the matter is properly out
before the Board and debate at this time maybe had on the question as to whether
or not we should approve the $14,000,

MR. MORGAN: I find myself in a difficult situation because of what's just tran-
spired. I agree with Mr. Wider to the extent that there’s a very reall need

for improved traffic signsals at this intersection. The reason that our committee
voted to HOLD this, was because we didn't feel we had encugh information to spend
an additional $14,000 on this project without knowing where the money was going.
But as a result of these votes that were takem the choices that I'm going to
have available to me is to vote "yes" and not know where the money is going or

to vote "no" and knock the whole thing down so that the Fire Dept. will have ta
start the process all over again; will have to start the proecess all over,
through the Mayor's office and the Board of Finance in order to get the $14,000

appropriated.

Now what I would like to see done is to have this just HELD another month so
that the Fiscal Committee and the Health and Protection Committee, the two
committees that have jurisdiction here, have an opportunity te investigatz this
a little further. That would only delay things by two weeks. The alternative
is a several months delay; so if it's possible I would like to reconsider the
vate on SUSPENSION of the RULES and urge that there be a vote ''no'', because
in the event that there is a SUSPENSION of the RULES - if the move fails, them
it just goes back into committee. That's where I'd like to see this stay for
two weeks. A et

MR. MILLER: I think it would be easier to just MOVE to put it BACK in COMMITTEE.

MR, FLANAGAN: Then I make a motion to MOVE to put this back into the Fiscal
Committee.

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. We'll take discussion on that.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) L imaete

MR, BLUM: I'd like to speak on the fact of what Mr. Wider is speaking of; -
what other committees sometimes have to go through. Because ome of-our - T reE
departments failed, although. they were sent a letter to come before a com~
 mittee tor explain in regard to this particular corner; which is uns&:Ee con=— IR
dition at this particular time. , —vesT R

. . This isn't the first time. 'rhis hasz bappened to other committees. Where is
the power of the Board? We're the Legislative Body, yet when the committee
iz holding 2 hearing on a very important topic the person that should have-
__been there was not, This is why we’ve got to this point. Iw the meantime,-- --
_ what are the people to do, live under unsafe conditions in- the streats of Stm-
' ford? :

- MRS, GOLDSTEIN: What you said, Mr. Blum makes sense. However, Mr. Morgan's -
method of dealing with the mechanics of getting this ultimately through the
Board. in a timely fashion makes a great deal of semse. Because, if we dom't’
hold this today, then it won't come befors our Board for a few months, by the

- time the entire process hegins and that's why I wholehen::tadly agru with Mr.

. Morgan's motion.

. MR. WIDER: ..It's certainly sad for me to have to agree with Mr. Morgan, because --
the people are listen:[.ng out: there. No one is asleep; they're listening to -
exact:ly what we're doing and we're playing with theiwr lives, I agree with Mr. =
Morgan's method of keeping it in committee until anaother two weeks. :

P

MR, MILLER: Mr. Wider, you'r withdrawing the motion?

MR. WIDER: Yes. -

MR. MILLER: Then Mr. Morgan you'll withdraw your mntion. --All right, wé're =~ -~

going to leave that in committee then. - - R

(15) $150,000.00 - FIRE . DEPARTMENT - AMENDMENT TO THE CAPTITAY, PROJECTS BUDGET. ---..--
e s e T 1977/78 BY ADDING A PROJECT ENTITLED "WEST SIDE STATION . ...
IR . SITE ACQUISITION to be funded by the issuance of bonds.. . S
T e e . Mayor Clapes'letter 6/6/77; Chief Vitti's letter 6/6/ 77,
- : Board of Finance appraved on 6/16/77.

- MR, MORGAN Our committee ueting on June 29th by a vote of 7-0 hr “favoE-dnd v
. I wauld so MOVE,

MR, BLUM: Health and Protection - Again I say we: did- nct have a quonm—. We
gave way to "Guys and Dolls".

MR. PERILLO: Public Works - with a committee of 11 mbers -and only 2- present
we too, did not have a quorum. h
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued)
MR. MILLER: Wa&'ll have to have a motion to Suspend the Rules.
MR. WIDER: MOVE to SUSPEND THE RULES, Mr. Chairman,

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

RESOLUTION NO. 1104

AMENDING THE 1977-1978 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGET BY ADDING ~—
A NEW PROJECT ENTITLED "WEST SIDE FIRE STATION SITE ACQUI=—— ~ -
SITION" IN THE SUM OF ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS — ~— -

($150,000.00) TO BE FUNDED BY THE ISSUANCE OF BONDS. St

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by The 1l4th Board of Representaﬁives
of the City of Stamford, Connecticut, in accordance with the City Charter;

1. To adopt an amendment to the 1977-1978 Capital Projects
Budget by adding a project in the amount of $150,000.00 to be known as
"West Side Fire Station AcquikSition”.

2. To authorize the financing of said project.by the issuance i

of bonds.

3. That this resolution shall take effect upon enactment.
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FISCAL COMMITIEE (contimued) T

,’
(16) § 1,070 (00 - PARK DEPARTMENT - Additional Appropriation to restore to . -
- L department funds which have been resceived in settlemen Tarl
: - of a claim for property damage to a fence and tennis cauft,_._
per Mayor's letter 6/5/77; and verifying data. - o
Code 610.1802 Special Repairs $1,079.00
J Board of Finance approved 6/9/77. CooLn
MR, MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 in favor and I would so MOVE, .©= = =i .
. MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. - -—- -Z..._C.
(17) - § 7,007 46 ~- BOARD OF EDUCATION - Additional Appropriation for retfres ~
- ment benefits for two employees (Martha Schacht and Margaret .
Veale) per Mayor's letter 5/31/77; Internal Auditor Rusz-
kowski's letter 5/18/77; Supt. Glordano'’s letter 4-/15/77’.~
Board of Finance approved 6/9/77.
Code 650,.0101% _$7,007.46 .
MR. MORGAN: Our comnittee voted 7-0 in favor and T would so MOVE, -~ . =—.
MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Personnel was unable to meet on this item. . ~-C ST
- MR. MILLER: Parks and Recreatiom - NO REPORT, Is there a.motion to Suspend ::~ . .
the Rules. MOVED and. SECOHD- The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY, We'll . 7 °
proceed to a vote, o AR . e

MR. ZEI.INSKI: Through you. to Mr. Morgan. Wasn't this amount larger in the
original request, and wasn't it reduced somewhat? Referring to the letter -
dated May 3lst, the original request being $7,053.00. - e

MR, MORGAN: Na, the M‘ayor made a mistake in his letter ta us if you'll laeok -
on the attachment, the internal auditor analysis of thie request is in the total ™
of $7,007.46. It just was either a typographical or an arithmentic error that
the Mayor made. R

MR. MILLER: We'll proceed to a vote, The MOTION is CARRIED-UNANIMOUSLY. -

€18) $103,000.00 - PUBLIC WORKS DEPAR - Code 351.121 A
T TATION DIVISION OF LANDFILL AND REFUSE REMOVAL, MAINTENANCE

OF DISPOSAL AREAS -~ to cover the cost of hauling away debxris, .
incinerator ashaes, sludge and grit for balance of fisecal year,
per Mayor's letter 6/10/77: DPW Comm. Rotonda's letter 6/10/77.
This is due to.significant increase in amount of solid waste - -
going to Transfer Site as result of closing of Multi—Purpose
Incinerator. Approved by Board of Finance 6/16/77. +<-----
Code 351.1216 $103,000,00

5
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) - - L
MR. MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 in favor and I would so MOVE.
MR, PERILLO - Public WorkKs- no report.
MR. MILLER: Evirommental Protection Committee - No report. Is there a motion

to SUSPEND THE RULES? MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CABRIE'D UNANIMOUSLY.
We'll proceed to a2 vote on the main motiom. -

MR. BLOIS: Through the Chair, I'd like to ask Mr. Morgan what this $103,000
represents and for what period of time?

MR. MORGAN: This represents a portion of the haulaway contract the City of
Stamford has. As I understand it from the information given to us the City is
spending roughly $90,000 2 month at this time on haulaway and there will be a
shortfall, since there was only some $80,000 in the account before this ap-
propriation was made to complete the expenses incurred by the City for the bal-
ance of the fiscal year that ended om Jume 30th.

MR. BLOIS: 1Is any part of this for the last fiscal year?

MR. MORGAN: If I recall, didn't we give them $109,000 last month through June
30th of the past year? It's supposed to carry them through June 30th of last
year.

MR. BLOIS: That's correct, but we were tald by the Public Works Department
that there was additional debris to be hauled away and as a result, the City
has to pay the contractor more money.

MR. MORGAN: I dombt think we were aware of this when we approved $109,000.
That was supposed ta be the final amount, This is my question - where do they
come up with another $103,000 in a few short days?

MR. SIGNORE: POINT OF ORDER, do we have quorum present? e "

MR. MILLER: Do you wish to challenge the quorum Mr. Signorel? We'll have the
Clerk call the roll. _

MR. SIGNORE: I'm just asking if there i3 a quorum here, a qu:l.ck head count,
You don't need & roll call.

MR. MILLER: We do have a quorum, Mr. Signore. Is there any further discussion?

MR. MORGAN: 1'd just like to further comment on what Mr. Blois said. I think
the intent of what he said is correct. This seems to be getting out of hand.
We're spending money hand-over-fist on this project, but nevertheless, it is a
contractuzl obligation that the City has with the comtractor, and we have to
pay our bills. We really have no choice on this matter except to pay it. -
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. WIDER: I'm a little concerned about this because o£ Mr. Blois' state-
ment and I happened to be with the Fiscal Committee the month before last
when we vated on $109,000. I remember the question being asked "Will this
complete the year?" Now e come back to $103.000, is there any kind of ac-
countability? Is anyone responsible to this Board or to the City of Stamfnrd' .
to check these things out? -

MR, MILLER: Mr. Morgan, can you respond?

MR. MORGAN: Maybe that's why Commissioner Rotonde left town. I don't know.

MR, MILLER: Let's proceed to a vote. The Chair is in doubt. We'll take a
DIVISION, using the machine. I'm not going to count the vote at all, unless
we have 21 participants one wgy or amother. The MOTION is LOST with 8 YES
vates, 12 NO, and 1 ABSTENTION. ?

B THOSE IN FAVOR: THOSE OPPOSED:
M. Morgan M. Perillo
R. Loomis K. Zimbler
j J. Fox G. Ravallese
! W. Flanagan A, Perillo
J. Schlechtweg J. Santy
S. Goldstein M. Ritchie
L. Carlucci T. D'Agestino
F. Miller, Jr. L. Wider
J. Blais
J. Zelinski, Jr.
R. Castello

o
L]

o
E

S~ "(19) $ 93,000.00 - PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT - Code 341.1501 - SEWAGE TREATMENT
f PLANT per Mayor Clapes' letter 6/10/77;-DPW-Comm. Rotondo's—

: Tetter 6/9/77; Board of Finance approved 6/16/77. —
e PR LTS Code 341.1501 Heat, Light and Power $93,000. 00

ke e e sl s

MR. MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 in favor and I would so MOVE.

MR. MILLER: Public Works - no report. We'll have to Suspend the Rules. MOVED
and SECONDED. The MOTION is UNANIMOUSLY. We'll proceed to-a vote.

MR, BLUM: I'd like to ask if this $93,000 Ls also to carry us to June 30, 19777

MR. MORGAN: That's right.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (comtimued) e

D MR, MILIER: We'll proceéd to a vote, We'll have o take & DIVISION.

L1

MR. MORGAN: Before we vote, can I just say something, I realize it is hot
_and everybody's getting tired, but this is the City utility Hill. Now you've: - -
got to pay the bill. - .

MR, MILIER: We've had the discussion, Mr, Morgam. - . -— : ;
MRS, PERILLO: I'm abstaining, Mr. Miller, would you record it.

MR, MILLER: The MOTION is LOST. .There are 18 YES votes, 1 N0, 2 ABSTENTIONS. -

THOSE IN FAVOR: .. _..THOSE QFPOSED:
M. Morgan S. Goldstein G. Ravallese
K. Zimbler T. D*Agostino
R, Loomis T, Wider -
A. Perillo J. Blois ABSENTIONS:
T8 8ignore J. Zelinski, Jxz.
J. Fox - R. Costalla M. Perille .
M. Ritchie L. Carlucci J'. Santy - e
W. FPlanagan D, Blum T '
J. Schlechtweg F. Miller, Jr. - S
O . MR, MILLER: It would need 21 wvotes for approval. Where there is any fiscal -

matter whether it's a grant or an additional appropriation you have to have & -
minimm of 21 votes., It it's an additiomal appropriation is two-thirds of the
members present. but in no case less thar 21 votes and if :f.i:‘s a prepaid. granf:
we would have to have at lezst 21 vates.

MR, WIDER:  Because of the importance of Item #19, could T MOVE for a second
vote onr this item?

MR, MILLER: I'm sorry, Mr. Wider, you're not considered to be on the prmiling
side and I could not take a3 motion by you to reconsider, -

__ MR, BLOM: I think an abstaining vote would be on the prevailing side.  ~ - -

MR. MORGAN: The only no vote- is Mx. Ravallesq so he"s the only one who cay -
meke the motion. Is that correet?

MR, MILLER: Yes. _——

MR, MORGAN: Through the Chair, could I ask Mr. Ravallese to make a motion’ to
reconsider? .-
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FISCAL, COMMITTEE (continued) T LU . o

. MR, MILLER: Mr. Ravallese moves to recomsider Item #19. “Is there 'a secand "~ ~
} ." to that motfion? MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY, ’ ;
ST We'll take a DIVISION using the machine. There are 18 YES votes, 2 NO, and - '

: 1 ABSTENTION. The MOTION is LOST, T T

- THOSE IN FAVOR: THOSE OPPOSED>———
M. Morgan S. Goldatein S. Signore N
K. Zimbler T. D'Agostino J. Santy . -
R. Loomis L. Wider ' T
G. Ravallese J. Blois ABSTENTION:
A. Perillo J. Zelinski, Jr. '
J. Fox R. Costello M. Perilloc
M. Ritchie L. Carluced -
W. Flanagan D. Blum

A S S 0 S S AR St P W A i b S o o S o Gl oy S A s L —

-(20) RESOLUTTON REQUESTED BY DFEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, *SEPFE:R:-CGDMSSIGN——“———“

— e —————‘pex-Mayor Clapes’ letter 5/26/77; Asst.Corp. Counsel Frattaroli's
o ) . letter 5/25/77, with resglution entitled "AUTHORIZING THE CONDEMHATION
et e - - QR EASEMENTS THROUGH. AND UNDER PROPERTIES OF ROBERT Li,—W.- _AND- GERALD~— -—;_-;
srmentn e me o . TNE_FOSHAY, JR., JONATHAN T. LANMAN SHEILA M. MARTIN -AND-OLIN- GOR-.PORA--*-“\
e ~==r-~TION. TN CONNECTION WITH TEE RIPPOWAM RIVER INTERCEPTOR SANITARY SWER'—-—M——
e o e e e PROJECT™. The proposed resolution was approved and &dapted by' the '
' : Board of Finance on 6/9/77. T

MR. MORGAN Our committee voted 7-0 in favor and I would so MOVE.
MR. MILLER: Public Works Committee - NO REPORT e
MR.- D'AGOSTINO:' Sewer Committee concurs,

‘MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. 1If there is no discussion, we will proceed

to a vote on Adoption of the Resolution. We'll take a DIVISION using thHe = .~ "__.
machine. The MOTION is CARRIED with 14 YES, 2 NO(K. Zimbler, D. Blum) &
ABSTERNTIONS (S.Sigmnore, J.Santy, J. Schlechtweg, S. Goldstein) 'I.'here are 22 .
members recorded a2s present. o o
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) fomn bS58 11

RESOLUTION NO. 1105 ] S

IZING THE CONDEMNATION OF EASEMENTS THROUGH AND- — — ———
e UNDER PROPERTIES OF ROBERT L. W. and GERALDINE FOSFAY, JR.y ——
e JONATHAN T. LANMAN, SHEILA M. MARTIN, AND OLIN CORPORATION -~ —
e IN _CONNECTION WITH THE RIPPOWAM RIVER INTERCEPTOR SANITARY —— ———
e SEWER PROJECT. e

WHEREAS, certain easements through and under private property must
be obtained by the successful Sanitary Sewer Project known as the Rippowam
River Interceptor Project; and

WHEREAS, the Sewer Commission has to date been unable to obtain said
easements on a voluntary basisj

NOW, THEREFORE, BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS: that
authority be granted empowering the City of Stamford on behalf of the
Sewer Commission to condemn easements through and under properties of
Robert L. W. and Geraldine Foshay, Jr., Jonathan T. Lanman, Sheild M.
Martin, and Olin Corporation, which easements are more specifically
described on Schedules A, B, C, DI, and D2 annexed hereto, for the
purpose of completing the Samitary and Storm Sewer System known as the
"Rippowam River Interceptor Project.

This Resolution shall take effect upon the date of its passage.

(21) PROPOSED AGREEMENT BETWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD AND SOUTHFIEED COMMUNITY - —
- - = - ORGANTZATION, INC, FOR THE CHESTER ADDISON CENTER for assistance with
e maintenance by grants in aid, for year 1977/78, per June 2, 1977 letter
of Mr. Boodman, Deputy Corp. Counsel:
(a) Up to $13,100 for light, heat and power expenses for such
building and property;

(b) Up to-$ 2,244 for alteration and maintenance expenses for
guch building and property.

MR. MORGAN: Our committee voted 7-0 in favor and I would so MOVE.

MR, FOX: Legislative and Rules Committee met on this item and voted to HOLD it.



32. MINUTES OF ADJOURNED MEETING JULY 18, 1977

FISCAL COMMITTEE (contimzed) : _ = -~

MR, MILLER: Filascal Committee is bringing it up. Is theres.a second to- c- =
Mr. Morgan's motion? Motion is SECONDED. The Chair wished to state for i .
- the record that it appears at the present time that there are 21 members. - -
. .present.; Mr, Hays and Mrs. McInerney who had been at the meeting left - - -
..some time ago. Mr. Lobozza anpd Mr. DeRose have left also. E think Mr,

DeRose is coming back., Mr. Commors is not present. The Clerk will call

the roll to determine who iz here., There seems to be some question as to
. whether we still have a quorum, -

ROLL CALL.

MR, MILLFR: 21 members recorded as present. There iz a quorum. T don't
- ~think I-should have to do this, but the Chair might remind everybody that
-the City Charter and the Rules of the Boawd really assume that when-you
. have & 40 member legislative body you are going to have pretty near 40

- members present at aevery meeting. We now have a bare number needed for a
quorum, We're on item #21, is there any further discusaion?

MR, BLOIS: May I ask through the Chair to the Chairman of I. & R what reason -
they had for helding it up?

MR, FOX: There were a number of members of the committee that were concerned = -
about why after doing It on an informal hasis we now should reduce it to-writing
and have a formal agreement; they ask this in spit of the fact that the letter N
. from Barry Boodman indicated that Lt, as far as our comttee {2 concerned, a -/
" rather techunical aspect of it that we are asked to rule on. It was-simply a -
quastion of wanting additional information which a number of members did not
think they had at that time and in all fafrness to Barry Boodman, I should say .
. that when he met with the Fiscal Committ we had hoped to meet with him that

same evening.

However, in light of the fact, that we were in the middle of a public hearing- - -
we ded not have the opportunity to stop that and meet with him, I think that - o
1f we were to meet with him again, within the near future, he probably would - _
be able to answer the questions that were raised, and my feeling i{s that we -
probably would come back with an a.ffimtive vote. But that was not the vote _

at the time we discussed it. '

MR. MILLER: - Wa'll proceed to a vote,
MR, WIDER: I see that we only have 21 members presmt«md’m has al:raady -
. expressed his desire to HOLD,

MR. MTLLER: We don’t need 21 votes. o

MR. WIDER: We don't need 21 for this?
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) S P
/> o MR. MILLER: We'll proceed te 2 vote, The MOTION is CARRIED -UNANIMOUSLY.

PENDING APPROVAL OF THE BOARD OF FINANCE: S
- (22) $26,910.00 - HOUSING AUTHORITY - Code 780.010% = 197‘2418 Operating . .
I T udgat ~ Additional Appropriation for an extemnsiom of
: funding for Security Guards for Moderate Rent Projects
under Title II of the local Public Works Capital Develop-
ment and Investment Act, per Mayor Clapes' letter 6/3/77
and Mrs. Worsmer's letter 6/3/77. 100% Reimbursable.

MR, MORGAN: The Board of Finance approved this last Thursdsy, our committee
meeting on July 29th voted 5 in FAVOR, none opposed, but 2 voted te HOLD,

I was one of the votes to hold as was Mrs. Cosentini. Our reason for holding

at that time was because action had not taken place yet by the Board of Finmance
but because that Board has seen fit to approve this grant request. I'm pre-
pared to change my vote when we take it OUT OF COMMITTEE and I'd MOVE it ocut
with a favorable vote at this time of 5 in FAVOR, uone againsat and 2 for HOLDING.

MR. BLUM: Health and Protection did not have a quorum.
--- - MR, MILLER: Well, then to consider this we'll have to SUSPEND THE RULES.
MR. WIDER: MOVE TO SUSPEND THE RULES. | -

Q MR, MILLER: Let the record indicate that Mr., Baxter is now present, we have
22 members presemt:. . --

MR, RABALIESE: Does this include the East Side? ' - -

MR, MILLER: We're voting, Mr. Ravallese on whether to SUSPEND THE RUI.ES.
The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

MR, RAVALLESE: Does this include the East Side Projects - Custer Street and
Lawn H111? .

MR, MORGAN: Yes, I believe it does.

MR, WIDER: Following an incident down on Greemwich Avemue, I checked with =~ - -
the Housing Authority and thesa guards will cover all o:E t:he Puhlic Iiaru.s:f.ﬂa;~ -
in the City of Stamford. ) : -

—

T e —

- MR, .BLUH‘: We ought to be thinking about-getting permsnent security guards
at the moderate income tenants, I have here a patition that was sent from.
the Lawn ‘H11l Terrace Association, in regards to a permanent security guard.
I too, will support this bill for its tmﬁorary, but we should look for perm-
anent security guards.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) - ok -

MR. MILLER: We'’ll proceed to a vote on Item #22, The MO’L‘IOH is CARRIED T o

UNANIMOUSLY. Is there anything further under fiscal? - - - - -

MR. MORGAN: No, that completes the committee's report.

.. MR, MILLER: The Chair will observe that we have 22 mbers recorded as: present.
We're moving into the Legislative and Rules part of the agenda: We" don®t have -
' enought members present to waive publication >f any ordinance,-and bear in mind

that no ordinance can be finally adopted without 21 votes. The Chair merely ----
. 'suggest to the Leadership that perhaps there would be @ dedire to - for the rest-

of the evening take up only those items which must ‘be done this"everd;ng and the.n

" adjourn., That's up to the Leadership.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I would like to thamk Mr. Morgan for speaking mon-stop for two-

and one-half hours, when all of us are very, very, hot in thiis non-air conditioned

room, But lie has been doing all the work, and my thanks.

MR, ZIMBLER: In view of the fact, that we have only. 22 members present and I
think that it is imperative that as many members as possible be on the f£loor-
while discussion 1s going on; and fn view of the hot:tness af this rom, ma.y I
move for a five minute recess? - "

° MR, MILLER: You may move for a five minute recess, but I-jﬁsfh that the Leader- =
- . ship could get together and determine whether they want to continue with this

entire agenda or whether or not they want to take perhaps a small number of

FIVE MINUTE RECESS. . e

MR. SIGNORE: Before we go on with the agenda, I'd like to go back to Ttem #19
on the Fiscal Committee report. I was on the prevailing side. o

MR, MILLER: We handled that already. ' _ T

MR, SIGNORE: Yes, it was LOS'I', and I was on the prevailing side, and I would

" like to recousider, There‘s no limit on how many times you can do :Lt

MRS-. GOLDSTEIN: I SECOND that. _— e

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED to racomsider item #19. The MOTION is CARRTED.

We'll proceed to & vote, the MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. -~ P

MRS. PERILLO: I am abstaining on this. - -

| C
items which really should be done this evening. The Chair declares a five minute
" RECESS.
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) ke S0 SETTRAE

MR, MILLER: We'll now proceed to another vote on item #1%. --The MOTION is
CARRIED with 21 YES votes, 2 ABSTENTIONS (M. Perille, S. Signore)

MR, FOX: Has a decision been made on whether or not we want to proceed through
the entire agendsa, or just touch with selected items?

MR, MILLER: Mr. Blois, the Majority Leader, is this the comsensus; that we
ought to take those items which are absolutely necessary and try to adjourn
this meeting?

MR. BLOIS: Thatfs the idea.

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE - John Wayne Fox S i e e o

MR, FOX: There are a few which I would like to move forward for publication.
MR. MILLER: We can'‘t. Now wait a minute, we can publish, hut we can't waive.

MR. FOX: There is one on page six, wh.:Lch we ought to be able to dispose of
without any difficulty.

,(1) THE MATTER OF PENSIONS FOR RESISTRARS OF VOTERS AND ASSISTANT
HELD IN COMMITTEE ke o [ Siarn i

(2)  TAX ABATEMENT REQUEST FOR MIRACLE FAITH OUTREACH INC.
HELD IN COMMITTEE e

(3) REQUEST FOR WAIVER OF BUILDING PERMIT FEE FROM MIRACLE FAITH, INC.- letter

of 6/23/77, would like to expand church building at 91 Hope St. from seat-
ing capacity of 250 to 500 people.

MR, FOX:; They are calking about a construction which would involve approximately
$110,000. The committee approved by a resolution a waiver of this building permit
fee; this involves about $400. The vote was 8-0 and I would MOVE for that WAIVER.

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. No report from Planning and Zoning. The MOTION
is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

(4) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED FAIR EMPLOYMENT ORDINANCE FOR THE CITY OF - - -
"~~~ STAMFORD CONCERNING LABOR STANDARDS AND CONTRACTORS' RESPONSIBILITIES FOR . .-
~ 7 ~ PUBLIC OR PUBLICLY-AIDED CONSTRUCTION. Published 11/22/76. Held in Com=. .
mittee 12/6/76, 3/14/77, 4/6/77, 5/2/77. Held in Steering 12/13/76, 1/24/77.
Corporation Counsel submitted 7-page opinion; also Mr. Cunningham of Labor -
Council requestad time to study the Corporation Counsel's opinion. Held
in Committee 6/6/77. '

MR. FOX: With respect to this I would like to MOVE for PUBLICATION of that
ordinance. We would then have & public hearing during the coming months. The
committee voted 8-0 for PUBLICATION, and I would so MOVE.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: No report on this item.
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LEGISI.A.TIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (ceoatinued) -— I R S

- _ MR, MFLLER: Is there a second to Mr. Fox's motion? MOVEﬁ a.nd SECONDED., Dig=-:7"
cussion. _ ol

_ MR. LOOMIS: Through you, to Mxr. Fox. Mxr. Fox could you explain to me very -
. briefly the intent of this particular ordinance and how it would actually - ---
. function, I

f

~ MR, MILLER: The Chair just wants to make the motion that "although the agenda -
indicates that this proposed oxdinance has bheen published, it's my understanding
that there has been a substantive change, is that right, Mr. Fox? - --

.. _- MR, FOX: Since it was published there have been sm-_ver:j' definite changes. - ---

MR. MILLER: So, it would be necessary; it would appea.r, to publish th:[s once
again. Can you respond to Mr. Loomis, Mr. Fox?

MR, FOX: The basic purpose of this ordinance is to give preference to the City -
amployaes when we are deallng with construction which- involves City money, There
is a comparsble State statute which gives preference to State employees when the-
_ State is dealing with comstruction projects involving State money. The corpora<
L . tion counsel's office has issued a very lengthy and. comple®-opinion challenging-
- . the comstitutionality of the ordinance as proposed. Mr. Diamond, who-is the
o attorney for the Labor Council has issued in response to ‘that a rather Ie.ngt:h
S opinfon indicating why he thinks the ordinance, as proposed is-valid. -
P
The committee has heard from a number of people on this, die-to the fact -that~
it is a very complex issure, and a very important issue. It wds our feeling to
_publish it., And to have a public hearing on it so that we could hear again from
: ~ Mr, Wise and Mr, Diamond, I think most importantly, from the miny citizens that -
.- . would be involved. I think to ansWer your question briefly, it is an ordinance
. which would give preference to city employees on G:Lty construction jobs = Stan—
ford citizens. -

MR. MILLER: We have a MOTION then for a PUBLICATION which-has been SECONDED.
- We'll proceed to a vote on PUBLICATION. The MOTION is CARRIED UHANIMOUSLY, T e
with 22 members being recorded as present. - IS ST

T (5} ‘FOR FIM&I. ADOPTION - PROPOSED. ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL TO SUSPEND ORD=_ —
: INANCE NO. 343 RE SEPARATION OF NEWSPAPERS AND MAGAZINES FROM PUTRES= -
T "CIBLE GARBAGE, ETC, (TO A LATER EFFECTIVE DATE - POSSIBLY 1/1/78). '
TTTTTTTTT T Held in Committee 3/14 and 4/6/77 and in Steering 4/18/77. City-Reps.
McInaezney and Zimbler suggested suspension of this collectlon uptll -
program can be more proparly defined and workable. Approved for publica-- -
tion 6/6/77. T p

(6) OPOS SOLUTION RE SHELTER HOUSING =submitted by.Rep. David Blum .. _
HELD IN COMMITTEE . i

(7) REQUEST FOR REVISION OF SECTION 18-79 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES. S
“HELD TN COMMITTEE Submitted by A. Cosentimi;—V:Wiesley— o

(8) MATTER OF APPOINTING A SAFETY COUNCIL- submitted by n.__nlnnL
HELD IN COMMITTEE -
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. FOX: Here again it had been my intentiom and he had been the vote of the -
committee to MOVE to WAIVE PUBLICATION. However, there is what could be con-
sidered a substantial change in the ordinance. In particular the committee
voted to change paragraph two to read: "On July 1, 1978 and thereafter it
shall be the responsibility of business and commercial enterprises to separate
corregated cardboard boxes, etc." In particular; the date in question was
changed. At this point, I would MOVE to publish the amended ordinance. The
comiittee voted 7-1 for final approval, but we could not do that without WAIV-
ING PUBLICATION. = | .

MR, MILLER: Mr. Fox, the Chair would simply observe that if there's not going
to be another public hearing, it would seem to De a waste of time and money to
publish this, wouldn't it?

MR. FOX: Except for the fact that if we do not publish it, then at our August
meeting we would have to MOVE for WAIVER OF PUBLICATION, which would require
two=thirds wote,

MR. ZIMBLER: POINL OF ORDER. Just for the record, the agenda indicates that
this is the ordinance proposed by Mrs. McInerney and myself. I think in effect
what Eleanor did was to HOLD the ordinance proposed by myself and Mrs. McInermey
in committee and substitue this different one proposed by Mr. Fox. I would just
like to get that in the record, because otherwise, the one proposed by Mrs. Mc-
Inerney and myself would die on the vine and we want it kept IN committee.

MR. MILLER: It's still in committee. Public Works - No report. Envirommental
Protection - no report.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: In other words, the only reason we are voting to publish tonight
is because we doa't have the 27 votes to WAIVER PUBLICATION?

MR. FOX: The committee had voted to WAIVE PUBLICATION. We cannot do that tonight,
because we do not have 27 bodies here, which the City Charter calls for.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: I understand that, Mr. Fox, but in line with what Mr. Miller
said, that to publish does cost the City a number of dollars. Perhaps we should
wait until next month when we do have more than 22 members present to WAIVE PUBLICA
TION.

MR. FOX: Well, I should s&lso point cut that the City Charter also says that this
body should WAIVE PUBLICATION in emergency situations. I think that this Board
has a tendency to WALVE PUBLICATION, in my opinion more than it should. I think-
that the proper way to do it with this ordinance or any ordinance, unless we do
have an emergency situation, is to publish it and then ha,ve = at a subsequent
meeting vota on FINAL ADOPTION
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LEGISLATIVE AND RUI.ES COMMITTEE .(continued) T mm ==

MR, MILLER: We have a motion to publish. MOVED and SECONDED. ioLETE oL ozzilo

MR. ZIMBLER: For the record on paper separstion to date, ‘sirce theé original - -
ordinance has been in effect the City has collected not. one red cent for re-. -
‘eyeled paper that was turned in to the reecyeling company. - I dom't .think since . _
P.T. Barmum marched his elephants out of Bridgeport has a graater_mker play . .

beer pulled as the one that was pulled on this Basrd when we were promised the

- sun, the moon and the stars in order to pass this paper separation ordinance.. ..

Point -of fact, we were told we would get anywhere from fifteen to twenty dollars -
.a& ton for the paper. The actual price that we should be getting i3 $6.,50 & ton.- .
and we haven't even collected that, because we were also told that once we pass

an ordinance the recycling firmms would literally be knocking .on our door ready

to bid on our contract. Point of fact, one firm did bid; we awarded them the
contract; they are non-existent; I thin they are somehwere in the Land of 0z, -
they!re certainly not in Stamford. Their phone has baesn dinconnected, Nohody

has found them; they have not respomded to our bills. Regardless: of the latter
that everybody got from the member of the Research Recovery Task Force, I repeat -
my original statement - this program ag itts instituted r.l.ght now i.s a tut:al
colossal and dismal failure. . S el lT

MR. FOX:-With all due respect to Mr., Zimbler, I think certainly the .committee -

is aware of his feeling on this program, but in light of the time and in Iight

of the hot night, we have here this evening, I would point out to the members

. of the Beard that the only question we are dealing with now is the PUBLICATION
. of this ordinance. The question that Mr. Zimbler raises I think are valid -ones. -

- I don't agree with him on all of the points that he makes, but I think we-can .
adequately and properly deal with those questions when this ordinance is before .
us for FINAL ADOFPTION. And I would prefer not to get ints a full. scile debate- .
.on the merits of the issue when all we want to do is PUBLISH the ordinance. - '

. MR, LOCMIS: I toe, would take exception to the excessive rhetoric of Mr. Zimbler.

. Thera is not a recyeling program in this country that is making money. In order .
to do it successfully it needs time and we have to go through proper periods of
trial and errors. I dom't think that this project has been launched properly at. . -
- all in Stamford., I would like to ask through you, Mr.. Presidmt,- toMr. Fox, is
‘the public going to be permitted to commt? - Tl

.. MR, FOGX: As I think Mr. Loomis is aware, the fact that we publish an .oxdinance -
.. does not require us o hold & public hearing on this. - Legislative ‘and Rules -
Committee has had several meetings, we've had a mumber of public hearings, we've -
heard from the public and various interested groups as recently as last month

It has not been my intention to have a public hearing on this item again, :
would, however, say that I'd be happy to discuss that w:!.th. Mr. I.oomis or any other-
member of the Board that feels differently on that, :-:=.

9,
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, RAVALLESE: All we've got is the garbage on the East Side from your
paper recycling. e

MR, BAXTER: Through you to Mr. Fox, as I recall earlier, one of the persems
most in faver of this concept was a fellow who occupied the position of Com-

missioner of Public Works. As I understand, he's disappeared and we now have
another gentleman who's acting as Commissioner of Public Works. If Mr. Fox
and the committee hasn't yet gotten his views on this subject that might be

a good thing to do after the publication. I wonder if he agrees.

MR. BLUM: Why is industry giving this ome year to comply, 7/787 I thought
they were loaded with expertise and it takes them that long to come up with
some idea on how to save cardboard.

MR, FOX: In responding to Mr. Baxter, the answer is yes. In responding to
Mr. Blum, if I understand his question. Here again, I wanted to try to save
this aspect of this matter wntil the proper tima, which I did not feel was now,
but it does not appear as though I could avoid it. Number one, we're not giv-
ing industry a year to analyze it., We're giving the City of Stamford and the
Board of Representatives a year to analyze it, a year during which it will not
cost the City of Stamford directly any taxpayers money to do that. It is my
opinion, and I believe the opinion of the other members of the committee that
it will take us at least that time to properly analyze it. Recycling in and
of itself is a new concept.

One of the speakers that made a presentation to us over the last several months
made a point which I think was a good onej that in the not too distant future

this country is going to have to faece and the City is going to have to face -

what we're going to do with our garbage. It is better that we take the time

now when we're not under a greac deal of pressure and a great deal of expenditure
of our own taxpayers money to do it. To work out the kinks., This Board continuall:
talks about the problems we have when we're dealing with a hammer over our heads;
when we're dealing in a crisis situation; and the point I would like to make is
that, here we have an opportunity with a federal grant to sit back and look at a -
program, to analyze it, to toss it out if we think that’s the appropriate thing.
But to put it into effect the best way possible at the best time possible without
incurring great expense and it's for that reason that I would suggest we proceed
with 1it. .

With respect to busines, I'm constantly hearing the argument that business is
getting a break. Business is not getting a break. The business commnity has
the same burden, the same task as you and I have. What we are doing here with
this proposed amendment is to give the business community until July '78 to
comply with the separation of cardbeard. We're doing that because that could
be a very expensive proposition and we want this full year to better analyze
the program before we force any citizens to incur what could be some very sub-
stantial expenses. e

MR. ZELINSKI: MOVE the QUESTION.
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LEGISTATIVE AND RULES COMMITIEE (continmued) T T i

MR, MILLER: Is there a second to ‘that motion? We'll vote oo moving the - .- .
previous question. The MOTION is CARRIED, We'll proceed on to & vote on
PUBLICATION of the proposed ordinance. It i{s not UNANIMOUS.  We'll take a- -

. DIVISION using the machine. There should be 22 members participating. Tha--

MOTTON {is CARRIED with 20 YES votes, 2 NO (K. Zimblcr, G. Ravallese)

~ (9) THE MATTER OF DISTRICT #2 BETNG HARRASSED BY TRUCKS, NOISE, ETC,, PAR- .
TICULARLY VASSAR ST. RESIDENTS AND NOISY BANANA TRUCKS,  From City Rep, = ..

Ha.ndx Dixon. Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjourmment.

MR FOX: It would add one paragraph to the ordinance. It’s an emumeration S
of what acts are declared to be loud, distrubing, amoying and umnecessary-
noises in vielation of the Code. We are moving today only for the PUBLICATION

of the ordinance. The committee voted UNANIMOUSLY to publish it and I would
so MOVE,

~ MR, MILLER: Mr. Fox would you make sure that the office hag-a copy of the

proposed ordinsnce. The Chair will accept this, but you have to keep in mind .-.
that the ordinance itself is not on the agenda. It is-related to item #9, -

and for PUBLICATION, The Chair will accept the MOTION, MOVED and SECONDED,

We are now talking about the publication only. The MOTION is CARRTED. UN= -
ANTMOUSLY. ' o

/"‘\

(10) - THE HATTER OF A LAWSUIT "WILLIAM M, ;!L_Q ET AI. VS. Clﬂ OF STAMFORD . St

—— s e 426 8 e e — e v ———

The Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE.

(11) ORDINANC UES BY C MICHAEL G, MO RE ELECTRIC ...

R U

7 " SIGNS, e
~ The above item HELD IN COMMITTIEE.

e JE AS A CITY HOLIDZ " oY L oer e
Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE e T

-(13) RESOLUTION AND ACTION REQUESTED REGARDING ILLEGALLY Mlm __W...m__a

submitted by City Rep. Barbary McInmerney. :
Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE . : R S
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LEGISIATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

[ER _OF FR _REF HOMAS SERRANI suggesting the
City have a Transportation Commission or a Committee on the Board.

(18)

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE PERTAINING TO FOOD SERVICE SANITATION AND SETTING

 (19) _PROPOSED ORDINANCE PERTAINING TO FOOD SERVICE SANITATTON AND SETTING

i T TICENSE REQUIREMENTS, FEES FOR SAME, AND PENALTTES FOR VIOLATIONS. _

MR. FOX: Here again, we are moving only for PUBLICATION of that ordinance.
The committee voted 8-0 to PUBLISH and I would so MOVE.

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY , - 22 members
being recorded as presemnt.

(20) TOWN AND CITY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ACT -suggested by City Rep. D. Blum

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE.

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE - Sandra Golt-'lstein - i

(1) LETTER FROM MAYOR CTAPES dated 5/18/77 CONCERNING ARTICLE IV-2 OF THE . .
~~ CIVIL SERVICE REGULATIONS (COMPENSATION PLANS) AND A '"PROPOSED MANGEMENT ..
COMPENSATION PLAN FOR THE CITY OF STAMFORD" dated May, 1977 submitted by _ _ .
" the Personnel Commission for adoptiom, relating tc MAA persomnel, inciud-
ing Civil Service, non-Civil Service, contract personmnel, ete, A

Board of Representatives approved the above plan but DEFERRED APPENDIX B
~ 7 which was returned to Committee for further consideration.
MRS. GOLDSTEIN: At last months ueeting the Board passed. Appendixes B, E and F
and we voted to defer Appendix B for this month. Now the Personnel Committee
voted on May 3lst favorably om all three Appendixes. We did not meet this past
month, during the month of July; however, we had already voted for this item.

This is the appendix that deals with unclassified employees. T move to approve
Appendix B.
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PERSONNEL. COMMITTEE (continued) ==

L T/ N e

MR. MORGAN: The Fiscal Committee did not congider this 'th'is'month.. 'jl?reﬁ=' o __'_

- ously, we had approved the proposed Management Compensation Plan. I persoa~

ally, would like to make an amendment, if I could speaking as a meiber of
the Board and not as the Chaiyman of the Fiscal Committee., Is that ap= =
propriate at this point? I would like to MOVE that we accept Appendix B =~ _.°
effective December 1, 1977. That way it would become effective in 2 mauner
which we'va discussed several times before with the administration whomever
that may be. : T .

MR. MILLER: SECONDED by Mr. Flanagan, We'll limit dfscussion to the amend-
ment, - ,'

MRS, GOLDSIEIN: I do consider that amendment a friendly mmdﬁent cartainly.

I do think that 1t would not behoove us to vote this kind of raise for the

elected officals., The seven and one~half percent increase that happened to

have been voted.down was an antirely diffarent matfter, This woixld be in effect
changing their financial status {n a way that has never befora heen done and
that should be, I believe, deferred until the new slection.

However, there are two people on that list - I should say conditions on the
-1iat that are not elected or politically appointed as would be the corpor- =
ation counsel, in other words are not member of the Mayor's cabinet.  The only
reason that these two positions are on the list is because the two posikions
ara not C{vil Service and it was not known by the Board of Firance zand the _
Personnel Department where else to place them, That is the position of Police
Chief and Fire Chief. So the Board might want to consider separating those '
two positions out, because as things currently exist fuo both the Police and Fire
Dapartments, the captains are earning much more than the Chief. o i

MR, MILLER: Youfre not making an amendment, though are yo'u?'v You're pi:oposing.
MRS. GOLDSTEIN: No. I just think i{t's something the Board should consider.
MR. BAXTER: I don't want to talk. too long on this issue, ’I:;'i:'t just to make a

few observations. First of all, for me personally, I recall when the discussion
of the confirmetion of the Mayor's nomination of the Police Chief was going on

that it was disclosed that when the man was approached he was told by whomever . _.

approached him that the current salary is $25,288, but don’t worry, we can get
‘you more. I remember at that time being offended at whoever had the gall to
~take it on himself to discuss what was going to happen, when supposedly the plan
hadn't been released and the legislative body hadn't acted on it. I remember
that anngyed me, but now that it's done and nmow that the report came in, it's

~ an easy thing. I suppose when to play politics on this especially when we Dem-

ocrats have a majority of the Board, and certainly a clear majority tonight at
this meeting. But it strikes me that either we believe that this
pay structure has been independently and fairly arvived at without a view
towards politics and without a view towards the party or the personalities
that are currently holding the office or we don't believe it. Now I happen

to believe that it was done that way, and therefore, these jobs that the current <

Mayor and his cabinet, as well, as the Police Chief and Fire Chief are either.
worth what they say it is, that is more momey or they aren't. Now if they are,
which is what we seem to be saying by this friemndly amendment, then I don’.-t:;:ae;
any reason why the emcumbents and the holders of this position who are doihg o

- the job today oughtn't to be paid for what the job is worth today.
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (continued) o

MR. BAXTER (continuing)

As I say, it's a temptation for me; election year is coming up and you could
make some hay on it. But it seems to me that if it's worth that money, and an
independent study said it was, and since the men invelved arem't voting om it;

as a matter of fact, since there are different parties and the clear majority of
people here, that it seems to me not something that anybody could feel was under-
handed or bossism politics or whatever, we ought to face up to it and vote them

~ in and have them have it now and not have an amendment like this which I just

donft understand the reason for. I don't know how anyone can articulate a reason
for it that doesn't behind the scenes indicate some idea that the whole schedule
itself wasn't arrived at fairly.

MR, DeROSE: It appears to me that the item before us again this evening has
essentially not changed over the previous month when we brought it up. The only
thing that has changed here is the factor of time. We're saying now instead of
being effective immediately that we're going to walt until December of this year
to make it go into effect, I would like to know percentage wise, I'm looking
at Appendix B, I'd like to go right down the line and have it spelled out to
me in terms of what percent raise is going to be given to aach one of the people
or to the positions under Appendix B, because for the most part, I represent
the people in the Belltown-Glembrook areas who have been hit with an eight mill
increase this year, one of the highest in the history of the City and before T
can vote on this I would 1ike to know wheat percentage increase is there over
each one of these positions.

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: To spell ocut percemtages I dom't think I cam, nor will, right
now. The important thing is not the percentage raise. The Mayor is earning
about $28,000 and it does appear that going from that to $35,000 is a tremendous
jump. But, you have to remember that we are talking about & Comprehensive Manage-
ment pay scale for the entire City. We voted last month to pay all the subor-
dinants of the Mayor X number of dollars based om where they fit in the Corporate
Structure and our City does have a Corporate Structure of a sort.

Now, to say that we are not going to be paying the Mayor and the other top ad-
ministrators more than the subordinates is, I don't think, good business. You

may think that the Mayor’s salary as listed here is excessive, then vate NO.

The percentage increase over hiz current salary, can be figured by taking the re-
commended figure of $35,000 and putting it over his current salary. In addition,
I do see a good point for making it effective as of Decembexr 1st, because then

it does not appear as if the incumbent were benefiting from their incumbency

even though I do agree with Mr. Baxter, they had nothing to do with this pay scale.

MR. DeROSE: Do I take that to mean that there perhaps is one or two or possi‘bly
more positions there that are receiving in excess of 257, increase? &

MR. MILLER: You may take it to mean whatever you chose to make it mean.
MRS. GOLDSTEIN: Read the numbers, Mr. DeRose.

MR. DeROSE: 0.K. I think you've answered it.
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. We are compelled to take & DIVISION. The MOTION is LOST, there are 6 YES,

PERSONNEL COMMITTEE (cantinued) ' - -

e
MR. D'AGOSTINO: MOVE the QUESTION. T DL e LT
- MR, MIIIER: MOVED and SECONDED. The MOTION is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. We'll vote .
_on Mx, Morgan's amendment. We'll take a DIVISION usi.ng the machine. 'I'h& MOTION
is LOST, 9 YES votes, 13 NO votes .
VOTE ON MARING APPENDIX "B" EFFECTIVF, DECEMBER 1, 1977:. . _ el
THOSE IN FAVOR: THOSE OPPOSED: _
Michael Morgan : Mildred Perille - -
Ralph Loomis Rurt Zimbler -
John W. Fox _ George Ravallese
Mildred Ritchie _ Alfred Perillo
Wm. Flanagan S. A. Signore
John Schlechtweg Jeanne-Lols Santy
Lathon Widex . Sandra Goldatein
Julius Blols Thomas D'Agostine
Frederick E. Miller, Jr. Josaeph DaRose
' John Zelinaski, Jr.
Donald Sherer
Robert Costello
Leo Carlucci
1 P g, i .t - - 0 = e . are e = ol vt "/_‘
R

MR, BAXTER: Since we're not talking about a differemt motion, I didn't want
my comments befora to be taken to mean that I'm fully in agreement with the
size of each of the raises. But, since this has been discussed at a previous
meeting, at which I was not present, I will not make any further comments.

MR, MILLER: We'll proceed to a vote on Item #1 under Personnel Committee.

17 NO votes.

THOSE IN FAVOR: THOSE OPPOSED: - —_

. Ralph Loomis Mildred Perille -  Thomas DfAgostine
Mildred Ritchie Michael Morgan - - Lathom Wider
William Flanagan - Rurt Zimbler - Joseph DeRoze
Sandra Goldstein George Ravallese Julius Blois

~ George Baxter Alfred Perillo " John Zelinski .
Frederick E. Miller, Jr. S. A. Signore " ‘Robert Costello -

. Jeanne-Lois Santy Leo Carlucci
John W. Fox David Blum

John Schlachtweg i '

(2) THE MATTER OF THE EIGHT CIVIL SERVICE POSITIONS TO BE IMZES‘IIGATED 'ERWI A-——— -

© 7 "LIST COMPTLED BY FORMER ADMTNTSTRATION. Committee has. baen_mtking--on—-this_mw

and will be making a report. Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjournsent,

Above item Held in Committee, for action at next mesting. - = . S
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PERSONNEL COMMTTTEE (continued) e s

(3) THE MATTER OF THE STAMFORD HOUSING AUTHORTTY AND THE CIVIL SERVICE FACTOR
I 77 WITH REIATION TO THEIR EMPLOYEES. City Rep. Blum submitted this item.
Held over from 5/6/77 meeting due to adjournment.

Above item HELD IN COMMITIEE for next meeting.

(4) LETTER OF 6/20/77 FROM FINANCE COMM. DWIGHT AADLEY ENCLOSING ARTHUR YOUNG &
~m——o 7 G _'g REPORT ENTTTLED "THE CITY OF STAMFORD = PAYROLL PROC! PROCESSING -~PHASE I:
T T 7 " ANALYSIS AND GENERAL SYSTEMS DESIGN, June, 1977", which Mr. fadley states Ls
the report "on our project to upgrade and refine the payroll process for the
City.™ (It is a one-inch thick volume and only 2 copies were provided by
Mr. Hadley: for Mrs. Goldstein and Mr. Morgan.)

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE for next meeting.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE - George Baxter — N L
MR. BAXTER: No report.

MR. COSTELLO: Under Planming and Zoming, I'd like to MOVE to- SUSPEND THE
RULES to bring item #9 ocut of committee.

MR. MILLER: MOVED to bring item #9 out of committee. That is SECONDED. We'll
vote on the motion to bring it out of committee. The MOTION is CARRIED UNAN-
IMOUSLY.

UNDER_SUSPENSION OF RULES st e o -

(9) LETTER of April 29, 1977 FROM URBAN RENEWAL Ch‘DM.'M:I:.‘:’»S:[IJK.r ZOLTON A, BENYUS,
e gt " STAFF COUNSEL RE "Southeast Quadrant Urban Renewal Porject, No. Comnn. ...
"7 7 R=43, Acceptance of Streets by City". Enclosed "Illustrative Site Plan"
and draft resclution. :

MR, COSTELLO: Before me I have a resolution from the lawyer for Urban Renewal,
Zolton Benyus. It pertains to the transfer of three streets from Urban Renewal
to the City. 4

RESOLUTION NO. 1106 ' i

CONCERNING THE TRANSFER OF CERTAIN STREETS FROM THE URBAN RENEWAL . .
— - ~———- ~— - COMMISSTION TO THE CITY OF STAMFORD. e

WHEREAS, on May 15, 1964 the City of Stamford Connecticut Urban Redevelop-
ment Commission entered into a loan and grant comtract with the United States
of Americs under Title I of the Housing Act of 1954 providing for finanmcial
assistance for the Southeast Quadrant Urban Remewal Project,

WHEREAS, pursuant to saild contract the agency has undertaken and is under-
taking certain activities necessary to the execution of said project; and,
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R - e — -——

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) o . -

RESOLUTION (contipuing) - Il I

- .  WHEREAS, vneé of the activities undertaken pursuant to the Urbnn Remewal
Plan wag the coimstTuetion of certain new streets, -

) WHEREAS, the agency has completed three of the required new streets
nmly one, the southerly portion of Greyrock Place between Main Street and
 Tresser Boulevard; the portion of Tresser Boulevard from Atlantic Street East:

“Main Street, —

WHEREAS, the aftmtioned streets had been certified by the City engineer

in accordance with Article 3, Section 18-~77,

WHEREAS, City of Stamford Ordinance No. 144 supplemented provides that the

transfer of jurisdiction aover the buildings or land owned by the City between
department, boards, or agencles of the City shall be accompiished only after
approval by the Stamford Board of Represemtatives,

' Now therefore ba Lt RESOLVED by the Board of Repras-tat:f:ve -of the City
of Stamford as follows: | e

. The jurisdiction of the following streets: Southerly portion

of Grayrock Place between Main Street and Tresser Blvd., a portion

of Tresger Blvd. from Atlantic Street East to Elm Street, a portion
of Broed Street from Growe East to East Main Street is HEREBY trans-
ferred from the Urban Redevelopment Commission to the City of Stam-
ford in accordance with the provisions of Ordinance Ne. 144 of the -
General Ordinsnce of the City. s aha

I so MOVE at this tims,

MR. MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. L

nor to my kn.cwledge has the committes in.spected the streets as part of its-
duties, However, the motion appears technical; the City engineer has in-
spected and accepted the streets which iz what's required by our ordinances,
and since it goes from one department to another, I would recomd affirming -
his motiomn.

MR, MILIER: We'll proceed tc & vote. The MOTION IS CARRTED UANANIMOUSLY,
with 23 members recorded as present. : I T

A

5
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BLANNING AND ZONING (Continued) ST . MDA

(1) LETTER OF 11/10/76 FROM COURTIAND TERRACE ASSN., INC. RE MORATORIUM ON_ CONDO-
S g T *MINIUIE AND MULTTPLE DWELLING UNITS BECAUSE OF THEIR DEMAND ON_CITY. SERI!IGES

~ ALSO QUESTIONING LEGALITY OF CONDOMINIUMS UNDER EXISTING STAMFORD ZONING LAWS
Held since 11/22/76. Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjournment.

Abeve item HELD IN COMMITTEE for next meeting. X i b R

(2) THE MATTER REGARDING APPEAL ON THE RICHARD SCHLESTNGER ZONING MATTER AND -
~ JUDGE BELINKIE'S MEMORANDUM. et D

Above item was handled at the JUI.Y 11, 1977 REGULAR BOARD MEETING

(3) LETTER TO MR. BAXTER DATED 4/5[77 FROM PAUL EB. CORBALLIS, DIRECTOR OF CORPORAI
Employae Ralations,' Pitney Bowes, regarding RE-NAMING OF WALNUT STREET ta that
of WALTER H. WHEELER, JR. Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjournment.

Abova item HELD TN COMMITTEE for next meeting. NPT S I

(4) ACCEPTANCE OF LIBERTY PLACE AS A CITY STREET. Held over from 6/6/77 dua to -
adjournment.

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE for next meeting. ) e

(5) ACCEPTANCE OF WALLACE STREET AS A CITY STREET. Held over £::om,_5£5/17 meeting
due to adjournmenta

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE for next meeting. e AR P

(6) LETTER OF 11/1/76 FROM COURTLAND TERRACE ASSN., INC. SUPPORTING AMERTCAN= -
ITALTAN ASSN. AGAINST X~-RATED MOVIE HOUSE LOCATING ON WEST PARK PLACE.
Requests legislation. Held since 11/22/76.

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE for aext meeting. P

(7) PETITION FROM ARTHUR PILACE RESTDENTS regarding unpleasant conditions emanating
from 60 Crescent St. Many trucks are operated from a residentially-zoned area.
Held over from §/6/77 due te adjournment of meeting.

Above item HELD IN COMMITIEE for next meeting. e e L i

(8) THE MATTER OF CATOONA LANE - ACCEPTANCE. Held over from 6/6/77 due to adjourn~
ment .

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE for next meeting. ——— e

(9) RE URBAN RENEWAL COMMISSION AND ACCEPTANCE OF STREETS.— Handled- at start of -
Planning & Zoning Committee as first item.

(10) LETTER DATED MAY 19, 1977 FROM SHIRLEY A. WALTER, enclesing maps-and drawings-
re Dartley St. and Dartley St. Extension, sasements, etc.

Above item HELD TN COMMTTTEE for next meeting.
hom
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PUBLIC WORKS - Alfred Perillo e

~

(1) LETTER OF MAY 18, 1977 ADDRESSED TO GOV, GRASSO FROM MRS, CATHERTNE "~~~ "~

-.SOLLITTO of 30 Hanover St., Stamford regarding Magee Avenue, the
"gupposed trash transfer site, open filth, rats, dirt stomrms, stench,
- ° continuous noise, etc." Above held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to
- P adjl : !c‘ . A - -t T

MR, PERILLO: The Commissioner, the Mayor and Ms, Semon met with the residents
on Magee Avenue June 3rd. All three had heard many complaints. The Mayor is
in agreement with all parties concerned down theve of the problems they do have,
They assured him that in time, the would have reservations on removing the
"~ - - 7 transfer station from the Hanover Street tuv another site on the other side.
: They promised to meet in a2 month again with hime and that's where it's hanging
at this point.

(2) I‘.EﬁE"R‘Hi' 5/23/77 FROM PACE REFUSE_re ng difffculty fm coltect S

ieinimn e money for trash collection services performed for City at residemtial
' locations. Above held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjournment,

MR. PERTILLO read a letter from the Law Department by Barry Boodman regarding
the difficulty in collecting the money from the trash collection service that
-~ -~ was performed -for the City. )

HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE - David I. Blum = : s
/"\
(1) THE MATTER OF LOCAT, CONSUMER PROTECTION AGENCY, Mr. Blum p‘!:anrto‘"h”otd‘*— R
a public hearing on this matter, Letters from Mayor Clapes and Nicholas
Tarzia. Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjournment,

MR. BLUM: I'll make it as short as possible. We're going to have a public
hearing September 8, 1977.

B (2)- MATTER OF SECURTITY AT THE STAMFORD RATILROAD STATION. M¥r. Blish is h'ol‘cttﬁ.‘g"‘“ 0
e a public hearing on this 6/29/77. Letter from City Reps. McInerney and. :
Wider. Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjournment.

MR- BLUM: A public hearing was held and there are some tlu’.ugs that are now
being processed in regawrd with the Mayor and the various City agencies.

y (3) LETTER 4/6/77 FROM DR, GOFSTEIN TO BOARD OF FINANCE en“dus‘.tﬁ'g‘r‘rlft' of—‘““—*“”"“—
— material re fee schedules for Health Dept., permits, ordinances,.etc. . .
- Sent to this Board at suggestion of Board of Finance, Held over from

6/6/77 meeting due to adjournment. .

MR. BLUM: Our committes voted 4~0 in favor of a change in fee and 4_d-~£n_: fmr
of an adoption of this ordinance,
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HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE (continued) =

(4) THE MATTER OF CONTINUED DUMPING AT HAIG AVENUE - Complaints of local
residents. Held over from 5/6/77 meeting due to adjournment.

MR. BLUM: We received a progress report from Sargent Butler who is going
- to look for the eanforcement of ordinances now on the books and intends to
come back to us within a month to tell us how he's getting along on it.

(5) LETTER FROM HEALTH DEPARTMENT TO HOUSING AUTHORITY RE GARBAGE AT LAWN -
~ 7 AVENUE AND CUSTER STREET. Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjourn=
ment.

MR. BLUM: We had Mr. Egan here representing the Housing Ai.ithor:l.ty, giving
us a progress report in regards to Custard Street and Lawn Avenue.,

(6) THE MATTER OF DAMAGED CURBS AND LACK OF CURBING IN GLENBROOK, at Cross=
g winds Condominiums and. other locations. City Rep. D'Agostino submitted
this ftem, Held over from 6/6/77 meeting due to adjournment,

Report made.

- = (7) COMPLAINT FROM MR, JACK DAZZO RE LACK OF SUPERVISION WHILE CHILDREN GO - - —-
N - SLEDDING (IN WINTER) AT STERLING FARMS GOLF COURSE. Held over from 6/6/77 — .
B meeting due to adjournment. Mr. Blum wrote Mr. Maguire on June 24th re
this matter.

MR. BLUM: The committee voted 3-0 with one abstentiom to call a conference
with the Mayor, the Golf Authority and the Board of Recreation toc allow sledding
and skating possibly with use of CETA workers or miscellanecus funds from the
Golf Authority or possibly use a small fee.

I _see that an ordinance or an amendment to t:he ordinance is now going to in-
clude noi.ses, etc. Tﬁat 8 our report.

In regard to V’assn:- Avenue, we had a | progress _Teport from Sargent_Bgt_l_g;_a.nL__

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - John Sandor S e 8 Tt S S

(1) REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO EOLD A PARADE AND BANNERS TO- HONOR UNITED NATIONS- -

o= ——WEEK in October, 1977 from UNICEF CENTER, INC., Passage Shops, One Landmark
Square, Katherine M. Cave, President. Oct, 23rd, or rain date of Oct. 30:11;
1-4 p.m.other details as outlined in letter of June 21, 1977. ;

Above item HELD IN COMMITTEE.

(2) REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF BOAT RENTAL FEES - Business Mgr. of Parks, Edward-
Condon verbal request 6/27., To submit details later.
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, BLOIS: The Parks Departmemt is initiating a Boat Rental Program for
Holly Pond at the Cove. The boa&ts to be used are dinghys used at the beginn=-
ing and ending of the boating season in our marinas, - This program will make
greater use of the vessels and will be operated on a self-sustaining basis, -
We are also requesting authorization to establish Revolving Account so -that -

-the funds realized from the program may be used to cover the cperating costs

for the program. This utilization of these boats will 'in no way compete with -
-any existing programs, but rather will enchance any other program by making
expanded use of this beautiful natural resource,

All rules and regulation will be submitted to the corporation counsel fox-ap- ---
.proval and all Federal, State and local laws and ordinances will be complied

with. They attached a rental schedule hers and the fees will be §1.00 per
hour Monday through Friday, 10:00 a.m. to 4:00, except holidays; $2.00 per
hour Monday through Friday from 4:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. and all day Saturday -
and Sunday and holidays. The minimm rental period would be 1 hour., Mr.
Chairman, I so move that these be approved, becaugse time i3 of essence and we
will be vunning finto August and they won't have but a couple of months to pur~
sue this.

MR. MILLER: 9ECONDED. Discussion. ' - )

MR, PERILLO: I have to question one issue here. Are we empowered to authorize --

them to establish a Revolving Fund?
MR. MILLER: I ‘cannot_: answer that questioﬁ. - R .

MR. PERIILO: 'I'hey too, questioned that they would be requesting it. I don't_

. see anything coming from the Law Department om it, -

MR. MILLER: If it's {llegal, I'm sure we'll hear about it from the Law Depart-

ment:. We'll proceed to a vote. The MOTION is CARRTED UNANIMOUSLY., One ABSTEN<.

TION (Mr. Morgan)

(3) - REQUEST FOR PERMIT FOR UNITED WAY TO HANG THREE. BANNERS.FOR,_UNTTED. FUND... ...

CAMPATGN, - Vere Wiesley to submit details as to location. of banners,
dates, ete, .

MR, BLOIS: I move that this be approved, because thia was wayla.:'.d Tast m mnth -

and it's the second month that it was on the agends. T so MOVE.

MR. MILLER: MOVED a.nd SECONDED. The Motiom is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. -

EDUCATION‘ WELFARE ARD GOVERNHEN’I.‘ COIMTTEE - Vere Wigsley ' -

MR. MILLER: Mr. Wiesley's not here, ) DO
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SEWER COMMITTEE - Thoma&s D‘Agostino

~~ III Grant Application Sections 14-6, 15-2 and 16—151:&1;0—Ldmi£ieuion—————

(1) LETTER DATED June 20, 1977 (received Jume 27, 1977) from Mayor re "Step

—No. 7734027, - e o

MR. DY'AGOSTINO: All the papers for 14-6, 15-2 and 16-1 grauts hsve been filed
sc we can take this off the agenda.

MR. MILLER: We will., This should go off the agends for the next Steering
Committee.

PUBLIC HOUSING AND GENERAL RELOCATION - Mr. Livingstoz— - — L
NO REPORT.

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - Robert Costello e st Sand e
MR. COSTELLO - We already made our report.

MR. BLOIS: I have something that is very urgent and I'd like to pass on to

our Chairman, Mr. Costello, from the Urban Renewal Committee. I think, may-

be Mr. Cosfello, as Chairman, could bring it to the attemtiom of the URC, =
that we don't have one bus top for people coming :into the shopping area of the
Mall to get off a bus or get on. I think this i3 & darn disgrace to build

138 acres of multi-million dollars, then when we're asking for busing and trans-
portation not provide for one down the cemter of town. If Mr. Costello would
pursue this with the URC, I'm sure they'd get some action om it. .

MR, COSTELLO: I'll bring it to the committee's attention and to the Commissioner’s

attention.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Lynn M, Lowden - e -

1 i _LETTER OF JUNE 15, 1977 FROM JEANNETTE SEMON, SUPERVISOR OF LIQUID WASTE
to Shippan Point Assn. re order situation at Stamford Watar Pollution
Control Facility, explaining problems and advising heavy chlorination is
being done, etec.

NO REPORT.

HOUSE COMMITTEE ~-Gerald Rybmick ko mim S, A

NO REPORT.

DRUG _AND ALCOHOL ABUSE COMMITTEE - John Schlechtweg, IT-———- TS
NO REPORT. : "
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CHARTER REVISION COMMITTEE - Christine Nizolek

~CHANCES ARE TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE ELECTORATE; AND REPORT. ON. THE MATTER .. .-

- MR, MILLER: We're considering it here, Mr. Blum.

~~OF BREAKING UP THE CHANGES INTO REFERENDUM QUESTIONS._____:_.-...__,.M.m___._-_m__.-_

MR. LOOMIS: T do want to present one item for the consideration of the Board.
The Charter Revision Committee met approximately two weeks -dgo. Present was -
myself, Miss Nizolek, Marie Hawe, and Bud Blois and we met at that time with --
Lois Pont-Briant, the Towm and City Clerk. We decided unanimously to bring

up to the Board to move that the Board set Tuesday, November 8th as a day

when the Charter question shall be presented to the voters of Stamford for -
action. Our two alternatives were going to a special electian or sta.ying

with the general election.

And we decided it was best to have these questions presented o the voters at

a general election, first of all, because of the cost imvolved Wwhich zZmounts

to roughly $20,000, Lif we were to have & special election. Secondly, and I

think more importantly, because of the fact that State law mandates if we 2re
going to have a special election you need 157, of those Inrolled, which in
Stamford translates to about I believe, eight to nine thousand voters. It was
our opinion that it would be difficult to get that many people out to vota
through a special election., T would move again, that the Board of Representatives
set Tuesday, November 8th as a day when Charter questions shall be present:ed to
the voters of Stamford.

MR, MILLER: MOVED and SECONDED. |

MR, BLUM: Eow is this going to be placed on the ballot?

MR, BLUM: Well, I think that we should. There are many items that are of
interest to the citizens of Stamford, and I'm sure they‘d Iike to know what
there voting for.

MR. MILLER: . That is a separate question which this- Boa.rd will ha,ve to address
itself to at the August nmeeting, I assume.

MR, LOOMIS: Mr. Blum, it was tentaviley decided that we would have eight

. separate questions which whould be approximately divided ‘according to how-the

Charter Revision Commission presented its report to us; that s to say wewould
_have a question with regard to the office of the Mayor, the Legislature; the -~
Admininstrative System, Boards and Commissions, Police and Fire, Budget and
Financial Administration, Personnel, the Board of Finance an& the:r a quest:t.on
regarding trausition.

.-f



MINUTES OF ADJQURNED MEETING JULY 18, 1977 RS

CHARTER REVISION COMMITTEE (continued) ISPty T WL e

MR. LOOMIS (continuing) Now all those mstters which we approved as a Board,
which pertain to those categories I've read, would fit under the question
that would be under one of these ten categories. I dou't think that we
- fully appreciate the number of changes we approved. They mumber over 400
and so it's going to be awhile before we properly group each of all those
changes under these categories. R

However, it is our intemtion to have temn categories and all those changes
under one of those ten categories. Let me say one last thing. State statutes
are silent as to approval by the Legislative body as to the exact wording of
the questions; they are silent because this invelves collaboration with the
Town and City Clerk. There's wording involved and there's a question of how
much space we can use to fit in the questions, so this is something that we
are in the process of working on, as Mr. Miller indicated. We'll report back
to you probably by the next meeting.

MR. MITLER: We‘ll proceed to & vote on the question which Ls approval of the
resolution that the Charter Revision matter should be voted on at the regular
November election in 1977. The MOTTON is CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY with 23 members
recorded as being present.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR - Nome e e R, e
PETITIONS - None ' Al Al

RESOLUTTONS - None :

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS and INDIVIDUALS - None - — — —— — oo -
OLD BUSINESS

MR, BLUM: I believe this is old business that I'm going to bring up. Last year
sometime I voted along with others, money to improve or to repalr the air condi-
tioning in this chamber. I'm sitting here sweltering, I'd like to know why -
what's the matter with these ducts? Why aren't we getting this air conditioning
and why do we have this battery of fans here? I think the public oughr_ to knaw.
We vote for something and we get nothing for it.

MR. BAXTER: In line with Mr. Blum's recent remarks or at lesst similar to them,

my memory tells me that in-a fit of enthusiasm about a year ago the Board thought
that it would be nice for us to get together for some sort of social event with

our spouses or friends, of our choice and I wonder if we might not consider that

again, before this Board no longer exists.

MR. MILLER: Those who wish to volunteer for the plcmic committee may come up
front. '
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OLD BUSINESS (continued)

MRS. McINERNEY: It seems I was Chairman of the Christmas Party that we de-
layed from June, July, August, right down to December and it was supposed to
be a picnic. It ended up & very delightful Christmas Party for those who -
atterded, but the response was very poor; very uncooperative and many people
just didn't want to be bothered, Mr. Baxter. So I suggest that you assume
the Chairmanship of this new get-together.

NEW BUSINESS - None

ADJOURNMENT: Mr. Miller declared the meeting ADJOURNED at 1l:33 P.M.

Lo Helet M. McEvoy, Administrative Asaistant;

and Recording Secretary

APPROVED:

N
Frederick E. Miller, Jr., Presifent
14th Board of Representatives

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

BHG et al
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