






































20. ML'IllTES OF JANUARY l6! 1978 REGULAR MEETING 

FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) 

( MRS. GOLDSTEIN said this problem arose because in the past all the money for the 
telephone account was lumped in the Public Works Department telephone account. This 
year, with the advent of CENTREX, the Mayor felt each department should really get a 
ballpark figure and this was not a figure easily determined since all accounts were 
lumped together in the past. Some accounts therefore are having a short-fall, but 
not too many. Primarily, there will be further requests for additional appropriations 
to meet the expenses accrued by this new means of budgeting. 

MR. BAXTER said perhaps out of $80,000,000.00, $2,000.00 isn't Significant, but the 
procedure well may be significant. Where is the offsetting $2,000.00 from other ac­
counts? If the problem is that he just guessed wrong on CENTREX and it's just too 
little money and we need $2,000.00 more, then that is another and more understandable 
thing. But if it's a mere mis-allocation, where is the off-setting figure and why 
don't we see that together. 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN said she would send all Board members a copy of Mr. Ruszkowski's report 
She said there are 11 accounts in deficit and 6 that are not in deficit and they don't 
balance out. 

MR. BAXTER said at the risk of boring some people to death, he would like to explain 
to Mrs. Goldstein that while the Federal Government can operate that way, he would 
like to see the City operate the same way he operates his household, that is to say, 
there is a limited amount of money available and you keep your spending within those 
limits. He is concerned about additional appropriations and intends to continue to 
express his concern and ask for justification of all extra spending. ( 

MR. BOCCUZZI asked if he were correct in hearing that six were o.k. and eleven were 
in deficit. 

GOLDSTEIN said if that is what she said •.•• 

MR. BOCCUZZI said to Mr. Baxter that he didn't think he going to find that $2,000. 
Also that we're going to be short a lot more, and that the appropriation should have 
said that CENTREX is costing us more. Why fool around, we know what the story is; 
this administration is just trying to hide it. 

FOX called for a vote on the machine since it now seemed to be in working order 
again. Mrs. Maihock, Mrs. Price, Mr. Blum, and Hays are abstaining. There are 
8 No votes and 23 YES votes. 

MR. asked that the CHAIR note that he is ABSTAINING as well. 

The vote then would indicate 5 ABSTENTIONS instead of 4. 

MR. FOX said that would be reflected in the machine, Mr. Darer's abstention. In 
order to be carried, the Motion required 25 votes, that being 2/3 of those present. 
Since there were only 23 YES votes, the MOTION is LOST. Mrs. Goldstein has another 
item to bring up, under SUSPENSION OF RULES. 

MR. FOX called for a vote on the Motion to Suspend the Rules. It was SECONDED and ( 
CARRIED UNA.l'ffi1OU SLY. 
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FISCAL COMMITTEE (continued) 

(11) RESOLUTION NO. 1140 AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF SIXTEEN MILLION FIVE HUNDRED 
FIFTY·THREE THOUSAND AND N!.~·NI~~ DOLLARS ($16,553.099.00) OF GE~ 
OBLIGATION COUPON BONDS OF THE CITY OF STAMFORD TO FI~CE CERTAIN OF THE 
CAPITAL PROJECTS IN THE CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDGETS FOR THE FISCAL YEARS 1974-1975, 
AS AMENDED; 1975-1976, AS AMENDED; 1976-1977, AS AMENDED; and 1977-1978; 
TO BE FINANCED WITH FUNDS RAISED BY BORROWING. 

This ite~ was APPROVED with a few of the ~embers being off the floor, by majority vote 

MRS. GOLDSTEIN: 
and I so MOVE. 

The Committee voted 8-0 in favor of acting on this bond resolution 
SECONDED. CARRIED. 

Mrs. Goldstein requested that the Administrative Assistant to include the resolution 
in the Minutes so she would not have to read it aloud since it is very long, and 
ever~one rec~ived a copy. 
the Minutes.) 

(Note: All Resolutions and Ordinances appear at the end of 

MRS. MAIHOCK said she does not believe she received it. 

MR. BLUM wished to ask a question regarding Ite~ ~10 under Fiscal but Mr. Fox told 
hi~ that ite~ had already been voted on and it was too late for discussion, and 
ruled that the question would not be in order at this ti~. 

LEGISLATIVE AND RULES CO~!ITTEE 

(1) PROPOSED CHANGES IN THE RULES OF ORDER OF THE 15th BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
re Co~ttees, page 4, ite~ 9 (Delete present #9 and ~ke substitutions listed) 
(See Agenda for details.) 

This ite~ was APPROVED with 33 YES votes; 2 NO votes, with the word "of" deleted and 
the word "is" added to ite~ (b) (l) •••• "and prior to discussion (OF is deleted here) 
an ite~ IS (IS is included here) reported out as being non·controversial" .••• 
(The full text is in the Agenda) 

MR. FESTO: The Legislative and Rules Co~ttee ~t Thursday, January 12, 1978 in 
the Republican Caucus Roo~. Present were Representatives Wil~t, Ray~nd, Markiewicz, 
McInerney, Darer, Sherer, and Festo. Also in attendance was Mr. Corbo. After discus· 
sion, it was decided that (b) (1) shouldread: 

"If, during the Chairman's report at the ~eting of the full Board, and 
prior to discussion, an ite~ is reported out as being non-controversial, 
then the Chairman shall re~ve that ite~ to the CONSENT AGENDA of the 
respective Committee." 

With that ~nd~nt noted, the Co~ttee voted 6-0 in favor, and I so }IDVE. SECONDED. 

MR. DIXON suggested that it mght be a good idea to add the word "APPROVED" so that 
it would read "STEERING COMMITTEE shall refer all APPROVED ite~s properly presented •.• " 

MR. FOX responded that Rule 8 on Page 4 would take care of that point. 

MR. SIGNORE expressed concern that so~ items mght get buried in committee, or one 
of the procedures used as a tool for killing items that should properly co~e up before 
the Board, and he would like an explanation of those possibilities. 

MR. FEIGHAN said they have not taken away the power of any ~mber of the Board to 
make a }~tion to ~ve any ite~ out of committee. He said that is within the Rules 
as they stand today. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. SIGNORE responded that is 
committee and bring it out on 
gets bottled up in committee. 

not a very easy thing to do, to vote to take it out of 
the floor; that's a very difficult thing to do once it 

( 

MR. FEIGHAN said he saw no problem with it, that it would be as easy to bury something 
in committee today as it is with the adoption of this Rule. 

MR. MORGAN said this proposal does not represent an opportunity to play politics by 
giving committee chairmen or steering committee members or anybody else additional 
opportunity to bury items they want to. He said the thrust of this proposal is simply 
to expedite the regular Board meetings which drag on and on, just like this one is do­
ing. He said there are many non-controversial items that could easily go on this kind 
of CONSENT AGENDa which are not controversial on which the vote would certainly be 
unanimous. In any case, just as a housekeeping matter, we could put them all in one 
place and act on them at one time. It is an innovative approach and. properly used, 
should be very helpful to the workings of this Boardaad he will support it. 

MR. MORGAN also said that if it does not work out, or if it is abused, or if it is 
just impractical for uses of the members of the Board, we could change it and go back 
to the old way, or some other way, but we should at this time try to make some changes 
to improve the current situation. It seems to him that there is sentiment on both 
sides of the aisle that Board meetings move too slowly and are often too concerned 
with non-germane items. This is an attempt to deal with that and it is a good effort. 

MR. LOOMIS made a MOTION to MOVE THE QUESTION. SECONDED. The voice vote is in ques- ( 
tion. MR. FOX called for a DIVISION, using the machine, which worked except for Mr. 
Fox's light. ~~. Carlucci left. Mrs. Goldstein left. The MOTION is LOST. 

MR. SIGNORE said he will go along with this item now afte~ hearing Mr. Feighan and 
Mr. Morgan and he will watch the situation very carefully for a few months to see if 
it works properly. He does, however, disagree with Mr. Morgan on the length of the 
meetings because he is sitting there with a microphone in his hand and says 've're 
full of hot air and we love to hear ourselves talk. I'm being very honest about that. ' 

MR. FOX said ~ost of the talk should be done in committee and we wouldn't have to 
do it on the night of the meeting. 

MR. SIGNORE said it isn't being done in committee. 
"d" about publicity releases being made only by the 
the Majority Report. If the Chairman doesn't agree 
make the report. 

But he has another question about 
Chairman, or his appointee, of 
with the Majority, does he still 

MR. FEIGHAN said that the Chairman always reports out on the committee's action regard­
less of the outcome of the vote. 

MR. BAJcrER said he was upset by the last sentence of "d" and did not intend to hand­
write every word that he spoke in giving his report. 

MR. FOX said this was discussed last time and the intent was to get away from the 
requirement of a written report; that ~~. Dixon made a specific point of that. ( 

t1R. BAXTER then withdrew his comments. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RlJLES COMMITTEE (continued) 

23. 

}~. BLUM wanted clarification on the CONSENT AGENDA, asking about discussion of items 
that a chairman of a committee is Rutting on the CONSENT AGENDA. 

~. FOX said if there is discussion, it would not get on the CONSENT AGENDA. If ther! 
is any debate or any objections to it, it would not go on. 

~. HAYS made a mTION to MOVE THE QUESTION. SECONDED. CARRIED. 

~. FOX called for a voice vote which was in doubt, so a DIVISION was taken, using 
the machine. He said two-thirds, or 23 affirmative votes were required. There were 
33 YES votes and 2 NO votes. The MOTION was CARRIED. 

(2) REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF LEASES AT 66 WEST MAIN ST., THE FORMER WEST MAIN CO~nrNI1 
CENTER, BETWEEN THE CITY OF STAMFORD AND (A) COMMUNITY RETURN, INC. i and (B) THE 
BRIDGEPORT ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESAN CORP. (See Agenda for details) 

This item ~as HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

MR. FESTO: The committee voted 7-0 in favor to Hold in Committee in order that. the 
Planning Board would meet on this matter and forward their recommendations. 

(3) FOR PUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE SUPPLEMENTAL AMENDING ARTICLE III, RENT 
CONTROL, (CHAPTER TEN) OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES. (See Agenda for details) 

This item APPROVED FOR PUBLICATION UNANIMOUSLY. 

MR. FESTO said this is to streamline the hearing process for claims of retaliatory 
action filed with the Fair Rent Commission and the Co~ttee voted 7-0 in favor, 
and he so MOVED. SECONDED. MR. WIDER'S committee did not meet on this, HOUSING & 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE. 
MR. FOX called for a vote and the item was passed ~~roUSLY. 

(4) RESOLUTION NO. 1141 DESIGNATING LONG RIDGE VILLAGE AS A HISTORIC DISTRICT. 
(See Agenda for details. Resolution appears at end of Minutes.) 

~~. FESTO said this is a proposed resolution to have Long Ridge Village designated 
as a historic district which would allow the creation of a committee to investigate 
the feasibility of this. The committee voted 5 in favor, one opposed, and he so 
MOVED. SECONDED, 

MR. FOX called for a vote and it was CARRIED with 1 NO vote ~Mr. Markiewicz) and 
the rest YES votes. 

(5) ORDINANCE NO. 366 SUPPLEMENTAL GRiu~ING TAX EXEMPTION FOR PARISH OF ST. JOHN'S 
PROTESTA.~ EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF ST~~ORD - (See Agenda for details) (Ordinance 
appears at end of Minutes.) Publication waived and final adoption approved. 

MR. FESTO made a MOTION to WAIVE PUBLICATION. SECONDED. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 

MR. FESTO said t~~ exemption is retroactive to date of purchase by the church; that 
there have been no taxes paid so there is no reimbursement involved. There is no 
waiver of lien fees should there be any needed to record tax liens. The committee 
voted 7-0 in favor and he so MOVED. SECONDED. 

MRS. RITCHIE said that Fiscal did not act on this item. 

MR. FOX called for a vote and final adoption was APPROVED UNA-~USLY. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

(6) LETTER OF 12/29/77 SUBMITTING PROPOSED RESOLUTION ON BEHALF OF M.A.A. FROM AT-rL 
PAUl. SHAPERO OF SHAPERO AND BINGHAM, A'ITYS., requesting to be heard. 

This item DEFEATED by a vote of 8 YES; 26 NO. (Personnel Committee unanimously recom­
mended approval; Legislative & Rules Committee unanimously recommended denial.) 
Tally sheet attachea at end of Minutes. 
MR. FESTO said the administrators of the City are prohibited by State law from being 
members of their respecttle unions, that the point of this resolution would be to 
recognize legal existence of the association and to permit that association to seek 
recognition by the State Asse~ly. The committee voted none in favor, 7 opposed to 
approval of this resolution. he feeling of the committee was that it is of no benef 
to the City to recognize the legal existence of this informal association at this tim 

MR. FOX: So the committee was unanimously against it? 

MR. FESTO: Correct. 

MR. ZELINSKI: The Personnel Committee met on Tuesday, January 10, 1978. Present 
were Representatives DeLuca, Ventura, Santy, Wilmot and Zelinski. Absent were 
David Blum and Mildred Perillo, due to illness. We met with Mr. Alan Ketchum who 
is President of the MuniCipal Administrators Assn., and their attorney, Mr. Bingham. 
After considerable discussion with the two gentlemen, we voted 5 in favor and none 
against for the following resolution: "BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED that the City of 
Stamford, acting herein by the Board of Representatives •..•.. 

MR. FOX: Just a moment, }~. Zelinski, we have to be sure we're talking about the 
same resolution. This is the same one, is it not? This is not an amendment to it? 

MR. ZELINSKI: No, it is the same one accompanying the letter that Mr. Festo's com­
mittee received •.. !'i~s legislative body, hereby petitions the General Asseobly of 
the State of Connecticut for the passage of a Special Act to the following effect: 
Notwithstanding any of the provisions of Section 7-467 to 7-477 of the General 
Statutes of the State of Connecticut, the }funicipal Administrators Association of 
the City of Stamford shall be recognized as a lawful'employee organization' for the 
purposes of collective bargaining as set out in said Sections 7-467 to 7-477 of the 
General Statutes of the State of Connecticut." 

( 

Just for some information for my fellow colleagues, the M.A.A. is comprised of those 
Civil Service Servants in the Classified Service as defined in the Stamford Charter 
who are not members of any local civil servants' union, and who hold so-called super­
visory or administrative pOSitions with the City. Now, these jobs range from Shift 
Foreman and Administrative Assistant to Division and Bureau Heads. 

There are approximately 96 persons eligible. They are employed in every branch of 
the City Government under Civil Service Regulations, except for the Police and Fire 
Departments, and the educational branch of the Education Dept. All Police Sergeants, 
Captains, Lieutenants, and Majors are members of a union. The Chief, being under 
contract, is the sole exception. The same is true of the Stamford Fire Dept., with 
Lieutenants, Captains, Deputy Chiefs, all membars of the union. Scholastic admin­
istrators up to principal in the Board of Education have their bargaining unit. Only ( 
those in housekeeping positions and the MAA are denied collective bargaining. Now 
the purpose of this legislation is to enable the M.A.A ..... 

MR. FOX: Mr. Zelinski, I think we had all that. I don't know that it's necessary 
to go into that detail. We had the report from L&R. We've had the report from your 
com~ttee. I think we've been favored with the paperwork surrounding it. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. ZELINSKI: Well, if I may, I kno~ it's late, but it does involve 96 people and 
I think, and I just had a few points which I received in a letter just this evening 
which the other members don't have. I'll make this as brief as I can, if I may con­
tinue? As I was saying, the purpose is to allow the association to act as a bargain­
ing unit in dealing with the City. The legislation is necessary because of the vague· 
ness of the state statute presently existing which excludes supervisory employees froD 
becoming members or organizing as a bargaining unit in dealing with labor relations 
questions with municipal corporations. I'm going to pass over and just hit the high 
points. This will enable the State legis ••••.• 

MR. FOX: How many high points do we have, Mr. Zelinski? (laughter) 

MR. ZELINSKI: I don't think it is a laughing matter •..• 

MR. FOX: No, neither do I. 

MR. ZELINSKI: It involves 96 people. Now I know it's late and I've listened to 
some other arguments regarding lawn-mowers ••.• 

MR. FOX~ It is not a question of being late, Mr. Zelinski. We'll take the time we 
need. I think the point relates to whether it is necessary in conjunction with your 
report of your co~ittee to go into that much detail. Your committee voted it out 
favorably. I think we've all had the opportunity to be part of your committee m~eting 
and to hsar the information which was presented. We've already had the report of Mr. 
Festo and I don't know that it is necessary, all of this letter. If there is addi­
tional information that we sho~ld have had but don't have, then maybe we should hold i 

MR. ZELINSKI: O.K., ther. if I could just finish up; then I won't even quote this 
letter. I'll just say this. These are the only members of any group who are not 
covered by any bargaining, and when questioned, when I posed the question to ~~. 
Ketchum, I found out that, number one, the process now for these people, if they want 
a raise is to go to the Personnel Commission individually and get the raise, or not 
get the raise. The Stamford Board of Representatives does not play any part in this 
at all. If we approve this resolution, all we're doing is allowing the State Legis­
lature to enable them to bargain collectively. We are not the sole answer here. 
But if they do get it, then they'll be in a position to come back to Stamford, to 
this Board, as other contracted groups do, such as we approved this evening, the 
teachers and so forth, and this will give the Soard of Representatives a better input 
into their contracts and conditions. And I think this would be beneficial to them 
and to the City. 

MR. FOX: Your committee is voting and reporting this out favorably? 

MR. ZELINSKI: Yes sir, it is. 

MR. FOX: There has been the report of L&R which voted unanimously against it. 
Personnel voted unanimously in favor of it. I would suggsst we deal with it in a 
positive fashion. There being a ~mtion to approve this resolution, is there a second? 
SECONDED. Discussion? 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES CO~lMITTEE (continued) 

MR. FESTO: In light of the verbal deluge by Mr. Zelinski, I'd like to clarify the 
position. the reasons behind the L&R vote. These administrators have negotiated 
with the City in the past and the City has recognized this informal group. If we 
approve this resolution, we are giving them legal existence .which they did not 
possess before. thereby creating a legal power which this group did not possess 
before. When specifically questioned by the committee as to the potential member­
ship. true, there were 96 potential members. but when asked how many were actual 
members of the group. Mr. Ketchum was unable to give the committee a satisfactory 
answer. They also indicated that they have been satisfied in the past to accept 
the same terms that were negotiated with other bargaining units which the City has 
granted them-In the past. they have gotten similar contractual agreements as other 
unions. Therefore. I don't think, in light of the fact that they already get what 
they supposedly will be requesting, to grant them legal existence. I don't think 
it is in the best interest of the City at this time. And that was the feeling of 
the committee. 

( 

MR. SIGNORE: I've been informed that we are not giving them legal existence. What 
we'd be doing would be allowing them to present it to the State Legislature and that 
is all it is. I don't see what we're fighting, if they want the right to go to the 
State Legislature, why don't we give them that right and let them present it to the 
State Legislature. 

MR. MDRGJL~: Through you, Mr. President, to ~~. Zelinski. Do I understand the basic 
thrust of this to be that not only will we have the workers of the City of Stamford ( 
organized into a union, the MEA, but we're going to create a management union made up 
of the administrators as well, so we'll have two organized groups - two legal entities 
two unions representing different constituencies within the City? 

MR. ZELINSKI: That is correct. 

MR. BLUM: Right now the State MuniCipal Labor Act does not allow middle management 
to form into a collective bargaining agency. All they're asking is for us to give 
them a go-ahead to go to the State. To go to the State to present their case. 
That's all they're asking. They're asking us to vote for them to go to the State to 
present their case. Whether they will have another uniin, that is up to them. 

~m. BOCCUZZI: You say we want to give them permission to go to the State? If we give 
them permiSSion to go to the State to be recognized as a legal bargaining unit, we're 
actually saying, yeah, go get permission that we're going to recognize you. You are 
giving them permission to do something that maybe you don't want them to do. And if 
they're getting the benefits all the other people are getting with contracts, why do 
they want to join the union? Is there som~thing else involved that we don't know 
about? From what I can understand, we'veVgiven them~fiaises and what-not, that the 
other muniCipal employees get. always e 

MR. WllJDT: As a point of clarification, we were told, and it was our understanding 
in the Personnel Committee that these people are middle-management people and it might 
be in both terms of their numbers and their positions, in the administratio~ they're 
analogous to the Stamford Administrative Unit, or the unit of the Teacher Administrat~ 
the PrinCipals, and Vice-Principals, on whose contract we earlier voted tonight. It w. 
our opinion chat since collective bargaining and the procedures therein are determined 
by the State, that this question in its ultimate resolution, should be allowed to be 
decided in Hartford and that it would be totally proper for us to petition Hartford 
to resolve this question one way or another. 
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COrlMITTEE (continued) 

27. 

MR. BAXTER: I'd like to point out two things that strike me as making the recom­
mendation of the Personnel Committee dangerous. The first is that it appears to be 
needless and that is to say I'm not yet aware, although I could be corrected, of any 
individual citizen needing the permission by resolution of this Board to go to its 
State Legislature and ask teem to consider or re-consider any statute that exists on 
the books. As far as I know, one of the things that has been given to us by the 
Federal Constitution, as well as the State Constitution, is the ability to call up 
Serrani, or Abate, and ask them to do whatever we want them to do. And to hold 
them accountable at the polls if they don't, number one. So I just don't understand 
why anyone needs our permission to talk to the State, number one. 

Number two, when you're asking for a group to be recognized as the collective bar­
gaining agent for a whole mass of people, which we've been told tonight numbers 9~, 
we don't know how many are in that group. What we're doing is saying to those 
people, 94 people, if you want to bargain, and if you can get somebody to, in the 
State, to agree, we're going to tell you who's going to do it. Not you 94, you 
can't sit together and vote and get the bargaining union that you may want to start 
up, or some other union, or this, or that. We're going to tell you who you are going 
to take. And we're going to do that without having any idea of how many people are 
now members of that union. When you start intruding into this type of area, and 
trying to be nice guys and to h~lp a couple of people who come before you, you have 
to be careful, in my judgment, of what it is you're doing. And I strongly reco~nd 
that we follow the recommendation of the L&R Committee and overturn this. Thank you. 

MRS. McINERNEY: It's very hard to follow Mr. Baxter who says everything so simply 
and plainly. But in agree~nt with most of the speakers, by approving this resolu­
tion tonight, we are in fact asking Hartford to allow us under our Home Rule to let 
this group unionize. It's as simple as that. And I don't particularly feel that we 
are in a position to allow any more unions to start when they have been operating 
and functioning and getting raises in the past. There is no one there who has a 
grievance that is that tremendous, and I really think that we should reject this. 

MR. VEmURA made a MOTION to MOVE !HE QUESTION. SECONDED. CARRIED. 

MR. FOX called for a Voice Vote. He said the CHAIR is in doubt and called for a 
DIVISION, using the machine. Mr. Fox's light is not working and he votes no. The 
final tally is 8 iES; 26 NO; the MOTION is LOST. 

(7) RESOLUTION NO. 1142 CONCERNING A COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF ST~~­
FORD AND THE HOUSING AUTHORITY COVERING ALL EXISTING OR CONTEMPLATED PUBLIC 
HOUSL~G UNITS. (See Agenda for detail. Resolution is at end of Minutes) 

Item #7 was APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY. Discussion follows. 

MR. FESTO: Item 7 is for modification of the existing contract between the City and 
the Stamford Housing Authority. As set forth in a resolution which was in the package 
on everyone's desk tonight, the Board is being asked to acknowledge the existence of 
what is called a "Cooperation Agreement" between the City and the local housing 
authority. These agreements were executed back in 1939, and two in 1952; apparently 
the originals have been misplaced and HOD is requesting the City acknowledge the 
existence of these documents. And that is merely what we would be doing by approving 
this resolution. The committee voted 7 in favor to approve and I so MOVE. SECONDED. 

PUBLIC 'HOUSING A.~D COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE concurs. 

}lR. FOX: The MOTION is CARRIED UNA.1f!MOUSLY. 
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PIJl~NG AND ZONING COMMITTEE - George Baxter and Leo Carlucci, Co-Chairmen 

MR. BAXTER: 
12, 1978 at 
a quorum of 

Let me first say that the Planning and Zoning Co~ttee met on January 
7:15 P.M. Present were Messrs. Robie, Tiani and Carlucci, constituting 
the Committee. 

MR. FOX, MR. BA.~ER, and MR. DARER discussed the merits of placing the first three 
items under Planning and Zoning, the acceptance of 3 streets: Heritage Lane, 
Jonathan Drive, and Buxton Farms Road, on the CONSENT AGENDA which had been adopted 
as part of the Rules of the Board this evening. 

MR. BAXTER was concerned that the precise description of the City Engineer, William 
Sabia, be made a part of the record, and since it appears cn the Agenda, he agreed 
to MOVE items 1, 2, and 3 to the CONSENT AGENDA. 

(1) ACCEPTANCE OF HERITAGE ~~ as a CITY STREET - See regular Agenda and 
CONSENT AGENDA. 

(2) ACCEPTANCE OF JONATHAN DRIVE as a City Street - See regular Agenda and 
CONSENT AGENDA. 

(3) ACCEPTANCE OF BUXTON FAR}ffi ROAD as a City Street - See regular Agenda and 
CONSENT AGENDA. 

~m. PERILLO stated that Public Works Committee concurred with Planning and Zoning 
Committee for approval of items 1, 2, and 3. ( 

(4) REOUEST FOR ACCE?TA.~CE OF BUTTERNUT LANE as a CITY STREET - (See regular Agenda 
for detail) 

~m. B.\XIER said the commit~ee voted to HOLD IN COM}UTTEE since they had not 
received the City Engineer's certification. 

(5) REQUEST FOR ACCEPT.~~CE OF MALIBU ROAD as a CITY STREET - (See Agenda for detail) 

MR. BAXTER said they voted to HOLD IN COMMITTEE awaiting the City Engineer's certifi­
cation. 

(6) ACCEPTANCE OF LIBERTY PLACE as e CITY STREET - (See Agenda for detail) 

MR. BAXTER said they voted to HOLD IN COMMITTEE until Corporation Counsel can complete 
a title search of the land beneath the road. 

(7) ACCEPTA.~CE OF CATOONA LAJ.~ as a CITY STREET - "(See Agenda for detail) RESOLUTION 
i~1l43 • 

~m. BAXTER said this road has been in existence for some time but needs to have engine 
ering work to determine what it needs to bring it up to City standards under Section 
640 of the City Charter. And just for those members who are new on the Board, this 
Charter section generally is used when a development has been made and the bond has 
either been forfeited or is gone or is no longer adequate to bring the road up to ( 
City standards, and the procedure set up by our Public Works Department to do prelim­
inary engineering work to determine what extent and what kind of work and at w~at cost 
would be needed roughly to bring the street up to City standards. (RESOLUTION ~1143 
covering this item appears at the end of the Minutes.) MOVED. SECONDED. 

MR. PERILLO said Public Works concurs. 
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. DARER: My only comment regarding this, and it is nothing personal to Catoona 
Lan~ is that I'm quite concerned that regarding the whole question of bonding 
builders and developers, the exposure of the taxpayers in the future to insufficient 
bonds and the lapsed bonds and other types of instruments, it may leave the City open 
to considerable financial risk in the future. And I would like to ask you, Mr. 
President, to, in some way, some form or another, through Steering, to assign to 
a proper committee an investigation of this whole exposure possibility in the future 
to see to it that we do have the proper ordinances that protect the City from this 
type of possible massive expenditure of taxpayers' money, whether it be by the 
individual homeowner on the street involved, or through general taxation funds. 

MR. FOX: Mr. Darer, in accordance with the Rules of the Board, I would suggest that 
you submit to the Steering Committee in writing what you just said: and at that time 
I expect it will be aSSigned to the proper committee . 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE - Alfred Perillo 

MR. PERILLO said there was no other report. 

HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE - David I. Blum 

MR. BL~ said no report. 

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - George Hays 

MR. HAYS: Our Committee met Wednesday, January 11, 1978. Present were Represe~tativE 
Rybnick, Perillo, Ventura, Hays: and Mr. Wider was excused because of a conflict with 
another meeting. The matter of Marina Fees for the forthcoming boating season was 
before the committee, and we acted upon a letter dated 1/4/78 submitted to us by 
Robert Cook, Supt. of Parks, wherein he requested various fees. I'll not ouline 
these fees because I believe everybody received a copy of the letter. He presented 
his case but we felt we were short certain information and asked that it be provided 
prior to tonight in which case ~'d not vote that evening, but would poll the commit­
tee tonight. We received the information and voted 3-1 to reco~nd the following: 

not 
That the fees for the 16' moorings~be increased from $60. to $80 as he requested, 

but from $60 to $70; 
That up to 16', not be increased from $50 to $70 as requested, but from $50 to $60: 
That the Southfield moorings to go up $10 as requested, from $30 to $40: 
That the outSide moorings go up to the requested amount of $10 additional; 
And all of the fees they requested be approved with the exception that there be 

no increase for any citizen owning a boat registered in the State of Connecti­
cut who presents eVidence of his or her age being 62 years or over. 

And I would so MOVE. SECONDED. 

MR. BOCCUZZI asked what do they get for the $10.00 increase on the SouthfiEld 
moorings? 

MR. HAYS replied new lighting, decreasing pilferage, security . He said the Parks 
Dept. has contracted a total of $52,Oooof capital investment for the three marinas 
of which about $25,000 will be for new lighting. 
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. BOCCUZZI said that the Southfield Marina has been a sore spot with them for a ~ 
long time; that they have been promised things and don't get them. He personally 
would like tosee a breakdown on what lighting is going where and exactly what benefit 
the people in Southfield would get for the increase in their fees. How much extra 
lighting, what type, and what ot~er benefits. These people have been paying fees 
for a long time and for the money they have invested, they get nothing. They can't 
even put a boat in the water. He is strictly against raising fees Without a 
specific expenditure to this particular marina - Southfield. 

MR. HAYS said the type of lighting is the new, high-pressure, sodium lamps which 
give an illumi~on five times greater than the old type. This year for the first 
time salary breakdowns will be allocated to specific marinas based on time-sheet 
records rather than guesswork as in the past. Into consideration will have to be 
taken such things as the contractual increase of 67., 10% on seasonal, materials, 
equipment, hardware, electricity. This does uot include clerical expense or park 
police. 

MR. BOCCUZZI asked if it would be possible to hold it in committee for one month. 

~IR. HAYS agreed that it would pose no real problem. 

The MOtion made by Mr. Boccuzzi to HOLD IN COMMITTEE was MOVED, SECONDED, and 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 

EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNNENT CONMITTEE - Mildred Ritchie 

(1) REPORT DATED 12/21/77 FROM BOARD OF EDUCATION ON FOOD SERVICE PROGRAM. 
(See Agenda for detail) 

No action necessary. Report made by Chairperson Mildred Ritchie as follows: 

MRS. RITCHIE: Mr. Markiewicz and I met with the Fiscal Commdttee. Mr. LiVingston 
of our committee was absent that evening. ~~. B. R. Reed was there with two 
representatives of A.R.A. and the report they submitted was discussed. Their 
projected figure of profit was $58,000 but as you can see the net total of $1,138. 
This means that when they opened up, the equipment was so dilapidated after not 
being used for so many years that they had to replace a lot of equipment. We were 
denied the free food under the government program because we were not an on-gOing 
program then. Therefore, for a couple of months we received no allocation from 
FDA, but the Board of Ed and ARA are going to apply for these funds in the future. 
Another reason the profits were lower than expected was that all the schools were 
not open; the last satellite school just opened last week. Participation is grow­
ing larger and larger and many students are benefitting by this. 

SEWER COMMITTEE - Charles Wilmot, Jr. 

MR. WILMOT said he had no report. 

HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE - Lathon Wider, Sr. 

( 

MR. WIDER reported that they met with the Community Development Program Staff ( 
for the past three weeks. Mrs. Hawe, Mr. Darer and Mr. DL~on also attended those 
meetings and he wishes to thank them on the record. He urged all Board members 
to attend as many of the upcoming meetings as pOssible: tomorrow, the 17th at 
Cloonan School; also January 26th; and February 7th. 
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HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE (continued) 

31. 

MR. BLUM asked if Mr. Wider could tell him whether he was correct in understanding 
that the Representatives will nave some input into the budget, or input as to the 
allocation of the $1.8 Million, into what projects this money would go. 

MR. FOX said that question is not proper at this time since this is a report, and 
not an item on the Agenda, that perhaps Mr. Wider could clarify it after the meeting 
for him. 

MR. FEIGHAN mentioned that tomorrow is the last day for submission of proposals 
for use of those funds so technically after tomorrow evening's meeting, there is 
nothing that can be done for funds. 

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - John Schlechtweg, II. 

(1) CHANGE IN URBAN REDEVELOPMENT PlANS IN CONNECTION WITH CHA.'!PION INTERNATIONAL' 5 
PROPOSED BUILDING ON RE-USE PARCEL. 

This item HELD IN COMMITTEE. Report made. 

MR. SCHLECHTWEG: We won't be acting on this item tonight due to insufficient 
information to conduct a hearing. We're scheduling a hearing for February 1st. 
I have a brief report on our committee meeting held on Dec. 21, 1977 at 7:30 p.m. 
Presen~ were Margaret Price, Charles Festo, Ralph Loomis, and myself. Absent 
was George Ba~ter. Also attending were Corbo Fiorenzio, Edith Sherman, James 
Hibben, Phil Holt. The purpose of the meeting was to bring both committee members 
and Board members up-to-date on the entire Urban Renewal Project and to explain 
the events that will be taking place during the next two years. Mr. Hibben and 
Mrs. Sherman outlined a series of important dates which should be noted by Board 
members concerning the regional garage. Regional garage plans should beready for 
review by City departments mid-January. 

Final plans for bidding will be ready mid-February . Bidding will take place mid-Marc 
Bids to be opened in May. 

Contracts to be awarded in June, and t&e starting date of construction will be June. 

The package which the Board of Representatives will be asked to act upon conSist of 
three items: (1) a plan change, an amendment to the 1968 contract with the developer 
(2) and a supplement to the 1968 parking agreement. This package will be ready in 
early March for approval at our April meeting. There will be a hearing in March on 
this. After Board approval, the Mayor and Commission can act. 

Binding agreements, it might be noted that binding agreements with department stores 
will already have been executed at this time; so when we do act on these three 
documents, this all would have been past history. Just some dates I wanted to 
bring up-to-date. 

ENV!RONMENTAL PROTECTION COMHITTEE - Ralph Loomis 

MR. LOOMIS said there was no report. 
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SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

HOUSE COMMITTEE - Audrey Maihock 

MRS. MAmOCK had no report. 

DRUG AND ALCOHOL ABUSE COMMITTEE - Jeremiah Livingston 

MR. FOX said Mr. Livingston is not here. 

TRANSPORtATION COMMITTEE - Paul Esposito - No report. 

COMMUNIC.~TIONS FROM THE MAYOR - None. 

PETITIONS - None. 

RESOLUTIONS 

MR. SIGNORE: I have a Sense-of-the-Board Resolution which I am submitting on 
behalf of Mrs. Santy and myself concerning the elevation of the Rev. Joseph 
Heffernan to the rank of Monsignor in the Roman Catholic Diocese of Bridgeport. 
(Mr. Signore read the resolution.) 

~~. FOX asked Mr. Signore 
have it for our records. 
is attached at the end of 

to submit the resolution to the staff so that we wculd 
It was MOVED, SECONDED, and CA.RRIED UNANIMOUSLY. A copy 
the Minutes. 

COMMUNICATIONS F3.OM OTHER SOARDS and INDIVIDUALS - None. 

OLD BUSINESS - Ntme. 

NEW BUSINESS 

MR. BLUM: I would just like to make a remark under New Business. I may be shut 
with this but I just want to say under New Business we have passed today something 
on the CONSENT AG~~ that I feel has taken away some of our rights of ~~pression 
on this Board. 

MRS. MAmOCK: I noticed this evening as I was coming to the Board meeting, and I 
make this as a suggestion, that the Christmas tree lights are still on - on the 
tree in back of the Old Town Hall. And :I.f the City is paying for them, I suggest 
that maybe we'd better consider turn~g them off. 

MR. FOX: I will suggest that possibly you get in touch with the Mayor (laughter). 
I'm not really sure who the proper official is. I suggest you start with Public 
Works. 

MR. BOCCUZZI: I'd just like to ask, is it possible to have Committee signs made so 
that when a Committee is behind the door, that sign be put on the door so that the 
Committee doesn't get interrupted with people looking in for different committees, 

( 

or asking stupid questions (laughter). If we had a sign out there, we could very f. 
well get a lot more ~10rk done without these unnecessary interruptions. '\ 

MR. FOX suggested that Nr. Boccuzzi t3ke this up with the House Coa:mittee. 

MR. SIGNORE said but they are open meetings, aren't they? 
MR. FOX: I don't think he is saying that they can't go in. 
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MR. BOCCUZZI: I'm not saying you can't come in. All I'm saying -- for example, 
we had one lawyer who came in looking for a particular meeting, then decided to 
stay there with the door open and listened. 

MR. FOX: Just a couple of points before we leave. Some members of the Board 

33. 

who have not received plaques should leave their name with the staff before you 
leave. The other point that has been brought to my attention is that there are 
wallet-sized cards being printed up which identify you as a member of this Board 
and those have not been received yet. They have been ordered and should be coming 
in shortly from the printer. 

MR. ZELINSKI asked about the shields for the new Representatives. 

MR. FOX said they have not been ordered as yet as the prices have gone up sub­
stantially and we want to clarify how many people actually need them. 

MRS. MAIHOCK said she had a very interesting suggestion from someone this evening 
that perhaps we could get an estimate from Wright Technical School to make them 
up, and she would look into it. 

MR. FOX: There being no further bUSiness, I would entertain a Motion to Adjourn. 
MOVED ~d SECONDED. CARRIED. 

ADJOutOO!ENT AT 12 :45 A.M. 

APPROVED: 

.;;;; Y-.JCy.~~-~. 
l:esident 
resentatives 

Helen M. NcEvoy, Administrative ASsistfnt 

Note: The above meeting was broadcast 
over Radio Station WSTC in its 
entirety. 



• • 

( 

( 

< 


