


















































18. MINUTES OF WEDNESDAY, OCTCBER 4, 1978, REGULAR MEETING 18.

LEGISIATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. DARER said during the questioning period of this church, they were asked what
they were going to do with that land and they said at that time they had no

concept or thoughts of what they were going to do with it, and based om that
answer, the L&R Committee voted not to give abatement. WNow it might be of interest
to this Board that the L&R Committee is working on a comprehensive ordinance or
program that will involve itself with this entire question, and I would ask the
Board to give us an opportunity to develop this into legislation, if you will,

and bring it forward sometime in the future.

MR. WIIMOT said he is sure he doesn't have to remind the Board members that every
piece of additional property that receives tax abatament from this Board ultimatelw
costs the taxpavers of this Citv additional taxes. It shrinks the size of the
Grand List, therefore, increasing the burden on the existing properties remaining
on that taxable List. He feels the abatement ordinance is extremely fair and
should be adopted as recommended by Mr. Feighan. He said that the house and

land surrcunding it is for an Assistant Pastor, not for the primary residence

for the Pastor of the church, so the Committee stratched the point, compromisad,

MR. BAXTER said it would not bother him iZ we removed zbatement froma svery relig-
ious institution, including the church which he contributes to, but if we are going
to give it to some, we had better be careful that we do it for all, properly and
evenly. To differentiate between a Pastor and an Assistant Pastor is a dangerous
concept. And to conclude that youhave to construct on land is fallacious. Open
space is not only desirable and enjoyvable, but zoning requires certain minimum
sized plots in certain zoning districts, Mr. Baxter disagrees with the main
motion and supports the amendment.

MR. BAXTER said that each of us in the room who are homeowners and who bought
homes or any other real estate a few years ago, now find that, to our astonishment,
that real estate is worth twice, or even triple, in dollars what it was worth
four-and-a~half years ago. Might we not, If we were superficial, think that
there i3 a profit somehow, that land which cost $20,000 now costs $40,000, and

we think it is & profit, until we go and try to buy something eslse, and then we
recognize that inflation had reared its ugly head and while the dollars may be

the same, you have not increased necessarily your relative purchasing position.

So the question on profit and sale at a gain is, to me, an erroneous financizal
judgment. We are not an income tax, we are not taxing for capital gain, we are
taxing for use, City services, if we make the decision not to charge ecclesiastical
bodies for City services, which I think we have a perfect right to do.

MR. FOX called for a vote on the Motion to Amend, to provide for tax abatement
for the entire parcel of property. The MOTION is CARRIED with 17 YES, 14 NO,
and 6 ABSTENTIONS, for full abatement, as originally submitted, FOR PUBLICATION.

(4) PROPOSED ORDINANCE FOR TAX ABATEMENT FOR EVANGELICAL CHURCH. FOR PUBLICATION.

MR. FEIGHAN said the original from which they were working, which is amended back
to the way it was originally read, of which a copy had been sent to all members.
At this point, he would like to add to these three abatements, also unanimously
recommended by the L&R Committee, a conditional clause to be added in the

publication.

MR. FOX: said that he umderstands, however, this is not in the Motion that is now
before the Board on this particular item.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (eontinued)
MR. FEIGHAN: The motion to publish?

MR, FOX: Well, the condition that you refer to is not in the ordinance which is
now before us for publication. It is in the other items but not on this one.
Are you proposing a motion to amend this ordinance?

MR. FEIGHAN said he understands what Mr. Fox means. The three abatements were
taken up individually, and thenragardless of the final form, the condition was
added to all three of them. That the reason he is trying to separate it is be~
cause it is after-the-fact of how the abatement was to take place. The Committee
voted unanimously to approve that the conditional paragraph be added to the Zinal
published ordinances.

MR, FOX said then the Motion to be voted on is to publish the ordinance as it
pertains to the Evangelical Church with that condition attached thereto.

MR, FEIGHAN said yves, bearing in mind that it is the same condition for the
two tax abatements that are om the CQNSENT AGENDA.

MR. DARER asxad if Mr., Fox would accept a Moticn to Return to Committee all of
these tax abatzments? He so MOVED. SECONDED.

MR. 30CCUZZT asked how scmething can be retumed to committee by voting on it
when we don't know what Mr. Feighan is going to ask as the amendment.

MR. FOX said that Mr. Feighan is not making an amendment, nor has he made a Motion
to Amend. The proposal before us is an ordinance for tax abatement for the
Evangelical Church which is in writing. It has been recommended that there be
attached to that ordinance a part B. He asked Mr. Feighan to read that para-
graph in order to clarify it for Mr. Boccuzzi and the other members.

MR. FEIGHAN said the conditicnal paragraph that would be added to this and the
other two abatements is: '"This abatement is granted subject to the following
stipulation: If the property on which the abatement has been granted is sold,
conveyed or otherwise transferred, taxes will become payable in full for the
entire abatement period, if the Capital Gain, as defined by the Internal Revenue
Service, realized i{s in excess of taxes abated."

MR. FOX said that is what we have before us for publication. The Motion that is
now on the floor by Mr. Darer is a MOTION to RETURN TO COMMITTEE. MOVED and
SECONDED. Discussion is limited to whether or not it should go back to committee.

MR. BOCCUZZI asked if Mr. Darer, now that he knows what the amendment was, does
he 3still want to have it go back to committee?

MR. DARER withdrew the Motion to Amend.

MR, BAXTER said the SECONDER does not agree. He will continue with the Motion
and he MOVED for the item to go back to committee. SECONDED by Mrs. Perillo.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, FEIGHAN said he wanted all the Board members to know that the Committee has

been working on tax abatements for several months now. They have tried in various
ways to come up with a solution. They have gone to Corporation Counsel and asked
for a ruling, albeit om a very nebulous-type question and we could not get any real
feedback. With that in mind, theydecided to take a step and give Corporation Counsel
a real abatement with the condition that the full Board cam accept with the recom-
mendation of the L&R Committee. This Motion is for publication, not for Final
Adoption, and the only way to get feedback from the public and from the Law Depart-
ment is to put it in the Legal Notices and let the Committee have it for at least
another month.

MR. ESPOSITO said that considering Mr. Feighan's last remarks, what does Mr. Baxter
feel would be accomplished by returning to committee for another meonth.

MR, BAXTER said that in light of Mr. Feighan's remarks, amy one of these amendments,
any one of these tax abatements with this condition would satisfy Mr. Feighan's
requirement, and Mr, Baxter would be happy to vote for ONE of them and return the
rest to committee, knowing tim t one of them would be there just for test purposes
for an opinion.

MR. FEIGBAN said to use Mr. Baxter's own words, it's all or nothing. We lave to
do it for all three, or we can't do it for any cne of them.

MR. BAXTER said he felt, for cest purposes, to get an opinion from the Law Depart-
ment in a concrete situation, to publish one should be sufficient.

MR.HAYS made a Point of Order stating this they were debating Mr. Feighan's Motion
which is not the issue,.

MR, FOX said things were getting far-afield and that a vote should be taken on
Mr. Baxter's Motion to Return to Committee. The MOTION to RETURN TO COMMITIEE is
LOST, with 5 YES, 31 NO, 1 ABSTENTION, on Item #4.

MR. FOX said now the Main Motion to be voted on is to publish the Motion as pro-
posed by Mr. Feighan, as amended by Mrs. Santy, which includes a paragraph out-

lined by Mr. Feighan which would result in a potential recovery of part of that

tax abatement at a future time.

MR, HAYS asked if the amendment proposed by Mr. Feighan been approved by this
Board to go with the rest of the ordinance, and if so, he would MOVE for an
amendment to take it out,

MR. FQX said it has not. There has been nothing zpproved by this Board with
respect to this ordinance and we have a motion which was on the floor to publish
that ordinance. That is all,

MR, HAYS: With or without his amendment?

MR. FOX: With, not his amendment, with that paragraph.

MR. HAYS: That condition, then, I would MOVE to remowe that addition and then
ask for the privilege toc give my reason.

MR. FOX: You're making a Motion to amend the ordinance by deleting that addi-
tional paragraph? SECONDED. Discussion?
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITIEE (continued)

MR. BAYS said these non-profit organizations, and they are not limited to churches
or religious organizations, are going to hold this property forsome time. The
dollar value is going to obviously going to decline over this period of time. To
go for this Capital Gain as being taxable is really going to tax them on their
lost value of the dollar, peint one. Point two, there certainly should be some
provision made for the fact that if they are religious organizations, their
congregations are going to grow over the years; again, presumably, they're going
to need larger quarters, and should they re-invest this Gain, for the good of
their own purpose for larger quarters, should we penalize them because of the
Gain they made here as a step to grow and go forward? The theory has merits but
the proposal is not well-conceived at the moment and it should be discussed fur-
ther in detail to apply to other proposed abatements later, and this shouild go
forward; these three or four should go forward without that today.

MR. SHERER said he wished to spesk on the amendment to delete. He is in favor of
that deletion on very similar grounds as Mr. Hays. He wished to point out to
Board members who may be relatively new to Stamford, say the last five or ten
vears, that almost every religious institution or mamny non-profit organization
wnhwch are found north of the central city, so to speak, had its roots or its
beginnings in dowmtown Scamford at one time.

There is an interesting cycle that one must be cognizant of here in Stamford. It
is simplv, as George Hays said, that obviously these inscitutions have to grow.
¥Mr. Sherer has seen churches and synagogues start off with 10, 15 members, and
start growing to 100 or 150 people, and they had to find new homes. Well, they
moved elsewhere, sold their place, and did make a profit; fine, but at the same
time, they enabled a new group to come in as a small budding organization and
take over that place. The majority of buildings have not been torn down, but
have created homes for new churches or new non-profit orgamnizations.

The point being made is that it is not fair to penalize a group because they are
trading up or growing, or they are attracting new people, Perhaps penalize some-
one who is making a profit and moving out-of-town, or making a profit and folding
up; however Mr. Sherer agrees with Mr. Hays that this should be deleted. Perhaps
in the end, ultimately, we can come up with a condition that is a little more
effective, that says it shall be recaptured in the event they move out-of-town

or terminate their existence, but is is unfair to just say that the mere making
of a Capital Gain is enough to return the abated funds back to the Gemeral Fund
of the City. It is unfair to those institutions and it is not the spirit that
the Committee intended. Until we clarify that, we should take that condition out.

MR. WIIMOT urged the members support the Legislative & Rules Committee's position.
This group of abatements representsa good spectrum, being two raligious organiza-
tions, one private school, and they would like Corporation Counsel to consider
more than one isolated case which might not prove to be & good example. Many of
the points mentioned were well-made and might be well-taken when final adoption

is considered.

MR, MacINNIS MOVED THE QUESTION. SECONDED. CARRIED.

MR, FOX called for a vote on Mr. Hays' amendment which is to delete the conditionm.
The MOTION is LOST with 9 YES, 27 NO, and 1 ABSTENTION.

MR. FGX then called for a vote on the Main Motion by Mr. Feighan to publish which
encompases tax abatement on entire parcel together with condition as set out by him.
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LEGISIATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)

MR, DIXON said many points have been made by many different speakers but there is
one point that he would like to make in the form of an amendment.

MR. FOX asked Mr. Dixon could he hold that motion to amend until after the vote on
the Main Motion.

MR. DIXON replied that that is what he wants to amend, the main motion. But would
Mr. Fox state the amendment again.

MR, FOX said the motion before the Breard is the ordinance for publication to
grant tax abatement to the Evangelical Church on the entire parcel of property.
It also has a second paragraph which provides for a rebate to the City of tha
taxas abated should there be a Capital Gain on the resale of tha property. And
he would hope that we do not complicate that any further and put it to a vote
at this time.

MR. DIXON said he justmust simply say that, whether it is agreed or not, properties
are sold and the profits that are realized from the sale are often re=-invested.

If the profits arere-invested and thev reprasent a proiic, he dces act think the
profits should be taxed. An amendment to the effect that ra-investment of the
profits within a six-month or a year's periodof time in the City of Stamford

would not be taxed.

MR. FOX said he would rule that amendmen:t out-of-order, and also further rule
that any further discussion on the merits of this will also be out-of-ordar,
and that the matter be put to a vote.

MR, FOX called for a vote and the MOTION CARRIED, with 36 YES votes and 1 ABSTENTION,
for publication with full abatement on entire property and with conditional para-

graph on the Evangelical Church.

MR. FEIGHAN said on Item #5 re the Stamford Savings Bank said he understands from
Asst. Corp. Counsel Smyth that the granting of an easement falls within the juris~
diction of this Board. The requested authorization for a lighted sign variance

on the wall is confusing the issue and this Board has nothing to do with that.

A MOTION made to WAIVE PUBLICATION was SECONDED AND CARRIED UNANTMOUSLY.

MR. FEIGHAN said that as far as signs are concerned, the bank can go to Planning
and Zoning or whatever, for that. This Board will deal with the easement only.
MOVED and SECONDED.

MRS. MATHOCK said she wished to speak to the Motion to RETURN TO COMMITTEE which
was MOVED and SECONDED. She said the Zoning Regulations of the City prohibit the
erection of a sign on the side-wall of a building within subject district, and
this would require a variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals. She, therefore,
questioned whether it would be proper for this Board to approve this particular
item until that has been resolved.

MR. FOX asked Mr. Feighan to refresh his recollection on whether there was any
reference in the ordinance to the sign or is it a separate issue to be dealt with
by the Zoning Board of Appeals?

MR. FEIGHAN responded that it concems the authorization for the easement alone
and does not make any reference to the sign.
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LEGISLATIVE AND RULES COMMITTEE (continued)
MR, FOX called for a vote on the Motion to RETURN TO COMMITTEE item #5 regarding

easement for the Stamford Savings Bank. The Motion CARRIED with 19 YES, 10 NO,
and 7 ABSTENTIONS.

(5) PROPOSED ORDINANCE GRANTING FASEMENT TO STAMFORD SAVINGS BANK TO REFACE
SOUTHERLY WALL OF BUTILDING WITH BRICK; ALSO REQUEST AUTHORIZATION FOR
LIGHTED SIGN ON WALL.

MR. ESPOSITO asked whether Item #6 wasn't two separate items and if that goes on
the Consent Agenda as such.

MR. FOX said he beliaved it is and it is on the Consent Agenda as such.
MR. FEIGHAN said that was correct and an unanimous vote on both items.
MR. FEIGHAN went on to Item #7 regarding the Hurricane Barrier Property. He MOVED

to WAIVE PUBLICATION, and the Motion was SECONDED and APPROVED UMANTMOUSLY.
_He MOVED for FINAL ADOPTION and this was APPROVED UNANTMOUSLY.

(7) PROPOSED CRDINANCE TO ACCEPT QUIT CLATM DEED FROM FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
RE-CONVEYING HURRICAMNE BARRIER ZROPZRT. T- CITY,

MR, FOX asked for a vote on the items on the CONSENT AGENDA, being L&R items #1
for publication; #2 for publication; #6 which encompasses a resolution and an
ordinance for publication; and item #8 for publication, The MOTION is CARRIED.

PIANNING AND ZONING COMMTITTEE

MR. FOX said the Committee does not have a report but there will be a2 motion
to be made to bring one or more items out of committee.

MR. LOOMIS MOVED for a Suspension of the Rules to bring out Item #2. He said
while the Committee did not have a meeting, work has been done to permit this
item to move forward.

MR. FOX said it was not necessary to move for Suspension of the Rules, simply
Move to take the item out of committee, MR, LOOMIS SO MOVED. SECONDED.
MOTION CARRIED.

(2) ADDITTONAL RESOLUTION REGARDING HARDESTY ROAD REQUESTED BY CITY REP. LOOMIS.

MR. LOOMIS said that exactly a year ago, we approved that resolution which
authorized the Commissioner of Finance to investigate the feasibility of taking
over Hardesty Road. He has done that and we have a full report. 1In order to
take a City road over we have to take three separate actions. First,is to
authorize the investigation which has been done. Second, authorize the Commis-
sioner to send us the funding plan, which would be what we would do tonight.

And then the third step would be actually funding of the road, which he would do
in perhaps two or three months from now when he gets all his figures together.

I have a resolution, a former resolution from the Commissioner which he presented
to the Board to use specifically. It is seven pages long and I don't think you

want me to read it through, but it is a legal step necessary to move this process
along.
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. FOX: And basically what it does is to request the funds to move the date
forward?

MR. LOOMIS said that is correct. It sets forth what their investigation determined
is the amount of money that property-owners are going to have to pay, and so the
next step, if we are to approve this, is for the Commissioner to go to the Board

of Finance. Mr. Loomis MOVED for acceptance of the Resolution. SECONDED.

MR. FOX called for a vote and the MOTION CARRIED UNANTMOUSLY, #2 for HARDESTY ROAD.

(1) DISCONTINUANCE OF CROSBY ST. AS A CITY STREET FOR CONVERSION INTO AN EMPLOYEE
PARKING LOT FOR PITNEY-BOWES.

Item #1 above was HELD IN COMMITTEE as the Committee did not meet.
MR. BOCCUZZI MOVED to take Item #3 Out of Committee. SECONDED, CARRIED.

(3) THE MATTER OF LIBERTY PLACE BEING BROUGHT UP TO STANDARD.

MR. BCCCUZZI said that on Dee, 2, 1974, the Board of Representatives approved
this item to be brought up undsr Chaptar 64. Siace then, they have had the
public hearinss; they have had ch2 cost estimate Zrom the Enzineering Department;
they have had the approval of two owners on the street, one to absorb 59% of the
cost and the other one to absorb 31% of the cost, which totals 100%, and he MOVED
that this resolution be approved also. SECONDED.

MR. FOX asked Mr. Boccuzzi 1f his Motion was the same as that of Mr. Loomis, to
approve the funding to get this up.

MR. BOCCUZZI said this is so that the Public Works Department can get started
and do what they have to do in order to bring it up to requirements.

MR. FOX called for a vote, which CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY on Item #3 for Liberty Place.

MR. BLUM said, reverting back to Item #1, he would like to MOVE for a public
hearing to be held for approval of this particular item.

MR. FOX said this should be discussed with the Committee and a motion to have a
public hearing is not proper at this time.

MR. BAXTER said for reasons known to itself as far as he knows, the Steering Com-
mittee has elected to continue to put this item on the Agenda month after month.
The public hearing is not one of this Board's requirements, but as Mr. Loomis so
clearly pointed out, it is a process started by us which hearings are held by
the Commissioner of Finance and other people to arrive at the steps as Mr. Loomis
and Mr. Boccuzzi described. The fact that it keeps appearing on the agenda
shouldn't bother you, and maybe the Steering Committee one day will take it off
the Agenda until there is some action for us to take on it.
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE - Alfred Perillo

(1) THE ENFORCEMENT OF ORD. #340 RE FALL LEAF PICK-UP AND SPRING CLEAN-UP
CITY-WIDE.

MR. PERILLO said the Public Works Committee met on Sept. 27th. Present were
Committee members Perillo, Corbo, Tiani and MacInnis. Also invited to the
meeting were Public Works Commissioner Mordach and John Canavan. Mr. Vignola
and Mrs. Laitman from the Board of Finance were also invited. Due to illness,
Mrs. Laitman was unable to attend. We wish her a2 speedy recovery. Mr. Vignola
also did not attend as he was out-of-town. Mrs. Nolan was present to represent
the Board of Finance on the issue of the Fall Leaf Pick-Up. Also present was
City Rep. Chas. Wilmot.

In May of 1978 during budget time, money was requested by the Public Works Dept.
for the Spring and Fall clean-ups. The Board of Finance by a vote of 5-~1 deleted
this request. Upon questioning, Mrs. Nolan's comments on this subject were that
the Finance Board members have studied the Public Works Dept.'s bottom line
thoroughly and decided that this service could be done by the DPW without any
extra-needed funds. Commissioner Mordach and !Mr. Canav at said it was not possible.
And a Spring clean-up was not done.

MR. PERILLO then esnumeratad, in detail, subsequent attampts to fund this ser—ics
but each time the Finance 3oard denied the money.

SEWER COMMITTEE -~ Charles Wilmot, Jr.

MR. WILMOT said the Sewer Committee met last night, October 3rd. Present were
Mr. Corbo and Mr. Wilmot. On the Sewer agenda you will see two items, #1 and

4 which are really one item, and that is what they considered last night,
namely, the petition of Design Homes, Inc. for permission to extend the sanitary
sewer in the area of Turn-of-River Road and Gerik Road for the purpese of servie-
ing a proposed seven-lot sub-division. The Committee listened to the testimony
of the Developer Anthony Pavia, Chairman Repucci, and George Connors, the Admin.
Asst. to the Sewer Commission, as well as several residents of the area who
would be allegedly affected by this proposed tie~in to the sanitary sewer.

We found that the Sewer Commission had yielded to some of the initial complaints
of the neighbors and recommended an agreement whereby the developer would put
the proposed sewer extension on Gerik Road, not in the road, but to the rear of
his own property and extend northerly onm Turn-of~River Road down the middle of
the road. The residents still objected fearing that the extension of the sewer
would force them to automatically tie-in, despite the fact that George Connors
assuréd them that no one would be forced to tie-in to the systems unless their
own septic systems were deemed inadequate by the Health Director. The residents
still protested that the granting of the sewer tie-in would, in effect, enable
the developer to put up additional homes which they felt would lead to additional
congestion and so forth in the neighborhood.

The representatives of the Sewer Commission countered that the cost of the sewer
extension, approximately $60,000.00, was going to be borne by the developer and
therefore would reduce the ultimate cost of sewering the area to the residents
and to the taxpayers of this City as a whole. Following the entire testimony,
our Committee voted 1 in favor and 1 oppesed, to the proposed sanitary tie-in.
Therefore, our decision was, in effect, to deny, since it was a split, or tie
vote. However, in ordef pp consider the matter before this Board, I
MOVE for approval of the proposed sanifary tie-in so that it may be comsidered
in a positive fashion. SECONDED by Mr. Zelinski.
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SEWER COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. FOX said that was the way it was handled in the past, and Mr. Wilmot's
MOTION then is to approve the tie-in, keeping in mind the report of the Com-
mittee which was one to one, therefore denying or rejecting the proposal.

MR. FOX called for a vote on the Motion, there being no discussion. The voice
vote was not definitive, so the machine was used. The Motion which Mr. Wilmot
made is to approve the tie-in which is referred to in Items #1 and #4.

The MOTION is APPROVED by a vote of 16 YES, 12 NO, 8 ABSTENTIONS.

(1) LETTER AND PETITIONS DATED 8/24/78 FROM RESIDENTS OF GERIK ROAD, TURN-OF-
RIVER ROAD, KANE AVENUE, and others objecting to sub-division of DESIGN
HOMES, INC., due to traffic congestion, low city water pressure, pollu-
tion, etc. Also previous letter and petitioms from Vincent J. Ray,

33 Gerik Road, re this matter. Held in Committee 8/14 and 9/11/78.

(4) LETTER 9/12/78 FROM SEWER COMMISSION REQUESTING APPROVAL OF PROPOSED
AGREEMENT with Anthony Pavia of Design Homes, Inc., to tie-in to sanitary
sewer system. (relates to Item #1 above.)

MR. WILMOT said the second item was consideration of implications of develop-
ment on the Standard Brands site. Briefly, from City Engineer Sabia's report
and also testimony of George Conmors and Mr. Repucci, the Commictee learned

that the develcpment in terms of extension cof the sanitary sewers to the Standard
Brands site must be considered very carefully in light of the fact that the City
has not yet received funding for the West-Side Interceptor Project. Without
this Interceptor, there are serious questions that the ability of the City's
sanitary sewer system in the West End to handle the additiomal capacity which
development of this site would place on our existing system. This information
will be passed on to the Enviromnmental Protection Board which is comsidering an
application at this time, as well as all other parties who are involved in the
decision-making process. Mr. Wilmot does not believe any action is required by
this full Board at this time, however, on Item #2.

(2) CONSIDERATION OF IMPLICATIONS OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE STANDARD BRANDS SITE
ON EXISTING AND PROPOSED SEWERS IN THE WEST AVENUE AREA.

MR. WILMOT said Item #3 really should not have been put on the Agenda. It is
really a design fund request, which is actually a transfer within an account
rather than a transfer from ome account to another, and therefore it was deleted
from our agends.

(3) REQUEST BY SEWER COMMISSION FOR ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION IN AMOUNT OF
$2,500.00 FOR DESIGN CHANGES ON PROJECT #17-2. Mr. Wilmot put on Agenda.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE - Ralph Loomis

(1) REQUEST TO ESTABLISH FLOOD ENCROACHMENT LINES ON MIANUS RIVER.

MR. LOOMIS said item #1 is being HELD IN COMMITTEE.
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE (continued)

(2) PROPOSED RESOLUTION RE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ON DREDGING OF EAST BRANCH OF
STAMFORD HARBOR.

MR. LOOMIS said item #2 relates to dredging of East Branch and his Committee
had a lengthy meeting on Saturday morning at the Oceanic Society with repre-
gentatives from SACIA, from the Waterfront Industrial Assn., from the Conserva-
tionists of Stamford, Inc., and from the Oceanic Society people themselves.

Mr. Boeccuzzi has submittad a resolution regarding dredging of East Branch, and
with some minor modifications, this Committee has endorsed it, and all members
have a copy of the amended resolution before them. On Oct. 16th the Corps will
have a public hearing in New Haven on the proposed dredging of the harbor and
if they zo ahead with their approval, acticn will take place in a very short
§é€8N5EBfaafter, so Mr. Loomis MOVED for approval of the amended resolutionm.

MR. FOX called for a vote, and the MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

MR. FOX said before going on to the SPECIAL COMMITTEES, he would call on Mr.
Hays .and PARXS AND RECREATION.

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE - George Hays

MR. HAYS said there was no committee report, but he did have a letter addressed
to him that was received too late to take any committee action, from the United
Way of Stamford, announcing Oct. 19th as UNITED WAY DAY, advising that they have
made arrangements to use the mobile unit of the Recreation Department for which
there is a $25.00 fee and requesting WAIVER OF THIS FEE. He so MOVED. SECONDED.

MR. HAYS MOVED to SUSPEND THE RULES to take up this item. SECONDED. CARRIED.

MR. FOX said the Main Motion is to WAIVE THE $25.00 FEE. The MOTION CARRIED.

(1) REQUEST OF UNITED WAY TO WAIVE $25.00 FEE FOR USE OF MOBILE UNIT OF THE
RECREATION DEPT. (Taken up under Suspension of Rules as not on agenda.)

MR. FOX gaid before dealing with the final items on the Agenda, he would go back
to a point Mr. SIGNORE wanted to make, and a point Mr. DIXON wanted to make.

MOMENT OF SILENCE:

MR. SIGNORE requested a Moment of Silence for the late DAVID AUSTIN, who was a
member of the Board of Education, a very beautiful person. He went to school
with David Austin and knew him for many, many years. He was a man who worked
hard, always did his best, and when he got on the Board of Educationm he did
what he believed was right. It was unfortupate that David passed away so soomn
and we have lost one of the finest men in the City of Stamford.

MR. DIXON said his request was also for a Moment of Silence for David Austin.
However, he would also like to include in his request, a Moment of Silence
for the beloved POPE JOHN PAUL.
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MOMENT OF STLENCE (continued)

DAVID ARTHUR AUSTIN, JR., 42, of 29 Quintard Terrace, Stamford's first black
firefighter and a member of the Board of Education died Friday, Sept. 22, 1978.
He was a lifelong Stamford resident and a prominent civic and political figure.
He was appointed to the Fire Department in 1953, and retired in 1975 after 20
years of service. He was a 1950 graduate of Stamford High School, and Morehouse
College, Atlanta, Ga., where he received a bachelor's degree in Physical Educa-
tion. He was the former President of Zeta Phi Lambda Chapter of the Alpha Phi
Alpha Fraternity, Inc., from which he received the Edward Brooks Award for
Political Affairs. Mr. Austin was Vice-President of the Stamford Community
Council; Keeper of the Records and Seals for the Knights of Pythias, #5 Chapter;
First Vice-President of the Stazmford Day Nursery; and Board Chairman of the
Stamford Day Care Program.

Mr. Austin was a member of the National Recreation Assn., the Morehouse Alumni
Assn. of New York, the NAACP, the Executive Board of Local 786 Stamford Fire-
fighters, the Policy Board of the Stamford Day Nursery and the Stamford Head
Start Program. He served as Fund-raising Chairman of the YMCA and the West Side
Cormunity Center, now kncwn as the Yarwood Canter. He was active in the Unieon
Baptist Church where he was a member of its Senior Choir, its Mens' Club, and
Chairman of the Church Music Committee. He was a founder of the "¥o Yotes', a
church singing group. He also was a U. S. Army Veteran of World War II. Also
an amateur horticulturist.

MR. FOX asked the members to rise for a Moment of Silence for David Austin and
Pope John Paul.

MR. SIGNORE also asked for a silent prayer for a speedy recovery for Marilyn
Laitman of the Board of Finance.

PUBLIC HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - Lathon Wider, Sr.

MR. WIDER said his Committee did have a meeting, although they are not on the
Agenda. His Committee met at the same time the Sewer Committese met so he was
unable to attend the Sewer Committee meeting which he was interested in. As
stated in the papers recently, the sewers in the South End are all inadequate
and in poor condition. They are awaiting a report from HUD on the allocation
to finance three slots to employ Housing Specislists. He wished to announce
they have scheduled workshops on Community Development Program allocations .

ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES

On MOTION MADE, SECONDED, AND CARRIED, the Minutes of August 7, 1978 were ACCEPTED.

ON MOTION MADE, SECONDED, AND CARRIED, the Minutes of August 14, 1978 were
ACCEPTED.

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

CHARTER REVISION COMMITTEE - Ralph Loomis

MR. LOOMIS said he would like to remind Board members that the Charter Revision
Commission is holding a Public Hearing on Oct. 24th at Cloonan Middle School,
so if anybody wishes to appear before them and say anything about what they

should do, that's the time to do that.
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MR. BLUM said it was important to remind Board members that the Fair Rent Commis-
sion is holding a2 seminar om October 25th at 7:30 P.M. in the Board's Legislative
Chambers.

RESOLUTIONS

MR. ZELINSKI said he had two resolutions, the first being about a firefighter, Mr.
Ferguson.

MR. FOX said this is a resolution which is not on the Agenda and asked Mr.
Zelinski to refer it to the Steering Committee.

MR. ZELINSKI said on one of them there is a time element and should he bring
it up under a Motion to Suspend the Rules or what is the proper procedure.

MR. FOX said he could MOVE to Suspend the Rules to take up an item that is not
on the agenda.

MR. ZELINSKI MOVED to bring up the matter of a Sense-of-the-Board Resolution
concerning the UCONN Branch here in Stamford, to make it a four-year program.
SECONDED.

MR. LOOMIS said that eight years age, the General Assembly passed a measure that
is very relevant to what Mr. Zelinski is proposing, and since then the matter has
become quite complicated. He suggested that if the Board were going to act on it,
that it be referred to an appropriate committee, perhaps Mildred Ritchie's com-
mittee, which could look into this matter, as it is really not as simple as the
resolution reports.

MR. FOX called for a vote on the Motion to Suspend the Rules. The Motion to
Suspend the Rules is LOST with 7 YES votes, 26 NO votes, and 3 Abstentions.

MR. FOX called the Board's attention to the fact that the next scheduled
Board meeting is November 6, 1978 which is the Monday before Election Day.

MR. FEIGHAN MOVED to change the November meeting date to Monday, November 13, 1978.
SECONDED. CARRIED.

ADJOURNMENT :

There being no further business to be conducted by the Board, upon MOTION made
and duly SECONDED, and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourmed at 11:45 p.m., with
several members remaining until 12:15 to discuss various matter

Rt I e Foas

HeIEn M. McEvoy, Administrative Ass
(and Recording Secretary)

APPROVED:

Note: Thedbove meeting was
broadcast by Radio WSTC

_vé and WYRS in its entirety.
-m.J__--- %'

Joha Wayne Fox./Pilegident
1l5cth Board of rasentacives
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