


































































34. MINUTES OF REGULAR BOAlU) MEETING MONDAY, MARCH 4, 1985 

PUBLIC WORKS AND SEWER COMMITTEE 

34. 

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION APPROVING 'THE TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION OF ( 
BELLTOWN SCHOOL THE -BOARD -OF -EDUCATION OF CITY OF STAMFORD 
TO PUBLIC -WORKS DEPARTMENT OF STAMFORD IN ACCORDANCE 'WITH PROVI-
SIONS OF ORDINANCE NO. l44 ' OF THE GENERAL ORDINANCES OF THE CITY. 
Submitted by Allen G. Grafton, Asst. to Supt., Board of Education, 
11/29/84. Held in Committee 1/7 and 2/4/85. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

MR. PERILLO said his Committee met on Feb. 25, 1985 at the Board of Ed­
ucation on Hillandale Ave. Committee members present were Reps. Taranto, 
Zelinski, Santagata, Conti, and Al Perillo. Absent was Tom Burke, who 
was excused, having called in advance and advised he could not attend. 
Also absent was Rep. Malloy. Other Board members present were John 
Boccuzzi, Sandra Goldstein, Lathon Wider, Dave Jachimczyk. City admin­
istration present were Commissioner John O'Brien, Deputy John Canavan, . 
and Supt. M. Serra, Supt. of Sanitation. Len Gambino of the radio sta­
tion and Pat Wen of the news media ,were also present. 

This meeting, being of a public hearing , there were some 90 homeowners, 
condominium owners, etc., plus some 13 speakers. This meeting went on 
for some two hours. There were a lot of angry taxpayers out there who 
felt the City is denying them services for which they are paying. Either 
they were misinformed of this ordinance, or it was misinterpreted. The 
general feeling was they want their garbage picked up without having to 
also pay a private collector. The speakers who spoke felt the ordinance ( 
is of no value for it says nothing except what was already on the books. 
The Public Works Committee, taking all these issues into consideration, 
does feel on Page 3, Line 2 of the ordinance needs clear language. In 
addition there were two more concerns of Committee members. One was 
investors who own units of condos and rent them out. TWo, investors who 
own a whole complex. With these questions in mind, the Committee MOVES 
TO HOLD THIS IN COMMITTEE for one more month and send it back to the Law 
Department to re-word the language. The vote was 3 in favor, 1 No, and 
1 Abstention, and Mr. Perillo so Moved. Seconded. 

(2) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 8-2 and 
REPEALING SECTIONS 8-4 and 8-5 of CODE OF ORDINANCES. This con­
cerns the collection of refuse. Submitted by Mayor Thom Serrani 
1/9[85. Approved for publication 2/4/85. 

THE PRESIDENT said no vote is required if the Committee voted to Hold 
in Committee, and Mr. Perillo does not have to Move to hold. 

MR. BOCCUZZI Moved to take Item 12 out of committee as he believes the 
corrected language has been put on everyone's desk tonight to satisfy 
the two members of the Public Works Committee. Seconded. 

MR. SKOVGAAIU> feels this should go back to committee and that the entire 
Board be made aware of the feeling of the members of the Committee that 
there be a vote of the Committee with regard to . the final adoption; and ( 
he feels it is very important that the public have an opportunity to 
speak on the ordinance in its final form. He urges against taking this 
out of Committee. 
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35. MINUTES OF REGULAR -BOARD MEETING MONDAY, MARCH. 4, 1985 

PUBLIC WORKS AND -SEWER COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. BOCCUZZI said on everyone's desk is an ordinance which contains 
language stating it -is the intent and definition to include private 
homes, condominiums, multi-family dwellings, and cooperatives, then 

35. 

the words added are "notwithstanding whether such residential dwellings 
are owner-occupied or Qccupied by a tenant," and what that means is 
that the owner does not have to live in the condo to have the trash or 
garbage picked up, and it spells it out, word for word, what their inten­
tion is. That is the reason why Mr. Boccuzzi asked this to be taken out 
of committee. It is no big change in the ordinance. It is a clarifica­
tion as to the questions of some of the members of the Public Works 
Committee. 

MR. LYONS said he concurs with Mr. Boccuzzi's remarks and urges his 
colleagues to take this out of committee. 

MR. MORRIS Moved the Question. Seconded. 

MRS. GUROIAN made a Point of Order, asking if it were not true that 
unless an ordinance is received by the Members 24 hours before the 
meeting at whi~h it is to be considered, that it must be read in full 
at the meeting. 

THE PRESIDENT asked if someone would find that Section, but that 
still does not pertain to this vote. This vote is on taking this item 
out of committee. To take it out of committee, the ordinance does not 
have to be read. A machine vote was called for. APPROVED with 21 Yes, 
9 No, 1 Abstention, and 1 Non-Vote. The item is on the floor. 

MR. BOCCUZZI Moved to amend on Page 3, Section 2, where it says 
"residential dwellings shall be defined as all buildings occupied by 
individuals as their principal place of habitation",it is the intent 
of this definition to include private homes, condominiums, multi-family 
dwellings, and cooperatives. This is the addition: "notwithstanding 
whether such residential dwellings are owner-occupied or occupied by a 
tenant." The rest of the ordinance remains the same. Seconded. 

asked 
MR. BLUM how does the addition of this language change the ordinance 
any from which the condominium owner or the tenant of a multi-family 
house or an investor who invests in a condominium, how will this help 
him any way from the ordinance as it exists today. There is nothing here 
to help condo owners or renters, or Mr. Blum's landlord, in which the 
refuse that he now pays to get picked up by a private garbage man, nothing 
to give him relief from this additional cost. It is already on the books 
that if you are in a sewered district, in which Mr. Blum's apartment is, 
then you put out a certain type of container and that container will be 
picked up - maybe, maybe, as he heard today - it might be picked up or not, a 
they don't have sufficient help to pick up the 90 cans - so Mr. Blum 
wants to know what are they voting on with Mr. Boccuzzi's proposed amendment. 



36. MINUTES O~ REGlJJ..M BOMD MEETING MONDAY, MARCH. 4, 1985 36. 

PUBLIC WORKS AND SEWER ·COMMITTEE (continued) 

THE PRESIDENT said Mr. Blum was out of order. The question before the ( 
Body is on an amendment to this ordinance and just deals with those two 
sentences. 

MR. BLUM said he is just trying to ask Mr. Boccuzzi how those condominium 
owners can get their garbage picked up. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said he never said that sentence would pick up the garbage. 
All he said was that some people, like some members of the Public Works 
Committee, who wanted the definition of who was living in a condo as to 
make it a place where City would pick up .the garbage. To qualify that, 
and to clarify it, the words were put in the ordinance. Nobody ssid 
that this was going to solve the problem. Commissioner O'Brien said 
right at the beginning of that meeting that it was not going to solve the 
problem. It is only Step I. All this does is clarify whose garbage 
will be picked up when the City figures out how they are going to do it. 
He is not saying this is going to do it. They will pick up everybody's 
garbage who lives in a sewered di~trict who comes under that heading. 

THE PRESIDENT said she is going to limit discussion on this to what the 
Motion is and that is just the amendment. Whether the amendment is 
passed or defeated, everyone will have an opportunity to speak on the 
entire ordinance. Right now, speaking will be only on the amendment. 

MR. SKOVGAARD inquired when Corporation Counsel received the request for C 
this language, and when the language was received. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said he got into touch with Finance Commissioner Pacter over 
the weekend, and he got in touch with Corp. Counsel in Westport over the 
weekend; and Mr. Boccuzzi was called at work first thing this morning 
by Mr. Hennessey. They discussed the problem, also the difference of 
opinion on the Public Works Committee , and that unless language was pro­
vided that would satisfy those members of the Public Works Committee who 
had questions, then the ordinance would be in trouble. Mr. Hennessey 
sent this down to the Staff Office sometime today. All Board members got 
a copy, and Mr. Boccuzzi also personally discussed it with both Democrats 
and Republicans in the caucus rooms. That is how it got here. 

MR. SKOVGAARD urged that this amendment not be approved for several reasons. 
There has not been enough in-put on this amendment in terms of time and 
public opinion. There are substantial language problems that should be 
worked out. 

MRS. CONTI said, as a member of the Public Works Committee, that the 
original intent of this ordinance was to differentiate between residential 
and commercial garbage. Now it has been complicated by adding this 
language about owner-o~cupied and investor/tenant type of thing. Was it 
the original intent of the Corporation Counsel to make a differentiation 
here? She does not feel anything further should be voted on until the . 
Board members receive it in writing from the Law Department, that this is ( 
the language that he approves of, and that it still makes the differentia- . 
tion that he wished in the beginning. That was the entire intent of this 
ordinance. It was not to solve the garbage problem. 
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37. MINUTES OF REGULAR BOARD MEETING MONDAY, MARCH 4, 1985 

PUBLIC WORKS AND SEWER COMMITTEE (continued) 

MRS. CONTI (continuing): It was- to protect the City from a possible 
suit by the commercial interests. 

THE PRESIDENT said she believed this amendment came down from Corpora­
tion Counsel. 

37. 

MRS. CONTI said she did not see anything in writing that this was from 
Corporation Counsel. All she has is a copy of the ordinance. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said it came from Bill Hennessey. 

MRS. CONTI said she has nothing to indicate ~t came from Mr. Hennessey, 
no cover letter, nothing, just -a copy of an ordinance. The problem she 
feels is that there is a committee, and a committee chairman, and the 
chairman made the request of Corporation Counsel, and it is only c01lDllOn 
courtesy that the response comes back to the Committee Chairman and to 
the Committee members. 

·THE PRESIDENT called for a machine vote on the amendment. APPROVED 
with 22 Yes, 7 No, 1 Abstention, 2 Non-Voting. 

THE PRESIDENT called for speakers now on the Main Motion, which is 
~he ordinance as amended. 

MR. SKOVGAABD is opposed to final adoption of this ordinance, as 
amended. He thinks it was made amply clear at the public hearing that 
the City of Stamford cannot comply with the directives of this ordinance. 
It is a disservice to the City and to the citizens to pass an ordinance 
which the Board knows in advance that the Public Works Department cannot 
comply with. If this ordinance is passed by this Board, the -Board is 
issuing, for all intents and purposes, a dare to every condominium 
owner, to every condominium association in the City, to buy two garbage 
cans, or to buy two garbage cans per condominium unit. If even 10% of 
the condo owners in this City accept that challenge, the City will be 
completely smothered in its own garbage. It is completely inappropriate 
for this ordinance to pass • 

. 
MR. ZELINSKI is against this proposed ordinance. The Mayor's letter of 
January 9, 1985 addressed to the Board President does state "as you 
know, there is a legal action brought by several condominium associations 
pending in Superior Court, and that action, the condominium associations 
claim that the existing City ordinance on the topic entitles them to 
refuse collection. While the City maintains the Plaintiffs' interpreta­
tion of the intent of the present ordinance is incorrect, particularly in 
view of the long-standing City refuse collection practices". The 
Mayor continues that "it is my belief that all parties concerned with 
issues of refuse collection would benefit from an up-to-date and concise 
revision of these Sections, and a clear statement of the City's intent ..... 
Mr. Zelinski said he wished to repeat "of the City's intent". Intent? 
Sanitation services are obligations and basic services due to taxpayers, 
along with police and fire. Does anything, anything at all, come before 
health and protection services? If so, he would like to know what they are. 

(NOTE: Mr. Zelinski had requested that all his remarks be in the minutes.) 
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PUBLIC WORKS AND SEWER COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. ZELINSKI (continuing): The Mayor's letter goes on to state "to this ( 
end, much time has been invested by me and the staffs of the Public Works 
Dept. and Law Dept. The result of our efforts is the 'enclosed proposed 
ordinance. It is my hope that after the passage of this ordinance, we can 
move forward to determine how to implement the collection in a cost-efficient 
tnanner. " 

Mr. Zelinski does not believe by any stretch of th~ imagination, that if 
this Body approves this ordinance, the problem will be solved and the 
garbage will be collected. That is not going to happen, when and if we 
pass this particular ordinance this evening. All of us received a letter 
dated January 30, 1985 from a Mr. James Doyle, President of the Riverside 
Terrace Assn. Mr. Zelinski wished to put into the record a couple of 
paragraphs of Mr. Doyle's letter. He is writing on behalf of all unit 
owners of Riverside Terrace regarding the ordinance, which would entitle 
each unit owner to have at least two standard-sized garbage cans picked 
up by the City. We find this proposalbothlogistically and sanitation-wise 
inadequate. On Riverside Avenue alone there are approximately 90 
condominium units and it is hard to imagine the potential of 180 garbage 
cans being placed on the street, already a hazard area due to heavy traffic 
and street parking, without creating chaos. Even if condominiums could 
find adequate space on their own property, which in the case of most exist­
ing structuresis not possible, the time required by sanitation workers to 
empty them would be overwhelming. The discussion regarding refuse collection 
of condominiums has been going on for far too many years. The monies col­
lected from homeowners not receiving this service from the City, although 
paid for in real estate taxes each year, is tantamount to extortion or 
theft, and could by now have paid ~or a significant percent of the funds 
necessary forpurchasing the trucks and dumpsters, perhaps several t1mes over. 
We ask the City to meet its obligation to the condominium owners at the 
earliest possible date. The options for solving this problem are limited. 
and have been discussed many times by the Board of Representatives. We 
look forward to the prompt resolution of this matter. 

Mr. Zelinski, as a member of the Public Works Committee, did attend the 
public hearing and listened to all the speakers. There were approximately 
80 people who attended this public hearing, one of the largest turn-outs 
that he can recall on any subject. Twelve speakers were against the 
proposed ordinance. 

Mr. Zelinski feels it is very important to remind his colleagues that 
last year during the budget process, the Public Works Department, among 
their other requests,did ask for and got approval by this Board, funds 
in the amount of $50,000 to purchase a vehicle to pick up garbage from 
dumpsters. At this point in time, he does not know if the City has pur­
chased that particular truck. 

What about the small businesses, the mom-and-pop stores, who should also, 
if they are in the sewered district and are entitled by ordinance to have 
garbage picked up? What about them? This ordinance does not address 

( 

that problem whatsoever. ( 
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39. MINUTES OF REGULAR -BOARD MEETING MONDAY, MARCH. 4, 1985 39. 

PUBLIC WORKS AND SEWER COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. ZELINSKI (continuing): As he mentioned last month when they discussed 
this for publication, it seems a lot of effort has been put into this, but 
in the wrong areas. There are only two major changes from the original, 
and he is strongly opposed to them. One is on page 2, under Section 1: 
"The City of Stamford shall collect, or cause to be collected, at regular 
intervals established by the Commissioner of Public Works", that is new 
and is going to put 'more jurisdiction, if you will, in the hands of the 
Public Works Department or the Commissioner, whoever that happens to be, 
now or in the future, and they change frequently. 

Also on page 3, under sub-section c: "The size, shap_e and location of 
containers may change at the discretion of the Commissioner of Public 
Works with approval by the Board of Representatives by amendment to this 
ordinance as new methods and equipment used for the collection of refuse 
become available to and are adopted by the Department of Public Works." 
Here, again, there is nowhere in here that says that the garbage collection 
issue as far as pertaining to the multi-family, the cooperative, the 
condominium is going to be solved. As a matter of fact, that evening, 
one of the speakers asked directly of DPW Comm. John O'Brien, if they in 
their complex put out the garbage cans that meet the specifications 
as are in the ordinance, would the City pick up the garbage. And Comm. 
O'Brien's reply was no. 

This is getting to the point where it is becoming a joke, and this Body 
should not be a party to misleading the taxpayers by having them think 
that by passing this ordinance tonight, that their garbage will be col­
lected, because it will not be collected. We have waited far too long. 
It seems the Administration is not going to do anything and this Board 
should pass some legislation to get this accomplished. He urges his 
colleagues to vote against this ordinance. 

MS. SUMMERVILLE agrees Wholeheartedly with aeps. Skovgaard and Zelinski. 
She has a lot of condominiums in her district also. She has not received ' 
a single call in favor of this ordinance, whether they understood it or 
not. She could not attend the public hearing herself but many of her 
constituents did. If 80 people were there, at least 40 were from the 
6th District. Most of her calls came from. Buckingham on Strawberry Hill. 
She sympathizes with what they are saying. They have a beautiful building 
there, and the Board is not going to set a policy with this building, but 
are giving ~ person the authority to choose who shall and who shall not, 
and that gives her real problems. She will not vote for this or~inance, 
as she feels it is exactly what Mr.Zelinski said, we are fooling the public. 

MRS. CONTI said with all due respect to Ms. Summerville and M~ Zelinski, 
this ordinance was never proposed as being a solution to the garbage problem. 
The Committee has known that for some time. They are struggling to get 
answers on the cost factors on various options, but the Administration is 
concerned that there is going to be a suit brought by the commercial 
interests, just as there was a suit brought by the condominium owners, 
and they did not want to City to become enmeshed in that, and they tried 
to reiterate what is already on the books. She refers to Mr. Skovgaard's 
remarks. This is nothing new. This matter of the garb~ge cans, the size 
of the containers and their location from the street, has been on the books 
probably as far back as the 1940's. It is not new. It was not intended 
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PUBLIC WORKS AND SEWER COMMITTEE (continued) 

MRS. CONTI (continuing): to be new. It was just reiterating what is 
on the books, and to segregate the issue of commercial garbage from ( 
residential garbage. The way it is worded tonight throws the problems 
and the issue the same as it- was, because the commercial is being thrown 
back in with the residential. That was a very bad mistake. 

MR. JACRIMCZYK Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED by voice vote. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a machine vote and asked that those in the 
caucus rooms returned to their seats to vote. DEFEATED with 20 Yes, 
9 NO, 2 Abstentions, and 2 Non-Vo~ing. (Note: See below and next page 
for passage upon reconsideration.) 
(3) THE MATTER OF TRASH COLL);:CTION. Submitted by Rep. DeLuca 1/28/85. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

MR. PERILLO said this item, too, was discussed for over an hour. Many 
questions were asked of the Public Works Department Heads by Representa­
tives who were present at this meeting. The answers given did not satisfy 
everyone. The Commmissioner did admit the timing of the operation was 
the first set-back. The Deputy Commissioner took on the blame of imple­
menting the timing -with the reduction from 10 routes to 8 routes in the 
middle of winter, which just did not make the new system a success. The 
Department Heads assured the Committee that with a few changes in alter­
~ng the routes, it can work. With these thoughts in mind, the Public 
WorkS Committee by a vote of 5-0, moved to hold this for one month and ( 
give the Department of Sanitation a chance to prove themselves. 

--------------------------------
HEALTH AND PROTECTION COMMITTEE 

MS. RINALDI said there was no report. 

_MR. WIDER Moved to Reconsider Item H2 under Public Works Committee. He 
voted No, which was the Prevailing Side. Seconded. 

MR. SKOVGAARD Moved to Re-commit. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT said since nothing was on the floor, they would have to first 
take up the Motion to Reconsider, and after that, the Motion to Re-Commit. 
The Motion on the floor is to Reconsider and speakers will please confine 
themselves to that. 

MR. ZELINSKI said this was already discussed for some 45 minutes; and the 
merits were considered, and he~gainst Reconsideration. 

MR.DONAHUE said this has been discussed for a number of years. The current 
ordinance has to be amended if they are ever to solve the problem of pickin 
up garbage at multi-family dwellings and condominiums. He feels it should 
be re-considered. 
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41. MINUTES OF REGULAR BOARD MEETING MONnAl, MARCH 4, 1985 41. 

PUBLIC WORKS AND SEWER COMMITTEE (continued) . 

THE PRESIDENT called for a machine vote on the Motion to Reconsider Item 
#2. APPROVED with 25 ~es, 5 No, 1 Abstention, 2 Non-Voting. 

MR. SKOVGAARD }wved to Re-Commit. Seconded by Mr. Burke and Mr. Wider, 
also Me. Summerville. 

MR. TARANTO Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED by voice vote. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a machine vote on returning to committee. 
DEFEATED with 14 Yes, 19 No. 

On the floor is the final adoption of the proposed ordinance. 

MR. BLUM said he is voting against this ordinance as it does not solve a 
thing for the condominium owners. 

MR. BOCCUZZI Moved the Question. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a machine vote on approval of the ordinance, 
Public Works Item #2. · APPROVED with 23 Yes, 9 No, 1 Abstention. 

------ -------
PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE 

MR. DeLUCA said his Committee first met on Feb. 25th, but due to a lack 
of a quorum, they held another meeting this evening. Present at tonight's 
meeting were Committee members DeLuca, Skovgaard, and Rybnick. By a vote 
of 3 in favor, none opposed, they placed Item #2 on Consent Agenda. 

(1) APPROVAL OF PARKS DEPARTMENT PROPOSED 1985/86 FEE SCHEDULE FOR 
TENNIS. Submitted by Robert Cook, Parks Supt., 1/16/85. Approved 
by Parks Commission 1/14/85. Held in Committee 2/4/85. 

MR. DeLUCA said on Item 1, the Committee voted 3 in favor, none opposed, 
for the following recommendations, the proposed fees recommended by the 
Parks Commission, and hopefully, after the Board votes this evening, they 
will not get another nasty letter, their proposed rate for the resident 
card day rate is $1.50 per person, which is all right. Resident for 
the card for night-time is $3.00 per person. The Committee made two addi­
tions to this: a resident day for seniors after 3 p.m., a discount rate of 
$1.00 per person; and a resident night-time for seniors at $2.00 per person. 
How does the President wish these voted on, one at a time, or all together? 

THE PRESIDENT said one at a time. The first amendment is a fee for senior 
residents after 3:00 P.M. of $1.00. Maved andSeconded. CARRIED voice vote. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on the next amendment for resident 
senior night-time of $2.00 per person. Moved. Seconded. CARRIED voice vote, 
with Mr. Blum in opposition. 
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PARKS AND RECREATION 'COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. DeLUCA said where it states without card, day or night, 
''without'' and put in its stead "nou':'resident". Seconded. 
VQice vote with Mr. Blum in opposition. 

delete 
CARRIED 

'MR. DeLUCA said non-resident day-time, the proposed fee is $3.00 per 
person, his Committee is recommending $4.00 per person during the day 
time and he so Moves. Seconded. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Mr. DeLuca's amendment. 
CARRIED with Mr. Blum and Mr. Wider in opposition. 

MR. DeLUCA said on non-resident, night-time, the proposed fee is $4.00 
per person, his Committee recommends 6.00 per person, and he so Moves. 
Seconded. 

42. 

MR. 'BLUM said we appear to be increasing fees across the board, whether 
they be resident or non-resident. Yet at the same time we have a 
Coliseum Authority whose purpose is to attract tourism to Stamford. 
Do we really mean to keep raising fees? 

MR. WHITE said he has been voting along with Mr. Blum but not for the 
same reasons, against raising fees for non-residents. Mr. White does 
not particularly want non-residents there. , 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Mr. DeLuca's Motion. CARRIED 
with Mr. Blum in opposition, for the $6.00 fee. 

MR. DeLUCA said the two items where it states "discount ticket", it is 
to be changed to "resident discount ticket". And he so Moved. Seconded. 

APPROVED BY VOICE VOTE. 

MR. DeLUCA Moved to add "resident discount ticket for seniors 10 hours 
$7.00 for day-time. Seconded. CARRIED voice vote. 

MR. DeLUCA Moved for "resident discount ticket ten hours at night-time 
$14.00". Seconded. This is for seniors. CARRIED with Mr. Blum opposed. 

( 

c 

MR. DeLUCA said the last item under Tennis Fees for Season Pass, proposed 
fee is $100.00 per person, plus $1.00 an hour, which the Committee thought 
was an outrageous price. You can go to a private club and get better 
facilities. He recommends a resident season pass would be $50.00. Seconded, 

MR. ZELINSKI attended the Committee meeting even though there was no 
quorum. There were several residents there who were in favor of a $35.00 
fee for the season passes, and Mr. Zelinski thought th~ Chairman also 
favored that amount. There is not that much good time available during 
the summer season to play tennis, and there is the contingency of inclement 
weather and rain, etc., therefore he feels the $35.00 fee is reasonable 
as the Tennis Assn. gives them free services during tournaments, so he 
Moves to amend this to $35.00. Seconded. 

MR. DeLUCA said there is no current fee. They have been trying for years 
to get a season pass, but the Park Commissions had been reluctant to give 
one as it might be abused. 

( 
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43. MINUTES OF REGULAR 'BOARD MEETlNG "MONDAY, ~ClI 4, 1985 

PARKS 'AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued) 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the amendment for $35.00. The 
machine vote will show 4 Yes, 21 No, 1 Abstention, and 7 Non-Voting, 
with Mr. Santagata andMs. Powers voting No. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on the initial amendment of 
$50.00. CARRIED, with one in opposition. 

MR. DeLUCA said he had one more item, a resident season pass for 
seniors for $25.00 and he so Moved. Seconded. 

43. 

MR. ZELINSKI Moved this be amended for the seniors to $20.00. Seconded. 
DEFEATED by voice vote. 

THE PRESIDENT called for a vote on the $25.00 senior season pass. 
APPROVED voice vote. 

A vote to accept the tennis fees as amended was Moved, Seconded, and 
APPROVED. 

MR. DeLUCA Moved to approve Consent Agenda Item 112. APPROVED. 

MR. DeLUCA reminded the Body that the Retirement Dinner for Handy Dixon 
is scheduled for March 13th at 7:00 P.M. at Roger Taranto's Place. So 
far there are 38 reservations. 

THE PRESIDENT said the Committee Reports that have been coming in have 
been most useful to Board members and she thanked the Chairpersons. 

EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 

MRS. NAKIAN said her Committee met on Tuesday, Feb. 26th, at 7:30 P.M. 
at the Board of Education Bldg. Present were Reps. Maihock, Fishman, 
Rinaldi, Nakian, and Powers. Also present were Reps. Morris, members 
of the press, three staff members of the Smith House. Since everyone 
received a' copy of the report and have had an opportunity to read it, 
Mrs. Nakian said she will not comment on the report at this time, other 
than to say that it is in complete agreement with the opinions of the 
members of EW&G that they formulated as they went through the renovation 
process. The Committee did, in that sense, accept the report. When the 
meeting was scheduled, it was planned to have the Mayor at the meeting so 
he could discuss with the Committee what he was going to do to implement 
the report. Unfortunately, he was still in the process of hearing the 
rebuttal from the Director of Welfare and had not made a decision. She 
will leave this item on the agenda for next month with the hope that 
implementation can be discussed at that point. 

(1) MATTER OF THE SMITH HOUSE SKILLED NURSING FACILITY PROGRAM REVIEW 
REPORT. Submitted by Maria Nakian, Chairwoman, Education. Welfare 
and Government Committee 1/16/85. Held in Committee 2/4/85. 

HELD FOR NEXT MONTH'S AGENDA. 
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HOUSING" AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 

MR. WIDER said he had no report. 

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE 

44. 

MR. MALLOZZI said this is the second report this session of the Board 
of Representatives. The Committee met on Wednesday, Feb. 27th •. Pre­
sent were Committee members Mallozzi, Dudley, SUmmerville, and White. 
From the Urban Renewal Commission, Chairman Charles Lee was present, 
as well as the full Commission, Steinberg, Magistro, Carvalho, and 
Rodwin. 

(1) STATUS REPORT FROM THE URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION. Sub­
mitted by Rep. John Mallozzi, Chairman, Urban Renewal Committee, 
2/7 /85 •. 

MR. MALLOZZI said first on the accomplishment of the Commission, they 
have up to now completed the work on the Town Center Mall, which is 
the Shopping Mall Garage which was turned over to the City. Also 
they have started Blocks 8 and 9, and have reviewed the different p~ans 
from Collins and from Rich. On design reviews, they have approved 
preliminary plans for the deLima property where the Roger Smith Hotel 
used to be; also Curley's Diner is being renovated as well as Raven's 
Curtains. They have also obtained a deferral of the demolition of the 

( 

Marley Bldg. even though they did not have the legal power to do it, ( 
but Rich is taking another look at the building. Also they have closed 
on Re-Use Parcel #1 which is Canterbury Green, Re-Use Parcel 038 which is 
at the northeast corner of Tresser and Greyrock; Re-Use Parcel 02 which 
is at the southeast corner of Broad and Greyrock. And also Re-Use Parcel 
9a and 9b and 10, which is at the corner of Atlantic St. and Tresser" Blvd. 
All the condemnation appeals are being settled except for Curley's Diner 
and the Palace Theatre. 

As far as construction is concerned, the 4 and 6 Stamford Forum is about 
60% complete, which is next to the Marriott Hotelwhich is about 450,000 
sq. ft. of office space. The Marriott Extension is about 50% complete, 
and should be completed November, 1985, and the restaurant on top should 
be finished by early 1986. Canterbury Green. which is 94 units of 
housing and approximately 250,000 sq. ft. of office space is ~xpected to 
be completed in two years. 

In Re-Use Parcel #2, the foundation work has started for 160 housing 
units, but now it is being redesigned for possibly 180 housing units. 
Re-Use Parcel #38 is 450,000 sq. ft. of office space with a 30-month 
construction schedule. Parcels 9a and 9b will be another 260,000 sq. 
ft. of office space. It's at the ground level right now. The Union 
Trust is 90% complete. 

The outstanding work load is the preparation for plans for Blocks 8 and 9 
and the ch?nges there. and the potential rehabilitation within the renewal ( 
area. and also the Commission is taking under advisement a study for the 
University Place proposal, and the loose ends are complete site improve­
ment application still within the Urban Renewal area to Stamford New Urban 
Corp. 



o 

o 

45. MINUTES OF REGULAR BOARD ~ETING MONDAY, MARCH ' 4, 1985 45. 

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE (continued) 

MR. MALLOZZI (continuing): Also there i~ttsi garage litigation to 
settle. This concludes the report., 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE 

(1) 

Board 6/25/84. Report made 8/13/84. Held on Pending Steering 
Agenda since 8/13/84. Beld in Committee 1/7 and 2/4/85. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

MRS. MAIBOCK said her Committee, consisting of Audrey Maihock, Terrence 
Martin, and Dennis White made an on-site inspection concerning the Joseph 
Franchina matter on Saturday, Feb. 16, 1985, at 10:00 A.M., accompanied 
by Mr. Franchina. The Committee observed the area fill at the rear of 
Mr. Franchina's property which Mr. Lubbers has questioned. The Committee 
met further on Feb. 20, 1985 at 7:40 P.M. in the Board of Education Bldg. 
Present were Audrey Maihock, Terrence Martin, Dennis White, Atty. David 
Cohen, Mr. Joseph Franchina, Mr. Mark Lubbers, Rep. Gabe DeLuca, and Mrs. 
Mildred Perillo. 

Mark Lubbers estimated it would cost $800 to remove the fill at the 
rear of Mr.Franchina's property, and would take approximately one day. 
Mark Lubbers stated that the area where the fill is located can't store 
flood water and take up pollutants which is the function of a flood plain. 

Mr. Franchina and his attorney. at this meeting, maintained that this is 
not an appropriate test case for the Board of Representatives. The Com­
mittee voted unanimously to hold this matter until additional material is 
received from the Corporation Counsel. 

In a follow-up letter to Chairman Audrey Maihock dated Feb. 21, 1985. 
Atty. David Cohen stated his opinion that Sec. 7-146 of the Connecticut 
General Statutes is not intended to cover historic fill. and the 
authority of the Board of Representatives may not be utilized in the 
manner required by the Environmental Protection Board in the present 
application. The Committee Chairperson has therefore now requeste~ by 
conversation, and confirmed by memo.~nterpretation from the Corporation 
Counsel on tnis matter as to whether the Board of Representatives has 
authority to act on this matter. This concludes the report. 
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TRANSPORTATION 'COMMITTEE 

MR. DAVID MARTIN said his Committee met at 7:30 P.M. on Wednesday, 
February 27,1985, andat6:45 tonight, Monday, March 4th. Present 
were Reps . Maihock. Lyons. and David Martin. The items on Fiscal 
were considered. That concludes Mr. Martin's report. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

HOUSE COMMITTEE 

MR. RYBNICK said there is no report. 

---------------
CHARTER REVISION and ORDINANCE COMMITTEE 

MR. LIVINGSTON said everyone has received in their packet an up-date 
report on recodification of ordinances. He will not read the report 
as it is late in the evening and everyone has a copy. 

(1) UP-DATE ON RECODIFICATION OF ORDINANCES - submitted by Rep. 
James Dudley 2/13/85. 
----------------------------

COLISEUM AUTHORITY LIAISON COMMITTEE 

MR. LYONS said there is no report to be made. 

----------- -------
LABOR CONTRACTS LIAISON COMMITTEE 

46. 

(1) INQUIRY INTO POSSIBILITY OF INSTITUTING COST CONTAINMENT FEATURES 
INTO CITY EMPLOYEES' MEDICAL INSURANCE PROGRAM, AND TO INCLUDE THIS 
IN NEGOTIATING LABOR CONTRACTS. Submitted by Reps. Thomas Burke and 
Ruth Powers 11/7/84. Held in Committee 12/3/84 and 2/4/85. Held in 
Steering 12/19/84. 

MR. BOCCUZZI said his Committee, Mrs. Powers and himself, and Mr. Barrett 
and Mrs. Kilgrow met at the Board of Education Room and Mrs. Kilgrow gave 
in-put on insurance, benefits, and discussion ensued, but there was no 
action taken by the Committee . Mr. Zelinski was there as a member of the 
Committee, but by the end of the meeting, it was just Mrs. Powers and 
Mr. Boccuzzi, so there was no action taken. Mrs. Powers was able to put 
forth to Mrs. Ki1grow and Mr. Barrett some ideas of what she had in mind 
on insurance, benefits, and packages. 

( 

( 
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RESOLUTIONS 

(1) SENSE-OF-TBE-BOARD RESOLUTION HONORING JOSEPH. FAHEY AS .CITIZEN-DF­
YEAR. Submitted by Rep. John Zelinski CO) 11th District 2/13/85. 

MR. ZELINSKI asked that this be held for next month as he is awaiting 
information. 

HELD IN COMMITTEE. 

RULES SUSPENDED ON PROPER MOTIONS MADE AND APPROVED TO CONSIDER ITEM 
NOT ON AGENDA. 

(2) PROPOSED SENSE-OF-THE-BOARD RESOLUTION TO OPPOSE PRESIDENT REAGAN'S 
CUTS FROM AMTRAK BUDGET. Submitted by Rep. John Zelinski 3/4/85. 

MR. ZELINSKI attended a meeting at Rippowam High School last week 
sponsored by Senator Dodd. This resolution baSically states it 
would not be in the best interests of Stamford residents to support 
the cuts. This would be sent to all the interested parties who might 
be of assistance in achieving proper funding. Moved. Seconded. 
Opposed by Mr. Burke and Mrs. Conti. Mrs. Perillo Abstained. APPROVED. 

--------------

PETITIONS - None. 

ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES 

February 4, 1985 Regular Board Meeting Minutes. 

HELD - on desks tonight - copies all out-of-order and could not be 
printed early enough. Seconded. Carried to Hold. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS and INDIVIDUALS 

None . 

NEW BUSINESS 

None. 
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OLD BUSINESS 

None. 

ADJOURNMENT 

MR. DUDLEY Moved to Adjourn. There being no further business to 
before the Board,. upon Motion made and Seconded, the meeting was 

come 

Adjourned at 12:25 A.M., 'and APPROVED by voice vote. 

APPROVED: 

By~~..:::....:..../h:.:,....,· A~~~ 
Helen M. McEvoy, Administrative sistant 
(and Recording Secretary) 
Board of Representatives 
City of Stamford, Connecticut 
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