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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. DONAHUE said most members are familiar with the streets around Cove

Island, and a year or two ago, we passed an ordinance to protect those streets
by the weekly impact of over-flow traffic at Cove Island on those streets.

It is said this is a one-night stand and people won't care, but for the people
who live on those streets, this is an every week-end occurence from mid-May thru
mid-September. The streets are very narrow in the Cove, and the way cars get
parked there, emergency equipment and vehicles camnot get into the streets.
Driveways are blocked. Corners are blocked. Hydrants are obstructed. There
would be two shows held on that one night. You would have to move all the

cars and traffic out of this congested area before the people for the second
show could park their cars. It is virtually an impossibility. The most

serious consideration was given to this in an attempt to try to approve the
circus, but try as we did, it just could not be worked out safely for our
citizens. Some of the first show people may choose to linger in the park,
stroll, eat a bit, enjoy themselves, and their cars would remain parked so the
second show people could not park. This is simply not an appropriate facility
for a show of this size or type. The State trooper who has attended and worked
on other circuses in the State of Connecticut said the only one they had problems
with was Toby Tyler Circus, even with appropriate sized grounds and parking.

MR. BURKE said his concern is the reputation of the organization with which the
City is asked to do business. The Charter prohibits circuses, etc., unless
they are for charitable, non-profit organizations. He understandsthis circus
proposes to donate $2,000 to the Jaycees, thereby getting around that. They
will give $300 to the City for the use of the Park. He will not take his
children to a Big Top with the combination of bleachers, exits, and canvas.

He would prefer not to go to such places. He has, however, been to many,

many circuses. We should be careful with whom the City does business, and from
what he has heard, the Toby Tyler Circus does not sound like a good prospect
with whom to do business. He urges voting against the circus.

MS. POWERS said there is no plan to get traffic in and out of the park, and
in and out of the Cove. This is during busv traffic hours. If there is any
additional ctraffic on I-95, or Rte. #1 for that matter, there would be a
gridlock and many motorists standing in place fuming. She has never gotten
so many phone calls as she has on this one issue and they all said they do not
want the circus in a residential area. Fire trucks and ambulances would be
hampered if not prevented from getting through. If anything did happen, you
would have people stampeding across a narrow bridge. You cannot have them
running into the water. We have data and tapes from Massachusetts that are
convincing enough to give us second thoughts about this circus' reputation.
We have had bad experiences with concerts in Stamford as you well know.

(End of Tape Side #2)

(Tape Side #3 split, broke apart and a few miles of tape accumulated in the
transcribing unit. It was taken to be spliced, repaired, and prayed over.)



28, MINUTES OF REGULAR BOARD MEETING - MONDAY, APRIL 7, 1986 28.

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. JEPSEN said there has been eloquent testimony about the traffic problems,
the neighborhood's problems, and as someone who drives up Cove Road every
day, he can say that if there were too much traffic as would be represented
by a circus, it would be totally out-of=hand. The question of liability to
which Rep. Lyons alluded, these are days of sky-rocketing liability costs,
insurance premiums for cities, and for individuals alike, due to enormous
settlements as a result of litigation; if anything were to happen at the
circus, no doubt the circus would be sued, but vou could count on the City
also being sued, even if the City had done nothing whatsoever to contribute
to a problem resulting from the circus being held here. The legal costs
could be enormous , particularly if large numbers of people were involved.
If an ambulance were called and could not get there quickly because the City
had not assured a steady flow of traffiec, a court case could result. He
agrees with the other Board members who feel the circus should not be
permitted to be held here.

MRS. McGRATH Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT =zaid the question before the Board is on whether to approve
the Resolution opposing the circus. A Yes vote will oppose the circus. A
No vote is in favor of having the circus because of the way the Resolutiocm
is worded. The vote is 31 Yes, 5 No, 2 Abstentions, and 2 Non-Voting.

The Resolution has been approved and the Board has indicated its disapproval
of having the circus here.

(The tape was spliced, due to having broken, and some dialogue was lost at

this point, as well as in other spots.) There was a Motion to take Item #4 out

of Committee, Seconded.

(4) REQUEST TO WAIVE RESIDENT VEHICLE STICKERS FOR A CIRCUS AT COVE ISLAND
TO BE HELD ON JUNE 12, 1986, AND POSSIBLY THE 13th, IF PERMISSION IS
GIVEN FOR A SECOND DAY. Requested by Parks Supt. Robt. Cook 3/11/86.

MRS. McINERNEY said she did not believe the resident vehicle stickers should be
waived as the Board overwhelmingly denied I[tem #3, for the rcasons stated,

the circus' request to hold their circus at Cove Island Park. The reasons
given to support denial indicate that any benefits that might possibly

accrue are far ocutweipghed by the negative aspects. Sec. 13-39 of the Code

of Ordinances regarding carnivals, circuses, wild west shows as being
prohibited indicates that they shall not be operated in the City of Stamford.
However, there is an exception which allows any fair, amusement, or entertain-
ment similar thereto to be conducted by a local bona fide fratermal, charit-
able or religious organization. Certainly, the way that ctwo-pronged ordin-
ance is written, they would not have to come back to us unless to guranantee
the waiver. It would be expeditious of us to take this out of committee and
take an action on it verify the action we took on the previous item.

She is favor of taking this out of committee and voting to verify the action
taken on Item #3.

(The tape broke again, was spliced again, and then copigghaggsgﬁﬁlf§p%o
retrieve as much of the dialogue and action as possible.)
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

MRS. MATHOCK agrees with Mrs. McInerney. Also, she believes that when the
President said it was a vote against the circus, the President meant it was
against a circus in Cove Island Park. Is not that correct, just to clarify.

MR. SIGNORE Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT said the waiver of resident vehicle stickers is before the
Board for discussion.

MR. WIDER said this is opening a keg of worms. He Moved to amend the request
to suspend all people for one year, rather than for the 12th and 13th.
No Seconding Motion was made. '

MR. SIGNORE said he thought Mr. Wider had a very strong peint and he will
Second Mr. Wider's Motionm.

THE PRESIDENT said then the amendment is to change it from June 12, 1986 to
June 12, 1987.

MR. BOCCUZZI Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on the amendment. DEFEATED.

THE PRESIDENT said the question on the floor is Item #4 for the waiver of
resident vehicle stickers.

MR. DeROSE Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Item #4. DEFEATED, with a preponder-
ance of No votes, a few Yes votes, and two abstentions. Resident stickers
will not be waived.

(5) REQUEST EQE_PERMISSION TO HANG A BANNER ON SUMMER STREET FROM APRIL l4th
through APRIL 18, 1986 to publicize the Stamford Symphony Orchestra Concert.
Requested by Leslie Simmons Lee, Development Dir., 400 Main St., Stamford,
06901-3005, 3/13/86.

APPROVED ON CONSENT AGENDA.

(6) REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO HANG BANNERS ON SUMMER STREET AS PER FOLLOWING
SCHEDULE TO PUBLICIZE THE STAMFORD SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA CONCERTS:

Oct. 3 thru QOct. 19, 1986 March 6 thru March 22, 1987
Nov.24 thru Dec. 7, 1986 April 16 chru May 3, 1987
Jan.l6 thru Feb. 1, 1987

Requested by Leslie Simmons Lee, Development Dir., 400 Main St., Stam-—
ford, 06901-3005, 3/13/86.

MR. PIA said the Committee voted 5-0 to DENY this request to monopolize the
schedule by one organization. and he so Moved. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote,
to DENY Item #6.
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

(7) DISTRIBUTION, CONDITION AND MAINTENANCE OF SOFTBALL FIELDS FOR BABE
RUTH SOFTBALL LEAGUE FOR GIRLS RE: Letter from Richard Broderick,
Pres., Stamford Babe Ruth Softball, 3/17/86. Submitted by Rep. McGrath,
(14-D) 3/17/86.

MR. PIA said the Committee discussed this with Mr. Giordano amd the people
involved, and Mr. Giordano said he would repair the fields, and the Committee
is going to tour the three schools in question on Wednesday at 5:30, and
everything is resolved.

REQUEST TO SUSPEND THE RULES TO CONSIDER THREE ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

MR. PTA Moved to Suspend the Rules to consider two requestitems for hanging
of banners: one from Sacred Heart Church and one from Westhill/North Star
Players. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

(8) REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO HANG A BANNER on Summer St. from June 6, 1986
to June 30, 1986 from Sacred Heart Church.

(9) REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO HANG A BANNER on Summer St. from June 1, 1986
to June 7, 1986 from the North Star Players of Westhill High School.

MR. PIA Moved for approval of items 8 and 9. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.
Items #8 and #9 are approved.

(10) PROPOSED RESOLUTION CONCERNING MOORING OF LOBSTER BOATS AT SOUTHFIELD
MARINA. Submitted by Parks Supt. Robert Cook.

MR. PIA Moved to Suspend the Rules to consider the resolution for mooring of
the lobstermen's boats at the Southfield Marina. Seconded. CARRIED, voice
vote, with two in opposition.

The Committee voted 5-0 to approve the Resolution. The Parks Dept. requested
that we allow the lobstermen, six of them, who would like to renovate the
slips and docks down at Southfield Marina to make them more presentable.
They have discussed this with Mr. Boccuzzi and his people down in the area,
and they are all in favor of it. Rather than go through a lengthy discus-
sion, he will Move for approval. Seconded.

MR. PAVIA said the area in question has been vandalized, it is in disrepair,
and here are six good, hardworking Stamford residents whose livelihood is
in the lobster trade, who are being very cooperative and are not asking for
anything from the City other than the opportunity to improve it.

This measure should be supported.

MR. BOCCUZZI said the Southfield Marina is in the Second District. Mr. Pavia
is right about the vandalism. It will be a good opportunityf%ring some life
down into the Park. These gentlemen are very conscientious with their owm
equipment, their own boats, and will be there protecting their own equipment,
plus whatever boats may be moored at the slips cthat they will install. He
met with these men and the Parks Dept. and he is satisfied that they will
carry on the type of an operation that will not be detrimental to the Park

or anyone in the Parg,
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PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. BOCCUZZI (continuing)

Some people who live close to the Park, would welcome this type of an opera-
tion because they feel that is the only way they will get some police protec-
tion at the Park, if the civilian population stay down there and watch

what is going on. If the lobstermen are down there, we gather two benefits.
We gather more moorings for private boats because they will build the slips
long enough so they can accommodate private boats down at Southfield, and

they will be taking out the slips from the Parks Dept. and paying the City
for the slips. And there will be people there who are willing to sit dowm
there until two o'clock in the morning on their boats, watching to make sure
nothing happens. In the long rum, the Park will benefit by it, and those
people who have boats and are looking for moorings will bemefit by it because
they will be able to accommodate something like 20 or 30 more boats by putting
in these slips. As the Representative from the area, Mr. Boccuzzi wholehearted.
endorses it, and asks the Board to approve the resolutionm.

MR. WIDER said he certainly sanctions what Mr. Boccuzzi said. He would
like to add-a new dimension. There are still a lot of senior citizens

who come down there,who cannot go down to Cove Island or Cummings. This
will be some protection for them if they want to spend a little while

in the cool part of the evening. Now, they spend their time there during
the day and they leave before it becomes dark, because it has really become
unsafe. He has asked Mr. Cook to please rake that beach. and get it in
condition so that people can at least walk around and wet their feet, if
they can't swim. He spent some 12 years there with the boatowners and he
knows the area and the people. We need this. These lobstermen will be an
asset to the City instead of a liability, and he would like to see them
enjoy it.

MRS. MAIHOCK asked if anything should occur that would postpone this plan,
would we be affected by any mechanics' liens on this material?

MR. PIA said he cannot answer that question.
MR. SIGCNORE Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on the resolution concerning the
lobstermen at Southfield Marina. SECONDED. CARRIED, voice vote.

MR. PIA Moved for approval of Consent Agenda Ttem #5. Seconded. CARRIED,
voice vote.

EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE

(1) SENSE-OF-THE-~BOARD RESOLUTION CONCERNING THE APPROVAL OF THE PURCHASE
OF PREMISES LOCATED AT ONE TELECOM PLACE, STAMFORD, FROM GTE. These
premises to be the new City Hall for the City of Stamford. Submitted
by Mayor Thom Serrani 3/17/86.

MS. POWERS said Education, Welfare and Government met on Wednesday, April 2nd.
Present were Committee members Fishman, Nakian, Bromley, Maihock,and Powers.
Also present were Reps. Blum and Begel. The Resolution was approved, as

amended, by the Committee by a vote of 4-0-1. A copy of the amended resolu-
tion was sent to all members. The Committee did not incorporate any further
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

MS. POWERS (continuing)

changes to the resolution. There were several suggestions made, One, the
sense of the Committee was to lease rather than sell unneeded portions of
the building. However, since any sale or lease would have to go to the
Planning Board, Board of Finance, and Board of Representatives, we felt
we did not want to emcompass this restriction in the resoclution so as to
give the Mayor and the Finance Commissioner the opportunity to lock at
all options. Suggestions were also made to have any tenants on separate
floors from those being used by the City, and also at the proper time to
change the address of One Telecom Place to a more appropriate name. She
urged the full Board to pass this resolution, and she so Moved. Seconded.

MRS. McINERNEY said since the meeting of March 25, 1986 at which time the
Board members extensively questioned Mayor Serrani, Comm. Pacter, and the
agents from GTE, several things were asked for such as the cost versus

benefit sheets and some real facts on change orders and things of that

nature. At that time, she recollects, and apparently it was by the author of the
Committee Report, that some of these hard facts would be given ta the Board
within a week. She has received none of them and it really worries her
because this is a large expenditure for the City of Stamford, a capital
improvement expenditure, and she has difficulty supporting the resolution
without having the entire facts before her so she can make what she

considers a value judgment. It doesn't mean that her value judgment is

going to be a rubber stamp of somebody else's value judgment either, and
neither does she expect anyone on the Board to rubber stamp her value judgment

Based on the information she has, and the fact that she is extremely
worried on the contingencies and the sale of City properties, she would
like to introduce two proposed amendments to the resolution and would offer
it as the sixth paragraph, the previous paragraph reading "WHEREAS, the
Board of Representatives is the direct voice of the people of Stamford",
and the amendment she offers would read "WHEREAS, it is the desire of the
Board of Representatives to minimize the capital outlay to the taxpayers
regarding the purchase of the new City Hall Facilicy by herein directing the
Administration to maximize the proposed sale of all City assets to aid in
offsetting the capital expenditure for the purchase of the premises located
at One Telecom Place, Stamford, Connecticut, from GTE," and she so Moved.
Seconded.

MR. JEPSEN said he is completely opposed to this amendment. It seeks to mix
apples with oranges. At the March 25th Meeting of the Committee as a Whole,
one of che things that came out very clearly and very forcefully was that

the disposition of City-owned assets particularly as they relate to afford-
able housing in the City, is a separate matter unrelated to the new City Hall
because when we sell these assets, that is a question that we will have to
address in any event. Mrs. McInerney's amendment while appropriate for discus-
sion is inappropriate to attach to the resolution on the agenda because it
brings out an issue that is not really addressed at all in the resolution.

MRS. McINERNEY made a Point of Clarification, saying that the meeting held
on March 25, 1986 was not a public hearing. In fact, it was a Committee of
the Whole Meeting.
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EDUCATION, WELFARR AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. WHITE is opposed to this amendment. It creates an impetus to sell off
assets of the City, and he is opposed to this in principle, as this is com-
mitting municipal suicide, or at least backing ourselves into a corner.
This land should be held om to, by and large. To give directive to the sale
of the properties of the City, ten years from now the profit will look
miniscule, given the way land is escalating. We need this land for open
space, for our people to spread out. He is opposed to the direction this
amendment .takes because we are almost being stampeded with "Get the

buck; get the buck; sell off the land; sell off the land." It is extremely
short-sighted in terms of urban plannimg. If you want a new building, vou
will have to spend money, that'k the long-and-short of it. Do not give up
our assets, the land we own.

MR. DAVID MARTIN asked for che reading of the proposed amendment again.
which was done by the President. He questioned that the proposal for the
"sale of all City assets" might be construed as much broader than the
intent.

MR. DUDLEY Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT called for a machine vote on the proposed amendment.
DEFEATED by a vote of 9 Yes, 31 No.

MR. ZELINSKI Moved a proposed amendment to the proposed resolution, which
is on everyone's desk. It deals with the last paragraph which presently
reads "And, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Representatives
supports the Mayor's best efforts to secure One Telecom Place as a site for
a new City Hall/Govermment Center at the best possible price and terms for
the City."

Mr. Zelinski's amendment is, after the word "secure", that the following
sentence "the most economical location for the taxpayers of Stamford
either One Telecom Place, or Rippowam High School." Seconded.

Several months ago, at a public hearing which he proposed to get in=-put from
the public where they wanted to have the new City Hall, resulted in an over-
whelming vote for Rippowam [ligh School as our new City itall. What ever hap-
pened to "The People's Choice"? It is almost ludicrous to look at the
proposed resolution, where it states "WHEREAS, the Board of Representatives
is the direct voice of the people of Stamford;" something is wrong very
seriously here, is it the voice of the people or is it the voice of one
person? Mr. Zelinski is not opposed to the GTE Bldg., but as was mentiomned
earlier, this Board has an oblipation to the taxpayers who are going to pay
for this building wherever it is going to be, to look at all the options

that are available. Rippowam High School, as the public had expressed at

the public hearing, is their preference, and it does meet the needs of a
possible new City Hall as far as parking, location, size, and the most
important point which seems to have received only the most cursory considera-
tion, if at all, when we're talking about large dollar numbers, and that is
the cost if the GTE Bldg. is purchased for $45 Million, is more than $20 Mil-
lion or $25 Millionm more tham it would cost to renovate an existing building
like the Rippowam High School to our new City Hall, and it can be built to
our specificacions and needs as a City Hall and not to take a building that
was originally built to house a corporate headquarters with an executive

suite and a cafeteria.
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. ZELINSKI (continuing)

Some people have said that Rippowam High Schocl is not available, yet we

have no indication that this possibility has been pursued to the final
degree, or really at all. Some have mentioned zoning. Well, it seems we

had a legal opinion that zoning does not apply to governments; also, Rippowam
is on a main thoroughfare, High Ridge Road, parts of which are zoned com=-
mercial. It is also a State road. In residential areas, we have changed
zoning for senior citizen housing, and for other beneficial things for the
City's residents. Some have said that the City does not own Rippowam, and
that the Board of Education does. This is not really correct. The taxpayers
of Stamford own the schools, as well as all other governmental facilities,
and the roads and streets, infrastructures, etc. The taxpayers of this City
should not be held hostages by a few members of the Board of Education, if
that be the case., When new schools are built, the construction is under the
supervision of the Public Works Department, and when they are completed and

a Certificate of Occupancy is issued, the school is turned over to the Board
of Education to be used for educational purposes. When it is no longer needed
for those purposes, it is returned to the Department of Public Works for
whatever disposition the City Fathers see fit.

If the public wants Rippowam High School for a new City Hall, the Board of
Education should be consulted and they might well be accommodating. The

same taxpayers who support their multi-million dollar budgets each year are
the same taxpayers who must finance a new City Hall, and if in the future any
new schools are needed, they will come out of the same pocket. We must all
work together. There is one municipal government in Stamford, not two.

A record-breaking capital and operating budget will be facing us next month.

We should explore all our options, not only the GTE Bldg. but also Rippowam
High School. Remember the old adage: "Act in haste; repent at leisure."”

MR. SIGNORE agrees in a way with Mr. Zelinski. After the May 25th meeting,
he received many phone calls from taxpayers who asked what is wrong with
Rippowam High School. He could not arswer them as he felt it was never
pursued. He does not wish to stone-wall this resolution tonight, but he
would like to see Rippowam included here as another possible site for City
Hall. This looks like it is being railroaded through. Some people are
asking if this is being shoved down the throats of the taxpayers, and of
this Board. We should not sit here and not question some items. He thinks
we should also include Rippowam in our seriocus cousiderations. The Board of
Education and the Mayor should sit down and discuss this item in depth, and
maybe it will turn not not to he feasible, but at least we would have made
the proper effort to see if is feasible and can be done. The way it looks
now, no one even tried it; no one asked even; no one seemed to care. It
looks as if we are not doing our job. Unless this is added to the resolu-
tion, Mr. Signore would not be able to vote for it as it stands.

MS. FISHMAN said if you will examine State statutes, you will see that the
City does not have jurisdiction over the Board of Education property; that
the Board of Education is State-mandated and they have complete jurisdiction
over their property, and if they do not wish to hand it over to the City, we
cannot take it from them, and they have said again and again, that they need
it. She said to Mr. Signore that they have examined Rippowam High School and

it was part of cthe H-0-K Report and anybody that knows that building knows

that it is not in good repair. It practically would need to be rebuilt from
the bottom up.
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

MS. FISHMAN (continuing)

The opportunity to get a building that is already finished without cost
over-runs, without all the other headaches that go with building a new
building is an opportunity that we should seize at once.

On the question of the public hearing, when people spoke about their feel-
ings, we had at that meeting a group of people who came as a body. There
were about 60 or 70 of them, and they all spoke to one issue: Rippowam High
School. 1In the time that she has been on the Board, and she grants that it
has not been very long, a couple of years, she has never received so many
phone calls and never had so many people approach her on this subject, and
everyone of them has said to her "Go for it! Get this building.”

MR. DAVID MARTIN he wished to add that as they go forward on this City Hall
project, there have been a great numher of cost-savings that have been
attributed to it. He will speak later to the Main Motionm.

MR. BOCCUZZI said he is against the amendment. The Rippowa%lgghool has been
beaten to a dead horse. They have been over this over and over and over again
s0 many times. He agrees that at the public hearing, most of the people
called for Rippowam High School. At that time, however, the opportunity

to buy the GTE Bldg. was not there. To interject Rippowam at this time
along with the GTE Bldg. is wrong. We have had enough reports as to the
availability of Rippowam; there have been cost factors, zoning changes,

some neighbors do not approve of it. What amazes him is that those people
who are against the GTE Bldg. are the ones who get all the phone calls

from people, and nobody else gets any calls as far as being against. He
said in the 18 or 20 years that he has been on the Board, the phone calls
and the people who discussed with him, were overwhelmingly in favor of

GTE. He is against the amendment and he urges the Board to vote it down.

MR. LYONS said he will vote against this amendment, bhasically for most of
the reasons Mr. Boccuzzi outlined. He did wish to say that the education
of the youth of cthis City will not be held hostage by this because of
Rippowam.

MRS. McGRATIH is against this ameundment. And she would, once and for all, wish
to put Rippowam ligh School off the list. She said when the Board of Educa-
tion wants to turn over a building, that is when we take it over and not
before. She finds it misleading for icto now become part of the Press,

because it is part of our discussion, and once more misleads the citizens

of Stamford to think that it even is a remote possibility right now. She
thoroughly agrees that she will never hold hostage the Board of Education

or their budget in order to obtain Rippowam High School.

MR. JEPSEN agrees with Mr. Boccuzzi, Ms. Fishman, Mrs. McGrath who have
spoken to the substance of the Rippowam question. He wishes to add that

the issue before the Board right now is amending this resolution, really
does not present a choice between Rippowam and the GTE Bldg. The intent of
this resolution is to authorize the Mayor to go ahead and try and strike

his best deal and do his best to secure a good deal. You can still vote for
this resolution, and still down the road, on the merits, oppose the GTE Bldg.
and the capital funding for it, or fight for some alternative.
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. JEPSEN (continuing)

This issue should not be mixed up with this amendment., It should be kept
very clean, very neat, and votedup or down on the resolution as presented.

MR. WIDER is against the resolution. We have spent too much time talking
about Rippowam High School. It should be left alone now.

MR. HEINS is in favor of the resolution. 1In the past few days, he has received
phone calls from his constituents who have expressed nothing but concern over
this expenditure. Both Republicans and Democrats have called him and asked

why Rippowam hasn't been an option. This same concern has been expressed in
telephone calls, Letters to the Editor, letters to us from doctors, lawyers,
and other citizens throughout the town. With savings of $20 Million, even if
Rippowam might be in awful shape, if you talk to people in the comstruction
business, to renovate a building is about $80 per sq. ft. To get the comparable
space, you are talking about $20 Million to convert Rippowam. That's a differ-
ence of $25 Million. This Board has set as a priority with Rep. Morris and
Rep. Blum's Committee which they Chair on priorities, they said housing is a
priority. 1If we can save this Cicy $25 Million, then we should consider or
reconsider Rippowam seriously, as it would be impossible to believe if the
people of Stamferd want it, that the Board of Education would not respond

as good legislators to the needs of the people. You must realize we are

making a trade-off. This issue of Burdick becomes almost need. If we save

$25 Million, we can do a lot with Burdick to help the senior citizens, the

poor around town, and we give up that choice if we buy CTE, we ought to con-
sider that.

MRS. BROMLEY Moved the (Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT called for a machine vote on Mr. Zelinski's amendment.
DEFEATED with 10 Yes votes, 28 Ne votes, and 2 Non=-Voting.

Mr. David Martin is first to speak on the Main Motion.

MR. DAVID MARTIN said this resolution calls for the Mayor to do his best to
negotiate for this GTE property, of which Mr. Martin is in favor. At the
same time, whether it is stated in the resolution or not, there are a variety
of things that must go ahead in consideration of this move. One of those that
he is anxious to have done is that as the Board goes through the budget
process, the savings that have been spoken about in terms of utilities, in
terms of personnel, in terms of insurance costs, and a variety of other
areas, will be identified in this budget as the areas that will be reduced

in coming years as we move into a new building. That is critically important
that the savings spoken about will in fact be realized, and cthat is part and
parcel of the whole process.

MR. LIVINGSTON Moved for an amendment to the second to the last paragraph
which currently reads "WHEREAS, the Board of Representatives is the direct
voice of the people of Stamford". He wishes to change that to read "WHEREAS,
the Board of Representatives legislates in behalf of the City of Stamford."
Seconded.
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EDUCATION, WELFARE AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. DUDLEY Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Mr. Livingston's amendment.
CARRTED, voice vote, with a few in opposition. The amendment is approved.

MR. WIDER said he sees one thing wrong with the resolution. It does not
carry the request for the money. We are dragging our feet on buying the
building. It is sc important to this City. He would hate to vote on two or
three things at one time. He had hoped to have the money in this resolution.

MR. BLUM said a former member of this Board wrote a very beautiful article
in the OP-ED section of the ADVOCATE, and that was Edith Sherman. He hopes
this item will not pass us by as has happened in the past with other matters.

MR, RUBINO Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote, with a few
in opposition.

A machine vote was taken and the resolution was APPROVED, as amended, with
28 Yes votes, 8 No votes, 3 Abstentions,

HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

MR. WIDER said the Committee met on March 26, 1986 in the Lounge at the
Board of Education Bldg. Present were Stan Esposito, Anne Summerville,

and Lathon Wider; also Catherine Trentini. The 12th Year Community Develop-
ment Application was discussed for $786,100, The Committee voted 3-0 to
approve the resolurion, and he so Moved. Seconded,

(1) PROPOSED RESOLUTION AUTHORIZINC THE MAYOR TO FILE TWELFTH YEAR APPLI-
CATTON FOR THE COMMUNTTY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM OF THE CITY OF STAMFORD,
CONNECTICUT. This is the proposed statement of the Community Develop-
ment objectives and projects use of funds (budget) for 12th year fund-
ing 7/1/86 - 6/30/87, totalling $786,100. Submitted by Mayor Thom
Serrani 2/26/86.

THE PRESIDENT called for a voice vote on Item #1. APPROVED.

MR. WIDER said on Item #2, they had a representative from the F.D. Rich
Development Corporation, Mr. Irwin Silver, to discuss the Broadmoor Housing.
He made a Progress Report and informed the Committee that the project was
moving ahead amnd would scon see some housing being built; and in 30-60 days
they would have the plan ready to move ahead with it. He sees some progress
coming on the housing to be built at Broadmoor.

(2) STATUS REPORT ON THE BROADMOOR HOJSING PROJECT. Submitted by Rep. Lathon
Wider, Sr., Chairman, Housing & Community Development Commictee, 11/25/85.
Held in Steering 12/2/85. Held in Committee 1/13/86. Held on Pending
Agenda 2/3/86.




38. MINUTES OF REGULAR BOARD MEETING - MONDAY, APRIL 7, 1986 38.

HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE (continued)

REQUEST TO SUSPEND THE RULES TO CONSIDER AN ITEM NOT ON THE AGENDA

MR. WIDER Moved to Suspend the Rules to take up a Resolution to send to
Congress for full funding of the SCDP. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

MR. WIDER said the Resolution is addressed"“the Congress of the United
States, the Connecticut legislators in Washington, and to the President,
and he so Moved. Seconded. (The Sense-of-the-Board Resolution is attached.)

(3) PROPOSED RESOLUTION TO SEND TO CONGRESS REQUESTING FULL FUNDING OF
THE STAMFORD COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.

MRS. McINERNEY said this is a well-intentioned resolution, However, it is
a little politicizing what has happened on the national level and she cannot
support it as such,

SOMEONE (unidentified) Moved the Question. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

The Resolution was APPROVED, with 26 Yes votes, 8 No votes, and 6 Non-Voting.

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - No Report.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTEE - No Report.

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

(1) FOR FINAL ADOPTION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE AMENDING ORD. #492 CONCERNING
REGULATION OF TRAFTIC AND PARKING. Re: Adjustment to parking fine items.
Rates approved by Traffic Commission 1/8/86. Submitted by John P. Thomp-
son, Traffic Engineer (Acting Secy. to Traffic Commission) L/14/86. Held
in Committee 2/3/86. Approved for publication 3/3/86.

MRS. BEGEL said the Transportation Committee met on Monday, March 24, 1986,
Present were Rosanne Begel, Frank Mollo, Audrey Maihock, and Thomas Pia.

Tom Clear was excused. A public hearing was held on the proposed ordinance

to amend Ord. #492 concerning Regulation of Traffic and Parking fines. The
Commictee voted unanimously to approve this item for adoption. Another meeting
was held this evening to discuss amendments to the ordinance that was submitted
by Rep. David Martin. Copies were sent to all Board members on 3/31/86. The
Committee voted to recommend these amendments to the ordinance and is requesting
final adoption. She so Moved. Seconded.

MRS. BEGEL Moved for approval of the amendments, as submitted, on Item #1.

They met with Jim Ford this evening and he had no problems with the suggestions.
It is just further clarification. The difference is in the dates,are really
more or less made up in the escalation chart when the fines were moved, for
instance, from 1-7 days, it is now l1-15 days; and then after che 15th date, the
Delinquency Notice goes out, and then it would be ten days from date of notice
to appeal. It is a little bit of a change, but not really, it is still the same

amount of days. Moved. Seconded.
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TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE (continued)

MRS. McINERNEY said even though it appears that there is not any change, at
least in the eyes of the Committee, certainly as you read the ordinance and
you read the proposed changes, there appears to be a change in dates for ap-
peals, and a change in dates for collection of all the fines if they are not
paid. 5She thinks that at this point in time, if you are going to consider the
amendments, the ordinance should be re-published.

MR. BLUM agrees with Mrs. McInerney, the amendments should be published and
there should be a public hearing held and in-~put gotten from the citizens.
After all, the public are the ones who will be penalized for these infractioms.
We have parking garages, parking lots, parking spaces, and still it is not
enough money, we are increasing the fines on the delinquents. Another hearing
is called for.

MR. DAVID MARTIN said the two amendments work toward the benefit of the citizenms,
and how they are minor changes that do not require any re-publishing of the
ordinance. The first change was that the City sometimes neglected to send out

a Delinquency Notice, and instead of just having the clock running, we should
make future actions contingent upon the City's sending a Delinquent Notice.

In cthe Table that exists under Paragraph 3, Section 20-7, that was in fact
implemented. However, it was forgotten tc implement that change in the very
next paragraph. The first change that this amendment addresses, in fact, makes
that paragraph in conformance with the preceding Table and that is to the
benefit and protection of the citizens in that thev actually get more protection
now than the way it was worded before.

The second change is on Section 20-10 - Appeal of Parking Violation Notices.
This extends the time allowed for Administrative Appeals beyond what was cur-
rently allowed. Previously, once a Delinquency Notice had gone out, you could
not make an Administrative Appeal. This allows an Administratcive Appeal for
ten days addicional, again protecting the citizens on the off-chance that che
parking ticket was lost or never placed on the right car or anything. There is
now a chance to get this handled administratively to the benefit of the citizens
and perhaps even save the taxpayers dollars and efforts in regarding the more
extensive procedures of appeals which are still left in place. These are both
of big benefits and there is no necessity to bring themback to the citizens to
further scrutinize them,

THE CHAIR agrees that this does not require re-publication. If you are in
favor of the amendments, vote it up; if you are opposed, vote it down,

A machine vote on the amendments was taken. APPROVED with 31 Yes votes, L No
vote, and 8 Non-Voting.

A machine vote was taken on the Main Motion, as amended. APPROVED, with 28 Yes
votes, & No votes, and 8 Non-Voting.

LABOR CONTRACTS LIAISON COMMITTEE

(1) MATTER OF PEGGING SALARY INCREASES TO THE INFLATION RATE. Submitted by
Rep. John J. Boccuzzi (D-2), 3/18/86.

MR. BURKE said the Committee met Tuesday, April 1, 1986, at the Board of Educa-

tion Bldg. Present were Reps. Boccuzzi, Zelinski, and Burke. Item 1 was

discussed and will be the subject of on-going investigations to determine a
oropettrecognizable,and fair index to which the Committee will recommend that
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LABOR CONTRACTS LIAISON COMMITTEE (continued)

MR. BURKE (continuing)
salary increases be paid. That is his report. HELD IN COMMITTEE.

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

HOUSE COMMITTEE - No Report.

COLISEUM AUTHORITY LIAISON COMMITTEE - No Report.

CHARTER REVISION COMMITTEE - No Report.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO ASSESS PRIORITY ISSUES

(1) DISCUSSION ON THE ISSUE OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING. Submitted by Rep. Stanley
Esposito (l1-R), Vice Chairman, Special Committee to Assass Priority
Issues, 1/17/86. Report made 3/3/86.

MR. BLUM said he has a small syuopis of their monthly meeting. The
Committee is at work on affordable housing. Mr. White and Mr. Hardiman

were invited to the last meeting on the 24th and had a very conclusive

and interesting meeting at that time. They learned about financing of
affordable housing, and cthey have something on which to proceed, one being

a seminar on this subject. They will be interviewing Mr. Mercede, Mr.
Terrence Cook; also the Urban Renewal Committee will be invited; and the

F. D. Rich Co. about their promises to built housing in the Urban Redevelop=-
ment Area. All members are welcome to attend future Committee meetings.

RESOLUTIONS

(1) SENSE-OF-THE-=-BOARD RESOLUTION HONORING THE FTIRST CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH
ON ITS 350th ANNIVERSARY. Submitted by Rep. John Zelinski (D-11) 3/17/86.

MR. ZELINSKI Moved for approval. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

PETTITIONS - Noune.

ACCEPTANCE OF THE MINUTES

March 3, 1986 REGULAR BOARD MEETING MINUTES.

MRS. MATHOCK has two corrections. Page 12, Line 6, should be "roaming" instead
of "running"”. And on Line 12, should be "it is" instead of "is is" (a typo).

Moved for approval as corrected. Seconded. CARRIED, voice vote.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR, OTHER BOARDS and INDIVIDUALS

None.
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MRS. POWERS said she would like to, on behalf of the ZDUCATION, WELFARE
AND GOVERNMENT COMMITTIEE, thank Mrs. McEvoy for getting the Minutes to
the Committee for their meeting in such a short time.

MR. DUDLEY wished to remind everyone of the MARATHON on Sunday, and he hopes
as many as can will participate.

OLD BUSINESS - None.

NEW BUSINESS - None.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business to appear hefore the Board tonight, upon

Motion Moved, Seconded, and CARRIED by voice vote, the meeting was

ADJOURNED at 12:10 A.M.
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Board of Representatives
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