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Ioiould have to vllcate their l'rf'sent offices since such appointment would in­
--;(nlvE!dual office holding. 

Wise stated he would hole! the o[linion that thE'se men can not hold the 
positions on two boards. 

Hichael Wofsey, 1st ilistrict, }IOVED, that in view of the ruling the matter be 
TABLED to give the Nayor an opportunity to two other nominations to 
replace the men io question, and tllke the later on, seconded by Hilda 
Clllrke, 17th ilistrict, and CARRIIlD. 

Daniel Hil1,r, 1hth .listrict, HOVllll that iltlnroprLlte r"!solution be pre­
pllred ,1Pproving nf the request for the ,mpplemellt ., l lI11otml)nt of $150,000, 
seconded and CARkH.J. 

l'IlIl'.RI'.AS 'lode'; t itle I of Act ot 19119 thE' City of Stamford, on 
.June 12th, 1050, madP IIPpliclltion to-the Honsin-g- ;iii(l"rrom'> Finance Administrator 
to reserve or ear·,ark the sum of S250,000.00 for SLUM AND JIlVI'.WPMENT 
"'ORK d - --' --.-- - -,,,---- .-. !!,, _.l... i}n 

t hi s sum shou ld h'lve been increased hCC<1l's " the tormer Town of St.1JT1-
ford and former Citv of St"l!lford UE-came into (lne government on April 
15 , 1911Q , as per commun i ca t i on i t ten George T. Barre tt to the Admi n is­
trator, under date of June 19. 1950, 

I-OW TIIl:RI:.FORI'., Ad"dnistrator is rl'qul"st ed to make a supplementary reser-

o 

vation of the sum of S150,000.00 (making a total of SIlOO,ooo,ool as per letter of 0 
June 19, 1950 referrpd to 

GhORGb 1. BAI!llliTT, the duly ) IAYOR of the City of St;llllford, Connec­
ticut, is hereby directed to forward to said Administrator three certified copies 
of this resolution such other supporting d .. ta and information as may be 
required. This resolution, tocetherwith the ori,Jinal resolution, shall constitute 
the formal request tothe Admini s trator for the of capital 

.. erant mOh1es. 
2. Appointment nf KY'y.)[I . to . Plnnnlng Jloilrd . 

• ',iof,;",y, 1st Jistrict, this b,' referred to the Ap,Point­
m,," t Com",i I. tN' , s('condec! and CARRH J. 

3. Appointment. of to the Zonine Commission for a fivp 
tPr",. endin g AnTiI 15, 1955 . 

1St Jistrict, :·IOVI'.D this matter be r('fen'ed to the Appoint­
mf'nts Commi tt ee: , and CAitRI!:.;). 

:·Ir. Pic:rson r"!ad two' other from the 1·lavor received .. iter the 
Steerin?, Committee meeting, The !'\a)'or .call efj fl u e' ntion to Page :!13 of the 
minutes nr. the' rCS<1lut ion nq the MiJ\'or to oroco:?cd to have an adequate 
fire..-ork:; disl11ilY for the Fourth of July 1950. lie notec! tilcr(' was no appropri­
iltion"for"thilfPUrjiOse th", time altoacthl' r too s hort to solicit funds 
from the puhlic. However, he has asked the Board of to include an 
appropriation of Sl,.200 in next bndget for til"t 

J"",ps :·ju l.rccd. 4th District. said it was {h,· of the Board at the 
.Jllne l;! th ",cc ti" !! 1 h:lt il !lubl ic ?.!'.l!scrjp_ticm be :3olici ted in order to provide 
fire"ork s il.t "-c!II!lI'linos Park,_!'od .,sk!'d thl' !Jill'or hild not supported this 
rer.o; li1'!p. nrla ti nn. 

Hr. Pi e r son s,lid th,- :Iayor h,lIj approved, but the editor nf the Stamfnrd 
f"lt it "ould be 'IOwi s o:' to "xprt':;$ such an appeal for thesc fUrias 

through the Advocate. 

o 



o 

o 

o 

.rULLl2..._l2S!2 
The other portion of the communication regarded t~rkipi metet rOD!r~-&S­

handled by the Board~. The Mayor stated it makes it very difficult to draw uQ a 
COli II act without the necessi ty of having to set up separate accounts and have a lot 
of extra bookkeeping in order to keep track of the income from all these different 
meters purchased under these different agreements, and felt it would be most un­
satisfactory. He felt the only thing that would have handled the whole matter was 
a contract which would have equipped the whole City, parking lots and everything 
else with the same type of meter and the receipts from which could have been kept 
track of with one set of books. 

John Cameron, 20th :listrict, HOVI',D the letter be placed on file, seconded by 
Hichael Wofsey, 1st District, and CARRIED. 

The President also read a copy of a communication from the Mayor to the Board 
of Finance rerarding authority to borrow h7.443.0.!L~n anticipation of a bond 
issue to put the Sou~~/BeII.St:-parking lot in condition. -
-.-----~. . . -

Patrick Hogan, loth iHstrict, said it was difficult for him to see why this 
was called an emergency noting the lot was approved last spring in plenty of time 
to be included in the annual budget. 

Nichael Wofsey, 1st :listrict, pointed out that at one meeting Hr~--lhOiijfTl!td 
was asked whether such work could be done in the budget, and he stated it could. 
The budget as presented, was drasticall~rednced -by-the Board of Finance, and the 
work could not be handled with tIle appropriations in that budget. 

Louise Seeley, Chairman of the Fiscal Committee, said she didn't see how we 
could authorize the issuance of temporary notes in ant icipation of bonds when we 
haven't considered the bonds for such a I;lro';ect. The bonds would have to be ap­
proved first. She thought this work should be done from current income and not as 
a bond issue. Bonds, she thought, should be for permanent improvements such as 
purchase of lands and permanent buildings. 

Michael Wofsey, 1st District, MOVbD the matter be referred to the Fiscal 
Committee, seconded and CARRIbJ. 

Hr. Pierson read a letter from Hr. Wise in which he gave a decision on the 
matter regarding appointments to the supernumerary fire force. The opinion was on 
the following reso! utiQlL.!B./i._passed at the special meeting of June ;Z3, 1950: 

"BE; IT RESOLVED BY THb BOARD OF RI:PRESbNTATIVbS that the mental and 
physical requirements for appointees to the Supernumerary Fire p'orce 
are amended by striking out paragraph 2 thereof. 
Should the Corporation Counsel rule that this resolution may be made 
retroactive to the dat~ of th~ adoption of the original rules, May 
18, 1950, then this resolution shall be effective as of that date. 
Should he rule otherwise, this resolution shall be effective after 
July 1, 1950." 

A summary of the opinion, which involved the deletion of paragraph ;z of the 
requirements tor supernumerary f;C e fOFC2, in that a high school educatinn or its 
equivalent shall no longer be a requirement, and the effective date of the amend­
ment contained in resolution NH6 is as"Jollows: 

1. Those applicants who have already taken the examination have acquired 
a-XeSl&d-~~ to the extent they cannot be made to take another 
examination. 

2. Their names must be placed on the eligible list in the order of 
their respective grall.es •. ~. 



3: The Personnel Dir~er may hold a subsequent examination and the 
names of the applicants shall be added to the list and the order 
on the au~mented list shall be determined by the grade of the 
applicants of both examin~tions. 

4. The Personnel ~irector cannot be . compelled to hold a second 
exam1nation so long as there are sufficient names to certify 
fOr~~ntment from the applicants who have already taken 
the examination. 

s. The BClard of Public Safety can at this tim .. request the Personnel 
Director to certifY-to it names from the list of applicants who 
have a1readv taken the examination and make appointment. 

2~9 

James Hu1reed, 4th ilistrict, askpd if Hr. Weathers was present to answer as 
to whether or not he intended to give another examination so as to make other 
people eligible for appointment. Since Hr. \~eathers was not avail!lb1e, Mr. ~lu1-
reed HOVI!.D that ~~~...l/t_~ .. opinion of the Corroration Counsel through the regul,ar 
legal procedure 1n order to determine whether or not the men who are barred be­
ca-use -6! - thel;-igh' sc'hool d ipl oma shall not be given an opportunity to take the 
.. xami nation, seconded by Stephen Kelly. 

Nilliam Adriance, 18th Jistrict, pointed out that at the special meetin~, the 
mattf'r was left to the Corporation Counsel as to whether or not it would be r et­
roactive, and he has rendered his decision. 

o 

,Iohn Cameron, 20th ilistrict. remarked that if the Board of Public Safety does 
not ask for employees to he certified from the prespnt list before an exami,'ation 0 
is given, the new peop1~ will be placed in accordance to their grades. The 
question is whet.h"r the people who are now in control wi 11 IrO along ~'i th as to 
the expressed opinion of t.his Board. He pointed out that the courts are now in 
adjournment. He said he thou~ht, if properly approached, the Personnel Commi,;sion 
~nd the IlOilrd of Public Safety would carry out the wishes of this Board. 

Patrick lIo~an, 10th District, reminded the Board that in view of the hct the 
Corporation Counsel tests all our cases, he wonde red how he can ~o to court for us. 

,Tohn CAmeron, 20th District, said on thilt basis he thought the Chair should 
move the Motion ont of order. 

Hr. Pierson said hI' thought the motion out of order for the reason thilt it 
was improbahle to ask the Corpor~tion Counsel to "rgne against himself in the 
court of cor.unon p1ens. 

Jrunes 'Iulreed, 4th ilistrict, said he apPf!il1ed the decision of the Chair, and 
asked that the ChAir stPp down in order that he mav debate the motion. He then 
explained that this Bo~rd, according to the Charter, I,as the right to appeal a 
decision of the Corpor1ttion Counsel to the Court of Common p1e:is. He said he WAS 
.1sking this body to .10 such il thin~. 

~Ir. Pierson stepped nown from the CI",i rand 'l.skpd llabette Ransohoff, Clerk, 
to act as Presjdf'nt. 

!Iich"el WClfses snid he respectfully suggest~d thilt a rulina of the Chair is 
nnt the subiect of d0uare--it is the question of snstaining or not sustaining the 
ruling of the Chilir. Hp proposed that the motion be plnced. 

!ic~af'l liofspy, 1st Jisr.rict, HOVbJ thllt the rtlling of the Chair be sustained, 
seconded U\' blw.1r.1 ilogRn, l<1t', I)istrict. --- -- • 

Th,. motion w IS P'J!. and C:Il<RH.D by II rising \,ot.' of 23 in favor ilnd 10 opposed. 

i, I , 

o 
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Petrick Scerella, 3rd Jistrict, f~V&D that we reconsider the original resolu­
tion of June 23rd in which th~ high school requirement was removed, sInce there 
1';00111 be no eXaJ11ination until 1<,15:<. If the men without high school diploma can­
not now he pllt o~ the list, he seid, he would like to see the requi rement put 
b~ck in. The fact remains, h~ s,id, there are enoup,h appointees now who have 
taken t~e examination t~at will he' put in. It is almost a known fact, he said, 
th~re won't he another examination. Seconded by Louise Seeley, 1St District. 

lIelen Dromley, 20th District, reminded the iloard it was our fault the high 
school requirement was nllt in originally. She said she thought the matter could 
be resolved by this body ~sking--not requesting--th~ Board of Public Safettnand 
the Persor,nel Jirector to recons,ider. She said she t.hought they would be willin~ 
iO-~·rv€"iiiiOtltpr eximination if we asked them to do so formally. 

James Nulreed, 'Ith Jistrict, pointed out to the Corporation Counsel tha.t he 
made a ruling on appointments to th" nolice depart"lent which is along similar 
lines. At the time of the eXilmination, he said, we did have a staff of supernu­
merary policemen. The Corporation Counsel ruled that it was n~cessary for that 
staff of supernumerary to take ;,"other examination. If these people who have 
t,ken the examination with the re'luirements that they had a high school dinloma 
or equivalent have vestetl rights, then the supernU1'1erary policemen who have been 
,Icc<"pted by the Ci t:; prinr to consol idat ion had vested ri ~hts. 

fIr. Ivise said that if he understood the imoort of the question, he thought. 
that was gone Into thoroug!:ly at the time certain appointments were made by the 
Board of Public Safety, anct did not think he o\l ~ ht to be required to answer it 
again in detail except to !'ay what was done was done prior to the aopointment of 
a personnel directnr ~nd !,rior to the promulgat ion of rull's and re~ulations by 
thp. personn~l director. 

To :Ir. Scarella, :-1r. ;Iise rcmarkC'd thilt the result of his opinion does not 
nreclude the Personnel Director from holding nnoth"r examination as soon as he 
C,ln poss i b I v hold one. He Sit id he d i dn 't know, nor Is it his provl nce to sny if 
there will be another examination. If tIoere should be "not her examination 0" the 
basis of the sentiments of this Board, and then if the motion made by Hr. Scarella 
is considered and passed, it would be eliminating the VPf)' ~roul' that he wanted 
to have permission to tnke the examination. 

Patrick Sc:arella: These men . 'ho have alreM.v taken the examination--have the:v a 
vested ri gh t? 

'Ir. Wise: ~o--not to a job. The:v have 11 vested rieht to sta:v on the list. 

John Cameron, ;loth ,listrict, said we are tryin~ to get the examination befert' 
people arc "onointed iro1'1 the nrl~inAl list. ~Ir, ~Iulrccd, he said, hilS informa­
tion that there is no intrntion of giving another test. He said he felt that if 
this is stressed strong I" enoueh on record thAt anoth .. r examinatiop should be 
giv<:n (,"fon: the /lo,lrd of public Safety re 'lucsts filling t.he vacancies, it CQuld 
nossi bl~' carry S01'1e wc:i~lot. 

John Cameron, 20th Jistrict, :·~Vh) the President "ppoint a commLl.t.ee_lQ..JUake 
stronp. recommendations to the BoArd of Public Safety, th~ Personnel .Co~i§~ion 
and the Pet'sonnel" iJirector, th.l' an additional eXiI.miTli'tion be given under our 
presen t rules before "n~· apooln t ',en ts are milde to thf' supernumerary fI re force, 
seconded hv li"l, cr Seely, 6th Jistrict. 

Jam,,!; :Iulrced, 4th Jistrict, silid that was exactly wh.1t he wilntf'd--that 
others he given the Si\lTl" opportuni tv as the previo% all!,1 icant. 

Hichael Laurena and Stephen Kelly also " <nre, ~ed sentiments in favor of tile 
1'1otion. 



The motion was CARRI~D. 

The President then called the attention of the members to the Mayor's Annual 
Messa~~ •. copies of which were nistributed to each of the members present. He 
noted there were two correct ions: On P·lge 22, second last paragraph it should 
read " • .• :t per c.,pita loss of ;b.5097" instead of" ••• a per capita loss of 
$2.3926", and on Page 25, seconc\ l~st paragraph, t he remark "The City ilngineer 
has been spendin~ over fifty nercent of his tiJ!1e assistinv. the Plan Commission. 
This cannot continne." could be misinterpreted. He sain that Mr. Hoyt called him 
on it and he spoke to the Mavor regD.rding thp mat.ter. As the section reads, it 
would app~ar that the City Engineer is s~en,jinl! tiJ!1e on Plannin!! Board matters. 
That is not so. The Ci t~· lln!!ineer is spending the time on engineering matters at 
the request of the Plannin!! Board. It was mainly to point out that the engineer 
conld use more men r.1ther then that the Planning Board WIIS usuroinj! their 
privile~e. 

Nayor Barrett pointed out there were a few J1l iDOr~t,!,rs--on PRge 26, "in­
justifiable" should be spelled "unjustifiable". The saJ!1e on Page 25. Also, on 
Page 27, the 3rd para~raph from the bottom should be "We are, Rlready, starting 
the prenaration of our operRting budget for the fiscal year July 1St, 1951 to 
.luh· 1st, 1952" inste'lIl of "July 1st, 1950 to JIIly 1St, lQ51. 

J .l!I1es t-jllirced, 'Ith j)istrict, s.1id that hst v!'ar the Board han the pleasure 
of lister.ing to ,n "off the cuff" expression from the ila)'or, and thought, since 
thl' I'layor was present he could qiv,' a simi lar talk. 

o 

~Ir, Pierson pointC'd out lhitt the members have still not had it chance to look 0 
over t),,, r<'port and th ere would orobabl~' be no question in thRt respect. Also, 
that the N"yor a~rp.ed to come t o the next meeting to answer questions. fie asked 
the Ha)'or if he din WR'lt to give an "of! the cnff" talk. 

The ~1 ''Yor compli11l(·nt ed the Iltnrd of Representatives on their work over the 
oast yC'ar. 

Thp. }Iayor cot1\lT\ented to sOl'le extent on the time Rlloc'.ltions in the Charter, 
statin~ there was not enough time given to the various Boards t-O' thoroughlY S1 l1dy 
all _aEProp.!' iations. He said he thonght the Board of Reprp.5entatives should have 
" provi s ion' sOJ!1ewhere that they can 9verrule the decisiQn of the Board of Finance. 
H" i5 opposed to the idea of settinr up a tax rate before the fiscal -y ear sf3~tS-­
and onposes_~s.til].!'..2_ilL .the_slU'inJ(. He said he thought the Board should consider 
havi n~ n Charter Revision COt1\lT\i t tfOe. The ComJ!1i ttee should havr. reoresentat i ves 
frol'l this Hoard, ~nd t~ommunit;-Should be r enresented. In DointinJ( out 11Iis­
t~kes that ~ (' re 11Iade in th (' t>ud~et, the H~yor noted the Bo"rd of Finance stated 
thRt it re~re tt ed the incinerator was not made available to ?-11 the people of 
Sta"ford. He said the lnclnerRtor \0" 5 not bip enough to take c,~re of the ent ire 
Cit y and in fact, when they h~d the scrap paper drive thp.~' had to keep it onen 
ni~ h t and day to take care of it. 11<: itlso noted that the City of DalJa£. 
is usin? th e' land-fill system which we us£' in the Town. il.nd have done away with 
incinerittors 3ince t he for11lC'r method is ch(' .1pe r and would do away "'ith using a 
laree nu'!\ber of nC r 511 nnei :\5 well RS reducing soot, smoke and odors. As far as 
finanu~ ~o , hf' s aid, we il.rt~ better off th an we have heen in many years. 

' !i char l ,\ o f s~ v, 1s t Di s tri c t, ~IOvr. D it t ('n minut e rc'c"ss, seconlied and 
CMGIl·J . The· Eo.lrd w ~s c idl "d ( 0 order ·It 10: 30 p. m. 

1. ~l~~ri~g_~~m~l!l~~ 
The Presiden t r~a\1 the f o llok' in~ communications to the Board and noted the 

o 



o 

o 

o 

the action t~ken: 

~. Petition sUbmitted b,l' William Adriance, 18th ;)istrict, regarding a com­
plaint by residl'nT.s in the Dunn Ax.>n!!e atl:a on conditions existing in that area 
and requestin~ ~dequ~te menns of elimin~tinp. the stagnant watet-jhat stands in 
several sections of the area. Referred to the pub1 i.c Works COll1l1ittee and the 
Health and S~fE'tv ConlT,,ittet'. 

b. Petition from ~isablerl American Vetesans regarding the showing of mobile 
exhibi t in Stillllford. R"fel'red to Janic1 Hiller' and Michael Laureno to confer wrili 
the Clllef of Police itS to a proper location for sllch an exhibi t and report to the 
Board. 

c. Wi J lap! Uo~t..!.'IA..reg ard in~ complet i on of thE' lll..aYJ:(ollnaS iH,.,W..ulard School 
through Public Works Department. Referred to the Welfare & Recreation Committee. 

'-d~'Frea-1fuil1t~g-ardin; ~iling of Rjdge Place. Referred to the Planning and 
Zoninp C61iJjij1((t!c;" Pnhlic Works Committee and Plannin~ lloard. 

e. Norman Fi nk~ ls~i n and ~rElt~r.I!£..~L.t'.<;l!~rd ine t he aCCCPtlUl~J1L.<tray_ 
Farms Rgaa- __ Referred to the~lannlng and Zoning COMmittee. It was noted the PI~n­

Iil ng Board recommended non-acceptance of this road on November 15th since it was 
not up to their standards, The Plannin~ Board has recently been re-petitioned and 
the "'alt e r is now under investigation. 

f. Communication from the Mayor regarding an anpropriation of SiS.200 to allow 
th~ flealth ;Jepartmellt to move to neW 1lnrters. Rf'fcrred to the Fiscal CommntPe --­
and Health ana Sa~t.~' Commi ttee. 

II. Communic:ttions from the ,I~vor regardin~ SUR!:ested ordi~an.£es on sound 
trucks and un:\t~ e~ded auto'nobiles. !lc frrr€d to the Le~islative anaRiiles OJufihittee. 

h. Collt'1lun icat ion from th"-llil.Y!2Lrr-g"rding Resql,J1~~q~ _!lQ .8s~h.,ooo appro­
print ion for Black Swamp. The letter was read to the Board and filed. This reso­
Intltln w;;'s ' for actic)n by the Plannin!' a"d Zonin ~ Committee to whom a copy of the 
letter was sent. 

i. Communication from the Hayor ,e~~rding ~nrki!\g_ll~.r ... ~~I;.OIl~t.a.<;,tS ',., ,The letter 
was read to the Board and placed on fil~. 

j. Communication from ~)1!;' )!ayor regarding O\d'i.~njsj'Ul On Parkine tluers. The 
Pres ident wi 11 "'ri te to the Chamber of Commerce, Bo:u-d of Public Safety and Retail 
Herchants Council re~arding the ,"atter. 

---:--;:--
- k. Communication from the,l:!!'..~t. re~ardin~ the Dllrcb.i\S.e of prop'ert~Jn Gle!,,: 
brook formerly known .as,+h~~I'-ts~e~- Th~re were two letters on thls~ect 
which ' were read to the Board ilnd referred to the Planninll' and Zoning Committee. 
It was noted this matter is now under investigation by the Planning Board. 

1. Communication from the Hayor regarding .transfer of $1,17Q.Q5 from Q16C(" 
Ladies !.aval,9,.n' to 'I16A.18, Town lL<\U.lliii.nt$:Qance. It was noted tile transfer was 
di.sapprov~b)l thc Boa,=~ ~:}lIance. The letter was thereforE' put on file. 

m, Copy of ~ letter from WaltE'r Iiedg e~, Jluilding Code hngineer, Hartford, to 
~Iayor Barrett re~arding dnte of distribution of new building code. The letter was 
read to the Board for informntion and referred to the Legislatlve~td Rules 
Commi ttee. 

n. Commnnication from Planning BQAtli recommending no.n-acceptance of VanBuren 
Circle since the road ,,'as not UP to specifications. !leferred to the P[anntng ana 
Zonin~ Committee. 

2. fi~£~1_g2~i!!~~ 

LOllis~ 1. Seeley, Chairman, read the relo"t of the Fiscal Committee, coPy of 
which is attached. 
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Louise Seeley noted that the report "AS "ritte" t>efore the Navor's talk to 
the Board in which he said thAt the i ncineulor was not big enough to take care 
of the entire City. She said it was her understanding that at the time the in­
cinerator was buill, it "as calculated to work on three shifts, if necessary, 
"hich is the most economical wav to take care of a population of 100,000 people. 
She said she did not know whethe-r the present operators of the incinerator still 
Il~ree, but that she did know that was the b:u;is on which the incinerator was 
constructed. 

In re~ard to the Mayor's letter of June 28, 1950 rel:nive to a certificat.ion 
of a bond issue fOl"_ capital improvements, Louise Seele-y said she discussed the­
matter with the Controll~r and the Corporation Counsel as it was obvious that we 
could present no resolution at this meetinQ hec:t1Ise we did not have them in croper 
form from the ~epArtment of Finance and we can~ot make up our resolutions since 
they have to cO'1le through on the form of the Bank and the DepartJ11cnt of Finance. 
She said she would 1i ke to make it clear that any delay does not fall on the Board 
of Reprpsentatives. l~e "ill act, she said, :\S soon as t hey are presented in 
croper forJ11. 

o 

In relation to thp report of the Fiscal COJ11mittee re~ ardin~ a possible di~_ 
crepancy ion the tax rate, Rob~rt Shepherd, 9th ilistrict, said he wanted to chrify 
the stateJ11ent he made at the last meeting and emphasize it if possible. Ther~ is 
no discret.ion, he said, allowed in the Charter to anyone in settinR the tax rate 
item b)' item. When any disc ret ion i.s exercised, it is done according to Sect ion 
627. We Rot a last minute calculation of the tax rate from the ~ecartment of 
Finance, he s:tid, which was not the basis used to calculate the present tax rH e . 
\~e acted on the tax rate furnished to us under Section 616. If you "ill recall, 
he went on, specific questions "ere directed to Hr. Bromfield in reRard to_t,he 0 
incinerator. He caterorically stated there "as nothin~ brought from outside the 
sanitatfon district with his knnwled~p.--it is in the transcript of the minutes, 
and supposedly the tax rnte was don ( in accord.-,nce "ith his calculations. As far 
as the change of the tax rate and the correction is conc~rned, he said he thought 
it a poor eXC11se tllat t h..e bills hwe been sent nut. It Rives people the impres-
sion thl\t the city Rovernment is "some unattackable beast" unless you ~o to court 
and fight it out. He pointed out Ihe question .'~S ml\de that reprintin~ could not 
be done with the present staff. Til" Board and outside experts have al(rped th.11. 
the Tax Collector and Assessor's Jepartments are overstaffed, he said; This took 
15~ days, and could be duolicated if the correction w~re Qoin~ to be recognized 
by the administration. He recalled that at the last meeting ,n specific question 
"'I\S directed to the Corporlltion ('.ounsel in connection with this matter, and he 
a5k"d the Corporation COUnSel,t fii-'Ou gh th£c Ch"ir, whether the tax rate :u; now 
laid is legal accordinp to Section 627 of fhe Charter. Georl(e Wise, Corporation 
COllnsel, said that once the tax rate 1S laid, there is no basis on which vou can 
ch"'n~e thl: r ate. The tax payer must challen~e it. The Board of Finance r.,lely is 
to fix tht> tax rate. "fly ans"er to you is that the tilX ratt> is legal". --John CAllteron, "- mcrnbf"r of the· Fiscal Committe-e, in speaking on this SUbject 
pointed Ollt that all the facts of the case were tillten iato consideration by thllt 
Commitl.ee. lie referred to Spction 622 of the Charter noting the interpretation of 
that Section .-hich stares the ch"'rg~s for sanitation shall be assessed a~ainst 
propert ,\' served or to I<hich services dre I\vailable and the B01\rd of Finance did 
1"" the tax in good f,irh based on th~ir j udement as to wh1\t particular properties 
~re servp. rl or to what extent those services "r(' avail"'ble. No one hns spoken to 
f;",ctio~ 027 ,It ~ll, hp 5~id. Be went on to sal' thilt F'lost nf the J11emb!'rs are 
r,min,r with the historv of Section 627 which " .,s pHt in as a protection to 0 
cnuntrl' di<tricts to ",ssurr them that they c011ld n('Ver h.we public "orks imposed 
'Jonn th.''', :\0'." he \,'ent on, it is b('in~ used inst in reverse in thllt any other 
(Iistrict that dccid!'s Ihe~- lI (1 n'l "'-1nt to pal' for sO'1ll't~ing they h?ve, it becomes 
" v.'neral t ~ x il p. ',inst th" "hol~ city. ,In : nterpretin~ Section 627, it will not be 
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used in the way it seems to be implied in this particular case, and he said he 
thought Section 622 is reasonably clear and the Board of Finance had the right to 
interpret thaI. particular section. In the absence of a ,charge of lack of good 
faith, he said, he 1I0uid think the tax rate would have to stand . 

• James Nulreed, 41.h District, ~:aid he believ~d Hr. Sh<:oherd's talk was based 
on the prel'1ise that B Tax )istrict is not using the incinerator • • He said he hap­
oened to kno~ for a fact that the ~arbage from the Shippan area is bein~ disposed 
of in the incinerator, but he was not familiar with ,,'hat happened to the garba~e 
frol'! th e fOl'1'ler town area. 

Robert Shepherd, 9th uistrict, said whether the incinerator is being used by 
those tiistricts has nothing to do with the real important point, and that is 
whether Section 627 has any meaning whatsoever. He asked it the B District is a 
restricted area of the town calling attention to Section 30 of the Charter which 
defines the town as the entire fortHer city and town. "The only point I was rais­
ing is it we are going to exercise any Dower that was ~ranted tJy Section 627, it 
seems now is the time. This malleI' of a B Tax :listriC! DrOO~ht it to a head, but 
I tl.ink that particular section ought to be settled now." 

Corporation Counsel '.lise in reply to the question as to whether the word 
"limited areas" refer to a complete tax district or something smaller or larger, 
said he did not think it in the best interest of the City to discuss it with the 
possibility of illegal suits, etc. He pointed out that the difference in taxes 
would be a few dollars as compared to what the individual garbage collector would 
probabl y char~e it he were I~ade respon<;ible for payi ng the incinerator on a loau 
oasis. "The obligation of fixing the tax rate rests "ith the Board of Finance, 
and 1. hey have fixed it. There is no p'wer vest ed in any Board to chanee t ha t tax 
rate once it is established." 

Babette Ransohoff, 15th Distri r. t, WWI:.:J the Fiscal Committee report he 
accept ed and placed on file, s~conded and CARiHI:.J. 

3· rl~nning_~n1_fQning_gQ~~ill~~ 

,Josep~ Zdnno,,·;cz, Chai rnan , gave t~'! report of the Cornmi ttee. 

In re~ard to Resolution W8S which called for the $1,000 ~pr~p~i&~ion for 
Black Swamp to be used to lower the w'~~r-l~el, it was stated the money as allotted 
contd-nrrr-b~-used for the Durpose as outlined as evidenced by the Mayor'S letter 
to the Iloard. Joseph Zdanowicz, MOVE.iJ the resolution be filed nntil an appropri­
ation is nade fr)r this purpose, st!conded b)' Helpn Bromley, 20th Jistrict, and 
CARRH.). 

The Committee exarnined the ueLf.alJllallce..,b.onds coverin~ the constrnction of 
Seaton Road and Standish Road to see wh~ther the contractor is not responsible for 
reconstruction, -asTiisti'iiCted by the Board, and found no performance bonds were 
required at the time. Since examination was not possible, it was HOVeD the motion 
be placed on filp., seconded by ~dward Iio~an, 1Qth District, and CARRlciJ. 



On Val) Burell .Circle, ,Josenh Zdanowicz called attention to the Plannin~ 
Board letter which recommended nonacceotance since the Road was not brouyht up 
to their standards. He therfore ~IOVI!,D the request of i·Jr. Haser Gibor requesting 
the acceptance of Van Buren Circle be placed on file. seconded by William 
Adriance, 18th District, and CARRIE~, 

On John's Road, he stated that COtnmittee contact owners of property on that 
road revardin~ the SURgCsted change i~_name 1.0 Yi:le)1ard. Lane by the Plannine 
Board. Inasmuch as authortzation for the change was received, he ~IOVED the narne 
of .John's Road be changed to Vineyard Lane. seconded by [,.dward Hoean. lQth 
Jistrict. and C~~RIbD. 

In reeard to the motion of the Board that the entire membershio ot the 
Plan~in~ and Zoning Committee and Leaislative and ~ules Com",ittee sit with the 
PIMning Board to pr(,pare the reRulations coverin~ the acceptance of Streets, 
the Plann ing Board aoproves and wi 11 no I. ify the- two cOl'Ulli !tees as to the date 
of the future lI!E'etin~. 

The- followinr is quot.ed from the I'lannin~ and 7'<:>Aino COl11Tl\ittee report: 

"In reference to Lal'll.QII_Avenue, this COl'lmi nee has now fully investigated 
the subj"ct as to the acccotance of Lawton Avenue htension (Knapp Street to end of 
lots 15 0. 161 and hilS confirmed its previous opinion that the stre-et in question 

-- Contin ued on npxt page 
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does not meet the basic requirements as to the acceptance of streets as per regu­
lations adopted by Plannin~ Commission. The f~llowing discrepancies exist: 
III the street as laid out i~ not graded to its full width, 121 the travelled por­
tion of 23 feet does not meet the minimum requirements of 30 feet 131 the sub­
grade of the street is not. properly drained I~I rock excavation of the side slope 
is ~teeDer than the r~quired limit (51 no monuments are set at the termination of 
the street 161 the gradient of 16.5'l. exceeds the m<n:imum allowable of 12$ 171 
the street has no turn-around roadway at the dead end 181 there are approximately 
1,000 cubic feet of ledge rock unexcavated in the street. In view of the dis­
crepancies, the committee of this board cannot accept the Lawton Avenue bxtension 
as recommended by the PlanninR floard at its meeting of ~'ebruary 16, 1950. However 
in view of the fact that there has be~n an untold amount of confusion as to the 
acct'ptance of this part icular street by all concerned, and inasmuch as its con­
tinued non-acceptance is effecting serious and undue hardship on the part of the 
pres~nt owner-residents, your Committee requests that it be permitted to refer 
this subject back to the Board of Representatives for possible favorable action 
with the clear understanding that such action does not in any way establish a 
precedent in general or in detail as to future acceptance of any public ways in 
the ci t~· of StillTlford." 

lIdward flog'\n, 19th iHstrict, HOVED that the Planning and Zoning Committee be 
permitted to refer the subject ~'\ck to the Board of Representatives for possible 
favorable action with the clpar understanding that such action does not in any way 
establish a precedent in general or in detail as to future acceptance of any hi ~ "­
way in the City of StillTlford, seconded by John CillTIeror., 20th District, and CARRIeD. 

Hunt Sutherland, 17th District, MOVeD that Lawton Avenue be accePteu, duly 
seconded. . .-----.--

In reply to Michael Wofsev's question as to whether the acceptance of Lawton 
Avenue as recom~ended bv the Planning and Zonin~ Committee would set a precedent, 
Mr. Wisc, noting that the Pl.anning Board had recommended acceotance, said he did 
not believe it would necessarily .. st~t-lish a precedent. 

Hunt SutherlMd, 17th District, said he wa~ted to point out that a year ago 
this Board approved the acceptance of Lawton Avenue on the condiTion that the 
Plannin~ Board approve it--and the Plannin~ Board had approved it. There is, in 
the records, some confusion as to what 200 f~et of the road ha4 been accepted. In 
order to absorb that confugion, he went on, we have to acc~pt the whole street. 

Patrick Hogan, loth Jistrict, said he thought the acceptance of this road 
should be uph~ld since we would be liable for suits. 

George Lockwood, l~th Jistrict, compared this particular case with Standish 
1l0.1d stiltinl! we I~cre critical about the ~'ay th!' roads were built. He said he 
couldn't see why we should reverse 01lr opinion on this particular street. 

Hichael Laureno, 3rd ~listrict, reminded the Board that this street was built 
up hefore we had a Plannin~ floarr! or 1 he rE'strict ions. You could not expect the 
hu i lder to chanqc plang made under the old set-up OVl'rn i ght. 

Hr. Sutherland's mo~ion W'l.S PUl and CARRU,!l. 

Helen Bromley, ~oth J;strict, HOVEil that portion of thp. Planning and Zoning 
C01TlJllittee report referring to this sub.iect bt> placed on the record, seconded and 
CARRU,.D. --



~. H~~r~~liQn_~Q~ill~~ 

Helen Bromley, Chairman, reported that the only thing referred to her Commit­
tee was a copy of a letter sent to ~ayor Barrett fro~ William Cookman regarding 
assistance of the Publi lior - .. II-in complet fng the playgrounds at the 
\I'l ar 001. here was no action required by the Committee. 

'-. -------
5· H~~11h_~n~_rrQl~£!iQn_QQ~~il~~ 

edward wojciechowski reported for the Commi ttee in the absence of Leon Staples, 
Chairman. He said he had a written report, but since the other members were not 
consulted, it "'as not ready to be delivered to the Board. 

6. r!!!!1i~_l!!!!!g! 

Stearns Woodman, Chairman, reported in regard to the petltlon on Hend~i~~ourt 
urginl!" promllt improvements to that roadway. lie noted the Pul>lic Works Jepartment 
had already completed the resurfacin~ of the road and brought it entirely up to 
Ci ty standards. 

The entire ordinance regardinp, the above subject matter was read to thE' BO"T'd 
by rtobert Shepherd, 9th iJistrict, ... ho :·IOVtD its adoption, duly seconded. 

Babette Ransohoff, 15th uistrict, asked if the present building inspector was 
resoonsiule for its enforcement. 

Robert Shepherd, oth District, stated that permi ts are no'" bein~ granted, bllt 
no charge is being made for permits issued to the former town area. 

William Adriance, 18th District, questioned Section D of the proposed 
ordinance which reads: 

"d. For it permi t for a display-sign the fee shall be ten cents per square foot 
of displav surface, but not less- i11an onedollar in any case. To relocate a dis­
play-sign' the fee shall be one dollar; to repaint a display-sign the fee shall be 
one dollar. In addition an annual fee of one dollar, payable in advance, shall be 
paid for the continuance of such display-si~n until the SiU1le has been removed." 
ile ask~d the dpfinition of a display sign and thought it should be stated. 

Ri.lrh ;-I au , l<1th ;1istrict, NOV!'.J the ordinance be tabled until the next meet­
ing because there was not sufficient time to study the ordinance, seconded by 
lIilda Clarke. 

Rohert Shepherd, <>th uistricT., said tile ordinance was introduced at tile last 
meetin~ and pt'rmission was granted to Mvertise. This ordinance, he said, covers 
a set of regulations now in effect for the City area, and similar re~ulations are 
in effpct in aU other cl)lIImuni ties. Tht' Building i)epart!11ent calculates that be­
tween S:l,OOO and $2,500 had been lost through not having a fee system apply to ,,11 
areas. With thO! present u(':->m going, the application of these fees will brin~ in 
revenue for services thH the Bllilding Jepartment is now performing. There is no 
controversy as to ins pection or lack of inspection as to the building code, 
licenses, etc. This is to make everybody in St:u1tford who gets service pay the same 
prooortion. Those per'11its are now being issued in the to ... n and each one noted "no 
charge", ilnd in the City limits there is a charge. 

Patrick Scarella, 3rd LJistrict, spoke against postponement. 
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James Hulreed, LIth Jistrict, said he was not in favor of the fees specified 

in the ordinance since he believed they are entirely inadequatp. and we should have 
an inspection fee and we should have an inspection service. However, he Doted the 
City is heing depriv~d of revenue we are entitled to. He said he was in favor of 
preparing a schedule of inspection fees which will give us the proper inspection 
service. He said he was in favor of adeq'late nerni t fees which would enable the 
offic~s of the building inspector to function properly. 

Mr. Nan's motion was put and DE,FhATW. 

Helen Bromley, 20th ~istrict, AMhNDh~ the ori~inal motion that the ordinance 
be approved in tha.t section "d" be d_eleted becanse "this is only a stop-gap 
ml'asnre un tilt he bu ild i n~ code is adopted", seconded by George Connors, lot h 
<listrict. 

RObert Shenhcrd, 9th District, pointed out that Section "d" was copied from 
the buildin~ code as W:1S the rest of the ordinance. lie said that as he under­
stands it. the last sentence was never set UD, and he didn't see any particular 
point in it. He noted the Chamber of Commerce had some objection to the display 
signs all over town, and wondered if perhaps it shonld be chan~ed to "bill 
hoards", and delete the last sentence. 

Helen Broml~y, 20th Jistrict, said she didn't believe in Dutting sonething on 
t~e books that was nnt gs>ini to be enforc~d. She said she .~till thought the 
pntire zcction should be deleted. 

RObert t'hepherd, 9th District, accepted the al'lendment, as did William 
Adriano' who seconded the original motion. 

Hichapl Laureno, 3rd Jistrict, nointed out that such an ~~nrlmcnt would be 
throwin~ ~ lar~e sum out the window since such companies as the Pepsi-Cola company 
pa\' a l.rge fcc for the inst~llation of varions signs. fie alI\end~d the Plotion that 
the wording in the section be changed to perhaps "bill-boards". He noted when we 
do ~et in a consolidated b.lilding code, there l'Iay be no provision coverin~ this. 
fie said the larpe sil!ns that are r.ot part of a building petition should be in­
spected nfter the installation. The only way to do that is by charging for oer­
mi ts. He noted the Jepartment had refused II nUl'lber of signs that were poorly 
olaced and created a hazard. 

Ja'1les ~Iulreed, 4th i)istrict, said that he was hopeful that within 30 or 60 
d~ys the Legisl~tive and Rules Committee will come in with a Dermanent set of fees. 
He said he was in f;wor of treating it in its entirety since H ~'ilt only-ne- 30 or 
60 dnys when the BOilrd will be faced agnin with the question of permit fees. 

The motion that thl' ordinnnce be accepted, as .1lIIended in that section "d" be 
deleted, was CARRI~D UNANI~~USLY by a rising vote. A CODY of the ordinance as 
passed, is attached. 

The PresidE-tit ilppointed the followinp Committee to make strinl!ent . r.e~pmmenda­
t ions to the lloard of Public Safety, PersoilDef"Commi ssion and Personnel D'i rector 
that an "drlition;ll eX.1lIIination bf' given nnder present rules before "ppointments 
are made to the supernumerary fire force: 

.John C;ut!eron, Cha irl'lan 
Helen Broml('~' 
Geor~e Co~nors 
Patrick Scarel1~ 

( 
flicha~l Wofst'" 1st !listrict, ~IOVIlJ thp re"loval from the table of the Urban 

Redevelopment Commission. seconded by D?nip~ ~Iiller, loth District, and CARRIED:-
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Michael Wofspy. 1St :listrict. informed the Board that J05eph-Domb~ki. whose 
appointment to the Commission ~'as questioned due to the fact that he was already 
holdinq a position with the fown Housing Authority. would resig~ his position on 
the Authority if anpointed to the Commission. which would mak", four of tliemen­
ell pO le. rneiiRl!lP of Sherman Hoyt was wi t hhe1d. 

~!icha(: 1 Wof sel'. 1~ t::iiSlri~t -;-i'16Thii' the four 
Hr •. Joseph :lombroski 

names: 

~!r. Alphonse Bach 
_ .. • .. }lr. Joseph Czescik 
....,fr. Frank Lennon 

be reIprred to the Appointments Committee. seconded by Patrick Scarp11a. ,rd 
District. and CARRIcD. 

Hichael lioIsey NOVbD the mpeting be ad.iourned. seconded by l!alph Nau. 19th 
' Iistrict. and CARRIE;). Thp. meeting was ad.journed at 1":00 midnight. 

puhlic Works ComnitteC' 

Appointments Committ~e 

Fiscal Conmittee 

Planning and Zoninq Committee 

Legislative and Rilles Committce: 

Hf'al t h & Siltety Co"""i ttf'(, 

Respectfully suhmitted. 

Babette S. Ransohoff. Clerk 

Jrainag.· condi t io" on Fahey St. 
P", t i t i 0'. re Junn Al'en"~ area. 
Pe tition re oiling of Rid~p. Place. 

Urban Redevelopment Commission. 
Leonard Kuvin to Plannin~ Board. 
HpnnC't t Gl:lzer to Zon i nr, Com",issil)!1. 

Aporopriation oI $17 ..... 3 for South/Bell St. 
Parking lot ,; . 

Appropriation of $5.200 for Health ;Jept. 
quart!'rs. 

Petition re oiling of Ridge Place la1so to 
Planning Board). 

Petition re acceptance of Gray Farms Road. 
- Commun ication re nurchase of former lihi te 

estate 

Sup,p.estcd ordinances on sound trucks and 
unlocked automobi1~s (31. 

Copy of let ter from lial ter Hedgcs to ~Iavor 
re Building Code. 

Petition re [Junn Avenue area. 
Appro)1ri:ttion of $5,200 for Health Jellt. 

quart"rs. 
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Report of the Fiscal Committee 
of the 

Board of Representatives 
Stamford, Conn. 

July 10, 1950 

T~e Fiscal Committee of the Board of Representatives has held two meet­
iags of the Committee and one Joint meeting with the Board of Finance, 
tha Commissioner of Finance, and the Corporation Counsel, to consider 
t~e resolutions passed by the Board at its June 12th meeting concern­
i~g the 1950-51 tax distribution, and the mayor's request for a lump 
s~ bond issue for permanent improvements, in the amount of $3,950,000. 

(1) Your Committee finds that the allocation of appropriations to the 
three tax districts is correct for all departments except that of pub-
11c works. In that department there are four ltems whlch are ques­
tioned as to the1r \dolatlon of Chapter 62 of the Charter relating to 
Taxation. Three of these items, the Crosby Street Pumping Station for 
$2,500, and the maintenance of the Town Dump, $5,034.64 which are 
charged to Tax Distrlct A, and the storm Sewer maintenance, $11,086.26 
charged to the City B district, belong under the Base tax, or column C. 
These are acknowledged errors in the Department of Finance, but are too 
small a part of the ent1re budget to have any appreciable effect on the 
tax rate. 

The sanitation charge of $85,032.09, the estimated cost of incinerator 
malntenance, which is allocated to the former City or B district, is 
open to question. Section 622 provides that all property served or to 
which services are available shall be liable for taxatlon for the bonded 
indebtedness for sanitation facl1ltles and the net appropriation for 
operating expenses for sanltatlon. If the incinerator is available for 
the taxpayers of the ent1re consolidated City, this charge should be 
against the base tax, or C Column. If it is available to the taxpayers 
of the former City only, it is argued that the tax is properly laid. 
Last year the tax was levied only against the sanitation district, or 
column A. Last year your Committee reconrnended that if the incinerator 
were charged to only this one tax district, that garbage originating 
outside this A district be charged on a per load baSiS, and that the 
A District be taxed only for the net cost of maintenance. There are 
two sections which are applicable to the procedure of 'charging the B 
or former City Tax district for this sanitation service. Section 621, 
provides that the City Tax District, B Column, shall have only the net 
cost of the former City debt, and the net appropriations and pensions 
for the City Fire Department. Section 627 provides that no appropria­
tion for Public Works shall be levied against any l1mited area without 
the affirmative vote of all the representatives from the election dis­
tricts in such limited area. 

A copy of the changes effected by placing these appropriations in 
either the C, or base tax, or the A, or sanitation tax is appended. It 
is well to point out that this Board has no control over the laying of 
the tax rate or any adjustment thereon. That is the responsibility of 
the Board of Finance and the Department of Finance. We have only the 
privilege of commenting on the procedures followed and the results ar­
rived at. Pending a court deciSion, and having in mind the fact that 
the tax bills are nearly finished on the rates determined by the Board 
of Finance, and Department of Finance and the printing of new bills 
would involve additional expense and additional personnel in the Tax 



off1ce, we suggest that pro~er allocat1ons be made in next year's rate. 
We reco~nd that in the next and toll owing budgets that the cost of 
the debt retirement and operat1on of the incinerator be charged against 
the entire C1ty. or column C, and that the dump1ng of raw garbage on 
the Town Dump on Scof1eldtown Road be disoontinued. 

(2) Your Conmittee, at the meet1ng 011 JUne 12, mads the follow1ng rec­
onunendat1oftl "that the Department of Finance as soon as possible pre­
pare all the necessary informat1on and resolutions in proper form, so 
that the bonds for Cap1tal improvements authorized for the fiscal year 
1950-51 may be approved as soon as possible after July 1st, to exped1te 
the start of actual work on these improvements." Your Committee sub­
sequeatly made a $uggest1on for grouping these appropriat10n into three 
bonds, since they were to be charged to three tax dlstrlcts. This sug­
gest10n was dlsoussed at the joint meeting of the Board of Finance and 
your Committee on the nlght of July 7th, but no conclusions were 
reached. as the Department of Finanoe had not ret received all the In­
formatlon necessary from the F1rst Natlona1 Bank of Boston. As soon as 
the resolutlons are reoelved in proper form, your Committee w1l1 be 
de11ghted to recommend their approval. 

(3) There were no out~tand1ng Tax Antloipation Notes as of thls morn-
11\g .. July lOth. The COIIIptroller reported that only such amounts would 
be borrowed as were needed to cover immediate charges unt11 the flrst 
half of the 1950-51 tax ls due in September. 

o 

(4) Your Committee recommends to the Board that lt ask the Department 0 
of Finance to complle a lllt of all properties owned by the City, the 
terms of lease. if any, and the rent recelved by the Clty for the past 
flsca1 year from each parcel net occupied by the Clty government, but 
by other persons or person. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Louise Talbot Seeley 
John L. Cameron 
Hunt Sutherland 
Patrlclc Hogan 
Mlchael $. Laureno 
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Base Tax C 

Dept. Finance net 
Total Approp'n ••• $5.585.507.26 
Town Dump •• add... 5.034.64 
Inc1nerator •• add. 85.032.09 
Crosby St. Pump.add 2.500.00) 
Storm sewer maint." 11 086.26) 

Corrected Net 

City Tax B City Tax A 

$786,207.93 $353,663.97 
- 5.034.64 

- 85.032.09 
2,500.00 

- 11,086.26 

15th-20th 
Distr1ct 

$57,034.00 

Appropr1at1ons ••• $5.689.160.25 $690 
~dd1t1ons 1949-50. 18~,~78'~6 

$346,129.33 $57,034.00 

. . .. '.';.1 $5.87 , 39. 
Less City Fund 

$5.872.539.20 
To Be Ra1sed by Tax-
et10n th1s would 

$346,129.33 $51,034.00 

give a tax rate of 30.04 m111s 4.92 m111s 3.28 mills .9 m11ls 
or for the 3 d1str1cts 34.96 mills 38.23 m111s 30.94 " 
wh1ch would ra1se $5,873.715.67 $650,908.57 $345.696.55 $56,908.19 

II. If the appropr1ation for the 1ncinerator is charged to the san1ta­
tion district-
Finance Dept. 
net total app'ns. 
Town Dump ••• add •• 
Incinerator 

$5,585.507.26 $786.207.93 $353,663.97 
5,034.64 - 5,034.64 

$57,034.00 

Crosby St. pump add 2.500.00 
storm sewer maint. " __ 1:;1:::..,~0::.::8::.::6:.:.:::.2.:::6 
Corrected Net 

85,032.09 aH 85,032.09 
- 2,500.00 

11,086.26 

Appropriations ••• 
Addit10ns 1949-50, 

Less city Fund 
To be Ra1sed by 

Taxat10n 
wh1ch g1ves tax 
rates of 

or for the 3 tax 
d1stricts 

wh1ch would raise 

$5,604,128.16 $690.089.58 
183,~~8.9~ ~.~oo.oo $5,181. 1.1 $69, 89.58 

45,000.00 

$431,161.42 $57,034.00 

$5,787,507.11 $650,789.58 $431,161.42 $57,034.00 

29.6 mills 4.92 mills 4.10 mills .9 m1l1s 

. 34.52 mills 38.62 mills 30.5 m111s 
$5,787,682.55 $650,908.57 $432,120.72 $56,908.19 

The total amount raised by these tax rates would not give much margin, 
but any margin for safety should be added to the base tax. not as the 
Department of Finance has distributed it: 

Base tax overage •••• 
City Tax B " •.•• 
City Tax A " •••• 

Total Overage •••• 

$18,796.34 
7,193.46 
4,680.04 

$36,669.84 

This overage is actually pa1d about 
this way: 

C1ty A .. .. 
City B .. .. 

15th-20th •• 

$20,000.00 Approximate 
4,000.00 " 
6,000.00 " 



ORDINANCE #22 

An Ordinance Concerning Fees for Building Permits 

BE IT ORDAINED BY STAMFORD THAT the following schedule of fees 
shall hereafter apply to all permits issued by the Building Depart­
ment and, further, that no permit shall be issued until the fees pre­
scribed in this ordinance have been paid to the Building Inspector. 

a. For a permit for a new building or structure or the altera­
tion of an existing one, when the estimated cost does not exceed five 
hundred dollars, the fee shall be one dollar; when the estimated cost 
exceeds five hundred dollars but does not exceed two thousand dollars 
the fee shall be two dollars; when the estimated cost exceeds two 
thousand dollars the fee shall be two dollars plus one dollar addi­
tional for each one thousand dollars or fraction thereof in excess of 
two thousand dollars. 

b. For a permit to move a building or structure through or 
across the street the fee shall be ten dollars. 

c. For a permit for the demolition of a building or structure 
or part thereof, the fee shall be one dollar, provided that is the 
demolition is a necessary part of an alteration for which a permit has 
been issued no fee shall be required for such demolition. 

o 

d. For a permit for the installation of one or more elevators 0 
in or in connection with a building or structure, the fee shall be 
one dollar plus fifty cents for each elevator in excess of one in-
cluded in the permit, provided that, if such elevator or elevators 
are part of a new building or alteration for Which a permit has been 
issued, no fee shall be charged. 

e. The fee for a permit to install an oil burner shall be one 
dollar if the cost of the unit does not exceed five hundred dollars; 
when the unit cost exceeds five hundred dollars the fee shall be one 
dollar plus one dollar additional for each one thousand dollars or 
fraction thereof in excess of five hundred dollars. The fee for a 
permit covering the electrical installation of an oil burner shall .e 
one dollar. 

f. For a roofing permit, the fee shall be the same as described 
in section a. 

g. The fee for a permit to install electrical circuits Shall 
be one dollar for the first four circuits and one dollar fo~ eaCh 
additional two circuits or fraction thereof. The fee for a perm~t to 
install electrical fixtures shall be one dollar. 

h . The fee for a permit to cover additional plumbing shall be 
one dollar plus fifty cents for each addition~l stack. 

i. The estimated cost herein referred to means the amount of 0 
money that would ordinarily be expended for good safe construction in 
the erection of th0 complete building or structure exclUSive of the 
foundation and of interior decoration. 



o. 

o 

o 
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j. The Building Inspector is authorized to f1X by regulation a 
schedule of cubic foot valucs for buildings and structures of varying 
types of construction and classes of occupancy to serve as the basis 
for determining estimated costs. In the absence of such regulations, 
the Building Inspector shall fix estimated costs according to his best 
judgment. 

k. The payment of a fee as provided in this ordinance shall in 
no way relieve the applicant or holder of the permit from the payment 
of other fecs that may be prescribed by law or ~rdinance, for inspec­
tions, certifications, sewer connections, water taps, or other privil­
eges or requirements. 

I, No fees as in this ordinance provided shall be refunded 
after a permit has been issued by reason of abandonmeftt of the project, 
revocation of the permit, or otherwise. 

This ordinance to take effect upon passage. 

Dated this 13th day of July, 1950 • 

Samuel F. Pierson, President 

Babette S. Ransohoff, Clerk 

George T. Barrett, Mayor 


