





























April 2, 1956 1159

Mre. Bankowski arrived at 9110 P.M., changing the roll cell to 35
present and 5 absent.

MR. HUIZINGA: "At the moment we have no ordinance controlling this
kind of aituation which the la. enforcement officers can use,”

MR. NOLAN: "Would the speaker yicld to a question?V
MR. HUIZINGA: "I am sorry, but I have the floor."

MK. MURPHY: "This ordinance is for the fale or zcnsumption. Isn't
there another word we could use inatead?"

MR. NOIAN: "Do you think we should cdopt & bad law?"

MR. RALTERI: "The Park Commission has this rule In their rules and
regulations -- I don't recall that anyone was ever brought up on
charges for having a jug of Tom Collins at the bcach,”

MR. BRADBURY: "I protest on voting on any law based on whether or not
it can be enforeced. Either it 18 a good ordinance or a bnd ordinance
--the enforcement of it 1s irrelevant.”

MR. RUSSELL: "Maybe a part of this 1s due to a condition which exists
at Cumminge Park which has troubled the city for some time."

VOTE taken on adoption of Irdinance No., 50. CARRIED, 21 in favor and
13 opposed.

MR. RAITERI MOVED for approval of the following Ordinance, explaining
it had been published, having been approved for publication at the
March 5th meeting. Seconded by Mr. Georgoulis.

ORDINANCE NO. 51
ORDINANCE REGUIATING WIDTH OF STREETS

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT

no person, company, or corporation, shall lay
out or construet any street or way within the
City of Stamford, legs than forty-nine and one-
half (494) feet in width.

This Ordinance shall take effect from the
date of ite enactment.

MR. RUSSELL: "We do get 50 feet according to our planning rules at the
present time."

MR. MURPHY: "I think that question would have to come up again -- we
would have to have another conference with the Planning Board.”

MR. HUIZINGA: "I don't Quite see that this has anything to do with the
Planning Board."

Mr. Russell and Mr. Hulzinga carried on a conversation In regard to
this question.
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MR. RUSSELL: "It depends cr the interpretation of the Ordinance."

MR, NOIAN: "I would just like to say that since Mr,. Huizinga says this
is a copy of the State Stotute, 3t 1 redundant. As long as we a%rdady
have a State law cn this, I can see no rcasons for a dupllcation.

MR. MURPHY: "All you ere doing is making the rules and regulations of
the Planning Board into a law, 28 the rules of the Planning Board call
for 50 fect."

MR. HUIZINGA: "Therc 13 o road that 1s only 25 feet wide, entering Into
a piece of property thac I happen to know of now. If we have an ordi-
nance which duplicates the State law, then our eitizens will not have
to go to law to force them to make them wider,"

MR. TOPPING rcad from the rcgulations on width of streeta. He stated
that any street bullt in this city hes to be at least 50 feet wide,
wil'h 30 feet of paved rozd,

MR. FINDLAY: "Can't we resolve this ordincnce to be emended to read:
"level cr usable land". '

MR. SNYDER MOVED that the matter be returnecd to Committee for re-wording
and re-phrasing.

MR. PLOTKIN: "The Planning Foard has the power over the width of City
streets, etc. I think we should ge together wilth the Planning Board.
I don't think it is the province of this Board."

MR, RHOADES offered an AMENDMENT to go after the words "494 feet in
width" that there bz inserted the words..,...".....of land meeting the
City Engineer's specifications as an accepteble rond"., Seconded by Mr.
Melaughlin and Mr. HRussell.

MR. RUSSELL: "I think the answer'1s we are leaving it up to the City
En;ineer. I thlink we are going to put the city to an expense that the
contractor should assume,"

MRS. PEATT:: "Maybe we should use the words 'usable land' and that would
cover it."

MR. IEWIS MOVED that this be referred back to committee and they should
investigate and report back to the Board. Seconded by Mr. Mclaughlin.

VOTE tgken on sending this back to committee, IOST, 11 in favor and 22
opposed.

MR. RHOADES withdrew his AMENDMENT.

MR, HU%ZINGA MOVED to AMEND the ordinance as follows: Right after the
words "A,} feet in width" 1t should read: ".....of usable land of
approximate grade of the road surface.” Seconded by Mr. Findlay.

MR. HUIZINGA MOVED for acceptence of the Ordinance as amended.
CARRIED, 33 in favor and 1 opposed,

MR. RAITERI MOVED for acceptance of the following ordinance for
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for publicatinn, with tte request that the Secretary moke arrangements
with the Mimeographing Departmecnt to have coples made of proposcd
ordinances for efch member of the Board in the future. Seconded by
Mr. Kolich.

AN ORDINANCE TO PROVIDE FOR THE IMPOUNDING AND SALE
OR OTHER DISPOSITION OF PERSONAL PROPERTY LEFT ON THE
STREETS AND PFUBLIC PIACES IN THE CITY OF STAMFORD.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY.OF STAMFPORD, THAT:

Section 1: Definitions: (a) When used in this Ordinance "street" shall
include o street, avenue, road, alley, lanc, highway, boulevard, con-
course, driveway, culvert and eross walk, and every clase of road,
square, place or municipal parking field used by the general public.
(b) When used in this Crdinance the word "person" shall mean and in-
clude a natural person of either sex, corporations, partnerships,
a.sociations, joint stock companies, societles and 2ll other entitics
csapable of being sued.

Section 2: It shzll be unlawful for any person, his agent or employee,
to leave or to suffer or permit to be left, any vehicle other than
motor vchicle, or tony cart, wagon, box, barrel, bale of merchandise or
other movable property ecither owned by him or in hia possession,
custody or control, upun ary strect, sidewalk or munieipal parking
field, excepting, however, that this section shzll not apply to
materinls lawfully placed at the curbs or side of strects for col-
lection by the Bureau of Sanitation.

Section 3: The Chief of Police shall remove or cause to be removed
any of the items of property listed in Sectioh 2 of this Ordinance,
when found upon any sireet, sidewalk or municipal parking field and
shall take same, or cause samc to be taken to property or premises of
the City of Stamford, where same shall be held until redeemed or sold,
28 hereinafter provided.,

Section 4: Any person violating any of the provisions of this Ordi-
shall be liable for and forfeit and pay a penalty of Ten ($10.00)
Dollars for each violation and it is further ordained that the vio-
lations of any provisions of this Ordinance shall eonstitute dis-
orderly conduct and the person so violating the same shall be and is
hereby declared a disorderly person. This is in addition to any feea
for redemption of impounded property or costs of sale chargeable to -
an owner or person entitled to possesasion of impounded property as
hereinafter provided.

Section 5: Whenever the Chief of Police shall receive any property
containing identification of ownership or right to possesaion, a
notice shall be sent by ordinary mail to such person advising that
8uch property 18 held by the Chief of Police and advising the amount
neceésary to redeem.

Section 6t Such property may be redeemed by the owner thereof at any
time prior to the sale, dismantling, destruction or disposal thereof
and he shall be entitled to receive such property upon tendering the
sum fo Five ($5.00) Dollars plus the sum of One ¥$1.00) Dellar per day,
commencing the third day, Sundays execluded, after the property is re-
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1162 Aoril 2, 1956

moved to the date of redempiion. In additlon, the person seeking to
redecem shall be required tc pay the cost of advertising the sele
thereof, if' any. No property shall be delivered to a person seeking
to redeem unless proof establivhi.g tu the savisfaction of the Chilefl
of Police sucn persun's owncership or right to possesslion 1a submitted.
Any delivery to a person appartently entitled thereto, shall be a
good defense to the City of Stamford agalnst any cther person eclaim-
ing to be entitled thereto, but if the person to whom dellvery 18
made is in fact not entitled thnereto, the person to whom the same
ought to have been delivermnd may recover the seme with interest and
costa from the person to whom the same shall have been delivered.

Sention T7: where any such property remains in the custody of the
Chief of Police for o period of fifteen (15) days after removal and
with respect to which no person has presepted to the Chlef of Folice
proof establishing to his satisfoction such pevson's ownership or
rig-t to possession as herein-above stated, the Chief of Police shall
give public notice in a newaspaper circulated dally in the Clty of
Stamford advising that at a specified place and time, not 1less then
five (5) days after such notice is published, such property will be
sold at public auction for the best price he can cbtaln. A general
deseription in such notice of the property to be sold shall be suf-
ficient. 8Said sale shall be conducted by the Chilef of Police or any
person designated by him,

Section 8: In the event that sald property shall remain unsold at
public auction, the Chief of Folice may offer sald property Cor sale
et a subsequent public auetion held pursuant to this Ordinance or he
may dismantle, deatroy or otherwise sell or dispose of such property.
Any such sale or other disposition of such property pursuant to this
Ordinence shall te without liability on the part of the City of Stam-
ford to the owner of such property or other person lawfully entitled
theretoe or having an interest therein.

Section 9: Immediately after property im redeemed, the Chief of
Police shall pay over to the municipal treasury the amount received
for redemption, costs and expenses of the article redeemed, together
with an itemized atatement thereof. Immedlately after 2 aale or other
dlsposition of such property the Chief of Pollee shall pay over to the
municipal treasury the proceeds of sale or other disposition of 3uch
property, with an ltemized estatement of the article so0ld, the price
received, and the costa and expenses of sale. The amounts so pald to
the municipal $reasury shall be retained and credited to the General

Fund to cover the cost of removing and storing the property a
disposition thereof. . 8 BFORSPLY ShapeLARlE

Section 10: The provicions of this Ordinance shall not apply to any
property which may come into the possession or custody of the Chilef of
Police pursuant to any other Ordinance, law or regulation. :

MR. SNYDER: "Would it be correct, Mr. Raiteri, under this ordinance
that any super market can make a ruling that under this law the carts
cannot leave the premizes, and therefore the principle sufferer would

Egrgqe ghoppers who would have to cerry all their groceries to their
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MR. TOPPING: "Most of oa super markets have a notice right on the
cart to the effect that this cart shall not be taken from the premises.
Whether this would ra2lieve the market from any liability I do not

Imow . "

MR. BAKXR: "The Village of Rockville Center adopted this ordinance
and it was very successful there. I got in touch with the Village
Clzrk and had him give me a copy of their ordinance. It i1s intended
rather as a preventative than &8s a cure.”

MR. KELLY: "Would that prevent baby carriages znd children's toys
from being left on the strcets?"

VOTE taken on this ordinance for publication and CARRIED unanimously.

Re chonge of astreet name from Wofsey Road to Alpine Street

T.ae petition from the residents of Wofsey Road for change of name was
referred back to the Legislatlive & Rules and Planning and Zening
Committees for the reason that it 1s not yet an accepted City street.
Mr, Ralteri explained that the committee felt the street should be
accepted by the City as & city street at the same time the street nane
is changed.

MR. RAITERI MOVED that Sen-~te Bill No. 8.3272, sponsored by Senator
Prescott Bush, entitled: "a Bill to increase and make certain re-
visions in the general authorizations for small flocd control pro-
Jeets in the Flood Control Aect of 1948" be endorsed by this Board and
that a letter be transmitted to the United States Senators from Conn-
ecticut, giving the Board's endorsement of this Bill. Snconded by Mr.
Iacovo and Mre. Zuckert and CARRIED unanimously.

MR. RAITERI MOVED for suspension of the rules in order to bring up a
proposed ordinance as follows: Seconded by Mrs. Bankowski,

AN_ORDINANCE REIATING TO THE KEEPING OR HARBORING OF DOGS
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

Section 1. No owner or person possessing or persor harboring a dog
shall suffer or allcw the same toc run looae or at large at any place
in the City of Stamford. All doga, when not confined within the
dwelling or premises of the owner or keeper, or when not confined in
any other inclosure, must be kept on & leash, and when led on a leash,
all dogae must be curbed.

Section 2. It shall be the duty of the Dog Warden of the City of
Stamford or of any policeman of said City or of any other person
appointed as Dog Catchers, to distrain or cause to be distrained cnd
impound any dog running at large in said City.

Section 3. The Dog Warden, on impounding such dog, shall immediately
notify the owner or harborer of such dog, if the owner or harborer be
known to the dog warden, or can with reasonable diligence be Ascer-
talined, that such animal has been and 18 impounded. Any such dog 8o
seized may be redeemed by the owner of same upon the paymant of FPive
($5) Dollara to the Clerk of the City of Stamford and by the payment
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of the established license fee to sajd Clerk if such dog 18 un-
licensed. Said Clerk shal.l 1ssue to eaid owner an order to the Dog
Warden for the delivery of Buch dog. All dogs not sc redeemed within
e period uf one weeck after such seizure shall be destroyed or other-
wise dioposed of. Any funds collected under this Section shall be
pald over Lo the municilpal treasqry and uredited to the General Fund.

Section 4. No person shall entice any dog out of the enclosure or
house of its owner or harborer, or selze or molest any dog while held
or led on a leash by any persun, for the purpose of taking up, dis-
training or impounding the same. "

Section 5. No person shall have or keep or permit to be kept m any
pren:ices owned or occupied in whole or in pert by him within the City
coi Stamford any dog which by 1ts howling or whining or barking, shall
distrub the neighborhood.

Section 6. Any person or perscns viclating Sections 4 and 5 of this
vruinance shall be liable for and forfelt and pay a penalty of Five
($5) Dollars for each violation thereof and any viclation of such
Sections shall constitute disorderly conduct, and the person so vio-
lating such Sections shall be and 13 hereby declared a disorderly
person.

This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon passage.

MR. IEWIS: "With reference to this ordinance as proposed by Ellis
Baker: Two years ago we had to pass an ordinance in cirder to find the
Dog Warden. I MOVE that this be referred back to Committee,"
Seconded by Mr. Brett.

MR, NOLAN: "The State law has restrictions on dogs. If we could
hear from Mr. Hanrahan on this, perhaps he could clarify it,"

MR. TOPPING: "I would like to see this changed so that it would not
creatq a hardship."

MR. BAKER read a petition which he had received and which he said had
prompted the introduction of the ordinance.

MR, KAMINSKI sald he thought there ahould be some modification of the
ordinance.

R. FINDIAY atated that he is opposed to passing so many ordinances.

MRS. PEATT said she was thoroughly in agreement with Mr., Baker and
that dogs running loose and in packs were dangerous to small children.

MR. IEWIS MOVED that this ordinancé hé referrad to fhe Health & Pro-
tection Committee and the legislative & Rules Committee, with in~

structions to the Police Chief that the Dog Warden muat report daily
to the Chief of Police,

Mr. Topping Seconded the motion., _ ( '

There was conslderable discussion at this pojnt in regard to the Dog
Warden and the performance of his dutice.,
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MR. BAKER: "The Dog Wardi:. should receive a fee instead of a salary
and perhaps he might do & better job."

MRS. ZUCKERT said she was oppog:d to such a high fee and thought
perhaps if voaming dogs were muzzled, 1t would be better than to keep
them coniined.

MR. RHOADES: "I assume this is not to recommit, but to send to Com-
mittee. all the calls I have received have been in favor of the
ordirance."”

MR, IACOVO: "I have also received rumerous calla in favor of the
oriinance,"

MR. RAITERI: "I think the ordinance is & little too strongly ﬂorded."

VOYE taken on Mr. Iewin' motion and CARRIED, 26 in favor and 7
o.posed.

MR, RAITERI MOVED fcr suspension of rules in order to present a
letter from Mr. Connell, Superintendent of Packs. Seconded by Mr.
Rhoades and CARRIED unanimously.

April 2, 1956
Ccal: . |
In order to get some reasonable control over beer
drinking in parks, could the proposed ordinance of
Mr. Topping be amended as follows:
Insert after "property" on 4th line "except as may be
prohibited by Department of Parks' rules and regu-
lations”,
If the ordinance is passed as amended above, then our
proposed #11 regulation would not be in conflict with
the Topping resclutlon.:

Ed, Connell,
Supt. of Parke

MR. RAITERI MOVED that this requeat-be referred back to the legis-
lative and Rules Committee for report back at the ncxt meeting.
S8econded by Mr. Baker and CARRIED unanimously.

Appointments Committee:

(1) Edward J. Frattaroli, 5 Brinckerhoff Avenue

Mr. Georgoulis MOVED for approval of Mr. Frattorcli's appointment
as a member of the Flood and Erosion Control Board, term to ex-
pire December 1, 1956. Seconded by Mr. Baker. Vote taken by
Ballot, and CARRIED, 34 in favor and 1 opposed. ,

(2) W. Gardner Edwards, 1270 Hope Street, Springdale

Mr, Georgoulis moved for approval of Mr. Edwards! appointment as

iy



1166 April 2, 1956
2 member of the Floo! and Eroeion Centrol Board, term to expire
December 1, 1957. Seconded by Mr. Baker. Vote taken by ballot
ard CARRIED, 32 in favor and 3 opposed.

(3) Alfred G. Kanzler, 49 Parker Avenue, Olenbrook

Mr. Georgoulis MOVED for approval of Mr. Kanzler's appointment as
a member of the Flnod and Erosion Control Board, term to axpire
December 1, 1958. Seconded by Mr., Baker. Vote taken by ballot
and CARRIED, 31 voting in favor, 3 opposed and 1 blank.

(4) George L. Hickey, 99 Saddlerock Road

Mr. Gewurgoulis MOVED for approval of Mr, Rickey's appointment as
a member of the Flood and Eroslon Control Board; term to expire
December 1, 1959. Scconded by M-, Baker. Vote taken by oallot
and CARRIED, 27 in favor end opposed.,

(5) Edward W. Curran, 236 Greenwich Avenue

Mr. Qeurgoulis MCVED for approval of Mr. Curran's eppointment aa
a member of the Flood and Erosion Control Board, term to expire

December 1, 1960, Seconded by Mr. Baker. Vote taken by ballot

end CARRIED, 33 in favor and 2 opposed.

Public Works Committce:

Miétropping, Chalrman, presented the following report of his Com-
mittee:

Public Works Committee Neport

Meeting held et Dolan School, March 28, 1956. The following
members were profent: Anthony Kolich, Alan Ketcham and
Thomas Topping, Chairman. Absent members: Eugene Barry &and.
Vincent Vitti.

Re: letter from Mr. Louis T. Olive of Dyke Park (See page 1124
of ¥inutes of March 5, 1950) )

Above letter discussed and the Committee decided that inasmuch
as the Park Commission has an item in its Capital Budget re-
garding this boat basin, and that the Assistant Public Works
Commissioner has assured us that the Chaennel marker will be
put in place when the time comes, this Committee agreed to
take no action on this petition.

Respectfully submitted,
Thomas J. Topping, Chairman
Plenning & Zoning Committee:

Mr. Czupka MOVED for suspension of the rules in order to present a
petition for acceptance of Research Drive, Glenbrook, by Glenbrook
Sand and Gravel Company, York Research Corporation and Iewitt-Robins,
Inc. Scconded by several volces and CARRIED unanimously.
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MR. CZUPKA MOVED for acceptance of this roand.

MR. TOPPING aaid he would favor the acceptance of this rosad and named
four things that would have to be taken care of first: (1) Box
culvert, ‘2) excavation not closed for 10 feet, (3) two stone fences
29' 6" which make the roud less than the minimum width, (4) onec edge
of the 50 foot drive goes over property owned by Hewitt-Robins.

Mi, MURPHY: "This all stems back to the extension of Cowing Placec.
The cost would have run up into the hundreds of thousands of dollars."

There was considerable discussion as to the problems presentad, Mr.
Crupka assuring the members that he has talked with the Assistant

City Engineer and was assured that the piles would be removed and the
topping of the culvert will be done as soon as black topping i1s avall-
able,

hA. SNYDER npoke strongly in favor of accepting this atreet, pointing
out that the connecting of Research Drive with Larkin Street will
help industry to locate here.

Mr. Scarella, Commlasioner of Public Works, who was present, explained
what was golng to be done and the problems involved and recommendel
that the Board accept this street.

MR. GEORGOULIS MOVED for acceptance of Research Drive., Seconded by
Mr. Rhoades and CARRIED unanimously,

Mr. Findlay asked to be excused and left at this time.

Mr. Rhoades MOVED to hear from Mr. Wachter who also was present.
Seconded and CARRIED unanimously.

Mr. Wachter spoke on the problem of release of bonds before accep-
tance of roads, and said he would take i%t up with his Board.

Mr. Hanreshan explained that the bond 1s released when the road is
brought up to city specifications.

The Secretary was instructed to write to the Board of Finance,
notifying them that Research Drive had been accepted as a city street.

Parks & Recreetion Committee:

Mr. Kelly, Chairman, presented the following report:

The Recreation and Parks Committee of the Board met on
Wednesday evening, March 28, 1956, at the Dolan Jr. High
School, immediately after the special meeting of the Board,
and dlacussed the only item on their aganda, which was the
4ducea of notifying the Board of Recreation that, as has been
the custom in the past, the committee would like to have the
Secretary of the Board of Representatives notify the Board
of Rzecreation and the Park Commission that the Committee

on Parks and Recreation would like to request tbhat both the
above mentioned Boards grant permission to the chairman, or
alternate, of thism committee, to attend the regular meetings
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of bolh Boards

the purpose of this reouest is to further acquaint our com-
mittee with the requirements of these boards, and form &
better liaison between 21l three boards, and 1 so move.

Btepﬁen E. Kelly,
Chairman,
Paris & Recreation Committee

Personnei Committee:

Mr. Barry, Chairman, read the following letter from Mr. Hanrahan,
Corporation Counsel, in regard to pensiona for aisters of former

city employees, Miss. Mabel O'Keefe, 54 Courtland Hill Stre«t and
Miss Katherine T. Quinn, 25 Bell Street:

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT
April 2, 1956

Fersonnel Committee of the
Board of Representatives
Stami'ord, Connectirut

Gent lemen: -

In reference to the material turned over tc me by your
Chairman on the question of the pension for the Sister of
Duvid O'Keefe, a mechanic in the Board of Education who
completed 17 years of service prior to his death, and the
sister of Michael F. Quinn, who retired under the classifi-
cation plan on August 1, 1952, I subimit the following-

The general power over pensions is set forth in sub-section
66 of Section 40 of the Charter as follows:

"To establish pension syatems for the
municipal employeeb.csscnsss

Section 710 of the Charter authorizes the Board of Represen-
tatives to enact ordinances "not inconsistent with the
provisions of the Charter, for payment of pensiocna to

any officer or employee who shall have held office or
employment in the town or city for a period of 25

years or more, or to his widow or dependents". It

appears to limit sub-section 66 by requiring at least

25 years of service,

Ty Special Act #463 of the 1951 Generzl Assembly, a
pension program was set up entitled "Classified Employees
Retirement Fund". It was hot stated specifically in that
Act that 1t was to be & provieion of the Stamford Charter.
However, it would appear that the Board of Representatives
treated it as though it was to be an amendment to the
Charter and its administration has been so closely aligned



1°700)

April 2, 1956 1169

to the Charter that, for all practical intents and
purpeses, it must le regarded as a portion of the City's
Charter.

Consequently, it would a-pear that with respect to the
deper.dent sister of Mr, O'Keefe, neither the Custodian's
Retirement Plan, nor the Classifled Employee's Retirement
Fund plan at present provide the basis for a pension to
a deceased employee's sister. Misa O'keefe's only
remedy for a fensaion appears to be & Speclal Act of the
General Assembly, specifically granting her a pension, or
amending Section 71C in such fashion that ihe City may

in the future, make provision for pensions for employees,
or their dependents, who have leos than 25 years of
service.

Mr, O'Keefe's esatate 1a, however, entitled, under Section
10 of the Custodian's Penslon Plan to payments of his
contributions to that plan, plus accrued interest.

Likewise, since Mr. Quinn was a member of the Classified
Employee's Retirement Fund and accepted retirement there-
under, his decath threce yeers after retirement would not
form the basis for a cleim for &2 pension by his sister.

Sub-section E of the Section T49 of the Charter permitted
Mr, Quinn, had he becn married, to elect a reduced pension
at the time of his retirement with a provision that two-
thirde of the reduced pension elected be continued after
his death to his spouse. It contained no provision
whatsocever permitting a widow, widower, or unmarried
person to elect a reduced pension which would be continued
to his dependent children or other dependents, such ae &
sister.

The problem, then, 1s to determine whether or not the
granting of a pension under Section 710 to a dependent
sister or a retired former city employee would be in-
consistent with the provisions of this Charter. It is
submitted that the use of Section T10, in view of the lack
of provision in the Classified Employees Retirement Fund
for survival of pensiona of retired employees to depen-
dents other than spcuses, would not necessarily be incon-
8lstent with the provisions of the Charter. It would
appear, however, to be inconsistent with the spirit and
intent of the Classified Employees Retirement Fund Plan.

I believe that the better practice would be to have your
Board consider an amendment to Sub-Section E of Section
749 to permit the retiring employee an election in favor
of not only hils spousc, but other classes of dependents
ar may be determined by your Board, so u8 to take care of
matters that may arise in the future.

For the purpose of disposing of the matter presently be-
fore your Board involving Miss Quinn:
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In view of the inequitiecs alleged to be involved, it
would appear that the Board could provide for a payment
of 2 pencion by ordinance of two-thirds the amount of
pensinn received by the deceased brother, bearing in
mind the question of offsets against such pension by the
ricgipt of any social security penefits to the dependent
sister. ' |

Very truly yours,

John M. Hanrahan
Corporation Counsel

MR. BAREY MOVED that we hear from the Corporation Counsel. Seconded
bty Mr. Kelly. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY,

Mr . Hanrahan explained the situation more fully to the members of the
Board.

MR. HUIZINGA: "We have & very definite responsibility to the citizens
of this City by our making cxceptions of these cases. If you make

an exception here, we are going to get iInto a lot of trouble in the
future. I think we will get intoc a great deal of trouble by changing
our pension pian.

MR. HANRAHAN: "In the past we used to go to the State Legislature in
these cages for special legislation, but the City adopted a pension
plan to take care of these cases,”

MR. RATTERI: "Iet's discuss each case separately. Let's discuss the
O'Keefe case first.

MR. PARRY MOVED this be sent back to Committee. Seconded by Mr.
DeForest. Mr. Barry said tne committee hod not yet hed a chance to
study the report. CARRIED unanimously.

Committee on Education:

In the absence of Mr. Macrides, Chairman, Mr. Brett, presented the
committec report:

The Committee on Educaticn and Welfare met at 2:00 P.M.
on March 31, 1956, at the offices of John C. Macrides.
Mr., Brett and Mr. Macrides were present. Dr. Lilliendahl
Mr. Czupka and Mr. Gilbert were absent. Mr. Julius
Markiewlcz of the Stamford Education Association and

Mr. lester J. Myers of the Stamford Federation of Teachers
were present to indicate the reasons for the request for
a raise in pay of teachers which is reflected in the

op' rating budget requested by the Board of Education.
These reasons shall be reported on at the time when our
Board is faccd with deciding on appropriations for the
aforesald budget.

With respect to the schocl bus situation, the prrhibitive
cost of marking buses in conformity with the new Statute
would make the only remedy available, a request to the

1701 State Legislature that the requirements be changed to
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something leas costly which could be Jjust as effective.
Resapectfully submitted,

John C., Macrides,
Chairman

Re: Chanpz2 of names of Committee on Education:

MR. GEORGOULIS MOVED that the name of this committece be cha&nged to
“he Committee on Education and Welfare. Seconded by Mr. Baker and
CARRIED un&nimously.
Mr. William Kaminski asked to be excused at this time.
COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR
CITY OF STAMFORD, CONN.
March 6, 1956

Mr. Gsorge V. Connors, President

Bcard of Representatives

Stamford, Connecticut

Dear Mr. Connors:

I am attaching her:with Bill S, 3272 presented by

Senator Bush, entitled, "To increase and make certain

revisions in the general authorization for small flood

control projects in the Flood Corntrol Act of 1948",

An expression of opinion by your Board, I believe, would
be of invaluable aid in the support of this Bill.

It 18 indeed necessary for us to get as much Federal aid

as possible to help us overcome the tremendous expense
involved due to the recent floods.

Very truly yours,

Thomas F. J. Quigley, Mayor

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS 3

Ordered read by Steering Committec:
(1) carbon copy of letter to Mayor Quigley from Corporation Counsel:

February 28, 1956

The Honorable Thomas F. J. Quigley
Mayor. of Stamford, Connecticut

Dear Mayor Quigley:
This 48 to advise you that I am in receipt of atdeed from

IRV the First Stamford Corporation (Jease Hartman) to the City
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of Stamford, quit-claiming a parcel of land 13.702 acres
in aren in the laddin's PRock section.

This deed represents the final action in connectlion with

thea offer of dedication made by Mr. Hartman to the City of
the land in question, together with & donation of $2,500,00
to defray the cost of picnic tables and benches, which offer
I understand, was acccepted by the Board of Representatives
several years ago.

I have reminded Mr. Hartman'e attorney that we shall expect
the check for $2,500.00 at his earliest convenience.

I aleo took the liberty of expressing the thanks of the
community to Mr. Hartman for his public spirited gesture.

Very truly yours,

John M. Hanrahan,
Corporation Counsel

MR. HUIZINGA MOVED that a letter of appreciation be sent to Mr. Jesse
Hartman. Seconded by Mrs. Bankowaki, and CARRIED unanimously.

There ensued some dilscusion 48 to the history of this gift, Mr.
Murphy saying that it went back to 1949 or 1950 when this land was
firat accepted by the City and that therc had been scme question that
it be named after Mr. Hartman's deccesed wife. He scid the property
in question is along the westerly border of Stamford.

Mra. Zuckert sald che was in favor of this park being named in memory

orlgr. Hertman's wife, to show the City's appreclation for his gener-
osity.

(2) carbon copy of letter to Prosecuting Attorney, Mr. Joseph P. Zone

from Corporation Ccunscl, dated March 12, 1950. Ordered read by
Stecring Committee:

March 12, 1956

Mr. Joseph P. Zone
Prosecuting Attorney
City Hall

Stamford, Connecticut

Dear Mr. Zonec:

As you are aware, in the last few years, the Board of
Representatives was greatly concerned with the question
of excavations, particularly those in resident zZones
wh.orein a bullder abandoned his plans to build after
initlal excavation.

Mr. Swinnerton hes referred to me a problem involving the

Crystal Lake Building Corporation, whom hé sent a warning

notice to on November 30, 1955, a copy of which ia attached.
1763 No action has been taken by the property owner to date.
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Will you kindly examine the matter &nd advise me whether or
- not action might "“e teken under the provisjions of Sections
10 and 11 of Chapter 13 and under Supplemental Ordinance
No. 15 of the Stamford General Ordincnces.
‘ Very truly yours,

John M, Hanrahan
Corporation Counsel

R, HUIZINGA MOVED that the President write a letter to the Prose-
cuting Attorney informing him that this regulation 1s not being en-
forced, Seconded by Mrs. Zuckert and CARRIED unanimously.

(3) Re: J, M. Wright Technloal School, Smith Strecet & Schuyler Avenue

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONN.

March 28, 1956
Planning Board
Board of Finance
Board of Representatives
Iadies and Gentlemen:

Re: J. M. Wright Technical School,
Smith Street & Schuyler Avenue

At present, the State of Connccticut operates this vocational
Bchool on property owned by the City of Stamford. 1In the
very near future, the State plans to build new vocational
facilities in Woodside Perk.

In April 1354, the pastor of Sacred Heart Church, Reverecnd
Sugrue, rcquested that the City entertain an offer to convey
the site and building on Schuyler Avenuc to his parish for the
purpose of being alternd into a parochial elementary school.

The present pastor of Sacred Hea:rt Church, Reverend R,

Nadile, has recently advised Mayor Quigley that the church

is anxious to have an expression from the ocity nB to

whether or not such an arrangement can be develaped. He,

ns did Father Sugrue, stresscs the fact that operation of such
2 school by the parish of Sacred Heart Church would, in
effect, be o contribution to the cducational facilities

of the City of Stamford in that it would relieve the city
taxpayers of the necessity of maintaining and operating
facilities for thosc students who would attend.

Mayor Quigley has requested me to transmit thls matter to
Henorable Boards in order that you migh% have an opportunity
to study-the problem for the purpose of making a recom=-
mendation to him as to whether or not you belleve that

such a transfer should be made. .

47+,1 Father Nadile 1nformed the Meyor that in the event the
‘ city would undertake to convey the property, that the
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church would maie en offer to purchase same at a price

that would be within ite means considering the amount of
meney that would be necessary to rehabilitate the structure
for use as an elementary school.

Very truly yours,

John M. Hanrzhen,
Corporation Counsel

MR. RAITERI MOVED that this Board indorse any actlon that is to be
taken in the future by the appropriate city officiale or bearde in
crder to deed the property to the church.

MR. RHOADES: "Should this not be referred to Committee?"

Referred to Legislative and Rules Committee and Education and Welfare
Committee.

The following resolucion, introduced at a meeting of the Steering
Committee held March 27, 1956, and approved by them, was presented by
MR. HUIZINGA, who WUVED for its approval, Seconded by Mr. Snyder and
CARRIED unanimously.

R.SOLUTION NO. 215

WHEREAS, April 19, 1956 has been designated as one
of the days for making voters, and

WHEREAS, the Republican Primary will be held on this
same day, namely April 19, 1956,

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that April 18, 1956,
or some othar day convenient to the Registrars
of Voters, be designated as the day for making
votera, in lieu of April 19, 1956,

BUSINESS ON THE CALENDAR

(1) Reactivation of Housing Committee
Mr. Connors named the following memrbers:

Frank W. Longo, Chairman
Gerald Rybnick

Anthony Kolich, Jr.
Doris M. Zuckert

Irving G. Snyder

(2) charge in Chairman of Charter Revision Ccumittee

; L
Mr. Connors announced that Mr. John Macrides would be the Chair-
mag of this Committee in place of Mr. George Gcorgoulis, fie
originally named as Chairman.,

Mr. Connors also announced the following changes in Committees:

1764 4 Stephen Kelly 1s taking Mr., Killeen's place on
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the Health ua.d Protection Committee.

Johin R. Nolan is replacing Stephzn Kelly on
Legislative and Rutea Committee.

Eugene F. Barry 18 replacing Clifford Waterbury as
Chairmen of the Personnel Committee.

NEW BUSINESS

The following resclution was introduced by Mr. Vittl, seconded by Mr.
Georgoulis and refcrred to Health and Protection Committee by unani-
mous vote.

WHEREAS, the City of Stamford Police Department will shortly
take occupancy of a new and modern headquarters at the corner
of Hoyt and Bedford Streets, and

WHEREAS, this building has become a reality because of the
efforts of many city officials ond private citizens, end

WHEREAS, the ehief impetus which changed general diecussion
about a neu police buillding into tangible action ceme from the
late J. FLEMMING RUTIEDGE, Chairman of the Board of Public
Safety until his deat%: on June 2, 1955, and

WHEREAS, the lote J. Flemming Rutlcdge wes 2 diastinguishcd
citizen, intelligent and humtne city official, and 2 man of
high moral purpose and civic dedication, and

WHEREAS, it haa become a laudable and accepted custom in
Stamford to namc public buildings, chiefly schools, in honor
of those who have contributed signally to the well-being of
our community,

THEN BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Represcntatives hereby
designates the new police bullding at the corner of Hoyt and
Dedford Strects as THE RUTLEDOE BUILDING, or THE J. FLEMMING
RUTLENGE BUILDING, or THE RUTIEDGE MEMCRIAL BUILDING, or THZ
J. FIEMMING RUTIEDCE MEMORIAL BUILDING, cr THE RUTIEDZE
POLICE BUILDING, o> THZ J. FLEMMING RUTYED3E POLICE BUILDING,
:héihcver designation mzy bo made by the Board of Reprcsen-
atives.

There being no further business to come before the Board, upon motion
of Mr. Nolan, seconded by several voices, the meeting was adjourned
at 12:15 A.M.

Respectfully submitted,

George V., Connora, President
Board of RepreBentatives
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