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13,500.00 - Stamford Museum & Nature Center, Bridge rkin
and road (Hayor;a latter Oct. 2, 19565 g

(3) $20,000.00 - Plans for New Incinerator (Mayor's latter July 31,

(%)

)

(6)

Robert Greenwood
219 Weed Avenue

1956, enclosing Corporation Counsel’s letter same date)

Recommended by this Committee in April of 1954.

$58,563.03 - North Glembrook Storm Drains (Mayor's letter

Sept. 5, 1956)

This will allow partisl completion of this project and allow
the sanitary sewers to ba extended at the-sama time:

Petition, Mrs. John Burke, re Marion md-xki_u_gg' gl:hrsr:reetn,

deferred from the Oct. lst meeting was further investigated,
and as far as the Committee could; discover,, the £facte are,
that although Marion Street appears on old meps of the

Town area, it has never been;laid out.as to grades and drainage.
Mr. Durke apparently used the grade as it was whep he im-
proved the road. There is no record in the City Engineer's
office of an application to have the grade and drainage
established. An application would have to,be made and the
road built to the grade set, bafore the City could assume
any responsibility concerning this street. (Mr. Ketcham
will present a minority report on this.)

Re dredping of Cove Poud,' &am, étc.

On the Cove Pond item im question, it is still very much
alive. This Committee has two patitions regarding the
disposition of the dam and the eventual dredging of the
Pond. Also, several latters from interessted taxpayers
and residents of the area. The first ome: From the
Citizens Committea for Improvement of Cove Pond, dated
Sept. 25, 1956 as follows: :

CITIZENS COMMITTRRE FOR IMPROVEMENT (OF COVE POND
Stamford, Connecticut

September 25, 1956

Messrs. T. F. J. Quigley, Mayor
and George Connors, Pres., Board of Representatives
City of Stomford, Conn.

Sirs:

In re: Contract for Cove dredging entered
into by the City of Stamford and
Delec Bros., Inc., under bid of
June 27, 1956

The subscribers whose names are written underneath, being owners of property
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directly affected, respectfully petition you and the local Board of Repras-
antativea ‘tor a certain Iocul improvament to wit:
1. Dredge the million yards of '"materisl" referred to in
above mentioned contract from Cove Pond, which urgently
requires cleaning and dredging, in such manner that there
be no spot dredging or stockpiling so that said Pond will
be safely usable for boating and other aquatic aports.

1A, Or, failing that, we petition you as the representatives
of the City of Stamford, present owmer of Cove Island and
Cove Pond Dcm,; to take the neceésary steps for rehabilitating
the Dam, which was erected in 1792 by Messrs. Fitch and Holly
under authority granted in 1791 by 8tamford (Darien then being
a Parish of Stamford andJonly becominig the present Town of
Dar!.an in 1820) and maintai.ned until the tidal wave of 1938,

2. Bapa:l.r and/or rebuild the Weed Avenue sea wall as a flood
protaction measure.

3. Correct and/or improve the present inadequate storm drainage
system along Weed Avenue and surrounding area.

4. Build two piers on Cove Pond having access’ from'Weed Avenue,
one at a point in tha vicinity of Birch Streeét, and one near
a point opposite a lane fronting on Weed Avenue leading to
the Monjo property, suitable for fishing and mooring of small
boar.u
52 CIoan and lqn'm ap‘paafance of any and &all ci.ty-mmed Weed
-Avaau pmper:y‘ ARy .

Y

And, we hataby roqueat th.at ou px‘mpl:ly submit th:l.a petition to the said
Board, and do all’such other acts" & may be required of you by law in order
that the above described local improvement may be accomplished.

(SIGNED BY 79 PETITIONERS)

Refer to item #1 in above letter:

Dredging of the million cubic yards of material from the Pond was comsidered too
expensive. While the Army Engineers are the government agency that would be expecte:
to do the dredging of the Pond, it has been our experience that the City is expected
to pay one-half of the cost of any dredg:l.ns

At present, the Army Engineers are dtedsing the channael into the lagoon at Cummings
Park. The City is paying one-half of the cost, or $32,000.00.

Refer to item #14 in above letter:

This Committee p2commends that the dam be rebuilt to retain enough water in the Pond
to cover the mud flats at low water and the gates be replaced. This item to be re~
ferred to the City Engineer and the Planning Board for possible inclusion in this
years Capital Budget.

, _Refer to item #2 in sbove letter:
A.j( )11', )
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Referred to Flood Control and Erosion Committee for Study and Correctiom. } 1
|

Refer

to item #3 in above letter:

Refer

Refer

to Public Works Department for integration inmto the 1957 Storm Drain program.

to Item #4 in sbove letter:

Refer

Refer

to the Park Commission.

to ftem #5 in above letter:

Refer

to Public Works Department for actiom,

The second petition on this subject, dated September 4, 1956 on Cove Pond was also
referred to this committee and reads as follows:

September 4, 1956

Mr. George Connors, President

Board of Representatives

City Hall

Stamford, Conn. Re: Cove Pond

We, the undersigned, as residents of the Cove area, do hereby petition
that restoration of the existing dom be made at Cove Pond. This, or T
some other means by which water will remain in Cove Pond would not

only enhance the beauty of the community, but will alsec provide much J_J
needed recreational facilities. To allow this to remain a mud flat,

would, in our cpinion, be a trememdous waste of what could be a

useful and besutiful site, and would likewise tend to decrease the

present property values.

(SIGNED BY 84 PETITIONERS)

The above petition was referred to the City Engineer and the Planning Board.

Re: Letter dated October 8, 1956 from Mrs. Wm. B. Barry, Weed Circle, in support of
Item IA in previous letter from Citizens Coumittee for Improvement of Cove Pond.

Referred to City Engineer and Planning Board.

Re: Letter dated October 3, 1956 from Citizens Committee for Improvement of Cove

Pond:

P RET R

"Members of the Board of Representatives
City of Stamford
Stamford, Comnecticut

Gentlemen:

Because the subject is of such City-wide interest, we
are attaching for your information copy of petition which was —
referred to the Steering Committee at your meeting Mouday night '
without being read because of the lateness of the hour. (We were l \
there, curselves, until 1:00 AM). —
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Committees are suggesting that the City spend §1,600,000
to improwe Cove Island Park -- commendable, but costly. It is our
opinion that too little attention is being given once beautiful
Cove Pondl that is now rapidly wasting away. Proper dredging of
the Pond under the existing dredging contract will mot cost the
City or tha taxpayars a cent. And, wasn't there an appropriation
of $70,000 made somwe years ago to restore the Dam?

We take this opportunity to commend you for the manner
in which you conduct your meetings and the praiseworthy efforts
each of you expends in the interests of the City of Stamford and
its taxpayars.

Very truly yours,

M. Barry, Secretary
CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR IMPROVEMENT OF COVE POND"

The following letter was referred to the City Engineer and the Planning Board: This,
also was from the same Committee:

November 1, 1956

Mr. Thomas J. Topping, Chairman
Public Works Committee

Board of Representatives

28 Lenox Avenuae, Glenmbrook
Stemford, Conn.

Dear Mr. Topping: Subject: Cove Pond - Cove Dam
v State Water Policy Commission
Hearing, October 26, 1956

It is the desire of the majority of our members who attended the
above mentioned hearing that Cove Pond be thoroughly dredged for
sanitary reasons and for the purpose of providing a emall boat
basin.

However, in the event there is no immediate prospect of complete
and proper dredging, we request that the now partiaslly destroyed
dam be modified and repaired, as outlined in the proposal of Mr.
A. C. Wall of the Noroton Manor Property Owmers Asgociation, pro-
vided said plan is found to be practicable --such repaired dam to
serve to retain some water in the Pond at all times to overcome
present downgrading of ares properties, due to prevailing un-
sightly mud flats and until such time as complete and proper
dredging of the Pond can be arranged. We wish to express our
utmost thanks for the time and attention you have devoted to

this matter.

Very truly yours,

M. Barry, Secretary
CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR IMPROVEMENT OF COVE POND

Re: letter from the Joint Committee un Parks and Recreation dated October 4, 1956
was alsc read and contents noted:

PPred i [ A
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Mr. Ceorge V. Connors, President
The Board of Representatives
The City of Stamford

Stamfoxd, Conn.

Dear Mr. Connors:

The Joint Committee on Parks and Recreation notes with approval
the unanimous action taken by the Board of Representatives at
its meating on Monday evening, O¢tober lst, relative to the
dredging which has been done in areas adjacent to Stamford's
Cove Island property.

The Joint Committee commends the Board of Representatives and
it's Public Works Committee, Mr. Thomas Topping, Chairman, for
their leadership in requesting that steps be taken by the Ad-
ministration to fully protect the interests of Stamford citizens
in Cove Island property.

Certainly, with Stamford's very limited beach areas, every effort
should be made to prevent any reduction in area, either by the
forces of nature or by any other means.

The Juint Committee feela that such steps should be taken prior
to the potential and/or actual damsge being done to Stamford's
beaches. To replace lost or damaged beaches is an expensive
charge which is added to the tax bill all citizens pay in

form cr another, directly or indirectly.

Yours very truly,
Robert 0. Stevens, Chairman

The Joint Committee on
Parks and Recreation

Re: Noroton Property Owners Association:

73 property owners are in favor of restoring the dam.

Re: Resolutiom #240 (See Page 1383 of Oct. 1, 1956 Minutes) Bemoval from Cove
Island of Gravel Belonging to City of Stamford, Conn.

(1) Letter from Mayor Quigley dated Oct. 8, 1956, to Mr. Fogarty, Corps of
Eogineers, USA and Mr. Wm. S. Wise, State Water Commissioner.

(2) Reply to above letter dated October 22, 1956 from Miles L. Wechendorf,
Corps of Engineers, USA.

(3) Letter from Mayor Quigley dated November 5, 1956, to President of the Board
of Representatives, enclosing copies of above letters. (See: "Communications
from the Mayor" for above letters)

As you will notice, Mr. Wise stated that Darien had taken 43,000 cubic yards as per
the permit issued.

This was a group composed of Mayor Quigley, Mr. Wise, Mr. Kerrigan and myself. 1
answered that I would rest on the 43,000 cubic yards, and requested Mr. Wise to con-
. fimm this statement in writing. To date, no coufirming latter has arrived from
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Mr. Wisge.

As you can understand from Col. Wackendorf's letter, the Army Bngineers are only
concerned with matters regarding navigation, and not with where material is taken
orwhat is done with it, as long as the taking does not create a menace to navigationm,

Obviously, the taking of this material will have no adverse effect on navigation.
Therefore, thy Corps of Bngineers will take no action. Mr. Wise' statement to the
effect that 43,000 cubic yards of material were taken <in conformance with the re-
quirements of the permit, would seem to peg the quantity takenm at the 43,000 mark,
but it does not indicate where it was taken from.

Whether or not any investigation has been made to determine if any of this material
was taken fron the taxable waters of Stamford, I do not know.. It does seem to me
that this Board should be entitled to any answer to that part of the resolution
before further dredging is started.

Mayor Quigley has stated in his letter cf November 5, 1956, that Darien paid
$23,000.00-  to have 43,000 cubic yards dredged and placed on their beach. This would
make the cost about 50¢ per cubic yard on the beach. Trucking and handling costs
would be extra.

Using these figures, Mayor Quigley's plan to remove the spit and dredge 400,000
cubic yards from Cove Harbor would cost for dredging alone - $200,000.00, plus
trucking and handling. That would be, it seems to me, quite a drain on the budget
of the Public Works Department.- “As I”understand the Hayor plans to use the Public
Works men and equipment to do this work:

Respectfully submitted,

Thomas J. Topping
Chalirman, Public Works Committee

(1) Re petition from Mrs. John Burke, Marion and Elizabeth Streets

MR, KBTCHAM said that about 3/4 of the streets in the city have never been accepted
and that he disagreed with the arguments of the City Engineer and thought they wera
not valid in this case.

MR. TOPPING: "The grade would have to be set by the City Engineer." In answer to
the question as to whether he had checked with the Corporation Counsel on this
matter, he steted that he had not donme so.

Mr. Chase being present, was asked to speszk in regard to this problem. He said that
these are old developments upwards of 50 years. He said it is so much lower than
St. Charles Avenue that there is about a six foot drop. He said he would advise
that he contact the City Engineer and fix it sc the roads will not be flooded out.

MR. MURPHY said he agreed with Mr. Topping's report.

MR. CHASE: "This never was a road originally - the name was used for tax purposes
only - you have several of them right now on your hands,"

MR. RUSSBELL: "Where does the problem rest - on the 'City or on the owner of the _pro-
perty?"

There was & great deal of discussion at this point as to who was the reSponsible one
- the City or the daveloper.

e )
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MR. TOPPING MOVED that Mr. Burke should be informed by this Board that he should
make application to the City Engineer to settle the whole difficulty. . Seconded by
Mr. Baker and CARRIED unanimously.

(2) Re letter dated September 25, 1956 from Citizens Committee for Improvement of
Cove Pond

Mr. Topping read from his Compittee report on this letter. | In.regard to paragraph
{1) he stated that the City should have to pay for one-half of the cost of this
dredging #nd the committee considers .this too expensive to undertake.

Regarding the other items considered in this letter, the recommendations of the com-
mittee as givem in the committee raport were reiterated by Mr. Topping.

MR, TOPPIMNG MOVED that the Public Works Committee report be approved.

There ensued considerable discussion as to the recommendations of the Committee.
Mr. Topping said he did nct believe this Board should recommend to any other City
Board jusi: what they should Jo, but just refer the question to them to decide.

MR, WATERHURY MOVED the Public Works Committee report be approved. Seconded by Mr.
Ketcham and CARRIED unanimously.

MR, RAITERI MOVED that this Board send a letter to the Mayor calling his attention
to the lant paragraph in Resolution No. 240 which was adopted at the Octcber 1, 1956
Board meetiing (See page 1383 of the Minutes). Seconded by Mr. Baker and:CARRIED
unanimously.

MR. IACOV() requested that Mr. Topping put on his agenda for his Committee to take
up the quustion of the City streets and their cleanliness.

Planning sand Zoning Committee:

Mr. Murphy, Chairman, presented the following committee report:

We recommend acceptance of the following roads as public highways: !
BOUTON STHEET WEST, extending northerly and easterly from Weed Hill Avenue a dis-
tance of upproximately 950 feet to the previously accepted portion ofiBouton Street
West.

MR, MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Reily and
CARRIED unanimously.

BOUTON CIHCLE, extending westerly from Bouton Street West for a distance of approxi-
mately 170 feet,

MR. MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Kelly and
CARRIED unanimously.

SUNSET STHEET, extending westerly from Bouton Street West, approximately 110 feet.

MR, MURPHII. MOVED for acceptance of the .above street., Seconded by Mr. Nolan and
CARRIED urianimously.

GAYMOOR DHIVE, extending easterly from Bouton Street West, to the already accepted
porticn.

bo30)

1
| S

i
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MR. MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Nolan.

Mr. Russell called attention to a2 drainage problem and said there was a flooding con-
dition.

VOTE taken on acceptance of GAYMOOR DRIVE and CARRIED by a vote of 26 in favor and
one opposed,

GAYMOOR CIRCLE, extending northerly from Gaympor Drive for a distance of 222 feet.

MR. MURPHY said all of the above roads are shown on Map #5364 and Map’' #5557 which
are filed in the Town Clerk's office and have been certified by the City Engineer.

MR, MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of GAYMOOR CIRCLE. Secbnded by- Mr. Kelly and
CARRIED by unanimous vote.

LARKSPUR ROAD, extending southerly and westerly from Sky Meadow Drive for a distance
of approximately 2300 feet.

MR, MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the above rocad. Seconded by .Mr. Topping and
CARRIED unanimously.

HANNAH'S ROAD, extending southerly from Scofieldtown Road for a distance of approxi-
mately 2100 feet.

MR, MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Topping and
CARRIED unanimously.

COUSINS ROAD, extending easterly from Larkspur Road for a distance of 275 feet.

MR, MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the abdve road. Seconded by Mr, Topping and
CARRIEP unanimously.

VERY MERRY ROAD, extending westerly from Larkspur Road for a distance of 750 feet.

Mr. Murphy sasid all of the above roads have been certified and are shown on Map
#5452, which is_ filed in the Town Clerk's office.

MR, MURPHY MOVED- for acceptance of VERY MERRY ROAD, Seconded by Mr. Nolan and
CARRIED unanimously.

MALVERN ROAD!, extending northerly from Vine Road for a distance of approximately
980 feet. This road is shown on a map filed in the Town Clerk's office as Map
#4991 and has been certified by the City Enginecer,

MR. MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the sbove road. Seconded by Mr. Holan,

MR. McLAUGHLIN objected to the acceptance of this rcoad. He stated that it was in
very poor condition, full of hbles and that he had been on it many times recently
and did not think it should be accepted, considering the condition of the road.
VOTE ‘taken on acceptance of MALVERN ROAD and CARRIED by unanimous vote.

LINWOOD LANE. extending southeasterly and southwesterly from Wire Mill Road for a
distance of epproximately BOO feet and certified by the City Engineer and shown on
Map #5159 filed in the Town Clerk's coffice,

There was some discussion about this road, Mr. Russell stating that he had
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personally measured this road and found it to be only 19 feet in width and not up
to the usual standard of width and was not in too good a ‘conditicnm.

MR. MURPHY MOVED that acceptance of this road be DENIED for thase ‘reasons and that
the Planning Board and City Engineer should be so motified. CARRIED by unanimous

vote to DENY acceptance of LINWOOD LANE.

ALBIN ROAD:

Mr. Murphy said at l&st month's meeting when a portion of this road was accepted,
there was a mistaken impression that the older part of the street was a public
highway. Since then, the discovery was made.'that no part of Albin Road was accepted.
He said that as this road has been certified b} the City Engineer in its entirety
and is sewered, resurfaced and maintained by the City, it was his recommendation
that the entire length of ALBIN ROAD, from Cove Road to Neponsit Street be acgepted
as a public highway and so MOVED. Seconded by Mr. Kelly and CARRIED unanimously.

LAKEVIEW DRIVE, from the accepted portion to Brook Rum Lane, as shown on Map #5143
in City Clerk's office.

MR, MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the above road. Saconded by Mr. Nolan and
CARRIED unanimously.

BROOK RUN LANE, extending northerly and southerly from Lskeview Drive for a distance
of 918 feet, as shosm on Map #5143 filed in the Town Clerk's office.

MR, MURPHY MOVED for acceptance of the above road. Seconded by Mr. Nolan and
CARRIED unanimously.

MR. MURPHY said there was some questicn about the date for final acceptance of peti-
tions for acceptance of roads and asked that this matter be clarified by the Legisla-
tive and Rules Committee.

MRS. ZUCKBRT spoke in regard to road acceptances. She sald in accepting these roads
we are obligating the City to the expense of their upkeep. Then, the Planning

Board comes along acd requests storm sewers for proper, drainage of the roads and we
do not have the money and then a request is put through for additional sume necessary
to install various storm sewers and drains and the request is denied. Then, the
Board 1s flooded with petitions for the installation of drains, etc. for these roads
that we have so quickly accepted as city roada. She said it was a viciocus circle.

There was some discussion at this point as to how these matters could be handled.

MR. RHOADES: "It may be that we need to clarify the city's position on acceptance
of roads that have naever been accepted as public highways."

WOODRIDGE DRIVE:

There was some discussion about this road. Mr. Murphy explained that the City
Engineer has not certified this road for acceptance.

MR. MILANO MOVED that this Board should notify the City Engineer to hold up release
of the bond on this rcad until it is brought up to acceptable condition. Seconded
by Mr. Russell and CARRIED by unanimous vote.

Education, Welfare & Government Committee

Mr. Macrides, Chairman, presented the following report of his committee:
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The Coimittee on Education, Welfare and Govermnment met at the offices of
Macrides, Zesima & Schwartz at 7:00 P.M. on Tuesday, October 30, 1956. Mr.
Gilbert and Mr. Macrides were present.

The Conmittee studied the resolution authorizing bonds to finance capital
projects in the 1956-1957 Capital Budget and approved same in accord with
the Mayor's latter of October 11, 1956.

The request in the Mayor's letters of September 25, 1956 and October 11,
1956, insofar as they have been approved by the Planning Board and the
Board of Pinance by the appropriation of funde for the amendment of the
Capitsl Budgat to permit the purchase of the Ippolito property for a
school site, was also approved by the Committee.

The contributions to Fairfield County, Code GG 489, in the amount of
$29,399.70 was also approved.

Thie Committee strongly urgéd referral to'its minutes presented at the
last meeting of the Board of Rapresentatives, wherein it approved the
$10,000.00 emergency appropriation to the Beard of Bducation for the
hiring of speech and hearing teachers.

Respactfully submitted,

John C. Macrides, Chairman

Housing Committea:

Mr. Longo, Chairman, presented the following committee report:

HOUSING COMMITTEE REPORT
Meeting held Oct., 18, 1956

The Housing Committee met October 18, 1956 in the City Court room at
8.P.M. Members present were: Afnthony Kolich, Jr., Gerald Rybmick,
Mre. Doris Zuckert and I. « Mr. Snyder was absent. Invited guest
present ware: Mr. Richard Jone, Presidemt of Stamford Good Govern-
ment, Mrs, Mary E. Malloy, Stamford Red Cross, Mrs. Dwight Marshall,
Stamford Community Cduncil and Mr. Charles Mitchall, Stamford branch
of the Wational Association' for the Advancement of Colored People.

I outlined the work of the Housing Committee and the status of the
Housing program in our city to the members of these civic organi-
zations. We discussed outside business interests to enter the Stam-
ford housing comstruction program. Also, the possibility of low
interest home ownership -- .something like the Bowes type we had a
few years ago. Also, the possibility of cooperative housing, which
many cities have tried and has been a succcss.

The housing and civics group thought it wculd be a good idea to hold
a meeting with architects and representatives of agencies who are
interested in housing.

We will hold a meeting again with any civics group interested in this
housing program.

Frank Longo, Chairman
Housing Committee

v
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MR. LONGO MOVED for acceptance of the above report. Seconded by Mr. Topping and
CARRIED unanimously.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR:
CITY OF STAMFORD, COMNECTICUT

November 5, 1956

Mr. George V. Connors, President
Board of Representatives
Re: Removal from Cove Island of Graval
Belonging to City of Stamford
Dear Mr. Connors:

Replying to the request of your Board, dated QOctober 8th,
pertaining to the above subject, I wish to submit herewith a copy of
the letter sent to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, also to the
Stiate Water Commission (copy of which was sent to Selectman Kerrigan
of Darien).

You will note the report of the U.S. Army Engineers, where
THEY TAKE NO ADVERSE POSITION to the work being done by Darien in
view of navigation problems which come within their jurisdiction.

On Friday, October 26th, the public hearing was held at the
K. T. Murphy School, wherein which the State Water Commission appeared
with its membership, as well as its executive director, William Wise.

Mr. Wise publicly stated at the hearing, to your Chairman of
Public Works, that their findings were to the effect that approximately
43,000 yards of gravel were removed by the Town of Dsrien under a
permit granted for this work.

My conversation with Mr. Kerrigan, of Darien, also proved that
their work was done under an appropriation by the Town of Darien,
wherein they paid a contractor §23,000 to do this work.

Accordingly, in view of the self-explanatory letter of the U.S.
Engineers, together with the follow-up evidence personally given by
Mr. Wise of the State Water Commission, and the facts given to me by
Mr. Kerrigan substantiating the removal of 43,000 yards, thare does
nct appear tc have been any viclation of Stamford's rights.

Very truly yours,

Thomas F. J. Quigley

Mayor
TFIQ/et
Encs

October 8, 1956
Mr. Fogerty

«{):5:4 Ccrps of Engineers, U.S.A.
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150 Causeway St.
Boston, Mass

Mr. William S. Wise
State Water Commissioner
State Office Bldg
Hartford, Conn

Gentlemen:

Following my note to you of October 3rd, regarding the
request for an alternate plan, together with the request made
by our Commissioner of Pvblic Works for copies of plans and
specificetions, and in view of the attached letter wherein the
Bozrd of Reoresentatives of the City of Stsmford ask that I
inveetigate and check all nececssary steps to protect the interest
of the City, may I make the following request:

That you dispatch immediately a representative of your office
to imvestigate whether or not the Town of Darien fully carried out
the requirements contained in thelr permit, and whether or not
they trespassed in doing so, and if any damage has been caused by
the removal of gravel from the Cove Haxbor.

Also, whether or not they have stayed within the bounds of
the permits granted by your office.

Appreciating your immediate attention to this matter, I am

Very truly yours,

Thomas F. J. Quigley
Mayor

TFIQ/eat
cc:Salectmen T. Kerrigan, Darien

CORPS OF ENGINEERS, U, S, ARMY
OFFICE OF THE DIVISION ENGINEER
NEY EMGLAND DIVISIGN
150 Causeway Street
Bosten 14, Mass.

Address Reply To:
DIVISION ENGINEER

Refex to File No.
NEDNP 22 October 1956

Honorkable Thcmas F. J. Quigley
Mayer cf the City of Stamford
City Hzll

Stemfford. Connecticut

Dear Mayor Quigley:

)57
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This is in reference to your letter of Octcber 8, 1956, re-
questing that this office make an investigatiom to determine
whether or not the Town of Darien has performed the dredging in
Cove Harbor in conformsnce with the plars approved by Federal
permit issued 25 March 1955, to the Darien Park Commission, It
is the opinion of this office that, since the quastipa concerns
the possibility of encroachment on submerged land owned by tha
City of Stamford, such an investigation is not required by this
Departzent under the Federal laws governing the issuvance of
permits.

There is a note on the permit form which summarizes the extent
of the interest of the Federal Government in the work authoriszed.
It states that the permit does not give any property righte either
in real estate or material or any exclusive privileges; and that it
does not authorize any injury to private property or invasion of
private rights, or any Jinfringement of Federal, 8tate, or loeal
laws or regulations, nor does it obviate the necassity of obtaining
State assent to the work authorized. It merely expresses the
asgent of the Pederal Govarmment so far as concerns the public
rights of navigation.

In view of the gbove it is apparent that no action can be
taken by the Department for a datarmination as to whether or not
the dredging performed by the Town of Darien is in conformance
with tha permit plans, since the dredging will have no adverse
effect on navigation. Whether or not the dredged area extends
beyond the Darien town line is a matter for determination by local
and/or State authorities.

This office has been informed that a hearing will be held on
the matter by the Connecticut Flood Control and Water Policy
Commission at 2:00 P.M., on Friday 26 October 1956. Arrangements
are being made to have a representative of this office in attend-
ance.

FCR THE DIVISION ENGINEER:
Sincerely yours,

/s/ Miles L. Wachendgtf
MILES L. WACHENDORF

Lt. Colonel, Corps of Bngineers
Assistant Division Engineer for Civil Works

COMMUNICATIONS FROM OTHER BOARDS AND INDIVIDUALS

(1) Letter from Corporation Counsel, answering request made at Oct. 1, 1956 Board
mestiog for a written report on procedure for bond release. (See page 1386, 4th
paragraph from tap)

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONN.
October 18, 1956
Board of Representatives

£ Priagt City Hall
& Stamford, Commecticut
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Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith are copies of the present form of performance
bonds used by the Planning Board of the City of Stamford.

You will note that the pbligation is based on performance in
accordance with the "specifications and rules of the City En-
gineer and the terms and provisions of the ordinances of the
City of Stamford and the statutes of the State governing the
construction of highways and their acceptance."

I trust that this information answers your inquiry of October

16th.
Very truly yours,
John M. Hanrshan
Corporation Counsel

JMH: A

Encls.

First enclosure;

DRAFT OF PERFORMANCE BOND

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That

of thae City of Stamford, County of Pairfield and State of Comnecticut, as
PRINCIPAL, and of said Stamford, as SURETY, are
holden and stand firmly bound, jointly and severally, unto the City cf
Stamford, a municipal corporation of the State of Connecticut, located in
Falrfield County in Baild State, in the penal sum of

Dollars, to be paid to said City of Stamford, to the which payment wall and
truly to be made, we, the said obligators, do bind curselves and our resp:ic-
tive heirs, executors and administrators and each and every of them, for

an in the whole sum aforesaid, firmly by these presents.

Signed with our hands and sealed with our seals this day
of 19 :

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS 8SUCH, That whereas (Principal) has
entered into an agreement with the City cf Stamford for the grading and con-
atruction of higbways, installing of storm sewers end sctting of street liie
monuments at locations indicated by the City Engineer of said City of Stamford
and all in accordance with the specifications ard rules of said City Engineer,
and the terms and provisions of the ordinamces of the City cf Stamford and the
statutes of the State governing the cunstruction of highways and their accep-
tance, cn a project known as and shown cn a certain

map eatitled " ", which map ie to be
filed in the office of the Town Clerk of said City of Stamfcrd.

The estimate of the required drainage is based on the information sub-
mitted by the epplicant to date. If, in the course of development of this
tract for bullding purposes, a physical inspection of the premises indicates
the presence of additional drainage and water conditions which effect the
subdivision, then in that eveat such conditions must be remedied to the full
satisfaction of the City Engineer of Stamford.

This Bond submitted in connection with this original application
./ 18 to be regarded as covering such odditional drainage work.
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NOW THEREFORE, if said (Principal) shall satisfactorily complete the
making and grading of the above described and the
installation of the storm Bewzra aforesaid, within (Maximum time - two years)
years from the date herecof, subject to the approval of the City of Btamford,
then this obligation to be void and of no effect, otherwise to remain in

full force, power and virtue.

(SIGN, WITNESS AND NOTARIZR)

Second Enclosure:

WHBRBAS

A Connecticut corporation located in the County of Fairfield, State of
Connecticut, has applied to the Planning Board of the City of Stamford, a
municipal corporation of the State of Connecticut, for approval of a sub-
division of land in the manner set forth on a certazin map entitled:

WHEREAS the Planning Board of the City of Stamford has approved said
subdivision of land upon condition that the highways as shown on said map
will be graded and constructed and storm sewers installed and streat line
monuments locatad in accordance with the specifications of the €ity of
Stamford's Enginecer, as set out in his estimate dated
and the profile and construction plans approved by the City Engineer.

WHEREAS the estimate of the required drainage is based on the informa-
tion submitted by the applicant to date, so that if in the course of develop-
ment of this tract for building purposes, a physical inspection of the pre-
mises indicates the pxésence of additional drainage and water conditions
which affect the subdivigion, then, in that avent such conditions wubdt be
remedied to the full satisfaction of the City of Stamford, and the bond
submitted in connection with this original application is to be regarded
as covering such additional drainage work.

HOW THEREFORE the parties heretc agree as follows:

Said agrees tc satisfactorily complete
the highways, storm sewers and street line monuments in accordance with the
aforesaild specifications of the City Engineer and in accordance with the
terms of the ordinances of the City and the Statutes of the State governing
the construction and acceptance of highways, within a pericd of two years from
the date of the bond: and further agreas to execute and deliver a bond in the
amount of
with a surety authorized to transact surety business in the State of Connecti-

cut conditioned upon the performance of said work; and in consideration thereof

the City of Stamford, acting herein by its Planning Board, hereby agrees that
if said work shall be satisfactorily completed within a period of two years
and approved by the Engineer of the City of Stamford, that the obligation of
sald bond shall be discharged.

In witness hereby the parties have hereunto set their hands and seal
this day of 19__.

WITNESS BY:
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CITY OF STAMFORD, hy its Plaoning
Board, acting herein

(2) American Machine & Foundry Company reply to our letter inviting them to move

into Stamford. (See page 1393 of Oct. 1, 1956 Minutes)

AMERICAN MACHINE & FOUNDRY COMPANY
261 Madison Avenue
New York 16, N. Y.

November 1, 1956

Mr., George V. Connors, President
Board of Representatives
City of Stamford, Comnecticut

Dear Mr. Connors:

Your expression and that of the Board of Representatives of
October 5th is most gratifying to me. With some of American
Machine & Foundry Company's chemical and engineering activities
occupying over 77,000 s. ft. in Stamford, I feel that our con-
sideration 'to mov@ our“research aid dévelopment work to Righ'
Ridge Road is the'Beat endbredment an American industry could
wake of your fine community. ’ 3

The atmosphere of cooperation that pervades Stamford is most
cdnducive to our building a campus-type laboratory of such
uniqueness that it will'be a landmark of which we fay all be
proud. I lock forward with great anticipation to opening this
new modern Research Center. Hasyo

Sincerely yours,

Morehead Patterson,
Chairman

(3) Commissioper of Finance - Answer to comments made by Auditors Hadfield,
Rothwell, Scule & Coates in their report for fiscal year ending June 30, 1956

OFF1CE. OF THE COMMISSIONER OF -FINANCE

November 2, 1956

el Ta:
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The Henorable Thomas F. J. Quigiey
The Honorable Members of the Board cf Finance
The Honcrable Members vf the Board cf Representatives [:]

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am enclosing a copy of a press release which
refiects my sentiments of the city audit recently
filed by Hadfield, Rothwell, Soule & Coates.

I intend to moke s detailed study not only of the
comments but also of the exhibits and schedules, at
the conclusion of which I shall make & further state-

pent.

Very truly yours,

Thocas Morrissey, Jr.
Comissioner of Finance

THMI:/g
Encl.

Movember 2, 1956

I received the report of the city auditors yesterday and in the short period }

that I have had to analyze it, I am appalled by the amount of space and attention i

they devoted to criticlzing minor items in the city's records. o
At the outset I want to state that there is nothing in the audit that in any

way reflects upon the honesty of any member or employee of the Department of Finance

or any of the other city departments or upon their ability to perform their duties.

In fact, if anything, it would scem to indicate that the city's employees were over-

zealous in being more interested in the substance of the city's business affairs

than in the form.

It must be remembered that the Finance Department in particular, and most of
the cther departments concerned in this audit, are cperating the increased affairs
of the city with a very limited personnel. Despite the rapld growth of the city
over the last several years, it will be found that departments are functicning with
the same number of employees handling a wuch greater volume of business. This is
particularly true ¢f the Finance Department.

In wy department thers are only two executive erplcyees, myself and the Con-
troller. The remainder ¢f the personnel consist c¢f bockkeeping machine operators
and clerks. The pusition of accountant, which was established at my request to
safeguard against some of the very criticisms thot 2re belng made, became vacant at
the beginning uf the fiscal year under review. The duties of the accountant are to
inspect the various departments and render an internal audit. The Personnel Depart-
ment has been trying to fill the vacanecy in the office cf accountant for clmost a
year and tc date no one has been certified to me by the Personnel Department as
qualified. One difficulty in fillinz the positi:n sppears to be the prcblem of
securing a perscn of competence and experience within the salary range. This sit- T
uaticn has finzlly been clarified by the Personnel Cemuissicn and an examination is [_]
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to be held in the immediate future. It would appear from imformation available to
me that qualified individuals have applied for the positiom. Vel

The Commiseicner of Pinance and the Controller alone cannot perform all of the
detailed duties and discharge all the responsibilities of the Finance Department as
outlined by the Charter withcut such an employee.

The suggestion in the audit that the comditions criticized would not have
existed if I had been present every single minute of a working day failed to take
into account the vacancy in the position of accountant. When one stops to think of
the number of departments, boards and agencies im the City of Stamford, it is read-
ily apparent that the Commissiocner of Finance can merely supervise their activities
rather than operate each one cf them. It must be remembered that since I took office
the criginal departments and agencies in the city have been expanded by the ad-
diticn of new boards, such as the addition of a Bewer Commissicn, Parking Authority
and Urban Redevelopment Commission.

it must be further borna out that when 1 took this office, I pointed out to the
responsible city boards that I could not be expected to devote all of my time in
view of the salary and the absence of job tenure and that I agreed to devote gub-
stantially all of my time, which I have done, to the operaticns of the Finance
DPepartment. This representation was reiterated to the appointments committee of the
Board of Representatives in ccnnection with my last appointment & year ago when the
subject of devoting full time to the offica was raised.

I should like to assure the people of Btamford that the auditor's comments that
the books and recorde are in a poor condition is a statement inconsistent with the
facts. The records of the City are being conducted in much the same manner as they
have been in the pest five years, during which time other audits have bLeen made by
reputable auditing firms, none of which contained the commémts or recommendations
comparsble to thcse contailned in the current report.

It would appear to me that the emphasis upon the time I spend on city business
is attributable in part to differences of cpinion that arocse during the course of
this audit between Mr. Charles Coates, a partner in the auditing.firm, and members
cf his ataff and myself and other city department heads. Thia audit, you will
remember, was begun late because the auditing firm was not engaged by the Board of
Finance until after the period prescribed by statutes, ccnsequently the auditors
did not arrive until practically the beginning cf the new fiscal year, a time when
the city's various departments were engaged in closing out the records of the fiscal
year 1955-56 and opeming their accounts for the fiscal year 1956-57. You can
appreciate that the Pinance Department and the other city departments, with their
limited personnel, were receptive tc harassment by the auditors. It has been re-
ported to me that in spite of provocation, all of the department heads and their
employees endeavored to their utmost to give full ccoperation to the examination as
they have in past years.

However, because I interceded for these over-burdened department heads and
employees, it would appear that the auditors are taking out their annoyance on me
by a thinly disguisad perscnal attack upon the performance cf my duties under the
guise of comments in connection with an audit. This seems evident when one examines
the time they devots to the fact that taxpayers received their tax bills several
days prior to July 1. What they did not take into account was the fact that our
fiscal year begins on July 1 and that unless we have tax receipts available to meet
current city expenses as of that date, we would be going back to tha old system of
pledging cur tax money in the form of tax anticipaticn notes to pay current bills.

The comment concerning the Tax Collectcr having an overage of $3.00 which was

Al Lo |
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not promptly deposited, without bringing cut the fact that tax collections of
approximately ten million dollars made by the Collector during the course of the
yaar, were promptly deposited, was obviously a gross exaggeraticn and misrepresen-
tation of the actual facts concerning the conduct of office by the Tax Collector.

The problem concerning the collections on parking tickets is not solely within
the control of the Finance Department. The Finance Department receives promptly any
money coilected on such tickets but if people fail to pay the tickets when issued or
the City Court subsequent to the lssuance of the tickets crders no payment should be
made bacause of no viclation of parking regulations was established, the Finance
Department cannot take any action.

When one remembers that tha establishment of a Pavking Authority was requested
by the City for the purpose of removing the necessity of appropriating tax revenues
to the operations of that Authority, then cne can appreciate that the criticism of
the fact that nc formsl budget and request for funds for the operation of the Park-
ing Authority was submitted was not merited. Financial reports cf the operation of
the Parking Authority showing its receipts and expenditures were annually submitted
by me to the Mayor and Boards of Finance and Representatives but since no city funds
were requested to operate this agency, such a report was not included in the budget
itself. I submit that should it be done, it would amount to a mere bcoklkeeping
operation.

In conclusion, I wish to assure the people of Stamford that no charge of cor-
ruption has been made against any city employee. Furthermore, I wish to state at
this time that I have every confidence in the ability and devotion to duty of Mrs.
Agnes 8. Convery, the City Controller, and I think, in the light of the burdens of
her office and the limited personmel available tov her, she has performed excellently
and I might add that this opinion is shared by every respcnsible official of the
City.

NEW BUSINESS

Re: Report of Auditors Hadfield, Rothwell, Soule & Coates for City of Stamford for
fiscal year ended June 30, 1956

MR. FREDERICKS: "Therc has been congsiderable alarm and ccncern in the City as a

result of the audit report which appeared in the Stamford Advccate. The question

as to how much time the Finance Commissioner should spend in the service of the city
came up. The question of emergency appropriations are alweys before-us. We, as the
representativaes of the citizens of Stamford, have the obligaticn to luck into the
report very carefully. A special committee cf this Board should go cver the suditor's
report,"

MR. FREDERICKS MOVED that a six man bi-partisan committee be appointed to review the
auditor's report and report to this Board and make reccrmendatiouns in connection
with the audit report recently completed. Seconded by Mr. Waterbury and CARRIED by
unanimous vote of the 27 members present.

There being no further business to come before the Board, Mr. Fredericks MOVED for
adjournment at 10:30 P.M. Seconded by several vcices and CARRIED unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,
-~ ("__./k"d'fi.‘?’ ~ é:"f’?—d’?"ﬁ‘

=27
George V. Conners, President

vE Board of hepresentatives
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