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MR. RAJlTBIli MOVED that this ba re-cOlllJlitted to pending review by the 
Aasistllnt Corporation Counsel to ,determine where the responsibility lies for vali- 0 
dation of such petitions. Seconded by Mrs. Zuckert and, CARRIED unanimously. 

(2) Wialowbrook Lane - Request for retention ?f • 
• MR. RAitTl!RI MOVED that a letter be sent to Hr. 'l'bOCD:lS Killeen (with whom this re-

queut originated) with a copy to Mr. White, City Bngineer, advising that the 
name of this street is Avenue and that tbe name Willowbrook 

Lane does not officially axist . Seconded by Mr. Baker IlIld CARlUl!D unanimously. 

(3) Prl)posed resolution re appeals from Plannin8 & Zoni!!!! Board decision •• 

MR. RAlT!RI MOVED that the proposed resoi ution, submitted by Hr. Paul 
Plotkin, 9tb District Representative, In letter dated Dec. 14, 1956 be re-committed 
to Cau.lttee for further study: 

"BB IT HBREBY RESOLVED BY THB BOARD OF REPRESBNTATIVES 
of the Ci ty' ot"Stamford tbat: 

"WHBIIEAS, tbe of the pf Sj:amford, provides 
in Section 522.4 and In Sectipn S22.S , for referral to 
the Board of Representatives proposed ameodments to the 
Maater Plan of the City of Stamford, and; 

"WHBIIEAS, tha Charter of the Ciry of Stamford provides in 
Section 553.2 for referral to tbe Board of Representatives 
proposed amen1iments to thJ\ regulations and in Section 
552.2 and in Section 552.3 for referral to tfie Boord of Rep­
resentatives proposed amendQents to the Zoning Map; 

"NOW THBREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that all matters under the 
above sections be heard by the Doard acting qs '!: 
of the Whole, at a public hearing and notice of said tiaartng 
be given by publishing in the Stamford Advocate the tiQe, 
place and purpose of such hearing; that all meQbers of the 
Doard be furnished copies of the hearing before the Planning 
Doard, or Zoning Board, or both, as the. case may b,e; and that 
the petitioners to the Doard of Representatives shall, at the 
tiQe of filing their petition pay a filing fee in an SQOunt 

j to be determined by the Doard of Representatives." 

Mr. Raiteri's motion was seconded by Mrs. Zuckert and CARRIED unanimously. 

(4) Sale of City-owned property to State for $200,000 for Stamford & Dorien Turn­
pil,e (See Mayor's letter 11/19/56, and C<-tp. Counsel's letter 9/24/56. 

MR. KAlTERI MOVED for adoption of the following resolution. Seconded by Mr. Daker. , , 

• 

, 
RBSOLUTION NO. 248 

llE IT RESOLVED by the noard of Representatives of the City of 
Stamford, Connecticut, that the Kayor be and is hereby authortsed 
to take all necessary action and execute and deliver all appropri­
ate and necessary documents, t o t ollowing listed 

II City-OWIled property to the State o'f Connoctl"cilt f or hfghway 
purpo ••• ; ia ezebange for the t otal sum of $200,000: 

-==' lC .... ,. 
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3.7 acre. - Courtland Park ..•••••...•.•.•.•••••••••.•. $lS0.000.00 
.06" - Ilrookside Drive bordering the Noroton 

River. under water ...•.••••••..••••••.• 
1.95 " - Ilrookside Drive, Darien, substentially 

under water .•••••...•.••.•••.•.•.•.•••• 
1/4" - Lot, west side of Lockwood Avenue ••••••••• 
4S sq. ft. Northeast corner Elm 8t~aet Scbool YBjY I 

168 Sq. Ft. Southeas8 come~ Rice School yard .••• · ••• , . 
Lots with a frontage of 20B feet on east aide of <, 
Greenwich Avenue, together with six old frame 
dwellings thereon: 

Land ...•..••••••••.••. $12.978.00 

500.00 

4,500.00 
5,000.00 

590.00 
7¥!~~ 

Buildings ••••••••••••• 25.772.00 

Grand total of 

38.750.00 

$200,000.00 

MR. MURPHY said that he had noticed six dwellings which occupy land located on 
Greenwich Avenue and wondered if the houses go to the City when the leases ran out . 

The Corporation Counsel, who wns present, was asked to explain the procedure. He 
said there were a couple of damage claimB, the outcome of which would have to be 
determined later as they were rather obscure and involved. 

MR. MURPHY: "Would these people have to sue the City to be reimbursed?" 

MR. ~: "Not neceuarl1y so. It could be taken out of the proceeda." 

VOTE taken on Resolution No. 24B and CARRIED unanimously. 

(5) Final adoption of Ordinance adopting Code of General Ordinances. 

MR. RAlTERI MOVED for the final adoption of the following Ordinance, which was 
approved fo~ publication at the Dacember 3, 1956 Board meeting. Seconded by Mr. 
Topping and CARRIED unanimously: 

IDRDINANCE NO. 59 SUPPLBl!ENTAL 

AN ORDlNANCB RELATING TO TIlE ACCEPTANCE OF ROADS AS CITY STREETS 

ORDINANCE NO. 59 SI]PPLBl!ENTAL 

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO THE ACCEPTANCE OF ROADS AS CITY STREETS 

BI IT OROAImBD BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT: 

SECTION I. Acceptance by Board of Representatives. Roads constructed within the 
City of Stamford may be accepted as City Streets by the Board of Representatives 
upon petition therefo~ by the owner or owners thereof. 

SECTION 2. Certification by City Bngineer. Prior to acceptance by the Board of 
Representatives such roads must be certified by the City E~gineer as having been 
constructed in accordance with specifications approved by the Planning Board. l' . 
SECTION 3 . Restrictions on acceptance. November~March inclusive. No road, ccn­
s truction of which is completed after the last day of October of any year, shall 
be approved for acceptance before the first day of April of the next succeeding 
year. 

:.-lu:\ 
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S1!CTIOII 4. Release of Performance Donda. No performance bond shall be released by 0 
the Planning Board iiniir tne atreet or streets covered by said performance bond have 
been accepted by the Board of RliPresentativea, and a ' proper bond bas been futuiahed 
for the maintenance of said street or streets for a period of one year in accordabCe 
with 'specifications approved by tbi! Plalining BoaM, except ttiat '0 the case a de-
veloper desires to continue the atreet -or atreets in e piivafe status, it will be 
necessary, before final approval of -tha 1IUbdiwioSiOD. by _the Planning Board, for the 
developer to anure the PlODDing BoaM, iii Writing, t:1lat ,ea!"lJililad to every lot in 
the subdivision will cOntain aD agreement to the effact 'tbalo ·tbj- purchaaer under-
stands that the streat upon which his lot abuts is fo De lcGPc:'is 'private otreet, in 
which case prior acceptance of said street or Istreeta by the Board of Representativeo 
ahall not 'be a prerequisite for release.."f -perfoi:mance bond. 

SE~OII 5. Automatic Acceptance/ Under-Certain Conditions. Any road, petition for 
acceptance of which has been formolly presented to the Boord of Representatives, 
after certificatiOn of aaid rood bY' the-Cf!ty Ei!ifiiiier, shaH :be dae,,,,'d to have been. 
accepted as a city street if final 8c~iOn on thepititiou -for accePtance fs not 
taken by the Board of Representatives within sixty (60) days of its receipt by the 
BoaM. I " , 
SECTIOII 6. Repealer. PassaEe of this Oidi1l8nce-shall constitute repeal 6f any 
existing Ordinances relating to the acceptance of roads as city streets. . . 
SECTION 7. Bffective Date. This Ordinance ohall become effective immediately 
upon enactment. 

(6) Final adoption of Ordinance rescindin~ Ordinance No. 54 Supplemental relating 
to acceptance of roads as city streets end substituting amended ordinance in 
its place. 

HR. RAI'1'!RI MOVED f or the final adoption of the following Ordinance (approved for 
publication at the December 3. 1956 Board meeting). Seconded by Mr. ToPPing and 
CARRI8D unanimous ly. 

ORDINANCE NO. 60 SUPPLEMENTAL 

ORDINANCE NO. 60 SUPPLEMENTAL 

BE IT ORDAINED BY TIlE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF TIlE CITY OF STAMFORD. 
COIlllECTlCUT : 

SECTION 1. That the ordinances of the City of Stamford. Connecticut, of a ganeral 
and permanent nature. as codified in Chapters 1 to 31. both inclusive. are ~rdained 
as general ordinances and are adopted as "The Code of General Ordinances of Et .... ford. 
Connecticut, 1956.'" • 

o 

SECTION 2. That !ill of the provisions of "The Code of General Ordinances of 
Stamford, Connecticut . 1956" shell be in full force and effect upon the adoption of 0 
this Ordinance. and all ordinances of 11 general and perllanent nature, adopted by the 
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Board of RspreelllltativQ8 in force on July 12, 1956, aad not contained in "'lbe Code 
of GelI8ral Ordiaancu of Stemford, COlIlIecticut, 1956" ere bezeby repealed frail and 
after the adoption of this Ordi~, ucept as hl1rlliDllfter provided. 

SECTION 3. 'l'bat the repeal pzovided for in the preceding aactiOll)of thb Ordipaoce 
ehell not affec~ aDy offenae or act committed or done, or ~y penalty or forf~ture 
incurred or any contract or right I18tablished or accuring be~'i'~' ctae.-,!dOll~ion pi 
thb OrdillaDce; lIDr ehAll such repeal affect any ord~l\ ~~~IlI!' P.r;aDilling 
or guaranteeiD& the P4JD1111lt of llIOI1Ily for the c!ty or eutboq '1'!a:~ i~_1 of boads 
of eaid dty or GIIy aridem:a of Mid city' e iadebtedDaas, or ~. COI;'tract or Dbl1-
gatiOll aaaumed by the city; lIDr shall eaid repeal affect the adai1Di.tntive ordi­
DIlncee or resolutiona of the Board of IIepruCIIltativetl, not in CODflict or iacODBisten 
with, the provioiona of thb Code; nor shall it affect any right or francbiee con­
ferred by any ocdillllnce or reaolution of the Board of Rspraeentative. on any panon 
or corporation; nor 8hall it affect the annual appropriation ordillaDce; nor ,hall it 
affect ony ordinance fixing ealaries of the city officen aDd employeee; lIDr shall 
it affect tho, Duilding Code; lIDr sball1tafhct the Electrical Code; nor shall it 
affect the Plumbing Code; nor shall it affect any 1COlIing ordiD8Dce of the city; nor 
shall it affect any prosecution, .uit or other proceeding pending, or any judgment 
rendered on or prior to the adoption of thi' ordinance; nor shall it affect any 
ordinance of the city adopted on final p~eage. eince the twelfth day of July, 1156. 

1 
Thh ordinance IIholl taka effect upon the date of its enactment. 

(7) Reaolution reque.tins State funda, flood area, Weet Main 8treet. , 
By gnen1m0Q8 vote, it vae decided to take this item up lest, after all other matterll 
have been dispolad of UDder Legislative & Rulee Committee. , 

(8) Propoeed peuion revialOll. Clueified I!!!!ploye .. P8II8ion Plen. 

MR. RAITBRl HOWD that this matter be re-caalitted to Committee, paneling the aven­
ability of an actuarial euney. Seconclad by Hr. Baker and Hra. ZUckert aad CAIIRIBD 
uDllnimouely. 

(9) Handon Bouse, Cove leland. 

Inasmucb as this matter is cove~ ill a e&perate report of a Joint meeting beld with 
tbe Park Commisaion and the maRbers of the Legislative & aules aad Parka & Recreation 
Committees, Hr. Raiteri pre.entad the following report. fo~ information only: 

RBPORT or JOINT KBETIIIG 
December 18, 1956 

".Joint meeting of the Legislative & &ulae and Parka and' 'liacraation 
~ttee8 with the Paz:k CoaIlI1ssion wae held Tuesday evening, December 
18, 1956 im the Mayor's office. 

The meetill3 was convaoed at 8:15 P.M. with Hr. Raiter! prsa1ding and Hr. 
Baker acting as clerk. 

Those presomt vere: 

L. 6. R. Camdttee: Keana Ratteri, Bilker, McLaughlin, Buseell aad 
Nolan 

P. & R. CCllllllittee: Keasn Kelly, w,tln, Gilbert and Longo 



." 

Pllrk Commission: 

Others: 

January 7, 19S7 

Messrs NoLon, Sherwood and Scalzi.and 
Mrs. Gi llespie 

Messrs Edward Connell and Edward Hunt 
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Mr. Rcl.teri stated that the purpose of the meeting was (1) to discusa 
several matters, properly fbe byainass of the Park' COIIJllission, which had 
come before the Board of Representatives in order that information con­
ce~tng their present statua could be reported to the Doard; and (2) to 
diacuss ' the general basis f or procedure by the Park Comcission on matters 
in 'which the Board of Representatives has an element of responsibility. 

~ 

The matters discussed were: 

1 'arl. t 

1. Mansion House - ~ve Island: Reference was made t o various 
charge. and counter-stBten~nts concerning the possibility of 
this building being razed. 

'~1 t I~' t4-. • , • .., 

Mr. Nolan, for the Park CoQQis8ion, stated that this house, 
built in 1792, was recognized by the Commission as B fine 
specimen of old buildings and a landQark in the area. The 
Commis.ion does not know where the rumors about its beios 
torn down originated. The report fr~m the park consultants, 
CQIl1:.ea qf''''''~ch wi 11 be furnished t o each Board member, 
protiabiy- by 'anusry firnt, recommends its retention. The 
,Cgmm1eeion haa no present plans for razing this building. 
Ita ultimate d~aposition, will be, the subj ect of later 
consideration by the Commission and when conclusions are 
roachl\d l they will- make recOlllDendations t o the appropriate 
City agencies. . 

\ 
2. Hall,!>we'en Yacht Club: The Coami •• ion has made no formal 

contact with officials of the Club as yet. This subject 
was specifically referred to the park consultants aDd their 
recommendations will be part of the report to be distribut,!d. 
The matter will be given careful study and conclusions will 
be transmitted to the Board for approval. 

3. Beach Stickers: These stickers do not peroit use of beach 
facilities but rather permit parking at the beach. 11 ,383 
were sold in 19S~ ~c S~amfcrd residents only. In addition 
to the control whic~ they provide over pa~kin~ , the CCQ­

mission feels that they have a strong psychological effect 
which develops a aenae of partnership in keeping the beach 
clean and an awareness of what is being offered for their 
use. 

A poll of the Cocmiasion showed unanicous feeling that the 
stickers should be continued on the same basia in 19S7. 

4. Ordinances: It Was a8reed thet the Pork Coccission wculd 
confer with the 80ard of tecreation t v review the seversl 
existing ordinances which refer t o use of park arens and 
to make a joint recomcenclntion for repeal of those not now 
required, for m~dificatiGn of those which need change snd 
for enactment of others which may nOW be required to clarify 
the respective fields of res~onsibility and t o give their 

--------------------------------------~.,~ 
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rules oDd regulations the force of law. 

5. Raletiona between CoIlmiaeion and Boards: After a full 
discussion it was decide4 that the beat cethod of keeping 
the Doarr.! apprisecl of cClllllliaa10n matters WIIa to .. tebUata a 
lielaon by having one or more miIalben of the Pam & Ra<:re~ 
ation Committee attend Park CoIlmi8aion meetingl Ind repoft back to 
the Doard on marters of interest to the Do~! • 

~ ~~. 

It 1faa the consenaus of all present that the ceeting had been tfmely, 
productive and well worthwhile. 

The meeting adjourned at 10:45 P.K. 

Approved 
C. L. RAItERI JR. 
ChaiXlDlln JanuaO' 7, 1957 

Respectfully submitted 

B. D. DAKBR 
Clerk 

(10) Pens19n, · John. Reilly 

MR. RAItERI HOVBD that this matter be re-committed to cCllllllittee, pending receipt of 
further information from the Corporation Counsel. Seconded by Kr. Waterbury and 
CARRIED unanimously. 

(11) propos~d abolition of Cal:llivals. Circuses and Wild West Showa in Stamford by 
repeal of Articles II and III. Code of Ge~eral Ordinance8. 

MR. RAItERI MOWD for 8uspendon of the rules in order to conaider the above. 
Seconded by Kr. Huizinga and CARRIBD UDa~u.ly. 

MR. RAltERI ,Yielded the floor to Kr. Nolan. Kr. Nolan offered the followin3 pro­
posed Ordinance and MOVED for adoption for publication. He stated that land ia no 
longer available in the city for a place to locate these various s6ows, and that the 
land the Heliport now occupies, which was formerly avoilable, is the only place 
large enou~ to accommodate a Circus. 

PROPOSED ORDIlWlC8 

DB IT ORDAINBD by the Board of ,Representatives of the 
Ci~y of ~t~ord, that Articles II and III of Chopter 
30 in the Code of General Ordinances and which denla 
with Ca~ivals, CircuseA and Wild West Shows are hereby 
repealed, and 

DE IT FURTHER ORDAINED by the Board cf Representatives 
of the City of Stamford, that no Carnivals, Circuses or 
Wild Weal' Shows shall bo conducted, operated or perforced 
within the City of St4Qford. 

MR. KELLY said he ~trop8ly disagree. with Kr. Nolan that property is no longer 
available for these Circuses and Shows. 

HR. FREDERICKS called attention to Section 12 of Article lIon carnivals. (See 
page 146 of Code of GeneJ;al Ordinances)' 
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MR. IIOlAN: "If, in the future, Hr. Fredericka would read the Stat" statute, he WoUld 
understand what I mean and we would I!Ot · l?e wasting the ti1!'e o~ thh lDBeting." 

MR. FIII!Il1IRICKS: "I don't think t~s Board should !IfOve a thing of this aort without 
firat givins it coaaiderable thought and without the members having an opportunity 
to atudy it." 

MR. FlIBDERICKS MOVED that this be re-COIIIIdtted to Comn1ttee for further study. 
Seconded by Mr. Longo. 

MR. IIOLAN reltated his motion that no Carnivals, Circuses or Wild West Shows be per­
mitted in the City of Stamford. (No seconder) 

VOTE taken O'JI Hr. Fredericka' motion end CARRI!D. 

All matters on the Agenda under Legislative & Rules Committee having been disposed 
of, Hr. Rait,an took up the following, which had been deferred until last. 

(7) Resolution requesting Stete funda, .flood area, West Main Street, Urban Renewal 
~. 

MR. RAITERI lIaid he would now yield the floor to Hr. Milano, Chairman of the Specia 1 
Co=ittee, plreviouely authorized to. ~tudy ~ Urb~ Redevelopment Project and the 
propoaed resolution which was preaenl;.ed at the last meeting. 

~. MILANO presented the following report of his Committee: 

~. '" : ; .... , 

Majorit! Rep~rt. o~ til! 1I~'cral' S "!'IDit_tee ,of .the ~ard of 
Representatives which wos appointed by Pr~ident George V. 
Connors, to investigate the Urban Redevelopment Project in 
the 4th voting district of Stlllllford'·s West Silde. -

Jsn. 4, 1957 

Fellcw members of the Board of Representatives: 

After four separate meatings and 16 hours of testimony, pro and 
con, relative to the merits and demerits of the proposed Weat 
Side Urban Redevelopment Project, five of our six members, namely: 
Chairman Joseph P. Milano of the 3r~ District, Gerald J. Rybaick 
of the 12th District, Clifford Waterbury of the 4th District, 
Thomas Topping of the 15th District and Jack. McLaughlin of the 
20th District, are definitely oPposed' t o the proposal as it now 
stands. ~rving Snydar of the First District, is opposed to the 
plan presented, but favors accepting the offer of the State to 
earmark funds for a mutually agreed upon plan. 

The majority of t~~ Committee voted against the propossl for the 
following reasons: 

(1) By an actual count, 95~ of the people living in this 4th 
District ere oP2osed to the project as presented, and we 
honor the opinion of the residents. . 

(2) Sgecifically, the Urban RedeVelopment Commission proposal 
ill to tear dawn a large portion of the buildings in the 
5a 1/2 acres involved, and erect in their stead six to ten 
scory apartments, with rental costs of $35 per roOQ. Con-

---,- ... ","-~ - ~-~.-- ......... .. --....... 

o 

o 

o 



o 

o 

o 

1470 

(3) 

January 7, 1957 

sldaring the fact that leas than l~ of these people have 
sufficient income to manage this rent, the 650 families 
involved would be forced to leave the District, nnd double 
up with other families, or be forced to leave the City. 

Considering the fact that we already have 400 fem1lies still 
not housed, liS a result of the Thruway, it hardly se ..... l1ice 
the right time to put 650 more families on the street •• 

(4) As the Urban RedevelopQeDt Commission's proposal is to house 
14,000 families in its six and ten story apartment houses, 
(more than trebling the present population) the City of Stamford 
must nocessarily build two additionsl schoo18 in this IIres. All 
other facili~ie8, such a8 sewllge dispossl facilities, must also 
be trebled. 

(5) Considering the opinion of Stamford's Planning Director, Mr. 
Walter Wachter, that ....... Apartment houses cost the City core 
than they contribute in tllxea", we question the wisdom of this 
edditional tex burden. 

(6) Me~r Quigley, in a recent stetement relative to the ~erits of 
the coming of Americak 'Kachihe & Foundry to the City of Stamford, 
slli~: "The fellaJ who "builds the 'plahts, pay. the taxes aed pays 
for tha government." To our Meyor'. thoughts we would like to 
edd that in order to bu!ld the plants in the first pIece, we 
l1li18 t be ab Ie to house the men and V01DBD who work in these plants, -' .,t " ' r and we ije eat this possibility when we offer these workers 
ape'1"tments at $35 per roan.~ 

.t. .... ~ 

(7) ~ money ($282~5oo.00) ~ch the Stnte of Connecticut will aer-
. .... :r'! • 

ma~ for the City of Stemfo~d, UDder a flood relief program for 
thi1t"lIree, i'l available to the City of Stamford only if we 
'invblve the entire 58 1/2 acres of land in question. 

With these several considerations in mind, this Specie 1 Committe~ 
of the DOllrd of Representatives does hereby BlJBCT TllB PROPOSAL OF 
TllB U!lBJ\N RBDBVELOPMENr COMMISSION. , , 
BB IT RHSOLVED AND IT IS BBIIBIlY IIBSOLVED, that the Boer4 of Represen­
tatives hereby authorUes' the temtD4tion of the Urban Renewal Pro­
ject on Stamford's WestSide, and 1 so move. 

Respectfully submitted, 
I ) • .aft 

Urban Renewal committee, Board of Representatives 
Ja~k MCLauBhlin, Secretery 
J~8eph P. Milano, Chairman 
Gerald J. Rybnick 
Thomas J. Topping 
Clifford Waterbury 

HR. MILANO MOVEII to reject the proposed resolution of the Urban \WdevelopDIBnt Com­
mission. SeconHed by Mr. Weterbury and Mr. ,Longo. 

Mr. Murphy urged thllt this ~ney not be throWD awey end read a prepared stlltement to 
thi. effect. 

Mr. Nolan snid he concurred with Mr. Murphy end said he thought the resolution 
dOg 
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itaelf can do no harm. 

VOTI! taken on Mr. Hi lane' a motion to ,IlBJIi'CT the prqpoaed resol,uti'On and CARRIED by 
a vote of 34 in favor and two oppoaed. • 

MR. 
Mr. 

, ~ .,," 1-
BAKER introduced the following resolution and ~D'its adoption. Seconded by 
Fredericke'. 

h 

.. 

. ! 

, , c 
• 'DsOriTIqN lfO~2f:9 s ...... .............. ~ __ _ 

~ .t. Q "-& "i.""" ., '~~~ • 
WRBRBAS, aai~allesatrona were purportedly s~ported . , 
by 40cumented fects; and 

WRBR!!AS, a.tch aI "Slitionii, if proven to be factual, 
woula flj!rjp¥"ly ~r 'th,e effectiveness of the Urban 
Re~ilVelopaient eciiDi'u OIl in the undertaldll8 of furthel." 
projects within the ~mmmity, . . 
BE If I RESOLVED, AN!> IT IS .ImRBBY RESOLVED 1Iy the Board 
of Representatival of the City of Stamford, that: 

• .I (._ . J 4.'.J • 

Pursuant to the ~r8 granted to said Board by Section 
204.2 cif the S;'-'~ord Clulrter. a ccmDittae of four medlera 
.. ~t,:W -~."" t ,J-~ oJ ., of ala Board sllall be appointed by the Presiaent thereof, 
with the edvica ana couna~l bf' the Majortty an d Minority 
Laaders thereof. the function of which CcmDittae shall be 
to make a full and cOl:lplete investigation Into the poll­
cial and practical of said Urban Redevelopcel1t CcmDisaion 
to de termine whethel." or not said Commf'sion has acted in 
a fair and lawful ma~Gr 'in an' of ita· pioceedi~. 

• :I ... ... J. lI ..... 

Supplementlll8 the above, it waa requested that the folt ow1ng l".tterJ from the Chair­
man of the Urban· Redevelopment ~ssiO!l be il1~o'a~c'ad':J. -: 

CITY OF STAMFORD. COmIBCTICUT 

Urban Redevelopment 
Ccmn1!,sion 

.159 Main Sttreet 

January 7, 1957 I 

l!r. George V. Conoora, President 
Boerd of Representatives 
City u..U 

',., , Stamfor4. Connecticut 
! .r ... .. . , 

Dear Hr. Connors: 

• 

: ' v , Certain cliarges have been made" which allege unfail." and un­
lawful practices on the part: ill: the Urban Redevelopment 
CCXllld8.io~ in acquiring property and relocatins site occupants 

" • ., I l'rom the Batit Mf!.a~ Reda'veloplilBllt Area. These allegations " me- eomplBteiy falae. " Tjia Chargea are of such a na'ture thet 
~~ 1 j 1 ) lldequate rBsponae can only be made by citing the details of 

.,... .. .,... p'=:= ;c Ell 8 m pt· -r IT! 
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the 'particular casea ~11V01ged, although faimeaa tc the indi­
ndua18 coocemed requires that these ca8e hhtoriea should not 
be qpeued for public iupection sad dia.~aion. 

It ~. important that the Board of Repreaentativee aDd, the pubUc 
be llIal1y infomed of the policies sad practices wldcli liere, in 
fact, pupued by the Coamiallio;>n during the courae of· tile aa.t Mea. Proj'!ct. Wa, therefore. nquaet that the Board of Rap­
.esentative., acting in a Ccmid.tt .. of the Whole. or in a1l)' other 
IDIIIIDBr to be datem ! ned by ~e !loarJ!... inveat~gate the. dlargea 
vbicl!l have baea mada sad el!!l!Dine thoroustily the relocation and 
land acquisition pracdcea of tida ec5am1a.ion in the 'Baat Meadow 
ProjllCt. the public intulHlt ~uf.r-..' auci!l an iuveat:l.gation. 

We u:rse that the Board of Repreeeutativu act upoa thf.a Mttar at 
the ~rliast posaibla tima. 

Vary t;~ly YOU~I, 

-J,!hn,A1!,UaOll, _.f_.". 
",~ ~~~ ...,..IOII 

" I 

, ~1 ~ ~ 

VOl! taken on Resolution No. 249 and CARRTRD by unanimoua vote of thoaa presant, 
baing 35 in tho abaence of Hr. Longo. 

.> .. ,.... t ~ 

Mi. MIlANO ICMlD f~r ~U8panllion of the fYI!f ~n order 
Seconded by Hr.. CeOfsOulb and 1:ARRm lmeri-'!'9UP1y. 

tc introduce a resolution. 

_ -I J 

MR. KlLAliO !CIVIID for adoption of the 
bury. 

follawf.ng reaolution. 
I ....... 

Seconded by Hr. Water-

BB ~'rR8S0LVED AJID IT IS' BBRBDY RBBOI,VBD by the Board of 
RaprtlllantatiVB8 of the City of Stamford; that 

• 
!ha Eloard of lIepruentaU ... hereby authoriaea the temfna. 
tion of the Urben Renewal hoject on the we.t Side. 

Mi. RAlTBRI HIl'i'BD thet the matter be Table~. Se.coDded by Hr. Fredericka and ,..ARRTRD 
by a vote of 231 in favor and 12 oppose? 

MR. CBORGOC1LI$ voiced the thanIuo of the Board for the axcelllll1t work done by th! 
Spectel Coamittea on Urban Radevel~. 

AppoinPr!9t8 Committee: 

Mi. GBOIIOODL18. CbaillDBD, read t)le Il'!4li#cationa of each cand1date for appointlDlll1t, 
aa listed belOll ' and tIlVED for approval of 8!!ch, vbich were duly ·secoaded and CARRUD 
by vote as noted balow: 

(1) Appointment, JOillf R. B~. Democrat. to BOARD OF TAX IIBVlBW, tem expiring 
December I, 1960. CARURD by vote gf 'Ur. in favor and l.epPoled. , .. T -

(2) Appo1nt:mea11, '1mUAM W. oGrB. Democrat, to BoAim OF TAX IIBVIBW. (Replacing 
Gerald J •. ~pbnick) Tem lIl!P~riDg DecG>er I, ,1957. CARRIRD by, .... n'.!""'I. vota 
in favor. 

~1j I. 
I • 
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(3) AppointIDant, Pl!'l'I!R J. SIUO, Democrat, to 30ARD OF TIIX REVll!W, term expiring 0 
December 1, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 32 in favor, 2 oppos ed and 1 ballot void. 

(4) Appointmmt, HARUY B. TEI\BIlNB, to tnmA!I &l!DEVBL01'tII!NT ctHIlBSION (Replacing 
Frank X. Lennon). Term expiring August 7, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 33 in favor 
end 2 ballots void. • 

(5) Appointmant, Hugh Mathews, Democrat, to PARKING AUTHORITY. (To be reappointed). 
Term expiring January 1, 1960. CARRIED by vote of 34 in faver "ad 1 ballot void. , 

(6) AppointallUlt, AL\!XANJlI!R R. KLAIIR, Democrat, to ZONING DOARD. Term expiring 
December 1, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 31 in favor, 2 opposed and 2 ballot. void • ., 

(7) APpointmant, JOHN J. DBNRhH, Democrat, to PLAMNING DOARD . (To be re-appointed) 
Term expiring DecCQLer 1, 1961. CARRlI!D by vote of 32 in favor and 2 opposed • 

• .I ~ 
(8) Appointmun~, MRS, DlNDIJ!Y GILlBSPlB, Republican, to PARK C<HIlSSION. (To fill 

vacancy of John R. Power) TeEQ expiring December 1, 1960. CARRIED by vote of 
24 in favor and 11 opposed. 

(9) AppointmOll~~ .... W!l<LTBR KB~Y, ,DecIOcrat, to PARK ClHIISSION. Term expiring 
December, l; 1961. CARRlBD1by vote of 34 in favor and 1 ballot void. 

(10) Appointment, SALVATORE CATINO, Republtceo, to SEWER COMMISSION. (To replace 
Michael .:l. SWeeney) Term expiring December i. 1959. CARRIED by vote of 34 1n 
favor and 1 oppo.ed.~ 

(11) 

Note: Kr. Georgoul1a exp111ined thllt llDother IIppoiotplent 

, .. t. 

Appointment, 
appointed) • 
4 opposeer, 

to the Sewer CClIiIDbsioo, Mr. WJ.llism T. Troy, cannot , 
be considered at this -time b'ecause the COIII:Iittee was 
unable t o interview him, 

SlIEllHAN H. DLAItE, Democrat, t o DOARD OF TlIXATION. (To be re-
Term expiring December 1, 1961. CARRlBD by vota of 31 in fevor and 

(12) Appctntm£nt, THOHAS DURNES, Democrat, t o DOARD OF TAXATION . (To replace Harold 
H. Rowe) Tem expiring December 1, 1958. CARRIED by unsni=us vote of 35 in 
favor. 

(13) APpoint:meSlt, EOIlAlID J. FRATTAROLI, R.IIpubl1can, t o FLOOD AIm EliDsioN COIITROL GOAIUl 
(To be reappointed) Term expiring December 1, 1961. CARRlI!D by vote of 33 in 
favor Bn~ 2 void. 

(14) Appointm£nt, ANTHONY W. WALSH, Democrat, t o 
appointe~) Term expirins DecCQber 1, 1961 . 
7 oppose~. 

ZONING DOAlIIl OF IIPPEALS. (To be 1'8-

CARRlI!D by vote of 28 in favor and 
• 

Nom: Kr. Georgoulia explained that the name of Roger 
Ot Coonor, 4to be eppointed as a member of the Hubbard 
Heights Golf Cocm1ssion hIId been withdrawn. (See 
Mayor's letter undor c~ications from Mayor) 

(15) Appolntl:lWt , F}iJIOBIUClf. K. LIONE, Republican, t o PUDLic WELFARE CO!IItlSSION. (To 
be reappointed) TeEQ expiring DecCQber 1, 1959. ctUUUlID by "n8 niny," vote of 
3S in fe\"'Or. 

" • 
(16) Appointm£nt. SAMUEL H. GOLD, Democrat, to GOARD OF RECr~TIGN. (To be re­

'''1 I ' .J ....... . .. -
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appointed) Term expiring December I, 1961. CARRIBD by vote of 34 in favor and 
1 opposed. 

HR. KAMINSKI MOWD that the next order of business, Q8IDQly, Public Worka CoIImf.ttee 
report, be deferred until after the Health & Protection Ccmn1ttee rePort·. Seconded 
by Hr.. Zuckert and CARRIED unanimous ly. 

Health & Protection Committee: 

He: Closing of Precinct Two. 

HR. KILAIIO presented tha following report of his Ccmaittea: 

REPORT OF JOINT cnta'l'TB! MBBTING 
BBGARDDlG CLOSING OF PRECINCT 2 

two month. ago the Leg18lativa & RIll .. aad aulth & Protection 
C<iIm1ttae. lD8t with the Chief of Police in regArda to ~ha pro­
posel made by the Board of Public Safety to thi. Boerd to CloBe 
Precinct Two. 

After meeting with the Chief, both committees recommand the 
approval ot the recommendation of the Safety Board that Precinct 
TIro be c loa'lad. 

The quoation of the Closing of Precinct· TIro WIll recCl!!!!!f tted to 
ccmaitteo to allow t1ce for the Chief of Police to meet· with 
the District Repreaeutat1v68 of the country area for more 
definite information aa to the amount of police protection to 
be provided. in ' the· eveut this Precinct is closed. 

Wi.th the Board' 8 permission, I would like to call on the 
S..,retary of the Safety Board aad Coptain Herbert of the Poliee 
Department, io the ebseiu:e ofl both Chief Kinsella, wi> 18 1.11, 
suf Ccmn1saiooer Donahue, wo 18 sway at the preaeut timB, in 
ower that they may give a full report to ths Board in reBard. 
t el the protectioo to the outlyiog districts. 

Joseph P. Milano, 
Chairman 
Health & Protection Ccmn1ttee 

HR. KILAIIO !IOVED to hear from representatives of the Safety Board, Hr. Joaepb 
Czescik, sod Hr. Clement. Raiteri, Sr. and captain Herbert and Lt. Gavigao of the 
Police Depal:tmeot, io regard tOI closiDg , of' Precinct two. 

~ ,.: 
Hr. Caescik spoke firat. He aasured the Board that the people io the area formerly 
served by Precinct two will oot have police protection curtailed becauBe of the 
consolidation of police activities UDder one roof. However, he stre.aed the need 
for more IIllIllpover. He aaid that last year they had requested that 32 man be added 
to the police departlDBDt, aad inatlllld got 4. He said: "We feel that at least 25 
ClOre mao arll Deeded to adequately handle the vork." 

captain He~lert spoke nQxt. He Btated that we have better auperv18ion by haviog 6 

ceotral h~!quarter. and by clOSing Precinct TWe, better ecooomy ie maintaioed. 
I 

Lt. Gavigan, from the Recorda Bureau, apoke next and gave figures compiled by the , 

- - -- ---_._--------
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Buraau. Be said: "Our efficiency has gained by cutting down thB supervision in 
Precinct ll'wo by saving 904 men hours, or 225 man hours a week, or 32 hours per day. 
We save thG labor of four men (approximately) by having thB headquarters centralized 
in one building." 

MR. FREDI!iiIICKS: "What bothers us in the old ~cwn District is in not having certain 
patrolmen and certain cara designated spec:1fically for thet District." 

LT. GAVIGAN: "There was an educational progrlllD during the pnst year and one half 
which was undertaken in order to fSlJillarize all the can with the Diatrl'ct." 

MR. RAITKRI said it was his understanding that approximately 257. more men hours will 
be allotted to Precinct >l'Im by closing the old building. 

MR; KETCHAM:' "The whole Town area compriaes 80% of the area in Stamford. It would 
figure a"Ltbet, 8'%. ,0£ the Pollee Department is assigned to cover 801. of the City. 
That doea not ,seem fair to iii!"." 

MR. VITTI: "The whole solution is that the Police Department need more men and they 
also need lmore mcney." 

LT. GAVIGAN: "Fran July 20th to August 20th, 1956 the total number of llIlln hours 
worked in Precinct Two was 3,016. The supervisory men hours was 904. When a Desk 
Sergeant jis on the. deak, ha replaces) a tq!:al of 1,730 D!ln hours on patrol. From 
August 20th to September 20th, 11956 man en actual radio patrol were 2,468 men hours 
in comparison to 1,730 before Central Headquarters was established." 

MR. KBTCIlAH: "Is the Town area today receiving the same protection as they were 
during 19511" 

• 
LT. GAVIQ\II: "·In my opinion they are receiving better protBction than they were in 
1951 and 1952." He cited figures to prove this fact. 

MR. TOPPU/G: ",1 em wondering if the Lt. could furnish this Board with the data that 
he has just given to us verbally. 1, for one, would like to be able to sit down at 
my leisure and study the figures." 

MR. KAIUliSKI: "It has definitely been proven to us 
getting better protection then we were previously. 
consider whether it is advisable to close Precinct 

this evenins that we are now 
At thin peint I think we should 

Two. II 

MR. HUIZINGA: "There is one point that I went to gel: across to Cap. Herbert. Before 
consolid&t:ion we had 30 or more men evailable, at Precinct Two. The thing that con­
cerns me is that I want some basic figu~e8 to take back to the people that I re­
present. The people in my District think they are setting less protection than they 
were previously. We would like to be aBle)to prove to our people that they are get­
ting better protection. We would like to have a written report so we can prove it 
to our prople." 

MR. LBWIS;: "It might help us to get a definition of a Precinct." He called attention 
to page J~ of the Charter and said he thought clarification might be given to the 
Board by the Corporation Counsel. He MOVED to hear from the Corporation Counsel as 
to what C!efines the Pulice Department and a Prec:t.nct. 

MR. ~~ spoke br.iefly and said that thia was rather difficult to do because 

o 

o 

almost fzXG the beginning of thB Charter the personnel began to change. He said in 0 
1951 the Legislature emended the Charter by cresting a 40 hour week which a180 
made the need for additionsl men more acute. He said the tvo police departments have 

lU 
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bean merged, making, the whole thing available to thll entire city to be on call all 
of the time. 

HR. RAITERI, SR. pointed out to Mr. Ketcham that in 1951 there were not al many men 
on duty in Precinct Two 01 he claimed. 

HR. MILANO ,"aid it WOI the recCllllDeudation of the Haalth & Protection Committee that 
Precinct Two be clo.ed and 10 MDVBD. Seconded by Mr. Raited. 

HR. IIDIZINGA MOVBD to recOlllDit to COI!I:littee. Seconded by Mr. Topping. 

VOTE teken ~n voting on the previoua question and LOST, 19 opposed and 16 in favor . 

HR. TOPPING laid that before he makes up hi. mind on this question he would like t o 
aee the figures from the Police Departaent. 

HR. PREDERI~KS called attention to Resolution No. 246 on page 1410 of the Rovember 
7, 1956 Minute. in which this information was reque.ted by the Board. 

VOTE taken ~n Mr. Hui&1naa'. lIIOtion to recOlllDit to c<XlD1ttoe. LOST, 17 in favor 
and Ie oppoled. 

HR. FREDERI~ MOVBD the orieinal question • . Seconded by Mr. Kac1nski. -

HR. HlIRPHY IIIOVI!D to lay on the table. Seconded by Hr. Nolan and CARRIED by unani­
mous vote. 

MR. TOPPING MOVED that the date rllquelted from the Police Department be lubmitted. 
Seconded by Mr. Headng and CARRDID unanimously. 

Mr. Vitti, Mr. Barry end Mrs. Dankowaki left et 11:55 P.M. 

Public Wor~ Committee: 
• 

Mr. Topping, Chairman, presented the following report of his C~ttee: 

IiBPORT OF PllDUC WORKS C<IIKIT'l'EE 
(Preaented at Jen. 7, 1957 Board meeting) 

B~caua. of the number of moetings and holidays in the last 
QODth, no scheduled _etine of this cOlllDittee was held. 
rulep/lone contecn were made wi th the fo llewinS members: 
Vincent Vitti, Allen Ketcham and Anthony Kolich. They are 
all in agreement with this roport. 

All Pileal matterl on the Agenda, also referred to this Com­
mittee are recommended for appr ova l. 

n,e Committee r eceived a letter from Mr. Hanrahan re Loveland 
R.osd. 

Letter from Planning Doard re Cove Dam. 

Latter from Ci tizens Cocmlttee for Improvement of Cove Pond. 

nie ?ublic Works Cacmittee requests permission from the Dosrd 
o:f Reprelentatives to cake a foct- f ·,ding study of euch a 
I'Jrvey as r equested by the Citizens Cocmit tell , it's findings 
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to be reported to the Doard of Representatives at a later 
date. 

Respectfully submitted, 

1'hcmas J. Topping, ChaimDn 
Public Works Co=n1ttee 

1477 

(1) Carbon copy of letter dated Dec. II, 195& from COr~Rt.TION Counsel re Loveland 
Road. 

MR. TOP~tNG presented the f ollowing letter for information: 

C 
o 

P 
y 

II 

l' The American HOllIeS Construction Co. Inc. 
174 Turner Road 
Stamford, Conn. 

The Yorkshire Indemnity Company of 'New York 
90 John Street 
New York 38, New York 

Gentlemen: 

December II, 1956 

I have been instructed t o advise you that 
because of your continued negligence to perform your 
obligation to the City of Stamford and its Planning 
Doard under the teres of a sub-division and perform­
nnce bond dated October, 13, 1953, the developer is 
declared to be in default. , 

Therefore, unless immediate and satisfac­
tory arrangements are made' with the City of Stamford 
and its Planning Doard for the completion of the work 
under this agreemsnt, - in accordance with its terms, 
I have been instructed to institute an action on the 
bond and to take suc~ other' steps as may be available 
for requiring the 'principal personslly to complete 
the agreement obligations. 

• 

JMII:A 

Very truly yours, 

John M. Hanrahan 
Corporation Counsel 

(2) Waivers t~ street pavement requirements 8ranted ~y Plannin8 Doard. 

HR. TOPPING presented the following letter from Mr. Wechter. Planning & Zoning 
Director for the information of the Doard: 

1 
.' 
. , 

-=~=--.~--------. 
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CIn or STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT t 

October 25, 1956 

Mr. George Connors, Preaident 
Board of Representative. 
City of Stamford, Connecticut 

Dear Mr. Connors: 

Pursuant to Mr. Topping's suggeat1on, tha following 
information is sent to you in rega.d to waivers to atreet 
pavement requirements granted by the Planning Board. 

Since July, 1954, the Planning Board has not required 
a minimum pavement width of 30 ft. for subdivisions in the 
A=re zonas; the cinimuc requirement in such zones being 
26 ft., except that waivers have, boan granted to allow for 
e 22 ft. pavement depending upon the merits of each request. 

On March 8, 1955 the Planning Boerd adopted another 
standard to insure ~ual treatment in 4cre zones for all 
developer., by not granting waivers to the 26 ft. pavement 
width when tho average lot siae in the subdivision is less 
than one and one-half (1\) acre, except in the caae of a 
short dead end street that cen definitely not be extended 
and serving only four to six homes. 

On January 10, 1956 the Planning Board established 
the policy that it would give consideration to requested 
waivers for 26 ft. pavement in one-half acre zones, only 
in the caae where .~id requested waivers epply to a dead 
end atreet of reletively short length which cannot be 
extended. 

It is suggestad that the application for acceptence 
petitions be modified by adding request for information on 
any waiver. granted. Such information relating to waivers 
can be confiEmed with the City BngineQ! . ~!n~e he i8 
notified of such waivers ond estimates the performance bond 
accordingly. I 

Granting of such waivers is one of several mediums 
used by the Planning Board to preserve the rural character­
istics of our beck-country arees. 

WAW:amv 
enc 1. - 1 copy 

Very truly yours, 

STAMFORD PLANNING BOARD 

Walter A. Wachter 
Planning & Zoning Director 
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(3) Letter from Mr. Wachter, Planning & Zoning Director re Petitien concerning 
restcration of Cove Pond Dam. dated SepteQber 4, 1956 

HR. TOPPING presented the following letter for inforestion: 

WAW:amv 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 

Dec~er 6, 1956 

Mr. George Connors, President 
Board of Representatives 
City of Stamford, Connecticut 

Re: Petition concerning Restoration of Cove 
Pond Dam. dated September 4. 1956 

Dear Mr. Connors: 

The planning Board has instructed me to advise 
you that, at its meeting held oa December 4, 1956, it 
reviewed your memorandpm dated November 27, 1956, 
accompanied by copy of the above captioned petition, 
and the Board assures you it will discuss this matter 
with the City Engineer in conjunction With the petition 
of September 25, 1956 for lQprovement of Cove pond, also 
referred to this Board. 

Very truly yours, 

STAMFORD PLANNING BOARD 

Walter A. Wachter 
Planning & Zoning Director 

(4) Letter from Mr. Wachter, Planning & Zoning Director, concerning petition dated 
Septenber 25. 1956 from Citizens Cocmittee for Improvecent of Cove Pond. 

HR . TOPPING presented the following letter for inforQ8tion: 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 

December 6, 1956 

Mr . George Connors, President 
Board of Representatives 
City of Stamford, Connecticut 

Re : Memorandum referred t o the Planning Bosrd 
concerning petition dated September 25, 1956 
from Citizens C~ittee for Improvement of Cove 
Pond. 

- ~------
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WAW:amv 
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Dear Mr. Connors: 

The Planning Board has instructed me to advi.e 
you that, at its meeting on December 4, 1956, it 
reviewed the above captioned subject, and a8sures 
your Board that the matter, with particular reference 
to paragraph LA in said petition, viII be discussed 
with the City Ensineer, for possible inclusion in the 
~apital Budget of the next fiscal year. 

Very truly yours, 

STAMFORD PLIlIIIIING BOARD 

Walter A. Wachter 
Planning & Zoning Director 

(5) Letter frCl:l Citizens COIIDittee for Icprovement of Cove Pond dated Dec. 26, 1956 
(addressed to Hr. Topping) 

CITIZENS CotlHITTEl!! FOR DlPROVI!HI!IIT OF COVE POND 

Stamford, Connecticut 

December 26, 1956 

Mr. Thomas J. Topping, Chaimon 
Public Works Committee 
Board of Representatives 
28 Lenox Avenue 
Glenbrook, Cbnn. Re: Cove Pond - Cove Dam 

Dear Mr. Topping: 

We refer you to our petition, dated September 25, 
1956. 

Our COIIDittee bas been infomed that the State 
Water Policy CommiS8ion haa decided to take no furthar action on the subject 
until an englneering study has been made and some definite recommendations 
made concernLng it. 

It is our understanding that Stamford i8 holding up the 
proposal of lin independent engineering survey, preferring that a complete 
8 tudy be madn by the U. S. Army Engineers. 

We respectfully request that you and tba other member. 
of -the Public: Works COIIIIli ttee anang!! to see that a survey is made virhout 
delay, eitha\' by an independent engineering consultant or the U. S. Army 
Engineers. Continued delay only Cleans further erosion and larger Cove Pond 
mud flats. 

As you undoubtedly know, the Westcott Cove dredging pro­
~'1 I . J ject vaS in the making for approximately ten years. Therefore. 
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it III/Iy take yeare before Cove Pond becClDes the very much needed small boat 
basin the people of this area have been visualizing since 1938. To permit 
Cove Pond to continue to waste away for even one more s~r would be 
erUD1nal neglect on the part of our town fathers. 

The modified dam proposed by Mr. A. C. Wall of Noroton 
Manor Property OWners AsSOCiation, would be inexpeaeive, would halt erosion 
and mud flats and, as we understand it, would not hinder complete dredging 
of the Pond for a small boat bcsin should a survey favor dredging. 

Your report to the Bosrd of Representatives meeting held 
November 7, 1956, recomoended that this year'a Capital Dudget include 
repairing and/or rebuilding Cuve Pond Dam to retsin enough water in the 
Pond to cover the mud flats at low water. Has this been done? 

You also recommended that the 1957 Storm Drain program 
take in improvement of the present inadequate atorm drainage system along 
Weed Avenue. 

What action has been taken by the various bOllrda to 
which you referred theae and the other matters outlined in our petition? 
If no action has been taken, why? 

cc to: Mayor Quigley 

Very truly yours, 

Mrs. William E. Barry 
Secretary 

HR. TOPPING said the Public Works Committee requests permission from the Board to 
make a fact-finding study, as requested in above letter from the Citizena Committee 
for Improvement of Cove Pond, the findings of this Comoittee to be reported to the 
Board when completed and so MOVED. Seconded by Mr. Waterbury and CARRIED by unani­
mous vote. 

Mr. Rhoades brought up the question of considering a moticn to ndjourn to a later 
date, because of the lateness of the hour, and the volume of business still to be 
taken care of. 

UPON MOTION of Mr. Rhoades, seconded by Mr. Waterbury and unanimously CARRIED, it 
was decidad to adjourn the meeting at 12:05 A.M. to Monday, January 14, 1957 at 
8:00 P.M. 

:':'l ;~ () 

Respectfully submitted, 

A IP df.171v &, .~~ 
George V. Connors, 
President 
Boord cf Representatives 

~---__ r~·-_.""· __ _ ---
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