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3.7 acres - courtlaﬂd Pa!‘k.......---.-.-.-n.-..--.-.-slsonom-oo

.06 " - Brookside Drive bordering the Norcton
River, under WaAteY.....ecss0sr0s0anaans 500.00

1.95 " - Drookside Drive, Dariemn, substantially
AR WALET v dvms <iima s suwss s atmeunn voie o 00y 200,00
1/6 " - lot, west side of Lockwood Avenue....s.... 3,000.00
48 sq. ft. Northeast cormer Elm Btreot Schbool ya A - 500.00
168 8q. Ft. Southease corner Rice School yard......d.. 750.00

Lots with a frontage of 208 feet on east side of

Greenwich Avenue, together with six old frame

dwellings therecn:
Land..............-...312,978.(}0

BuildingB...vceeeseeo._29,772.00 38,750.00
Grand total of $200,000.00

MR, MURPHY said that ha had noticed six dwellings which occupy land located on
Greenwich Avenue and wondered 1f the houses go to the City when the leases ran out.

The Corporation Coumsal, who was present, was asked to explain the procedure. He
said there ware a couple of demage claims, 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 raeimbursed?"

MR. HANRAHAN: "Not necessarily so, It could be taken out of the proceeds.

VOTE taken on Resolution No. 248 and CARRIED unanimously.

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

MR, RAITERI MOVED for the final adoption of the following Ordinance, which was
approved for publication at the December 3, 1956 Board meeting.. Seconded by Mr.
Topping and CARRIED unanimously:
©RDINANCE NO. 59 SUPPLEMENTAL
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO THE ACCEPTANCE OF ROADS AS CITY STREETS
ORDIRANCE NO. 59 SUPPLEMENTAL :

AN _ORDINANCE RELATING TO THE ACCEPTANCE OF ROADS AS CITY STREETS

BE IT ORDAIEED 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 petiticn therefor by the owner ox ownere thereof.

SECTION 2, Certificaticm by City Engineer. Prior to acceptance by the Doard of
Representatives such roads must be certified by the City Engineer ae having been
constructed in accordance with sn%sificationn approved by the Planning Board.

SECTION 3, Restrictions on acceptance, November-March 1n=1usive. No road, con-
struction of which i{s ccumpleted after the last day of October of any year, shall

be approved for accaptance befure the first day of April of the next succeeding
year.
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SECTION 4. Release of Performanca Bonds. ' No performance bond shall be reléased by
the Planning Board until the street or streets covered by said performance Bond have
been accepted by the Board of Represdntatives, and a proper bond has been furnished
for the maintenance of said street or atracts for a period of one yesr in accordance
with specifications approved by the Plamming Board, except that ‘in the case a de-
valoper desires to continte the street or streets in a private status, it will be
necessary, before final approval of the subdivision by the Planning Board, for the
developer to assure the Planning Board, in writing, that each?dced to every lot in
the subdivision will contain an agreement to the effect ‘that the purchaser under-
atands that the street upon which his 'lot abuts is to be kept'a private street, in
which case prior acceptance of said street or ‘streets by the Board of Representatives
shall not 'be a prerequisite for release-of performance bond.

BECTION 5. Automatic Acceptance'finder Certain Conditions. Any road, petition for
acceptance of which has been formally presented to the Board of Representatives,
after certification of said road by tha City Bfgificer, shall be deemed to have been.
sccapted 48 o Oity streat if final acfion on the pétition for acceptance is not
taken by the Board of Representatives within sixty (60) days of its receipt by the
Board,

SECTION 6. Repealer. Passage of this OFdinance shall constitute repesl of any
existing Ordinances relaticg to the acceptance of roads as city streats.

SECTION 7. Rffective Date. This Ordinance shall become effactive immediately
upon enactment.

(6) Final adoption of Ordinance rescinding Ordinance No. 54 Supplemental relating
to scceptance of roads as city streets and substituting emended ordinance in

its _place.

MR, BAITERI MOVED for the final adoption of the following Ordinance (approved for
publication at the December 3, 1956 Board meeting). Séconded by Mr, Topping and
CARRIED unanimously.

ORDINANCE NO. 60 SUPPLEMENTAL
AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A NEW CODIFICATI NT
Cf THE EXISTING ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF EmmH onn! ; %ﬂcnm

ORDINANCE NO. 60 SUPPLEMENTAL

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A NEW CODIFICATION AND REARRANGEMENT OF THE EXISTING
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE CITY OF STAMFORD,
CONNECTICUT:

SECTION 1. That the ordinances of the City of Stamford, Comnecticut, of a general
and permsnent nature, as codified in Chapters 1 to 31, both inclusive, are ordained
as general ordinances and are adopted as "The Code of General Ordinances of £tamford,
Comnecticut, 1956."

SECTION 2. That all of the provisions of "The Code of General Ordinances of
Stamford, Comnecticut, 1956" shall be in full force and effect upon the adoption of
this Ordinance, and all ordinances of a gemeral and pemuanect nature, adopted by the

<1tk
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Board of Repressmtatives in force on July 12, 1956, and not contained in "The Code
of General Ordinances of Stamford, Comnecticut, 1956" are hereby repealed from and
after the adoption of this Ordinance, except as heraeinafter provided.

SECTION 3. That the repaal provided for in the preceding section;of this Ordipance
shall not affect any offense or act committed or dome, or any penalty or forfeiture
incurred or any contract or right established or accuring before the,adoption pf
this Ordinance; nor shall such repeal affect any ordimancq om;resclution promising
or guaranteeing the payment of money for the city or anthommgiﬁu of bonds
of said city or any evidence of said city's indebtedness, or any contract or obli-
gation assumed by the city; mor shall said rxepeal affect the administzative ordi-
nances or resolutions of the Board of Representatives, not in conflict or incounsisteni
with, the provisions of this Code; nor shall it affect any right or franchise con-
ferred by any ondinance or resolution of the Board of Representatives on any person
or corporation; nor shall it affect the annual appropriationm ordinance; nor shall it
affect any ordinance fixing salaries of the city officers and employees; nor shall
it affect the Building Code; nor shall it agfect the EBlectrical Code; nor shall it
affect the Plumbing Code; nor shall it affect any zoning ordinance of the city; nor
shall it affect any prosecution, suit or other proceeding pending, or any judgment
rendered on or prior to the adoption of this ordinance; nor shall it affect any
ordinance of the city adopted on final passage: since the twelfth day of July, 1956.

This ordinance shall take effect upon the date of its enactment.

(7) Resolution requesting State funds, flood area, West Main 8trecet.

By ;:nanimuus vote, it was decided to take this item up last, after all other matters
have been disposed of under legisiative & Rules Committes,:

(8) Proposed peusion revision, Classified Employees Pemsiom Plen.

ME. RAITERI MOVED that this matter be re-cosmitted to Committee, pending the avail-
ability of an actuarial survey. Secondad by Mr. Baker and Mrs. Zuckert and CARRIED
unanimously.

(9) Mansion House, Cove Island.

Inasmuch as this matter is covered in 2 separate report of a Joint meeting held with
the Park Commission and the members of the Legislative & Rules and Parks & Recreation
Committees, Mr. Raiteri presented the following report, for information only:

REPORT OF JOINT MEETING
December 18, 1956

A joint meating of the Legislative & Rules and Parks and Racreation
Committees with the Park Commission was held Tuesday evening, December
18, 1956 im the Mayor's office.

The meeting was convened at 8:15 P.M. with Mr, Raiteri presiding and Mr.
Baker acting as clerk.

Those pressnt were:

L. & R. Committee: Messrs Rsiteri, Baker, McLaughlin, Bussell and
Nolan

105 P. & R. Comnittee; Messrs Kelly, Wynn, Gilbert and Longo



RSN

b ]

January 7, 1957 1467

Park Commission: Messrs Nolan, Sherwocd and Scalzi. and

Mrs. Gillespie

Others: Messrs Bdward Connell and Edward Hunt

Mr. Reiteri stated that the purpose of the meeting was (1) to discuss
several matters, properly the business of the Park Commission, which had
come before the Board of Representatives in order that information con-
cerning their present status could be reported to the 3oaxd; and (2) to
discuss’ the general basis for procedure by the Park Commission on matters
in which' the Board cf Representatives has an element of responsibility.

The matters discussed were:

1.

2'

4,

Mansicn House - Ccve Island: Reference was made to various
charges and counter-statenents concerning the possibility of
this building being razed.

Mr. Nolan, for the Park Commission, stated that this house,
built in 1792, was recognized by the Commission as a finme
specimen of old buildings and a landmark in the area. The
Commission does not know where the rumors about its being
torn down originated. The report frum the park consultants,
copies,of which will be furnished to each Doard member,
probably by January first, recommends its retenticn. The
Commission has no present plans for razing this building.
Its ultimata disposition, will be the subject of later
consideration by the Comuission and when conclusions are
reached ithey will make recommendatioms to the appropriate
City agencies.

Hallowe'en Yacht Club: The Commission has made no formal
contact with officials of the Club as yet. This subject

was specifically referred to the park ccnsultants and their
recommendations will be part of the report to be distributed.
The matter will be given careful study and conclusions will
be transmitted to the Board for approval.

Beach Stickers: These stickers do not permit use of beach
facilities but rather permit parking at the beach. 11,383
were sold in 1956 tc Stamfcrd residents only. In addition
to the control which they provide over pazking, the Cum-
nisslon feels thaot they have a strong psychological effect
which devalops a senase of partnership in keeping the beach
clean and an awareness of what is being uffered for their
use.

A poll of the Commission showed unanimous feeling that the
stickers should be continued on the same basis in 1957.

Ordinances: It was agreed that the Park Commission would
confer with the Doard of Recreation tu review the several
existing ordinances which refer to use of park areas and
to make a joint recommendation for repeal of thuse not now
required, for modificaticn of these which need change and
for emactment of others which mey now be required to clarify
the respective fields of responsibility and to give their

i
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rules and regulations the force of law.

5. Relations between Commission and Boards: After a full
discussion it was decided that the best method of keeping
the Doard apprised of commission matters was to establish a

ne or more members of the Parks & Recre-
:tgtafgszzigigtrgt%endoPark Commission meetings and report back to

the Board on marters of interest to the Bodgd? ’

-~ -

It was the consensus of all present that the meeting had been timely,
productive and well worthwhile,

The meeting adjourned at 10:45 P.M.

Respectfully submitted

E. B. DAEER
Approved Clerk
C. 1. RAITERI JR.
Chairman January 7, 1957

(10) Pevsign, John Reilly

MR, RAITERI MOVED that this matter be re-committed to committee, pending receipt of
further information from the Corporation Coumsel. Seconded by Mr. Waterbury and
CARRIED unanimously.

(11) Proposed abolition of Carnivals, Circuses snd Wild West Shows in Stamford by
repeal of Articles II and III, Code of General Ordinances.

MR. RAITERI MOVED for suspension of the rules in order to comsider the above.
Seconded by Mr. Huizinga and CARRIED unanimously.

MR. RAITERI yielded the floor to Mr. Nolan. Mr. Nolen offered the follewinz pro-
posed Ordinance and MOVED for adopticn for publication. He stated that land is no
longer available in the city for a place to locate these variocus shows, and that the
land the Heliport now occupies, which was formerly available, is the only place
large encugh to accommodste a Circus.

PROPOSED ORDINANCE

BE IT ORDAINED by the Doard of Representatives of the
City of Stemford, that Articles II and III of Chapter
30 in the Code of General Ordinances and which deals
with Carnivals, Circuses and Wild West Shows are hereby
repealed, and

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED by the Board cf Representatives
of the City of Stamford, that no Carnivals, Circuses or
Wild Weat Shows shall be conducted, operated or performed
within the City of Stamford.

MR. KELLY said he strongly disagrees with Mr. Nolan that property is no longer
available for these Circuses and Shows.

MK. FREDERICES called attention to S8ection 12 of Article II on Carnivals. (See
page 146 of Code of General Ordinances)

i R |
4"!":
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MR. NOLAN: "If, in the future, Mr. Predericks would read the State astatute, he would
understand what I mean and we would not be wasting the time of this meeting.”

MR, FREDERICKS: "I don't think this Board should move a thing cf this sort without
first giving it comsiderable thought and without the members having an opportunity
to study it." :

MR, FREDERICKS MOVED that this be Te-committed to Committee for further study.
Seconded by Mr. Longo.

MR. NOLAN restatasd his motion that no Carmivals, Circuses or Wild West Shows be per-
mitted in tha City of Stamford. (No seconder)

VOTE taken on Mr. Fredericks' motion and CARRIED.

All matters on the Agenda under Legislative & Rules Committee having been disposed
of, Mr., Raiteri took up the following, which had been deferred umtil last.

(7) Resolution requesting State funds, flood ares, West Main Street, Urban Remewal
Area.

MR, RAITERI said he would now yield the floor to Mr. Milano, Chairman of the Special
Comnittee, prxeviously authorized to study the Urban Redevelopment Project and the
proposad resolution which was presented at the last meeting.

MR. MILANO presented the following report of his Committee:

Majority Report of the Special Gommittee .of the Bbard of
Representatives which was appointed by President Geoxrge V.
Connors, tc investigate the Urban Redevelopment Project in
the 4th voting district of Stamford's West Silde.

Jan. 4, 1957

Fellcw members of the Board of Representatives:

After four separate meetings and 16 hours of testimony, pro and
con, relative to the merits and demerits of the proposed West
S:lde Urban Redevelopment Project, five of our six members, namely:
Chairman Joseph P. Milano of the 3xd District, Gerald J. Rybnick
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 to the proposal as it now
atands. Irving Snyder of the First District, is opposed t= the
plan presented, but favors accepting the offer of the State to
earmark funds for a mutually agreed upon plan.

The majority of the Committea voted against the proposal for the
following reasons:

(1) By an actual count, 95% of the people living in this 4th
District are oppcsed to the project as present:ed, and we
honor the opinion of the residents.

(2) Specifically, the Urban Redevelopment Commiseion proposal
is to tear down a large portion of the buildings in the
58 1/2 acree inmvolved, and erect in their stead six to ten
sl:ory apartments, \d.th rental costs cf $35 per room. Con-
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(3)

)

()

(6)

(7)
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sidering the fact that less than 1% cf these people have
sufficient income to mansge thies rent, the 650 families
involved would be forced to leave the District, and doubla
up with other families, or be forced to leave the City.

Considering the fact that we already have 400 families still
not housed, as a result of the Thruway, it hardly seems like
the right time to put 650 more families on the streets.

As the Urban Redevelopment Commigsicn'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 necessarily build two additional schools in this area. All
other facilities, such as sewage disposal facilities, must also
be trebled.

Considering the opinion of Stamford's Planning Director, Mr.
Walter Wachter, that ",....Apartment houses cost the City oore
than they contribute in taxes'", we question the wisdom of this
additicnal tax burden.

Mayor Quiglay, in a recent statement relative to the merits of
the coming of American Hachihe & Foundry to the City of Stamford,
sail: "The fellow who builds the p‘lahtn, pays the taxes and pays
for the govermment."” To our Mayor's thoughts we would like to
add that in order to bufld the plants in the first place, we
must be able to house the men and women who work in these plants,
and we defeat this possibility when we offer these workers
apattments at $35 per roan. &

The money ($2&2 500. 00) which the State of Comnecticut will ear-
marit for the City of' ¢ Stamford, under a flood relief program for
thils'area, 1% available to the City of Stamford only if we
involve the entire 58 1/2 acres of land in question.

With these several considerations in mind, this Spacial Committeq
of the Board of Representatives does hereby REJECT THE PROPOSAL COF

THE

UBRBAN RBDEVEIJJHEHT GOM‘!ISSION .

BE IT RHSOLVED AND IT IS HEREPY RESOLVED, that the Board of Represen~
tatives hereby authorizes' the termination of the Urban Renewal Pro-
ject on Stamford's WestSide, and I so move.

Respectfully submitted,
Urban Renewal Comtttee Board of Repreaentatives
Jack HcI.aughIin, Secretary
Joseph P. Milano, Chairman
Gerald J. Rybnick
Themas J, Topping
Clifford Waterbury

MR. MILANO MOVED to reject the propcsed resolution of the Urban Redevelopment Com-
Seconded by Mr. Waterbury and Mr. Longo.

mission.

Mr. Murphy urged that this money not be thrown away and read a prepared statement to
this effect.

Mr. Nolan said he concurred with Mr, Murphy and said he thought the resolution

2109



January 7, 1957 1471
iteself can do no harm,

VOTE taken on Mr. Milano's motion to RBJECT the proposed resolutidn and CARRIED by
a vote of 34 in favor and two opposed.

. ¥
MR, BAKER introduced the following resolution and MOVED its adoption. Seconded by
Mr. Predericks.

'RESOLUTION N0, 249
WHEREAS, at a p‘u];J]_._ig meating of the citizens of a
certain section of the City of Stamford, certasn

allegations were made concerning the policies and
practices of the Urban Hedevelopment Commission; and

WHEHEAS, said allegations were purportaedly supported
by documented facts; and

WHEREAS, such afl‘.&g%tion’s, if proven to be factual,
would garipusly impair the effectiveness of the Urban
Redevelopment ‘Commission in the undertaking of further
projects within the commumity,

BE IT RESOLVED, AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board
of Baprgse’:;tativea of the City of Stamford, that:

Pursuant to the powers granted to said Board by Section
204,2 of the Stamford Charter, a committee of four members
of the Board shall be appointed by the President thereof,
with the advice and counsel of the Majority and Minority
Leaders thereof, the function of which Committee shall be

.1 to make a full and complete imvestigation intc the poli-
cles and practices of said Urban Redevelopment Commission
to determine whether or not said Commission has acted in
a fair and lawful manner in all of its proceedings.

Supplementing the above, it was requested that the following lettexr, from the Chaiz-
man of the Urban Redevelopment Commission be introduced:,

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONWECTICUT

Urban Rede;velopment January 7, 1957
Commingion
459 Main Street

Mr. George V. Comnors, President
Board of Representatives

City Hall

Grug b . bStemford, Connecticut

Dear Mr. Connors:

Certain charges have been made which allege unfair and un~
lawful practices on the part of the Urban Redevelopment
Comaigsion in acquiring property aund relocating site occupants
from the Bast Meadow Redevelopment Area. Thesea allegations

! dre completely false. Tje ¢harges are of such a nature that
21 1) ndequate response can only be made by citing the details of
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the particular cases involved, although fairness to the indi-
viduals concerned requires :hat theee case histories should not
be apensd for public imspection and discussion.

It ﬂ" important that the Board of Representatives and the publie
be fully informed of the policies and practices which were, in
fact, pursued by the Commigsion during the course of the Rast
Meadow Project. We, therefore, requast that the Board of Rep-
mesentatives, acting in a Committee of the Whole, or in amy other
manner to be determined by the Board, investigate the charges
which have been made and examine thoroughly the relocation end
land acquisition practices of this Coomission in the East Meadow
Project. The public interest rquim such an investigation.

We urge that the Board of Representatives act upon this matter at
the parliest poesibla tima. ek {7 .

Very truly yours,

. John Allison, Chairman
URBAN REDEVRLOPMENT COMMISSION

Mr. Longo was axcused at Fh:l.n I:}ma,

VOIE tsken on Resolution No. 249 and CARRIED i:y unanimous vote of those present,
being 35 in tho absence of Mr. Lomgo.

MR, MILANO MOVED t'or suspension, of the Tulgs. in order. to introduce & raesolution.
Seconded by Mr. Georgoulis and’&ARn.mb uvnanimously.

MR, MILANO MOVHD for adoptionm of the following reaalut:l.on. S8cconded by Mr., Water-
bury. ; . : o

BE m.i"RBSDLVED ARD IT IS HEREDY RB&JLVBD by the Board of

Reprusentatives of the City of Stamford; that

The Eioard of Bepruantativéa hereby Quthbﬁ;aa the texrmina-
tion of the Urban Renewal Project on the West Side.

MR. BAITERI MOVRD that the matter be Tabled. Seconded by Mr. Predericks and CARRIED
by 2 vote of 23l in favor and 12 opposed.

MR. GEORGOULIS voiced the thanks of the Doard for the excellent work done by the
Special Coamittee on Urban Redevelopment.

Appointments Committee:

ME, GEORGOULIS, Chairman, read the qualifications of each candidate for appointment,
as listed below and MOVED for approval of each, which were duly seconded and CARRIED
by vote as nmoted below:

(1) Appointmaent, JOHN R, BOYD, Democrat, to DOARD OF TAX REVIEW, term expiring
December 1, 1960. GABRIRD by vota cf aﬁ in favor and 1 opposed.

(2) Appointment, WILLIAM W. DGIE Dunocrat. to BOARD OF TAX HEVIEW. (Replacing
ferafid J. Rybnick) Tarm e:pj.rl.ng Dacember 1, 1957. CARRIED by unanimous vote
o favor. 3

<111



January 7, 1957 1473

(3) Appointmant, PETBR J. SILEO, Democrat, to BOARD OF TAX REVIEW, term expiring M
December 1, 1961. CAKRIED by vote of 32 in favor, 2 opposed and 1 ballot void. | !

(4) Appo:l.ntmmt, HARRY E. TERHUWE, to'URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION (Replacing
Frank X. Lennon). Term expiring August 7, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 33 in favor
and 2 ballots void.

(5) Appointment, Hugh Mathews, Democrat, to PARKING AUTHORITY, (To be reappointed).
Term expiring January 1, 1960. CARRIED by vote of 34 in favor and 1 ballot void.

(6) Appointmant, ALEXANDER R, KLAHR, Democrat, to ZONING DOARD. Term expiring
December 1, 1961. CARRIERD by vote of 31 in favor, 2 opposed and 2 ballots void.

(7) Appointment, JOHN J, DENHAM, Demncrat, to PLANNING DOARD. (To be rte-appointed)
Term expz’.ring DecanLer 1, 1961 CARRIED by vote of 32 in favor and 2 opposed.

(8) Appointmunt .\.IRS ' DINDLEY GILLESPIE, Republican, to PARK COMMISSION. (To f£ill
vacancy of John R, Power) Temm e:rpiring December 1, 1960. CARRIED by vote of
24 in favor and 11 cpposed.

(9) Appointments;) J, WALTER KBNNEDY, Democrat, to PARK COMMISSION. Temrm expiring
December.'1; 1961,  CARRIED by vote of 34 in favor and 1 ballot void.

(10) Appointment, SALVATORE CATINQ, Republican, to SEWER COMMISSION. (To replace
Michael J. Sweeney) Term axpiring Decembet 1, 1959. CARRIED by vote of 34 in
favor and 1 opposed.-

|

Note: Mr. Georgoulis explained that another appointment
to the Sewer Commission, Mr, William T. Troy, cannot
be considered at this time becausc the Committee was —
unable to interview him.

(11) Appointment, SHEEMAN H, DLAKE, Democrat, tc BOARD OF TAXATION. (To be re-
appointed). Term expiring December 1, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 31 in favor and
4 opposed;

(12) Appeintment, THOMAS BURNES, Democrat, tc DOARD OF TAXATION, {(To replace Harold
H. Rowe) Term expiring December 1, 1958. CARRIED by unanimous vote of 35 in
favor.

(13) Appointment, EDWARD J, FRATTAROLI, Reépublican, to FLOOD AND EROSYON CONTROL BOARD
(To be reappointed) Term expiring December 1, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 33 in
favor and 2 void.

(14) Appointment, ANTHONY W, WALSH, Democrat, to ZONING DCARD OF APPEALS. (To be re-
appointec) Term expiring December 1, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 28 in favor and
7 opposedl.

Note: Mr. Georgoulis explained that the name of Roger
0! Connor, <to be appcinted as a member of the Bubbard
Heights Golf Commissicn had been withdrawn. (See
Mzyor's letter under communications from Mayor)

(15) Appointment, FREDERICX M. LIONE, Republican, to PUBLIC WELFARE COMMISSION. (To

be reappainted) Term expiring December 1, 1959. CARRIED by unanimous vote of
35 in favor.

(16) Appointwent, SAMUEL M. GOLD, Democrat, to BCARD CF RECREATICN., (To be re-
- B
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appointed) Term expiring Daecember 1, 1961. CARRIED by vote of 34 in favor and
1 opposed.

MR, KAMINSKI MOVED that the next ordexr of business, namely, Public Works Committee
report, be daferred until after the Health & Protection Committee report. Seconded
by Mrs, Zuckert and CARRIED unanimously.

Health & Protection Committee:

Re: Closing of Precinct Two.
MR, MILANO presented the following report of his Committee:

REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE MEBTING
BEGARDING CLOSING OF PRECINCT 2

Two months ago the Legislative & Rules and Health & Protection

Comnlttees met with the Chief of Police in regards to ‘the pro-

posel made by the Board of Public Safety to thie Board to Close
Precinct Two.

After meeting with the Chief, both committees recomitend the
approval of the recommendation of the Safaty Board that Precinct
Two ba closed.

The quaestion of the closing of Precinct Two was recommitted to
comuittee to allow time for the Chief of Police to meet with
the District Rapresentatives of the country area for more
definite information as to the amount of police protection to
be: provided in'the event this Precinct is closed.

With the Board's permission, I would like to call on the
Secratary of the S8afety Board and Captain Herbert of the Police
Department, in the ebsence of both Chief Kinsella, who is 111,
atd Commissioner Donshue, who is away at the present time, in
order that they may give a full report to the Board in regards
tc: the protection to the outlying districts.

Joseph P. Milano,
Chairman

Health & Protection Committee

MR. MILANO MOVED to hear from representatives of the Safety Board, Mr. Joseph
Czescik, and Mr. Clement. Raitaeri, Br. and Captain Herbert and Lt. Gavigen of the
Police Department, in regard torclouns of Precinect Two.

Mr. Czescik spoke first. He asaumd the Board that the people in the area formerly
served by Precinct Two will not bave police protecticn curtailed because of the
consolidation of police activities under one roof. However, he stressed the need
for more manpower, He said that last year they had requested that 32 men be added
to the police department, and instead got 4. He said: "We feel that st least 25
move men ari: needed to adequataly handle the work."

Captain Herlert spoke next. He stated that we have better supervision by having a
central headquarters and by closing Precinct Twc, better economy is maintained,

Lt. Gavigan, from the Records Bureau, spoke next and gave figuras compiled by the

<1108
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Bureau. He said: "OQur efficiency has gained by cutting down the supervision in
Precinct Two by saving 904 man hours, or 225 man hours a week, or 32 hours per day.
We save the labor of four men (approximately) by having the headquarters centralized
in one building."

MR. FREDERICKS: "What bothers us in the old Tcwn District is in not having certain
patrolmen and certain cars designated specifically for that District." '

LT. GAVIGAN: "There was an educational program during the past yesr and one half
which was undertaken in order to familiarize all the men with the District.”

MR, RAITERI seid it was his undecstanding that approximately 257 more man hours will
be allotted to Precinet dIwa by closing the old building.

MR, KETCHAM: "'The whole Town area comprises 80% of the area in Stamford. It would
figure oyt .that 8%iaf the Police Department is assigned to cover 80% of the City.
That does not (saesm fair to me."

MR, VITTI: "The whole sclution is that the Police Department need more men and they
also need more money."

LT. GAVIGAN: "From July 20th to August 20th, 1956 the total number of man hours
worked in Procinct Two was 3,016, The supervisory man hours was 904. When a Desk
Sergeant is on. the desk, he replaces a total of 1,730 man hours on patrol. From
August 20th to September 20th, 11956 men cn actual radio patrel wers 2,468 man hours
in comparison to 1,730 bafore Central Headquarters was establighed.”

MR, KETCHAM: "Is the Town areca today receiving the same protection ms they were
during 39517"

LT, GAVIGAN: "In my opinion they are tecaiving better protection than they were in
1951 and 1952." He cited figures to prove this fact.

MR, TOPPING: "I am wondering if the Lt, cculd furnish this Board with the data that
he has just given to us verbally. 1, for one, would like to be able tu sit down at
my leisure and study the figures."

MR. KAMINSKI: "It has definitely been proven to us this cvening that we are now
getting better protection than we were previously., At this peint I think we should
consider whether it is advisable to close Precinct Two,"

MR. HUIZINGA: “There is one point that I want to get across to Cap. Herbert. Before
consolidation we had 30 or more men avallable at Precinct Two. The thing that con-
cerns me is that I want some basic figureb to take back to the pecple that I re-
present. The people in my District think they are petting less protection than they
were previously. We would like to be ablebto 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 gur people.”

MR, LEWISi: "It might help us to get a dafinition of a Precinet.” He called attention
to page 33 of the Charter and said he thought clarificaticn might be given to the
Board by the Corporation Counsel. He MOVED to hear from the Corporation Counsel as
to what defines the Pulice Department and a Precinct.

MH., HANRZHAN spoke briefly and said that this was rather difficult to do because
almost from the beginning of the Charter the personnsl began to change. He said in
1951 the Legislaturc ameaded the Charter by creating a 40 hour week which also

made the nced for additional men more acute. He said the two police departments have
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been merged, making the whole thing available to the entire city to be om call all
of the time, i

MR, RAITERI, SR, pointed out to Mr. Ketcham that in 1951 there were not as many men
on duty in ?recinct Two as he claimed. '

MR, MILANO said it was the recommendation of the Health & Protaction Committee that
Precinct Two be closed and so MOVED. Seconded by Mr, Raiteri.

MR, HUIZINGA MOVED to recommit to Committee. Seconded by Mr., Topping.
VOTE taken on voting on the previous question and LOST, 19 opposed and 16 in favor.

MR, TOPPING said that before he maskes up his mind on this question he would like to
see the figures from the Police Department.

MR. FREDERICKS called attention to Resolution No. 246 on page 1410 of the November
7, 1956 Minutes in which this information was requested by the Board.

VOTE taken on Mr. Huizinga's motion to recommit to committce. LOST, 17 in favor
and 18 opposed.

MR, FREDERICKS MOVED the original question. 8Seconded by Mr. Kaninski.

MR, MURPHY MOVED to lay on the table. Seconded by Mr. Nolan and CARRIED by unani-
mous vote.

MR, TOPPING MOVED that the data requested from the Police Department be submitted.
Secondad by Mr. Hearing and CARRIED unanimously.

Mr., Vitti, Mr, Barry and Mrs. Bankowski left at 11:55 P.M.

Public Worls Committee:

Mr. Topping, Chaiman, presented the following report of his Committee:

REPORT OF PUDLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
(Presented at Jan. 7, 1957 Doard meeting)

Bacause of the number of meetings and holidays in the last
month, no scheduled meeting of this comnittee was held.
Talephone contacts were made with the following members:
Vincent Vitti, Allan Ketcham and Anthony Kolich. They are
all in agreement with this report.

All Fiecol matters on the Agenda, alsc referred to this Com-
mittee are recommended for approval,

The Committee received a letter from Mr. Hanrshan re Loveland
Rioad.

Letter from Planning Doard re Cove Dam,
Letter from Citizens Committee for Improvement of Cove Pond.
The Public Works Committee requests permission from the Doard

of Representatives to make a fact-f uding study of such a

A suarvey as requested by the Citizens Committee, it's findings
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to be reported to the Board of Representatives at a later
date.

Respectfully submitted,

Thomas J. Topping, Chairman
Public Works Committee

(1) Carbon copy of letter dated Dec, 11, 1956 from CORPORATION Coumsel rz Loveland
Road.

MR, TOPTING presented the following letter for information:

C
o]
P
Y December 11, 1956

The American Homes Construction Co. Inc.
174 Turner Road
Stamford, Conn.

The Yorkshire Indemmnity Company of New York
90 John Street
New York 38, New York

Gentlenmen:

I have been instructed to advise you that
because of your continued negligence to perform your
obligetion to the City of Stamfourd and its Planning
Doard under the terns of a sub-division and perform-
ence bond dated Qctober, 13, 1953, the developar is
declared to be in Jdefault.

Thervefore, unless immediate and satisfac-
tory arrangements are made with the City of Stamford
and its Planning Doard for the completi-n of the work
under this agreement, in accordance with its termw,

I have been imstructed'tc institute an action on the
bond end te take such other steps as may be available
for requiring the principal personally toc complete
the agreement obligations.

Very truly yours,

John M. Hanrahan
Corporation Counsel
JMH:A

{2) Waivers t- strect pavement requirements pranted L'y Planning Doard.

MR. TOPPING presented the following letter from Mr. Wachter, Planning & Zoning
Director for the information of the Doaord:

21h
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CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

October 25, 1956

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

Dear Mr., Connors:

Pursuant to Mr. Topping's suggestion, the following
information is sent to you in regard to walvers to street
pavement requirements granted by the Planning Board.

Since July, 1954, the Planning Board has not required
a minioun pavement width of 30 £t. for subdivisions in the
Acre zones; the minimum requirement in such eones being
26 ft,, except that waivers have been granted to allow for
a 22 ft, pavement depending upon the merits of each request.

On March 8, 1955 the Planning Board adopted another
standard to insure equal treatment in acre zones for all
developers, by not granting waivers to the 26 ft, pavement
width when the average lot eise in the subdivision is less
than one and one-half (1%) acre, except in the case of a
short dead end street that can 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 case where said requested waivers apply to a2 dead
end street of relatively short length which canpot be
extended,

It is supgested that the application for acceptance
petitions be modified by adding request for information on
any walvers granted. Such information relating to waivers
can be confirmed with the City Eogineer, since he is
notified of such waivers and estimates the performance bond
accordingly. |

Granting of such walvera 18 one of several mediums
used by the Planning Board to preserve the rural character-
istics of our back-country areas.

Very truly yours,

STAMFORD PLANNING BOARD

Walter A. Wachter
Planning & Zoning Director

WAW: amv
encl. -~ 1 copy
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restcration of Cove Pond Dam, dated September 4, 1956

(3) Letter from Mr. Wachter, Planning & Zoning birector re Petiticn concerning [:}
MR. TOPPING presented the following letter for information:
CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT
December 6, 1956
Mr. George Connors, President
Board of Representatives

City of Stamford, Comnecticut

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 ite meeting held on December 4, 1956, it
reviewed your memorandum 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 improvement of Cove Pond, also
referred to this Board,

Very truly yours, {~w
STAMFORD PLANNING BCARD

Walter A. Wachter
Planning & Zoning Director

WAW:amv

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

MR. TOPPING presented the following letter for information:
CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

December 6, 1956

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

Re: Memorendum referred to the Planuning Board
concerning petition dated September 25, 1956 P
from Citizens Coumittee for Improvement of Cove
Pond. 5'

PR I BN
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Dear Mr., Connors:

The Planning Beard has instructed me to advisge
you that, at its meeting on December 4, 1956, it
reviewed the above captioned subject, and assures
your Board that the matter, with particular reference
to paragraph 1A in said petition, will be discussed
with the City Engineer, for possible inclusion in the
Capital Budget of the next fiscal year.

Very truly yours,
BTAMFORD PLANNING BOARD

Waltar A. Wachter
Planning & Zoning Director

WAW :amv

(5) Letter fren Citizens Committee for Improvement of Cove Pond dated Dec. 26, 1956
{addressed to Mr. Topping)

CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR IMPROVEMENT OF COVE POND
Stanford, Connecticut

December 26, 1956

Public Works Committee

Board of Representatives

28 Lenox Avenue

Glenbrook, Coon. Re: Cove Pond - Cove Dam

{_J Mr. Thomas J. Topping, Chairman

Dear Mr. Topping:

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

Our Committee has been informed that the State
Water Policy Commission has decided to take no further action on the subject

until an englneering study has been made and some definite recommendations
made concerning it.

It is our understanding that Stamford is holding up the
proposal of an independent engineering survey, preferring that a complete
study be madi by the U. S. Army Bngincers.

We respectfully request that you and the other members
of the Public Works Committee arrange to see that a survey is made wirhout
delay, either by an independent engineering consultant or the U. §. Army

Engineers. Continued delay only means further erosion and larger Cove Pond
mud flats,

= As you undoubtedly know, the Westcott Cove dredging pro-
| | <+1 yjject was in the making for approximately ten years. Therefore,
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it may take years before Cove Pond becomes the very much needed small boat
basin the people of this area have baen visualizing since 1938. To permit
Cove Pond to continue to waste away for even one more summer would be
criminal neglect on the part of our town fathers.

The mcdified dam proposed by Mr, A. C. Wall of Noroton
Manor Property Owmers Association, would be inexpensive, would halt ercsion
and mud flats and, as we understand it, would not hinder complete dredging
of the Pond for a small boat bcsin should & survey favor dredging,

Your teport to the Board of Representatives meeting held
November 7, 1956, recomuended that this year's Capital Budget include
repairing and/or rebuilding Cuve Pond Dam to retain enough water in the
Pond to cover the mud flats at low water., Has this been done?

You alsc recommended that the 1957 Storm Drain program
take in improvement of the present inadequate storm drainage system along
Weed Avenue,

What action has been taken by the various boards to
which you referred these and the other matters cutlined in our petition?
If no action has been taken, why?

Vary truly yours,

Mrs. William E. Barry
Secretary

cc to: Mayor Quigley

MR. TOPPING said the Public Works Committee requests permission from the Board to
make a fact-finding study, as requested in above letter from the Citizens Committee
for Improvement of Cove Pond, the findings of this Committee 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 adjourn 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, scconded by Mr. Waterbury and unanimously CARRIED, it
gaa decidad to adjourn the meeting at 12:05 A.M. to Monday, Jaonuary 14, 1957 at
:00 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

e
//{( 77?6’/ (ol

~

George VfrCcnnors,
President
Board cf Representatives



