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A regular meeting of the Board of Representatives of the City of Stamford, Conn. was
held on Monday, May 6, 1957, in the Cafeteria of the Walter Dolan Jr. High School,
Toms Road, Glenmbrook. The meeting was called to order by the President, Mr. George
V. Connors, at 8:15 P.M.

INVQCATION was given by Rev. Daniel M. Estok, Pastor, Trinity Lutheran Church, Sea-
side Avenue.

ROLL CALL was taken by the Clerk. There were 37 present and 3 absent, Mr. Czupka
and Mr. Kaminski arriving a little late. The absent members were: William Brett,
Jack McLaughlin and Mrs. Zuckert. (Mrs. Zuckert on vacation)

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - Meeting of April 1, 1957

MR, RHOADES called attention to page 1544, his remarks at top of page, and asked
that the following words be added after the first sentence: "I was thus able to sece
a very efficient Board of Recreation playground in operation."

MR. KETCHAM called attention to page 1547, his remarks. He asked to have his
remarks corrected. He said he did not speak against granting this privilege to a
private individual, but in view of the fact that it is a violation of the City
Charter or Ordinances, some consideration should be given to granting the request.
He also referred to page 1552 and asked that it be amended to read "regarding
vacation and sick leave policies for all paid city personnel.”

MR. FREDERICKS: "The vote was taken on all paid City persomnel."

MR, FREDERICKS MOVED to accept the Minutes as corrected. Scconded by Mr. Hearing
and CARRIED unanimously. )

ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES - Meeting of April 17, 1957. |

MR, BAKER MOVED for acceptance of the Minutes. Seconded by Mrs. Bankowski and
CARRIED unanimously.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Steering Commictee

MR. CONNORS, Chairman, read the following Minutes of the Committee and MOVED for
approval. Seconded by Mr. Fredericks and CARRIED unanimously.

STEERING COMMITTEE REPORT
Meeting held April 22nd, 1957

The Steering Committee of the Board of Representatives met in the Mayor's
Office, City Hall, at 8:10 P.M. on Monday, April 22nd, 1957.

The following members were present: George V. Connors, Chairman, Alanson
Fredericks, George Georgoulis, John Macrides, Irving Snyder, Robert Lewis,
Clement Raiteri, Jr,, Stephen Kelly, Norton Rhoades, Rutherford Huizinga
and Vincent Vitei. Mr. Topping attended the meeting, but not as a

member of the Steering Committce.

The absent members were: Joseph Milano, William Kaminski, Jcseph Iacovo
(due to illness) and Helen Peatt.
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May 6, 1957
The following matters were acted upon:

(1) Proposed resclution presented by Mr. Topping at the April lst Board
meeting and referred to the Steering Committee:

WHEREAS, requests have been made for increased benefits, to
be paid out of the Police and Fire Pension Funds, and
according to an investigation made by Mr. George B. Buck,
dated March 31, 1955, the Police and Fire Pension Funds cannot
pay any more benefits, and

WHEREAS, the Police and Fire Pension Funds cannot continue to
pay the present requirements unless they are put on a sound
financial basis, and

BE AND IT HEREBY IS RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of
the City of Stamford that the Trustees of the Police and Fire
Pension Funds are hereby requested to take all necessary steps
at the earliest possible moment, to recommend the placing of
the Police and Fire Pension Funds on a sound actuarial basis,
so that they can and will meet present and future pension re-
quirements.

MR, FREDERICKS MOVED that this resolution be placed on the Agenda for the
May 6th Board meeting, and that the following letter be written to the
Mayor and submitted to the Board for approval at the same time. Seconded
by Mr. Smyder and CARRIED unanimously:

‘"We, the members of the Board of Representatives, view with
alarm the reports that some of the pension funds of the City
of Stamford are not on a sound actuarial basis and we respect-
fully request the Mayor to initiate such action as is necessary
to place such funds on a sound actuarial basis.”

(2) Petiticn from Jr. Chamber of Commerce re "Fair in the Square" Presented
at April l1st Board meeting and referred back to Parks & Recreation
Committee for further study.

Two members from the Jr. Chamber of Commerce were invited to address the
meeting, at the request of Mr. Kelly, Chaigmpan, Parks & Recreation Com-
mittee, to explain more fully their plans for the proposed Fair. Mr.
Raymond Monahan, Co-Chairman, presented the following letter:

April 22, 1957
Board of Representatives
City Hall

Stamford, Conn.

Gentlemen: Re: “Fair-in~the-Squars"

Referring to our letter of March 18, 1957 requesting issuance of a
permit for the presentation of "Fair-in-the-Sguare”, we wish to
make the following amendments to our original propusal:

(1) Cancel plan to use property located at the Northeast
corner of Summer and Broad Streets.



A

+ 5
)’:a"LL

May 6, 1957 1558

(2) No Sunday performance of music, dance or drama to start
before 2:00 P.M.

(3) Close off Bedford Strect to all vehicular traffic on the
two days of the Fair.

(4) Request issuance of an cdditional permit for the 7th and
8th of June, in the event inclement weather forces can-
cellation of Fair on the original dates.

These amendments reflect en effort on the part of the two sponsoring
organizations to comply with some of the requirements and recommenda-
tions of the Board members.

Very truly yours,

{signed) Raymond D. Monahan
Co-Chairman
“"Fair-in-the-Square"

MR. LEWIS explained that he was one of the members of the Bedford Street
Association and stated it was his understanding, when this matter was be-
fore their Association, that there would be no closing off of Bedford
Street. He also stated that it would create a bottleneck traffic con-
dition, because of the great amount of traffic in the vicinity of Walton
Park.

MR, MONAHAN explained that this had been discussed with the Bedford
Association, 30 members being present at the mecting and his plan had
been approved by a vote of 13 to 2 in favor.

MR, LEWIS said he recalled that no approval was given for the closing off
of Bedford Street and thought the recommendations of the Chief of Police
should be cbtained in order to clarify just how traffic and parking would
be handled.

MR, FREDERICKS suggested that a certified copy of the resolution of the
Bedford Street Association be cbtained in regard to their approval of the
cutting off of Bedford Street to all traffic on these two days, and also
that the Chief of Police be consulted.

CHIEF OF POLICE KINSELLA was summoned to the meeting and appeared at 9:00
P.M. He explained how traffic could be handled in the event Bedford Strect
should be closed.

MR. KELLY said he would probably call a meeting of his Committee next week
and would appreciate having all information before them at that time, so
they could bring their recommendations before the Board at the next meeting.

(3) Letter dated April 18, 1957 from the Stamford Recreation Boxing Club,
requesting the use of the Elm Street School Building.

Referred ta Parks & Recreation Committee and Public Works Committee.

(4Y Letter dated April 22, 1957 from Commissioner of Finonce, attaching
resolution approved by the Stamford Parking Authority, which authorizes
the Issuance of Parking revenue bonds by them in connection with the
acquisition of the new Bell Street parking lot.




b=

1559

e

ds

May 6, 1957

Referred to Fiscal Cofmittce and Legislative & Rules Committee.

In connection with the above, it was approved by unanimous vote that a
letter be written to the Chairman of the Parking Authority, requesting that
the Parking Authority submit a detailed financial report of operations and
statement of conditions for the past three fiscal years.

(5)

(6)

(7

(8)

&)

(10)

(11)

(12)

Letter dated April 11, 1957 from the Personnel Director im answer to
communication authorized by the Beoard at the 4pril lst meeting (See
Mr, Ketcham's motion on page 1552 of Minutes) in which be encloses
three copies of booklet on Civil Service Regulations.

Referred to Personnel Committee.

Letter dated April 22, 1957 from Building Inspector regarding inter-
pretaticn of Section 103 (7B) of the Building Code where the Board of
Representatives may waive certain provisions - Request from Sherwood,
Mills & Smith, architects, Iin letter dated April 16, 1957 to the Build-
ing Inspectcr re Springdale Laboratories of Time, Inc.

Referred to Legislative & Rules Committee.

letter dated April 17, 1957 from Mr. Irving G. Snyder, lst District
Representative requesting a report from Special Investigating Committee
appointed after Aupust 6, 1956 Board Meeting (tc investipate uses,
abuses and nuisances on all City-owned property and mesnu of enforce-
ment) in regard to 5 specific complaints.

Referred to Special Investigating Committee, Mr. Joseph Milano, Chairman.

Carbon copy of letter dated April 8, 1957 to Mayor Quigley from the
Shippan Pocint Assuciation requesting increased recreational facilities

in the City.

Copy eent tu Parks & Recreation Committee for information.

Petition from torth Stamford Congregatiomal Church to hold the usual
block dance, evening of Saturday .June 8th.

Referred to Parks & Recreation Committee.

Carbon copy of letter dated April 5, 1957 to Senator Wm. A. Purtell
from Mayor Quigley regarding snllocation of funds for Heliport.

For information only. Ordered filed.

Letter dated April 16, 1957 from Public Utilities Commission acknow-
ledging receipt of letter from the Board (authorized at the April ist
meeting) in regard to increased rates of the Telephone Company.

Placed on file.

Carbon copy of letter dated April 4, 1957 to State Represcntative
Webster Givens from Board of Finance regording actuarial evaluations
of pension systems for City.

Copy sent to Chairman of Fiscal Committee and ordered filed.
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(13) Letter from De Leo Brothers, Inc. to Chairman of Legislative & Rules
Committee, dated April 17, 1957, requesting enforcement of Ordinance
No. 57 Supplemental be done on a more realistic basis and citing
problems encountered.

Referred to Legislative & Rules Committee and Health & Protection
Committee.

(14) Memorandum from Secretary regarding official records in the files of
the Board of Representatives being removed from the office.

There was such discussion in regard to allowing the official records
of the Board Minutes to be taken out of the office and in the event where
a case is being tried in Court, to furnish copies of proceedings of the
Board which have to be certified and it was decided to go on record in re=-
gard to futurc procedure to be followed. The following procedure was
agreed upon by unanimous vote:

No copies cf any of the cfficlal records of the proceedings (Minutes)
of the Board of Representatives are to be removed from the offices
of the Board.

Those who wish information concerning proceedings of the Board may
do such research work as they deem necessary in the offices of the
Town Clerk of the City of Stamford, or in Ferguson Library, where
copies are provided for the use of the public,

Those who wish copies of the proceedings which they have determined
by the aforementioned research, should address their requests, in
writing, to the President of the Board of Representatives.

Be it further understocd that certified copies so authorized by
the President of the Board of Representatives shall be obtainable
by copies made on the coping machine in the office, at a price of
15¢ per page, payable upon delivery, It is also understood that
page numbers of the Minutes requested be furnished, so that no
research will be necessary by the Secretary of the Board.

(15) Trucks goinpg through red lights.

The above matter was brought to the attention of the Steering Com-
mittee by Mr. Topping and referred to the Legislative & Rules Committee.

(16) Expenses of Mr. Macrides attending Legislative Committee sessions in
repard tc Bills approved or disapproved by the Beard.

Mr. Macrides was instructed to present a bill for his expenscs, to be
processed in the usual way - necessitating a special appropriation as there
is no iten in the Dudget for travel or expenses for the Board.

There being no further business to bring before the Comnittee, upon MOTION,
duly seconced and CARRIED, the peeting was adjcurned =t 10:35 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

vf Gecrge V. Connors, Chairman
Steering Committee
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A motion was made, seconded and CARRIED by unanimous vote to APPROVE the report o
the Steering Committee and their recommendations.

Fiscal Committee:

MR. KAMINSKI, Chairman, requested that the report of his Comnittee be by-passed £«
the time being, until he had & chance to discuss the report with Mr. Bradbury, a

member of his Committee. His request was granted. { Gb daon

Legislative and Rules Committee:

MR. RAITERI presented the following report of his Committee and suggested that th
first item be deferred until later, because it had also been referred to the Fisci
Committee for consideration. This was agreed to unanimously.

REPORT OF
LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE
APRIL 1957

Meetings of the Legislative and Rules Committee were held on April 10, 17 and 24 |
jointly with the Health and Protection Conmittee on May 2, 1957. Mr. Raiteri pre
sided at the meetings of April 10 and 24 and May 2. Hr. Nolan was Chairman for tl
peeting of April 17. Mr. Baker acted as clerk for all meetings.

The meetings of April 10 and 17 were devoted to work on the Building Code. The o
ings of April 24 and May 2 were devoted to congideration of the agenda items for
Board meeting of May 6. Matters discussed and conclusions reached were as follow

1. Request from Commissioner of Finance re issuance of parking
revenue bonds (Mr. Morrissey's letter of April 22, 1957 -
{(see Attachment #1).

It was impossible for the Committee to determine from the
Cormissioner's letter exactly what action by the Board is
desired. If approval of the attached bond resclution is
desired, the Committee is not clear as to why such action
is needed since the Special Act which created the Parking
Authority vested in that agency authority to issue bonds.
Further, a compariscon of the wording of the resolution with
the Special Act discloses a number of discrepancies and the
Committee feels that they should be in exact agreement.

Because of these conditions, the Cotmittee is unable to
make any recommendation with respect to Mr. Morrisscy's
letter and agks that the matter be recommitted for clarification.

2. Request from Bldg. Inspector for Building Ccde waiver (Letter
of April 22, 1957 - (sce Attachment #2).

The Committee concurs in the opinion of the Inspector that the
Code is correct in its restriction against this type of
building but that an exception should be made in this case for
the rensons set forth in his letter and the attachment thereto.
It therefore recommends that gramting of the waiver be approved.

3. Complaint regarding problems encountered in enforcement of
Ordinance No. 57 Supp. Letter from Samuel P. Deleo - April 17, 1957 -
(see Attachment #3).

.t
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The Committee together with the Health and Protection Committee met
with the complainant and with Chief of Police Kinsella at Police
Headquarters, May 2, 1957.

After full discussion of the matter it was concluded that the
problem is one primarily of interpretation and that the Ordinance
as existing is basically sound. However, it was agreed that the
intent of the Ordinance would be clearer to all concerned by
minor amendment of one section. In addition, it was decided,

in view of the large number of violations/ occurring,; that the
penalties should be increased. Accordingly, the two Committées
jointly recommend the passage without prior publication of the
twc following amendments.

Subdivision c of Secction 1 Definitions be changed to read: -

c. Overloading: filling a vehicle in such a manner as will
cause the contents to spill onto the street. For this
purpose a vehicle shall not be comstrued to be overloaded
if it is filled in such a manner as to have the four sides
of the load four or more inches below the upper level of
the four sides of the body so that if and when the peak
of the load shifts in tramsit it will not overflow and
spill over the sides.

Section 6 be changed to read: -

6. Penalty: - All persons, firms and corporations, as
principals or agents, causing, participating in or in
any way responsible for any violation of this Ordinance
shall be severally guilty of such violation and shall
cach be fined not less than twenty-five dollars nor more
than one hundred dollars for each offense.

This Amended Ordinance as further amended shall take effect
upon the date of its enactment.

Proposed resolution regarding unaccepted city streets.

This matter was initiated by the Planning & Zoning Committece.
There are a large number of streets (in excess of 400) in the
City which have been open to public travel since priur to
consolidation which have never been asccepted as city streets
but which have been maintained at public expense. lany of
these are main thoroughfares. To clarify this situation it is
proposed to formally accept these streets as city streets
unless the owners thereof specifically request that they be
kept private.

In view of the large number it is proposed that this be done
in several steps.

This matter was discussed with the Planning Board and

Mr. Laureno, Secretary of that Board met with this Committee
on April 24, 1957 and informed us that the proposal had been
unanimously endorsed by that Board. It was suggested by

Mr. Laurenc that the appropriate date to be used would be April 16, 1950
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-uhich is the date when the Planning Board established standards for
the construction of city streets and set up the requirements for bonds.
the Conmittee concurs in this suggestion.

The Conmittee feels that this is a matter disposition of which is
long overdue. The expenditure of public funds on unaccepted streets
is opan to serious question and this technical sitvation will be
cleared by the proposal of the Planning and Zoning Committee. The
Legislative and Rules Committee recommends favorable action om the
proposal on this subject which the Planning and Zoning Committee will

preseat.

Respectfuliy submitted
E. B, BAKER
Clerk

Approvad

C. L. RAITERI JR

Chairman

May 6, 1957

(1) Request from Building Inspector for waiver of certain provisions of Building
Code in regard to construction at Springdale Lsboratories of Time, Inc.

MR. RAITERI presented the following two letters which had been referred to his
Committee:

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNWECTICUT
Bureau of Englneering

April 22, 1957

The Board of Representatives
City Hall
Stamfotd,_Conn.

Gent lemen:

On April 15, 1957, this department received plans which have been pre-
pared by Sherwood, Mills and Smith, Architects, to construct a new
building for expanding the facilities of the Springdale Laboratories,
a division of Time, Inc.

In studying these plans, they revealed that the construction faslls in
the category of "Unprotected Metal Construction' as set forth under
definitions of our Ccde, which is not permitted in the fire limits in
Stamford.

Where there can be no doubt as to the interpretation of the meaning of
this definition, I do have my doubts if it was ever intended for this
type of construction, because it is something that is comparatively
new, at least new since our Code was written.

L



May 6, 1957 1564

“"Unprotected Metal Construction"” as we have always known, is that type
which 1s constructed of light steel and covered on the outside with
corrugated metal or asbestos sheets, which have no value, except that
it forms an enclosure from the weather and is used almost entirely
because it is cheap to construct. :

I believe that the Code 18 correct in its restriction against this type
of building; however, I also balieve that some exception should be made
in this case, as the type of construction shown on the plans is not of
the type just mentioned: but o very high type in ith clase and extremely
essential for the use for which it is intended. : :

SECTION 103 (7 B) of the Building Code

"Where there are practical difficulties in corrying out any provision
of the State Building Code, or of any rule lawfully adopted thereunder,
the Building Official, with the approval of the local legislative body,
may vary or modify such provision upon an application to him therefor
in writing by the owner of the premises affected or his authorized
agent; provided such modification is not in conflict with the spirit of
the law, the best interests of public health and safety, or justice to
all parties concerned, and provided the particulars of each application
and the decision thereon shall be entered upon the permanent records of
the Building Official.”

It is generally a difficult problem to determine just what are practical
difficulties in carrying out any provision of the Building Code, or any
rule lawfully adopted thereunder. However, I personally feel that this
is one case where the above section could be applied justly. Therefore,
I am appealing to your Honorable Body for your good judgment and guidance
in this very important matter.

I do not wish to rush you, but time is also an important factor here, and
I trust you will decide this matter without delay.

Enclosed is a copy of a letter of explanation which I requested from the
architects, and I am sure that Mr. VonBrock, who prepared the plans, will
be glad to meet with you, or your committee, and explain the matter in
detail, as he did to me, if you so wish.

Respectfully yours,
(signed)

A. V. Swinnerton,
Building Inspector
Enclosure

SHERWOOD, MILLS AND SMITH, ARCHITECTS
65 Broad Street, Stamford, Conn.

April 16, 1957
849

Mr. Arthur V. Swinnerton

Building Inspector

City of Stamford, Comnecticut Re: Paper Pilot Plant
Springdale Laboratories,
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Dear Mr. Swinnerton: Time, Inc.

In answer to your request, we submit the following comments in regard to
the above project.

The paper pilot plant as designed will provide ﬁq; ;ahgfggbﬁy'ggé pilot
scale research for the manufacture of paper. The very nature af such re-
search operations demaends the utmost in flexibility, and the building
must provide the same degree of flexibility as the process.

With this in mind, the floor panels have been designed so that they can
be removed to facilitate the installation of new equipment, and the wall
construction is of the "curtain" type to provide for the same access.

The manufacture of paper, even on pilot scale, is, to a great extent, a
water process; therefore a material that not only is impervious to water
but does not absorb it is required. Masonry does not meet this requirement.

A Crane has also been provided that required a structural steel frame with
special bracing to counteract moving loads. A masonry wall bearing building
would not have been practical in this instance. Therefore, to satisfy the
code, a masonry wall 12" thick would have had to be provided, completely
free of the structural system, and would have been merely a curtain wall.

The type of wall construction we propose, consists of an insulated sandwich
panel of corrugated aluninum inside face, 1-1/2" fibreglass insulation and
heavy formed aluminum exterior face, fastened to the structural steel girt
system by means of welded stainlegs steel studs with repovable heads. This
type of curtain wall construction is completely incombustible and is widely
ugsed for industrial buildings throughout the country. The following is

a partial list of recent buildings of this type in the State of Connecticut:

A. R. MNilson, Shelton, Conn,

Bullard Company, Fairfield, Conn.

Conn. Light & Power, Middleton, Conn.

Conn, Light & Power, New London, Conn,
Conn, Adament Plaster Co., New Haven, Conn.
Adley Express Co., New Haven, Conn.
Scoville Menufacturing, New Milford, Conn.
Alccrt Co,., Waterbury, Conn.

I. Hersham & Co., New Haven, Conn,

Metal Controls Co., Windsor Locks, Conn.
Pratt & Whitney, East Hartford, Conn,

Pratt & Whitney, North Haven, Conn.
Sikorsky Aircraft, Stratford, Conn,
Hamilton Standard Propeller, Windsor Locks, Conn,
Northeastern Steel Co., Bridgeport, Conn.
Bridgeport Brass Co., Bridgeport, Conn.

New Departure Ball Bearing Co., Meriden, Conn.
Connors Engineering Co., Danbury, Conn,
Clements Panel Co., Danbury, Conn.

Peerless Foundry, Bridgeport, Conn.

Alcoa, Bridgeport, Conm.

As stated in Paragraph 2, Article 1 of the present Stamford Building Code:
"The purpose of the Code is to provide minimum standards to safeguard life
of limb, health, property and public welfare". The building, as proposed,

225 |
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answers all of the above, and, in our opinion, exceeds acceptable minimum
standards.

We respectfully request that a permit be granted for this building on the
grounds that it represents 2 new type of comstruction and usc of material
not known at the time when the original code was written. This would be
consistent with practice in other progressive Connecticut cities.

Very truly yours,
(signed)

A. Raymond Von Brock, for
Sherwood, Mills and Smith

MR. RAITERX MOVED for approval of the Building Inspectcr's request that an exception
to the Building Code be made in the above case. Seconded by Mr. Topping and CARRIED
unanimously,

(2) Complaint regardinp problems encountered in enforcement of Ordinance No. 57
Supplemental. (also referred to Health & Protection Committee)

DE LEC BROTHERS, INC,
GENERAL CONTRACTORS
1172 Bedford Streat

Stanford, Connecticut
April 17, 1957

Mr. Clement L. Raiteri
Chairman,

Legislative and Rules Committee
Board of Representatives

City of Stamford

Stamford, Connecticut

Dear Sir:

Reference is made to the definition of "Overloading' in Ordinance
No. 57 Supplemental (as amendad) which states:’

"(c) Overloading: F£illing a vehicle in such a manner
as will cause the contents to spill onto the street,
For this purpose a vehicle shall not be construed to
be overloaded if it is filled in such a manner as to
have the load four or more dnches'below the upper
level of the four esides of the body so that if and
when the load shiftsiin tramsit it will not overflow
and spill over the sides."

The purpose of the above Ordinance, obviously, was to' prevent the
littering of streets. It was realized that all loads of earth, in
the truck, had center cones rising above the sides of the truck;
and the purpose of the four-inch apron at the base of the cone was,

pad iy
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as the definition clearly states: ",...sc that if gnd when the load
shifts in transit it will not overfiow and spill over the sides."

The local police department, however, seems to have taken the posi-
tion that a truck is overloaded if any part of the earth is higher
than 4 inches below the top (of the sides) of the truck.

Such a position would reduce us to carrying practically half-loads
which will necessarily result in (a) puttipng twice as many trucks

on the road thereby further congesting traffic and inconveniencing
the public, and (b) extending the time that it will take to complete
the Thruway,

Everyone will agree that the sooner the Thruway is completed the bet-
ter it will be for everyone in Stamford.

Realizing the necessary inconvenience caused by this vast project,
we have done, and will continue to do, everything in our power to
get the job done quickly and to cooperate with all city officials
concerned. At the same time, we ask that the latter also cooperate
in this respect.

For the purpose of clarification we respectfully submit that the
best way to define a thing is to state what it is, rather then
what it is mot. 1In this connection it is suggested that the above
definition of overloading be amended to end at the first period.
This would tell what overloading is. Bverything after the first
period tells what overloading is not.

We would appreciate the cpportunity to meet with your comaittee
with a view to discussing the above matter in greater detail.

Sincerely yours,

Samuel P. Deleo,
President

MR. RAITERI MOVED for adoption, without prior publicaticn, of the following amend-
ments to Ordinance No. 57 Supplemental. Seconded by Mr. Baker:

Subdivision c of Saction 1, Definitione be changed to read as
follcws:

¢. Overloading: Filling a vehicle in such a manner as will
cause the contents to spill onto the street.

Fer this purpose a vehicle shall not be construed to be
overlcaded if it is filled in such a manner as to have
the four sides of the load four or mcre inches below
the upper leval of the four sides of the body so that if
and when the pesk of the load shifts in transit it will
not overflow and epill over the sides.

Section 6 to be changed to read as follows:
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6. Penalty: All persons, fimms and corporations, as principals
or agents, causing, participating in or in any way respomsible
for any viclation of this Ordinance shall be severally guilty
of such violation and shall sach be fiped not less than twenty-
five dollars nor more than one hundred dollars -for each offense.

This amended Ordinance, as further amended, shall take effect upon the
date of its enactment, /

MR. HUIZINGA: "Just one question - if I understood you correctly when you read that
Ordinance, you said it would be a violation whep it was overloaded if the contents
spilled into the street - is that correct?"

Mr. Raiteri said that was true,

MR, MILANO, Chairman of the Health & Protection Committee, said his Committee con-
curs with the recommendations of the Legislative & Rules Committee,

MR, FREDERICKS MOVED the question on waiving the publicatiom., Vote taken and
CARRIED by n unonimous”vote, ;

After scme further discuusion! it was agreed that separate votes would be taken on
each part of the above amendments.

MR, RAITERI MOVED for approval of the apendment on overloading. Saconded by Mr.
Topping and CARRIED unanimously. :

MR. RAITERI MOVED that Section 6, as amended, regarding penalty, be approved.
Seconded by Mr. Nolan.

MR. VITTI spoke regarding overloading and said it is not always the fault of the
contractor, but rather of those who work for him.

MR, KELLY: "What is the fine at the present tima?"

MR. RAITERI: "Twenty-five dollars maximum,"

MR, LILLIENDAHL: "It is my opinion that this Ordinance needs teeth. I don't think
that fine is strong enough. Perhaps we ought to make some rules to see that the
laws we have are better enforced.”

There followed a great deal of discussion regarding many telephone calls and letters
received by various members of the Board complaining about violations. of city Ordi-
nances, endangering the lives of residents who live in the neighborhood of the Thru-
way construction.

Mr, Czupka arrived at this time.

MR. GEORGOULIS MOVED the ptevious question. Seconded by Mr. Predericks.

VOTE taken on Mr. Raiteri's motion to approve amendment to Sec. 6 on penalty and
CARRIED by a vote of 31 in FAVOR and 6 OPPOSED.

MR, SNYDER: "I have a motion which I would like to present to the Board."

NOTE: INASMUCH AS MR, SNYDER LEFT THE MEEBTING
WITHOUT GIVING THE MOTION, WHICH HE READ,
TO THE SECRETARY, IT CANNOT BE PRINTED IN THE MINUTES.

pgtidn 11 |
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MR. RAITERI said heithought the motion was 'very unfair. He sald: "We did not pass
it (the ordinsince) for any one street - we passed it for the City of Stamford. If
you want an-ordinance pessed just ‘for Deleo Brothers, then let's have it, but stop
these insinuations. There were six trucks brought in on Saturday and weighed and
found to be overlecaded. If you would like to amend that motion so that it would be
true about every trucker in the City, then I will go along with it. We have a loca!
firm here who are big taxpayers in the City and I think that théy are entitled to a
little consideration. You have special policemen atatiocned up there who are quali-
fied men,’' .

MR, FINDLAY: "I do not go along with the idea of singling out one trucking concern
When are we going to have cur first fatal accident? I have had a great many com-
plaintes about the many violations that have been occurring. I am in the trucking
business mysalf and I know what I am talking about.”

MR, IACOVO: "It is getting to a point where you ere risking life and limb to go out
on the streets. Someone is going to get killed if this keeps up. I am very much i
favor of that Thruway and attended the discussions up in Hartford when it was being
discussed. Thesa trucks come barreling dowa and the driver of the truck knows you
are going to get out of the way---~---or alse."

MR. KETCHAM said he alao has seen many violations of the safety laws and that they
are violating the laws of common sense and of traffic safety. He said the people 4
the 18th District are afraid for their lives and rightly so. 1In regard to trucks ol
Long Ridge Road, he said that human life is more important than that the trucks go
through.

MR, NOLAN also spoke against Mr. Snyder's motion.

MR, FREDERICKS rose to a point of personal privilege in regard to certain remarks
being mada to which he took exceptiom.

MR, RUSSELL: ‘'Crescent Development Company are a bigger concern than Deleo Bros. am
are making a bigger mess and taking mcre chances, too, We should be fair about
this."

MR. GEORGOULIS said he would like to have this referred back to Committee and so
MOVED. -S8econded by Mr. Loungo.

MR. LEWIS: "Representatives no longer represent a particular District today, becaus:
they represent the whole City. I think the idea of mentioning any particular truck.
ing company is ridiculous, ' It would appear to me that we are dealing with truck
jockeys. When you put a man behind the wheel of a truck and give him permission to
go through red lights, you are taking a terrible chance. If the Police Department
is to put these people on notice, we would have to ask the Chicf of Police who has
full control of our encorcement, to see that our Ordinances are fully enforced."

MRS, PEATT: "It is the speed of the thing that gets me. I am in complete agreement
with the Thruway, but it does not seem to me that it has to be done with the type o;
fire engine speed that is being used.™

MR, HUIZINGA: "I support everything that has been sald by various speskers before
me. I do not think that it canm be referred back to Committee. Something has to be
done now., I have personally stood with police officers on five separate occasions
and not in one single instance have they stopped a truck and they have given me
various recascns for not doing so, among them being that the summons won't be
enforced cver. 1f they do give it to them,“
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MR. PLOTKIN: "The problem as I see it is one of enforcement if we expect to get a
solution to the problem, It won't do a bit of good to write letters and pass
resolutions, because it never solves any problem. Calling anyone names will not
solve the problem. Let's get everyone together and talk it over. Scmehow there must

be a solution.”

MR, PLOTKIN MOVED that this be referred to the Steering Committee to meet with the

Mayor, the Board of Finance, tha Chief of Police and anyone else that must be con-

cerned, to discuss and try to solve the problem., He added that representatives of

the trucking concerus also should be invited to attend the meeting. Mr. Gaorgoulis
seconded the motion.

MR, SNYDER said his motion was simply to see that this body should see that the Chief
of Police enforces the Ordinances. He said: "We are simply asking this as a result
of calls and letters from our constituents - ‘that they asaign cars and personnel to
enforce our Ordinances."

MR, FREDERICKS: !I think that Paul Plotkin's motion is in order for a cummitment of
the entire problem, but I do feel that time is of the essence in this case and for
that reason think Mr. Snyder's motion, which is that & letter be writtem to the
Mayor and the Chief of Police, asking them to do something sbout this problem is the
best solution, I can see no harm in acting on Mr. Smyder's motion. I therefore
MOVE the question of the commitment to the Steering Committee as moved by Mr.
Plotkin."

MR. PLOTKIN: ''Maybe we should just ask the State Police to police Long Ridge and
High Ridge Roads and that would solve everything."

MR, KAMINSKI: "Sending a letter to a department head and sccusing him of complete
laxity and then requesting his cooperation will certainly not get us anywhere. I
think that a letter asking the Police Chief to see that there is more stringent
enforcement would be the best procedure to follow."

MR. FINDLAY: "The people we represent want an answer and not a2 lot of gobbeltygook."

MR. LEWIS referred to page 29 of the Charter, Sec. 430 in regard to the powers and
duties of the Police Chief.

MR, IACOVO: "Thias letter is an appeal to the Mayor to see if he cannot find in some
manner, in conjunction with the Chief of Police, to make a concarted effort to make
our highways safer. If we can't appeal to the man who is at the head of our city
government, who can we appeal to? - I am sure that if he gets in touch with the Chief
of Police that these violations will cease, and then perhaps they won't need so many
extra policement to take care of things. This motion (of Mr. Snyder'’s is an appeal
for enforcement." ' ' '

MR, FREDERICKS called attention to his motion on the previocus question.

VOTE taken on Mr. Plotkin's motion to refetr this to the SIEERING COMMITTEE and
CARRIED by a vote of 20 in FAVOR and-17 OPPOSED.

MR, KAMINSKI MOVED that a letter be dispatched immediately to the Chief of Police,
Joseph Kinsella, asking him for strict enforcement of the ordinances regulating
trucks. Seconded by Mr. Topping.

MR. MILANO mentioned that 34 summona have already been issued,
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VOTE taken on Mr. Kaminski's motion and CARRIED by 33 in PAVOR and &4 OPPOSED.
(3) Request from Commissioner of Finsnce regarding issuance of parking revenue bond

for the Bell Street Parking Lot and clarification of ambiguities that occur
between the Special Acte and General Statutes., (Also referred to Fiscal Committ

MR. RAITERI MOVED that this be recommitted to Committce, ' 'Ha sdid/ that the resolu-
tion, when compared with the 8pecial Acts, disclosed discreﬁandieé &nd the committe
believes it necessary that this be given further study in order to clarify certsain
ambiguities which appear. Seconded by Mr. Baker.

MRS, BAMNKOWSKI MOVED to hear from the Corporation Counsel, Mr, Hanrahan, who was
present.

MR. RAITERI objected to hearing from the Corporation Counsel on the grounds that th
Committee did not want to moke any recommendation until further studies were made.

At this tine, the Fiscal Committee was ready to report on this matter and were re-
quested to bring in their report.

MR, KAMINSKI, Chairman of the Fiscal Ccmmittee, said he did not think it was anythi
that should concern the Committee and did not believe it required any action from
them.

RISING VOTE taken on hearing from the Corporation Counsel and CARRIRD by a vote of
24 in FAVOR and 9 OPPOSED,

MR. HANRAHAN: "You will recall that back in the summer you were requested- to approw
parking facilities on Bell Street, which you did at that time. The financing would
either be by general obligation or general revenue bonds. We hoped that we would
be able to cbtanin revenue bonds which would not have any effect on the tax rate. I
took a number of montha to do the spade work., To set up & separate Trustee Agree-
ment, etc. If your Board does not take action tonight, it means that the $225,000
will have to appear in the tax rate this 'year, because you, by your previous action
have already approved the purchase of these lots. There were problems that the Bon

' Counsel saw = that the Board of Representatives would have to authorize additional

parking meters. These lots were not large enough to require a maintenance staff,
but rather the use of parking meters. The bonds would have to be paid off from
revenue from the street lots which would be the simplest way of doing it. The
simplest thing seemed to be to prepare o Trustees Revenue Agreement. We would then
put them on a funding basis out of parking revenue bonds. Some 34 pages would be ti
pilot document. It seemed best to have your approval of the action of the Parking
Authority in issuing these revenue bonds. In fact, what you are going is removing

"the sum of $225,000 from the current budget. 'There is nc way that we can eliminate

the approval of your Board. This is the document that the Trustee will need in ord:
to meet the terms of the Revenue bonds and to see that the parking lots ars operatec
in accordance with the Statutes,"

MR. FREDERICKS: "When the purchase of this parking lot was originally approved, it
was my definite understanding that assurance was given to this Board that the credit
of the City of Stamford was not to be pledged. Now, it appears that Bond Counsel he
raised this particular question.“

MR, HANRAHAN: "All we had before was a contract' to purchase."

MR. FREDERICKS: "Do you now give us your assurance that the action which you now ask
us to take does NOT pledge the credit of the City of Stanford?"
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MR. HANRAHAN: "It will remove it from the City of Stamford and set it in with the 7
revenues from the Parking Authority."

MR. FREDERICKS: “Let the records show that the Corporation Counsel has assured us
that if the Board of Represertatives takes the action which is submitted before us
for consideration, that we are not pledging the credit of the City of Stamford for
the acquisition of the parking lots in question. Is that true?"

MR. HANRAHAN: "Very definitely."

MR. HUIZINGA: "I do not think we should go along with voting on this tonight. I
place a lot of trust and faith in the Chairmen of our various Committees. I shall
be glad to go along on the question if our Choirman of the Legislative and Rules
Committee will agree."

MR. HANRAHAN: "Apparently at the time I talked to Mr. Raiteri I did not make myself
very clear."

MR. HUIZINGA: "I am afraid T do not see the inference."

MR, KAMINSKI: "I did not know we were committed for that money when we passed our
Resolution No. 214."

MR, HANRAHAN: ''You approved the parking lot, so now you have to approve the funds
to take care of it."

MR. NOLAN: "In Resolution #214 it mentions nothing about where the money is coming —
from." ||
|

MR. KAMINSKI: “Was that a Special Appropriation, or was it in the budget? You have B
me stumped. We certainly don't want this incorporated in our budget."

MR. FREDERICKS: "I am afraid we have no alternative. We have to look at the
objective. We don't want it to come out of the budget of the City of Stamford.
Unfortunately, we have given our approval to the Parking Authority to annex the Bell
Street Parking Lot. I don't see that anything is to be gained by further debate and
I therefore MOVE THE QUESTION,"

MR, RHOADES: "I think this whole discussion should have taken place in Committee and
not on the floor of this meeting. I am not going to vote for this unless Cal says
8o."

MR. FREDERICKS MOVED that the matter be TABLED until later inm the meeting. Seconded
by several members and CARRIED unanimously.

MR. SNYDER asked :o’Pe excused at 10:00 P.M. and left the meeting.

(4) Proposed Resclution regarding unaccepted City streets.

MR, RAITERI said the Legislative & Rules Committee is going on record as approving
the report of the Planning & Zoning Committee nn this matter.

A RECESS was granted at this time to the members of the Legislative & Rules Com-
mittee to meet Iin order to go over the matter of the revenue bonds for the Parking
Authority for the Bell Street Lot with the Corporation Counsal, lﬂw

Planning & Zoring Committee:

L D
A s ':""



















































































