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provisions o£Section 402 of the ChRrcer,' the increase in the Operating 
for the fiscal year 1957-58" if legally payable to such City Officials 

and ReadB, muat be computed upon the' saillry basis set forth in 
Section 402. For example, if a iDcreaae to was legal in 1957-58, 
it should have been computed on a base salary of $10,000, the amount Bet forth 
in: SectioDl !>02 rather than on a b ..... Balary' of $10,920.00. 

• • ,..;. .,. 1 

There appears to be no question that in accordance with the reasoning 
of our City Officials the use of the Salary Adjustment Accounts in the 1956-57 

vI. and 1957-58 'Operating Budgets resulted tn an iucrease in the be.e salary of 
the, City, Officials and Department Reads listed in Section 402. 

..... i' " 

That . brings us to this question: "What is the exact nature of the 
• budgetary_ entry> ·entitled "Salary Adjurtments''1 It bears no code number, nor is 
it allocated to any City Department. 

• .... , 
, QUBRY: >< Row-was it changed fra. a general appropriation to a 

specific coded it .. in the various departments? 
.1- ... 1.... "" 

Section 618 of the Charter provides 'as follows : 
;. ·U Ioq)...- .... :a f ,! 

"Control of Appropriations . . All approprillt'1ons lliade lly the Board of 
Representatives shall be made by items, sp'ecifying the 811\ouut of money appropriated 

.,; J • ther.iin and' the purpoa" for which ·the·'.imollUt is appropHa:ted: There may be an 
- ·",. 1t .. , of . appropriation .. , !\ but1that i- :l.tem shall not exc .... d three 

per cent of the totaV appropriaU:on for. th. office, department or board concerned. 
No IIOnl'Y appropriated for any item shall be used for any other purpose:, but 
trau;fers of appropriations' lIIIly i' ;'1:tli ,'the approval! ot the Board of Finance " be 
maded ", prope" cas ..... from, one 'teem to anottier. At"the end of fi'8cel year, 
an}'i:uaexpended balance i'D any group of appropriations not necess.ry to meet 
liabd.Ut:£es, ab:eady incurred with 'r'espect ' fo such 'group ;' sJijll' 'cease to be 
available for the purpose for which it waa, appropriated." ., 

. QUBRY: ' If' Section 618 ..... the authority, would 'not the 
,j ..... transactiou-<b'. , . ' transferrill "f en appropriation? 

J 
, , } 

• ,,' Section 618, to apply generaily tol tranafers of appropriations 
within, the city office, departmentt or and requires only the epproval of 
the Board of Finance, but it ill- subaitted' tb&t- thiil' cannot be an intra-depart­
mental transfer since Salary Adjustments was initially a general eppropriation . 

Section 656 of the. Charter· provides' as follows: 

"Trsnafers. The Board shall have paver, upon rAqueat of 
the Kayor, to transfer frOm one agency to snother, provided tbe 
Board of Representa-=ives concurs therein. II 

It is my 'understanding Section applie. to transfers from 
one department to another and requires ,t he concurrence of the Board of Represen­
tatives. , 

402 of the Charter requires ' action by the Board of Finance 
and the approval of the Board of Representatives and it is submitted that any 
otherprovlsion of the Charter to the contrary notwitbstanding tbe use of 
appropriated fIlDds which in t be increase 'of the salaries of City 
Officials and Departmental Heads listed in Section 402, require the specific 
approval of the Board of Representatives. 

it {s ' respectfully submitted the Board of should 

. 
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obtain a specific answgr to each question contained in this Memorandum, as well 
as a specific detailed an.wer to this final question: 

QUERY: What specific Sections of tha Charter authorize and 
permit the use of monies generally appropriated to 
IISalary Adjustment Accountll so as to increase the 
basic ealsries limited in Section 402, without the 
app~oval of the Board of Representatives? 

Respect~lly .iub~tted, 

ALANSON R. FREDERICKS 
18th District Representative 

MR. KAMINSKI offered the following Committee report: 

FISCAL COII!IITTEE MElTING 
Held October 3, 1957 

, 

The Fiscal Committee met in the Mayor'. office on Oct. 3, 1957, at 7 P.M. 

·The following members were pres"nt: Mrs. Zuckert, ·'Hr. Huizinga, ,Mr. Wynn 
and Mr. Kaminski, Chairman. 

The question of Mr. Fredericks' request of' the Fiscal Committee to obtain 
from the Commissioner of Finance and The Corporation Counsel the necessary 
information and report' back to the Board' of Represe~tatives was taken up. 

The following are the ,!ueries of Mr. Fr"d .. ricka' an:! th .. answers thereto: 

Qm:RY 1: Were the City Officials and the Depsrtment heads listed l,n Section 
402 of the Charter paid a cost-'lf ~bing bODUS? 

ANSWER: No. 

QUERY 2: Is it a fact that the cost-of-living bona. did not change or in­
crease the basic salaries of thcs~ who rece1v~d it? 

ANSWER: Yes, it is a fact. 

QUERY 3: Upon what ba~is WP-B th~ ~ercentage of i~cr~ase determined and 
by whom? 

ANSWER: This ~as d2te~inec by the May,~ls request. 

QUERY 4: What "..las tb.::. 3.verage percentage of inCr2.lJae.? 

ANSWER: This would =.~cire a study by tce C~i'3ioner of Finance' office 
which wo~ld take consid~rable tim~. However, the intention was 
to keap an averaga of abjut 6l. 

QUERY 5: Upon what basi. wa$ it determined that tha Mayor would receive a 
percentage i~crease of.092. th. Corporation Counsel of .123, the 
Town Clerk of .10 and so on? 

ANS.iER: These increase. were within the upper limits as set by the Board of 
Finance a~i tha =esSOQ f~r the!~ farticular salaries being increased 

---- '---~"",,-,~,~, ~, ~~,,~ 
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at a higher p~rcentage was due to the fact that the persons receiving 
a higher percentage were those people excluded when the $315.00 in­
cr~ase, replacing the cost-of living bonus was given. 

QUERY 6 : How was it changed from a General Appropriation to a Specific coded 
item in the various departments? 

ANSWER: It was not a general appropriation. It was a specific appropriation 
of an item' known as Salary Adjustment Account. The disbursement was 
handled by the Board of Finance in their control over distribution of 
the salary increasetl. 

QUERY 7: If Section 618 of the Charter was the authority, would not the trans­
action be a transferral of an appropriation? 

ANSWER: Section 618 was not the authority and this was not a transfer of an 
appropriation; as we mentioned previously this money was specifically 
appropriated for salilry adjustments and so used. The second action 
by the Board of Finallce was supervision of the distribution of these 
adjustments. 

OUBiY 8: What specific sections of the Charter authorize and permit the 
use of monies generally appropriated to the Salary Adjustment 
Account so as to increase the basic salaries limited in Section 
402 without the approval of the Board of Rep~esentatives? 

ANSWER: This money «as not generally appropriated, but specifically appropri­
ated for tt.e Salary Adjustment Account, for which it was used. 

As far as approval by the Board of Representatives is concerned, we gave that 
approval when we passed on the 1957-58 Operating Budget. There is no specific 
sections of the Charter which control the raising of the basic SR)~TipR of the 
persons mentioned in Section 402. ~ut when an appropriation of this nature 
follows the regular appropriating procedures tl~t are normally followed, it can 
be presumed that, in substance, the Charter Has complied t-lith. 

This report is only on the questions and request of Mr. Fredericks. 

The Committee fcl,t that it is not within our prerogative to recommend either 
one ~ay or another, since this question is highly technical, and perhaps can 
only be answered by the Courts to the satisfaction of those requesting it. 

IUlliam C. Kaminski, 
Chairman 
Fiscal Commlttee 

;'ut. GEORGOULIS , "Mr. Chairman, at this time I would live to present for the approval 
of the Board, a resolution to settle t his question once and for alL .... tf 

At this point there was an interruption f rom M!'. Huizinga on a point of personal privi­
lege, 

HR. HUIZINGA: "This report which t.,a~ just given to1aS given as the Fiscal Committee report. 
It does not represent the thinking of the entire Committee regarding this metter. I wish 0 
to also.Phreshentf8i Fiscal Co~ittee r.eport which represents the thinking of thos~ who do not , 
agree w1t t e rs t l'eport. 

It Has requested that Mr . Georgoulis yield the fleor to Hr. Huizinga, which he refused to 
de. s~ying he came up with a resolution first "'hieh he wished to present. 
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HR. HUIZINGA.: "Thera are two separ.t~ reports of tha Fiscal Colllllittaa. They are divided 
' . f • equally and :J: think ,we should be allowed to present our report arao." 

HR. GEORGOULIS: "That's a minority report." 

HR. HUIZINGA.: "It is not a minority report." 

HR. N9UN: "If ,I .'!'ight clarify 3 peint - r th_ink that Hr. Georgoul;s doe. hav .. the floor, at 
this time and 'he might yieU th" Eloor to Mr. HuiZinga, tliereby' keilping his place on the floo , ~ ... .. 
HR. HUIZINGA: "May I request that you yield the floor1" (r .... rk addre .. ed to Hr. Georgoulis) 

Mr. Georgoulis yielded the floor to Mr. Huizinga. 

HR. HUIZINGA explainei the reason for bringing in a second Coaaittee report, for the r88aon 
that there bed been a split in the mesbera of the Coaalttee na to thair thinking. He said 
that although Mr. Bradbury had not been present at the' COIIImittee meeting, he had read the 
report and concurred in the thinkiDi presented therein. . , 
HR. HUIZINGA read his ::eport at thia tiDa, which was eigned by h1mJ!elf and Hrs. Zuckert, 
and approved by Hr. Bradbury. 

There followed a great deal of discua~ion aa to the lIIer~ts and views of both reporta. , 
Mr. Georgoulia then offered a resolution, setting the aalari88 of' the various officiala 
listed in Section 402 of the Charter. ~en questioned as to his r ... on., he explained 
hia rea,!lu'tion ""a, intended to clerify tll;o situation by confirming previoua ection of 
the Board when they approved the appropriation. in· tbe Budget for Salary Adjuatment Ac­
count. 

The debate went on for SOBle time. . -... ~.; . 

HR. HuIZINGi calieJ attention to Hr. Georgouiil' reaolution which wa., before the Board 
for a vote 'aDd auggested all resolutions in regard to app~opr1ation. r.q~ire · a tWo-third. 
vote. J. '. " ~ 1 I r • t .. .. 

MR. FRSDERICKS asked the Fresi~ent for a ruling a5 t~ the vote required. The President 
ruled that a simple majority vote was required. 

HR. HUIZINGA' appealed iroiD the ruling of the Chair • 
• 

MR. KAMINSKI explained that the re.olution wa3 merely to confirm action, tHat had already 
been taken by the Board when the Budg&t was approved and that the appropriation itself 
had been passed at the time the Budget waa approved. 

HR. MILANO MOWD the previous quution. 

MR. TOPPING said he had a question that he would like to have answered and called atten­
tion to the 1954-55 budget where an attempt waa made to raiae the Mayor's aalary under 
Section 402 of the Charter, and which was denied by the Board of Finance. He said that 
this year the Mayor had requested a raiee for the Commissioner of Public Works, alao un­
der Section 402 of the Charter, which was arproved in part by this Board. In view of this, 
he stated this would seem to indicate it was necessary t~ us. tbe provisions of Section 
402 in order to g,rant rai ... for the ~even officials U.sted. 

HR. ~OPPING: "All the publicity that was. releued on these salary increaaea yae directed 
toward the Claaaified Employees and we were not told thst the rais... contemplated .lso 
included city official._ listed under Section 402 of the Charter. · Had I known- at the time 
that the executive branch was going to be included in these reise., I would have voted 
against it. Every bit of publicity that was released on this thing was directed toward 
the Classified and not the Executive bunch. NOW, I want s"",.one to c:'lear that little 

I --ltem up for me. u_ _ _ 
t m Oz ' ... 
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HR. KAMINSKI explained that th .. Board of Fine'lce sat in Ex"cutive seaaton and passed On 
the manner in which this money was to be allocated to the various departments and they 
had b~en iurnished with specific allocation data . He went on to .~y that it was not 
necessary to make specific refe~ence to Section 402 of the Charter when requesting sal­
ary raises for city officials, and t!~t the appropriation was g~anted at the time the 
Board approve~ the Bu~get; that the app=opriations follOwsd their normal procedure and 
the alloc • . tions made to the various departlll!!nts. He .aid: "As Mr. Nolan has previously 
stated, in view of the fact that we failed to object at the time the budget was ap­
proved, 1n essence it creates app':'ov!.l "f the appropriat!~n." 

HR. HUIZINGA again called attention to the appeal from the ~ling of the Chair as to 
the vote !equired on Mr. Georgoulis' resolut1~n. 

CHAJ:RMAl!: "You stated that you wished to appeal from the ruling of the Chair? It states 
here' in Robert's Rules of Order: 'Ii any debate or businea. has intervened, it is too 
late to appeaL .. I • Your question was asked some time ago. II 

After considerable debate, Hr. Georgoulia withdrsw hi. re.olution. 

HR. KAMINSKI MOVED for approval of his FiD""l COl!llllittec report. Secon~ed by Hr. Nolan 
and CARRIBO by a vote of 17 in favor ~nd 16 opposed. 

j 

MR. HUIZINGA MOVED for approval of his Fiscal Committa~ .~p~=t. Seconded by Mr. Topping 
and LOST by a vote of 16 in favor and 17 opposed. 

Attention ~as called to tbe fact that because the second Fiscal Committee report (the' one 
offered by Mr. Huizinga) was not app=oved, th~t it be fil~d in the office of the Board of 
Repreoentatives, but not printed in the Minute. of the m~eting. 

HR. FREDERICKS MOVED that the Board request the Corpor~t i on Counsel to submit tbis ques­
tion (i.". of salary raises for city officials menti~~"d 1n Sec. 402 of Charter) to the 
Courts for a Declaratory Judgment if sucb procedure i. pcrmi3sible under the Statutes of 
Connecticut. If not, to take such legal pr~cedure 23 may be nscEssary to have this 
question legally adjudicated by the Courts and that 5vh .c tion b~ initiated by the Cor­
poration Counsel within ten days of date hereof. s~ - ... -d ... oj by Nr . K2tcharo. 

LOST by a vote of 16 in favor and 17 cpposed. 

HR. FREDERICKS: "I trust by that vote t!ult the II18jority did not t,ke into consideration 
what Hr. Kaminski said in his Committee r~po~ t t hat t hlS w~. a m~tter that should be 
left to the discretion of the Courts to decide." 

Legislativt! & Rules Committee: 

MR. RA!TERI pr~sented tne i~llowing raro~: of ~i 3 C~mmit e ee: 

• J" ·).1 
"'-o l.. h J ...... 

REPORT 
LEGISLATriE & RULES 

COMMITTEE 

Oc tcber 1957 

Heetings of the Legislat1·,e and Rule;; C""""itt.e w,,=e h Id on tbe "vening. of 
September 12, 19. & 26 3nd Octobar 3: a ll a t Avignone's R~3taurant. 

The first three meetings were dp.vot .. ·j t ~ ..,ork C'n th~ Building Code . The P]·''1lb­
in8 Code portion has now been co:nplec ~1 an:l 1 ';; !'ea1y fc= public.4tion. The Sewer 
Code and Heating Code portion., a=e F cgra".ing and · ... i ll b~ ==gdy' shortly . The 
M5ster Building COd9 will ch'!n be: c~c>riir:a t e.J an::! t he en~i!'~ Code will then be 
ready for publication. 

1------------------ .. 
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The meeting of Octobel: 3 wal given over to agenda items for the Board meeting of 
October 7. The first po~tion of the meeting was a joint &e3&ion with the Planning 
and Zoning Committee lind will be covered in that CODDittee'. report. 

The iteulti discussed w,lth the action recommended for each were as follows: 

1. Apneal from Deci" LaD of PlanaiDg Board - Re Newfield Ave~uer Alfred De Carlo 
et al: 

The Committee requRatd that this matter be recommitted since the transcripts 
of the public hearing had not been furnished by tbe Planning Board. 

2. Petition from Residents on H?ran Ave. Extension for Change of Street Name to 
High Clear Drive: 

The Committee reco~ends that Horan Ave . from the Northern moat boundary OQ 

Lot 37. al'proxima.tely 600 feet to dead end at the property of the Housing 
Authority be chsruged to High Clear Drive. 

3. Suggested Change of Name of Southfield Park to the J. Fl~in8 Rutledge 
Memoria 1 Park: 

The Committee re(p.:e5td that the ;natter be recoJIIIDitted and that a letter be 
written to the PHt'k Commission for 4n .appropriate r~comme.ndation since that 
Comu1ssion i. rellponsible for all matters relating to parks. 

4. Conveyance of S~lll Parcel of City-Owned Property on Brookside Drive to 
State for Use by turnpike for Sum of $1.00: 

The Committee re~ommend6 approval and that the opp~~pr1at~ resolution be 
pstised. 

5. Conn. Power Co. Offer tn Purchase City-Owned Land ,n Holcomb Ave. for Trans­
former Station: 

The Cocmitteg requests that the matter be r~,o~ittEd to determine exactly 
which portions of the total city araa at t~at location iz involved and to 
further consider a request from an abutting prcPe! ty Qvue= for the opportun­
ity to purchase e 25' strip. 

6. Easement to Norcton Water Ceo f~= Wat~~ ~ain Inst~l ! ~tio~. Are$ Maple Ave. 
Brldge: 

The Committee rf.commends th.'it ~5.se.r.e:tt bi! grantee, a .. d the M-ayor be author­
ized to ~xecute any and all documents in thi! connectic~. 

7. Concerniug Gradn of Frivate Roads to be !8tabl~3ho!.d: 

The Committe~ fn-!ls that this is an administrative function and not a proper 
subject for an urdina!'lce. It therafore. recommends that th:: pr~posed Ordinance 
nct be enactp.d and that this Board ro!commend to the Building Inspector that 
before pemita llre granted for condtruction on und-av.taloped streets that the 
applicants be r.!ferred to tha City Engin~er to ascertain grade. 

8. Proposed Ordina~ce Permitting AsseS3ment 0= Prop~rty Owners on Acceptance of 
Pri va t e Roads: 

~~ l.: ~~)The Committee feels that Section 640 of the Cha~t £r as amended in the 19C;7 
se.!3ion of the Legislature provirieR the basis : or s uch c;.t>SeS3ment. It 

.... .' 
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therefore recommendg that the proposed Ordinance n~t be enacted and that a 
public notice be placed in the newspaper once ev. ry 3 months for one year di­
recting the attentic~ of interested citizens to the ~ights available to them 
under Section 640 a. amended. 

The papers associated with the above items are attached hereto and made part 
of this report. 

The Committee also voted to ask th~ Board to re~uest the Mayor to initiate action 
for an appropriation of $750 . 00 to cover the expense. of preparing the Building 
Code and the ~Kpensc3 of the nec:Bsary public hearings in connection therewith. 
This will, of necessity) be b~ought up unde= suspension of rules. 

Approved: 

Att. 

C. L. Raiteri, Jr. 
Chairman 

Respoctfully submitted 

Ellis B. Baker, Clerk 

(1) Appeal from ducision of Planning Board - N""Held Avenue, Alfred De Carlo. et als 

MR. RAITERI MOVED that this matter be reco~nittod t o Committee forthe reason that the 
transcript of t~stimony had not yet been received frJm the Planning Board. Seconded by 
Mr. Baker and CARRIED unanimously. 

(2) Petition from residents on Horan Avenue Extension tor change of street name to High 
Clear Drive 

MR. RAITER! MOVED that this be REJECTED WITHOUT PREjUDICE. Seconded by Mr. Nolan. Mr. 
Raiteri said that since the Committee reported on tht3 m3tt~r. that Mr. Ketcham had come 
up with additional data and suggeated that he b~ h •• ~i ,t thi. time. 

MR. KETCHAM spoke briefly, explaining that althoug~ the ageada stat". this to be a pri­
vate street, that it is not. He said th~ street is referred to as Ho=an Avenue on the 
original map filed by· High Clear Acres J Inc. He exp13lned th: location of the street 
and urged that the name be changed. 

MR. KETCHAM MOVED that this matter be ref~rr"d to th" Leg i sl.ti'" & Rules COllllllittee for 
a proper Ordinance to be prepared. Secon'!!ed by N!.". Ral :: .:::i. 

HR. RAITER! \y-ithd!"sw the previous Motion tJ1ade by him, 1n !:avcr of Mr. Ketcham's motion. 
VOTE taken en Nr. Katcham' 5 motion !lnd CARRIED unCinlmo::uS' ly. 

(3) Change of name of Southfield Park to the .1. Flo!11l11ing Run~dgs Memorial Park (also 
refe"red to Parks & Recreation Committ~e) 

MR. RAITERI MOVED that this matter be recol!llllitted to co .... itt .... an<l that a letter be 
written to the Park Commission for an app=opriate Tcccmmcndation for the reason that 
they are responsible for all matte.rs pertainin.g to parke. 

MR. KELLY, Chairman of the Parks & Recreati~n Conmittee 3aid his committee concurs in 
the recommendations and seconded the motio~. 

SE:veral letters H'ere introduced at this roint, objecting to th~ cha .. gs of name . 

~. !) VOTE taken on recf)Im:litment to c:o!It!nittes ilnd CARRIED unan i "1\C t:~ ly. 
o 
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At thls tirnfl (9:45 P~IL) M:r. C.)n!:!lrs, th~ President, reque:ted p'!r.ni58ion to leave. l-lr. 
lto li('. !1 also :.-equested pe.nDl.i !' ion t'l laav.r;. Upcn MOTlON of Mr. lU'~Ogde9, duly seconded, 
thiE was approved. by ur..anim!.'lus vott .. 

Th ~ eha l :r '.,jas tak ~n by H~. Mac. :-i.:J...:s J t~e Cle.:-k. 

(4) Conveyance at seIall parc~l of city-owned J..?nd Jon B=.Jckside D=i,.4e, to State for use by 
Turnpike for 3W' ex $1.00 

Mr. Rnite.r i s2.id t ho CO':!toitt.;.o:: !~: ,)mcends approval and th~t an appropriate resolution be 
pa.ss ed. 

HR. RAlTERI NOVED fo::: ;,pp:'l)val c.: the follotJing reso!u"ion . Sec.onded by Mr. Nolan and 
CARRIED unanimously: (Se.e t-l'l :nr ' s let tar dati:.c! August 19 J 1951) 

RESOLL~ION NO. 2&4 

BE IT RESOL\~D by the Boa=d of Representatives of the City of Stamford 
that the Hayor be authorized to accept an offe.r fol:' $1.. 00 from th~ State 
.,f C ::mn~cticut to!" the: pu:chase of city .. owned. p:-operty lc.cata·j on Brook­
side Drhoe, ap~:ox:imalE:ly 0.07 of an acre, and bE. 9.utn(lrizE:d to execute 
any and all dccument~ in conne.;tion ~h-erewl trh 

(5) Conn. Power Co. of£.ar to purchase city-own~d Ian.! en Holc.)mi: Ave. for transformer 
Station (See Nayor's tetter 9/10/57) 

HR. RAlTERl HO~YED this be recommitted to Committee 1n order that they may determine what 
portion of the city area is involved, a.nd also to further cot'.si.:iei:' a request from an a­
butting property (JuneI' t') purchase a 25 foot stripo Se.conded by Mr. Bake!'. 

HR. TOPPING suggested that the. Board of Etiucati.Qn be r.ons!JJ.tcd be.fore any particular 
disposition i s ulade of this property, as it had beEn under :.onside=3tion by them for use 
as a north entrance to ths stadium. This would be to d ~ tarmine if th!y had any use for 
this piece of property, befon final disposition is Lla. ,, ~. 

VOTE on mution to recommit . CARRIED unanimously. 

(6) Easement to Noraton Water Co. for water main in~trlllati~"){\J ari;.6 Naple Avenue Bridge 
(See Mayor's Le,t~r 9/10/57) 

MR. RA!!ERI NOVED for apP",="(I\.o",l rt: th:"s rf!qu-a.:=t and th..Jt r.h~ ~·t.aj"lJt b-:. 8uth~rized to exer..­
utlvE. any aod all document.s in thi .s: r.:r.nn!:cticn o Sc-con.Hd oy Nt". Snydoer. 

·fhe. map was eXilrrtin~d on thio; .;!t Mr. Toppi.:lg·S request. There t...t-:i:1g no fu=ther discussion, 
VOTE takE.n and CARRIED 1 1t1~!1itr.'='u: ly . 

(7) Concer:l.i~g gran.e ('If pIi'!,Hoe :-oads J:o Ol! e.stabli~hc:.d (Se~ botz;om or pag~ 1648 and top 
of page 1649 of 7/1/5;' Hinut"s - aha p~ge 1&82 (2) .roo Fag" 1583 (4) of mnutes of 
9/9/57) 

HR. RAltERI r~ad the com;nir.t!!'! report r~garding thi.::: ( ~e~ re.p~r t; ablJvt. ) and "lOVED that 
the Board recommend to the Building In~pacco= chat b orer'! perm:"ts ~=e granted for con­
structirm 0:1 und£vp.lopec. st.r. ·~et.; that aP!J!.icant~ be. r~iE-r: :.J to the City Engineer to 
ascertain grace. St;conc.ed by Mr. To}-,pinj2.: "rld r.ARR!ED ~ lOanir.lou,;ly. 

(8) Propos ed Or,linance pEIl!Jltti::g a~SeSSl"f:nt OI pr,:.p"!:-t.·" '.'t.ln:ra on acceptance of private 
( Odds (S~e page 1683 (3: ., f Mim"eo of 9/9/57) 

HR. RAITEitI read his committ ee r~pi)rt :"2gerrJi:;g trois mat t er .:.. :td .'lOVED that n') ordinance 
bp ens c ted, but ttat a pubU c not:'ce. he plar..eJ i n r:~e n~t..·::;pd.p~r c-n.:e ~very three months 
fOr. nne y l~a!', directing the .l".t'?ntiol! oJ! iI1Io ~': ~ :: t': .. i r ltiz~\\ ~ t o th'! !'ights available to 
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then under Saction 640 as amended. Seconded by Mr. Topping. 

MR. NOlAN said ha objected to the expense involved in publishing a public notice every 
three months as to certain provisions in the Charter. He requE~ted that ~eference to pub­
lication be stricken from the motion. Seconded by Mr. Snyder. 

MR. NOLAN said he doubted the usefulu9ss of pl~cing an advertisement buried under Legal 
Notices in the back of the Mwspaper and thought th!s 'las not the way to go about it, be­
cause the ordinary householder would not be reading the legal notices, and it would be a 
waste of money. 

MR. HUIZINGA: "I would like to ask a question. As I understand Section 640, the State 
Statutes provide similar requirements to what had been planned to put in the Ordinance, 
namely that 507. of the property owners can petition and then the other 507. will have to 
go along with it whether they want to or not .. is that correet?" 

MR. RAITERI: "No, they don't have to go along with it if they don't want to. They send 
a petition to us, requesting that a survey be made as to the cost of bringing their road 
up to standar.!2 for acceptance. We will consider their petition and along with th.· ~ con­
sideration, WI!. will process it in accordance with Sect!.?n 640 of the Charter and we will 
come up with \:he cost. Then, their represe!1tativ"'!. will diacu6s it with us and we ... 11 
tell them what the assessment will be. If they are willing to 80 along, then the Public 
Works Departm~nt will go in and do the road, bring it up to dty specificatIon require­
ments for acceptance and they will be assessed for the expenses involved." 

MR. HUIZINGA: "tfuat if the other 50X do not want to be a.seHed, will [hey then be forced 
to pay for this work?" 

MR. RAITER!: "No, they won't be forced to pay. The aCi ·$eSS!Dent will be levied against 
those who have signed the agreement. Nov, if the a35es;~~nt were to be say $10,000 and 
five people wanted to go along with it and were willin~ to .oc~pt the $10,000 assessment 
among the five of them, the road will go in an-i wi! J ~e poi·j for by them." 

MR. RHOADES: "I believe the ordinance states 507. ~! '0: """ ple "ffected?" 

MR. RAITERl: "We are not asking approval of th"! Or:Hps;n .:. e: . 11 

MR. RHOADBS: Ult's not that .... I want to aak a questi'Jn 8.;\02 I can'e unless 1 know what the 
language is. Does it say 'people affected' or 'prore"!"ty \Jwner'; jue:t what does it say?" 

MR. RAITERI: "Abutting proper owners." 

MR. RHOADES: "Now, in the C9se of one very la=ge areiJ in t;hc c.ity of Stamford, where the 
abutting propl!rty owners do not own the road: who is affected?1I 

MR. RAITERI: "They can't get tit Ie to a roa-i if they don't own it. Therefore, it is in­
cumbent upon l:he pers:m wno O-.nlS that property. If 

MR. TOPPING said he "auld like very mu~h to se~ thb publish"d at least th ree time, three 
months apart. He said a great many p=operty ~ers w~nt imp~~v~~ents on their property 
and don 't knOtv how to get it done. If we publi.;;h this three. time1, then we have gillen 
the opportunity t~ anyone interested to come fcrward - and it is up to th~. 

MR. NOlAN said he thought we "ere sta"tbg a \.,,~"y baj p"ec~d~nt by informing ~he people 
what the Charter contains. He s.:tid: "It: is not ~ur juty to wak= everyone con'lersant with 
the provisions of the Charter. If we ara going t~ infj~ th~ of on~ section, then we 
ahould inform them on other sections.1f 

MR. RAITERI said they were not lnt~r~6ted i:: i!1f;)r:n:rag p!!cpl :! 0: ',Jh9!: the Charter contains 
• "W 'h~(' 

o 
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but merely to give a better stanJard of roads in the community. He sa1d: ItWe know there 
are private rOdds that do not meet standards. These people would like to have these roada 
brought up to specification. If they were brought up to apecification the maintenance 
problem for the city would be lower. We are just interested in bringing these roads up 
to a better standard," 

HR. RAITER! said he did not accept Mr. Nolan's amendment to his motion. 

VOTE taken on Mr. Nolan's amendment to do away with the publication. LOST by a vote of 8 
in favor and 24 opposed. 

VOTE taken on Mr. Raiteri's motion. CARRIED by a vote of 31 in favor and one opposed. 

(9) $750.00 additbnal 3pproprlation to cover .""ense' of Building Code and the neces­
,sary public l-tearings and expenses in conn.!ction therewith. 

MR. RAlTERI MOVED for suspension of the rules in order to take up the 
said: "This is Co defray expenses in connection with the publica'tion, 
tarial vlOrk in connection with the preparation of the Building Cl''lde. 1I 

Nolan and CARRIED unanimously. 

above subject. He 
hearing. and secre­

Seconded by Mr. 

There were several questions put to Mr. Raiteri and h. explained th.t by publication he 
did not mean publicat~on of the entire Building Code in the n~w~pape=, because it would 
require several editions of the paper to do SO; that he was ~~rely referring to publica· 
tion that the Bt:ilding C"de (before ~doption) couU be .xamine:! in the office of the 
Town and City Clerk. 

MR. ~~ITERI MOVED for approval of a request to the }~yor to initiate action for an ap­
propriation of ~750.00 to cover the above expe~ses of preparing the Building Code and 
the expenties of the necessary public hearings in conn~ctiC'n theret"ith. Seconded by 
~tr. Nolan and CARRIED unanimously. 

Public Works Conmittee! 

Hr. Topping said he had no raport to present to the B:-ard. 

i.1R. RJl~ITERI: "Under Public Works I wish to bring rhi., ~.atter up. I believe it was in 
the month of June I requested Mr. Topping to make a 5urv~y of th~ problems which exist 
I)n Heed Avenue. Hy consideration at that tim'! was the dangerous c..or.dition which exis· 
ted. There Her!! no fences separating the. road from a drop-off :I! the wall ther~ into 
I' he water and at a later dale he tolct mc:: it lias i n p' 5fiib1a to dv anything becaUSe there 
wa~ nll money ~l\rnilable. Since that t ilr.c I have. aHke:d Hr. ChasF. whet:her due to the fact 
that the budget hilS been passed 1f thf:.ra 1;'lould be any money ;l·:ailable at this time in 
th.; bedget. He has informed me that the mOIley' is not llvailable. I therefore would ask 
t!lis Board to have a letter written to the Nayor, aski"lg him to .i.n\'€.sLigate the condi­
linns there J te ::t.li:lg him that we are conce::t'ed with it and that if it is necessary to 
a?i n>priate money in that rega=d that it be initiated. II 

NR RAITER! HOVED that .a letter be written to the MayorJ asking him to investigate the 
d ~r g.~rous condil:ions at ~';eed Avenue and to initiate a special appropriation to remedy 
cl-!cn1. Se~onded by Mr. l'opping. 

~ill. RYIHHCK: 111 have heen in conferl!nce v.'ith t;:h~ Hayor on several occasion5 in regard 
to !.hi::i matter and h1! has talked '..lith Mr. Cease: un that >ind they do intend widening 
Yle. e: c:. A'nm 1.! e to p..liLdnate some of these dangerous areas. 11 

i·~R. SNY;)ER: ~ '!11n ~ympathetic with Hr. Raice.ri's '" twugh t J , but rather than have it in 
th~ l ~O;;:i1 at a 1iI1) tion by this Boarrl. that "'If;. re.que ::. t :he Naym: tc C\upropriate the money 
.f ' put up a fen.:e, I \.J'oilld like to ask t!~.?t th is b'!! am~nded that ~>/e !nve a report back 
:~/.1..· ~:.J 
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for .tudy on it as to the plan, if there i. a plan, perhaps changing the course of 
road, it would certainly be out of order for us to ask that a fence be built where 
road is not going to continue to stay. Would it be in order that we have a report 
on the thing in regard to the nece.sity of the fence? And, if it appears that the 

I ..... " continues, then let a proceed with our reque9t. 
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\ 
MR. RAITERI: "I will accept your amendment, but I wouldn't want the wording to be as to 
whether there is a necessity. A~ far as I'm concerned, r would want it understood. My 
motion concerns the fact that there IS a necessity and what are the plans to rectify it?" 

VOTE taken on .ending a letter to the Mayor on the above subject. CARRIED unanimously. , 
MR. BAKER: "While we are on the subject of public safety, I would like to rise on be­
half of my district to express our appreciation to Red Chase and the Police Department , 
for eliminating what we believe to be one of the wor~t traffic hazards in the city. It 
ia in the area of Strawberry Hill Avenue at the inte~section of 5th Street and Colonial 
Road. Progressively, they have installed traffic lights, and they have painted direc­
tional arrows on the roadways. Most noticeably they have eliminated a very serious gut­
ter situation, particularly in the winter time when cars would alide on the crown of the 
road into the cutter. That has been eliminated and at this time I would like to commend 
the two departments for the constructive work ~,hay have done." 

" MR. TOPPING also spoke in commendation regarding the elimination of the deep ditch on 
Davenport Road. t 

\ 

Health & Protection Committee: 

MR. MILANO, Chairman presented his committee report, as fol1~ws: 

Re: Traffic light, corner St. George 
Avenue and West Broad Street 

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE REPORT 

The Health and Protection Co~ittee met at the Police Building on Friday, Octo­
ber 4, 1957, with Chief Kinsella in regards to ~ petition received from residents 
of St. George Avenue and West Broad Street, tJr a p~de.trian walklight at St. 
George Avenue and West Broad Stre~t. 

The Committee recommends that a letter be forwarded to tha F~tition~rs notifying 
them such a light will be installed just a~ soon a9 a few detsils are worked out 
with the hospital officials. 

Re: Traffic stopping vlhen school bUd stops 

Joseph P. Mil~no, Chairman 
Frank Longo 
Stephen E. Kelly 
John L. DeForest 
Robert Lewis 

MR. MIlANO requested permisSion for one of th,= m~mb.er:: of hi= committl!e to speak on the 
above subject, which permission was gi.ven. 

HR. LEWIS spoke in reference to the raft.sal of traffic to comply "ith the law requiring 

" 

the stoppage of all traffic on both sides :>f the rnad when a school blls stops. He said 0 
he thought this ohould be enforced. , 

~,:~<+O 

------ -----,--- -~- .... ,- ......... ~ .. "' ... """",~..;;;...~;;.;.-., 
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NR. SNYDER also SFok~ in regard to this problen and mentionec :l resolution he intro­
d~ced in this Board som~ time ago rtgarding the d~me 3ituat1~n and ~aid at that time 
h ~ had tri~d to get th~ Connecticut Compa~y to identify their bu~ ~s which were being 
u ":-oi'd t o trans port schoo:- l t:.hiidren. He ::aid the company did not ! lect to comply with 
t l-e r~qu~:;t. He bald there ~as :I problem here and he ag!'e.ed t,olith Mr Lewis that some­
t "rdng ne.eded to b"! don"!. 

This was discllssed llt 30me length and s€.veral suggestions we!'e tna-:1e by various members 
as t o how this might be handled . Attention wad called to the fact t~at the Connecti­
cut Company cann .:. .: be forc.e.1 t'J icentify their bl,.~es as being school bllses, for the 
rea son that other passenger3 a~e als~ car=ied on the bus bps ides school children and 
i t i "~ th.::.reflJre not solely used for the tr<=lnsp.Jrtatlon -:If school children. 

~'~R _ LEWIS saic! evp.:1 though the sch::ol hIJ::;'!o are plal:tly marked and have flashing red 
lights en both the front and the rear of the buses) that traffic stil!. does not stop 
f"Jr them_ 

It was pointed out that violat~rs a=e tu~ned in by the drive~. 

MR. MILANO was given pe:-mlssi~n t.1... recom:nit to committee the q;.;e .:- tion o f a plaq~ in 
the new Police Building. 

Plannlng &. Zoning Committee: 

HR. RUSSELL presentp..d the following com:nitt~~ teFort: 

A ~eeting of the Planning and Zoning Comcitt~~ "Was held at 8 P.M. on Thursday, 
October 3, 1957, at Avignone's restau;"a.nt and tt. t:- ': "j ll(J~'il1~ items we re considered: 

(l) Re: Newfield Avenue appeal from Zoning Boar:i d~cis ; ~:1 . 

(2) tlold, on proposed Ordin&nce for !1e';.l r~ad ipE:ci -: i ..::. a t i o r.s . 
(3) Final adoption of Ordinance changing name~ of c ~r ta in City streets. 
(~ ) Final action on resolution pu1)lished in Sept • ."b." fQ~ .,ecepting old roads as 

public highways. 
(5) Acceptance of new roads. 
(6) Road Performance Bond subject. 
(7) Other items referred to ccmmittee fc.lr -=tl!~Y. 

ttem (I): Committee a c tion pcstponed un,:i 1 N,:- vl!!:I"!o .!!". ::! '.l'! "t o h :,:l< l"jI receipt of 
Planning Board hearing tanscript. 

Item (2): Committee .awaiting a c tion at P]an:l ir~ Bn a r j '-:' $ it rs s ':.!ll of joint meet­
ing held Septembe r 21,. th . Final action e:t;;pe:t ed in Nl)vemc!:r 

It em (3): Co~nitt e e ~ gr e ~d on the changing uZ t he ~ lme~ ef these published streets 
Hh i ::h were p-resent e d :it the September :r.e>'2ting. C .,mmtttlJ.~ ~ ... "lsh2.'; the Board and 10-
t ..} J pap c!' Lo ~o tc that i t is ., n1y desirable t \'> l~r: .j o,;-rt J]ke t!1e changing 'Jf names of 
Ci t j' .5 treets ",",here a c up liea tion of ~.::im?s CI t p'1onc t i L sounc:'ng. dup lica tions create 
a pubJic safety or welfare problem. 

l t~~ (4): Conmit te e ~g~eed on list p~bli u hed i n ~ ~pttmb e r ~~d prp.sented to Board 
~ l ich the exception of a question c oncerni~g Pd=EO r.~5 e Road . Co~ittee agreed to 
mO'/ s resolution to accept tl-te s treets listed in t he M:!.nu t a s of the Board! s Septem­
ber 9, 1957 meeting. (See attaohed r epor t) 

Item ( 5 ): AccE":ptance o f new ~oads ( :-" ~h a tt :J ch e d ri!p~ !"t). 

It em (6): As a rpsult of joint meetin g '-I ] th Pla nni ng BiJa rrl., it t';:i5 agreed that 
sr'me chLing~ i n vmrding and handl ing c£ Pc !.-f ,,' :. m.'! nct>. n .,.n ;j ~ was d e ~i=3hle. It WilS 

, .J " .. I 
" ' r e I" 
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,1150 agreed thao a procedure should be sot up whereby the City, within a period of 
'pprogimately 60 days from the date of expiration of the Performance Bond would'un­
·jertake the completion of road or roads to specifications. This procedure should 
,liminate the lengthy hardships presently being faced by residents on roads where 
developer has defaulted. 

A follow-up meeting between the Planning Board, City Engineer, Superintendent of 
Roads and Ilighways, Planning & Zoning COllll1ittee and the Legislative and Rules Com­
mittee is planned for October to further clarify and clear up this problem, as well 
as to receive final draft of new road specifications. 

Item (7): (a) Hr, Baker's re-tabling of Holbrook Estates' .oad problem 
(b) Hr. Fredericks' petition and letter regarding Deacon JIill Road ex­

tension. 
(c) Letter concerning Pepper Ridge Place. 

George E. Russell, Chairman 
Planning & Zoning Committee 

(1) Appeal - Decision of Planning Board re Nel<field Avenue, Alfred DeCarlo, et als 

.'\bOVE! nlatter uas deferred for the reason that t:h e transcript of testimony of Plan­
ning Board hearing had not yet been received. 

(2) Final adoption of Ordinance concerning road specifications (See pages 1691-1692 of 
Hinutes of 9/9/57) 

This 1!1nttnT Has also deferred for the reason that th e specifications are being 
=hanged. 

(3) Fi~al adoFltion of Ordinance changing names of certain city streets. 

HR. RCSSELL lI("IED for fina 1 adoption of the following Ordinance. Seconded by Hr. Sny­
d~r, Ar.d ~~Rn]nD unanimously: 

( ', ) 

ORDlilANCE 110. 66 SUPPLEHENTAL 

CP.ANGING THE NAMES OF CERTAIN CITY STREETS 

DE I:r ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STANFORD THAT: 

The f~11o~'1in8 street names shall be changed as shown belal": 

Eden Avenue, running from Newfield Avenue Easterly to Hope Street, be 
oh~nneoJ to EDEN ROAD; 

Elc: I'lace (Glenbrook) running from Church Street Northerly to Union 
StreEt, O~ changed to ELM TREE PLACEi 

Fct·Jl f:r Street (Glenbrook) running from Center Street, Easterly to a 
deac end, be changed to CE~ITEn TEnr~CE; 

i'l~P] l! Avenue (Glenbrook) running from Court land Avenue I Easterly to 
th2 Ilarien TOl<n line, be changed to z.:APLE TREE AVENUE; dnd 

PalJ. Plac2 (Glenbrook) running frOM Center Street, Easterly to a dead 
cnd ;'e changed to HALlMARK PLACE. 

Thili Crdinance shall take effect upon the date of its enactment. 

Final adi!ption - Published rasolution J:'e .:1cccpt.:;.nce (If city streets built 
~r~9~l;».i~.,il 16. 1950 (Se~ea~"'.~ 1694-1695 of 9/9/57 mnutes) 
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MR. RUSSELL MOVE~ for final adoption 
Topping and CARRIED unanimously: 

of the following resolution. 
• . - .. -,. 7 

Seconded by Mr. 

RESOLUTION NO. 265 .. 
BE IT ' RBSOLVED AND IT IS HEREBY RBSOLVED THAT: 

, '. 
The following names streets and highways, which were open to vehicular 
travel prior to April 16, 1950 as public streets and highways are hereby 
accepted as City Streets: 

Acosta. Street . .(from West Ave. to 125 ft. beyond DePin.do Street) 
Alford Lane 
Amelia Place (from Bonner St. to Durant St.) 
Applebee Road 
~ rdmore Road 
Barrett Street 
Berges Avenue (from Reynolds 
Bonner Street 

Ave. N~therly to Borglum St.) 

Borglum Street -~. 

Burley Avenue 
Cardinal Lane 
Clearview AVenue (from Hope St. Westerly and South<!r.ly to Cady St.) 

'. Colah8ll Street 
Davenport Street (from Waterside Place Southerly to Selleck St . ) 

, . , 
Douglas Avenue (from Hope St. Easterly' fo~approx . 425 ft. to dea d end) 
Duncanson Street 
Fenway Street 
Fenis Avenue 

., , . 

Gilford S'treet (frO:ll Knapp St. Northerly fer app:-ox. 425 ft . to dead end) 
Haig Avenue (from Pershing Ave. to Gray Fa=m~ Rd.) 
Knickerbocker Avenue (from Blizabeth St. to Northill St . ) 
Leslie Street 
Ludlow Place 
McClurg Avenue 
Melrose' Place 
Minor Place 
Moore Street 
Orlando Avenue 
Pell Place 
Randall Avenue 
River Place 
Rockland Court 
Rockland Place 
Rugby Street 
Ryan Street (from Greenway St. Northerly for approK. 300 ft. beyond 

Camp Ave . ) 
Southfield Avenue (from Selleck St. Southerly to Burwood Ave.) 
Stanton Road 
Stillview Road (from Stillwater Rd. to Stanton Rd.) 
Stone Street 
Travis Avenue 
Tuttle Street 
Viaduct Road (from Hope St. Easterly and Southerly to Larkin St . ) 
Warshaw Place 
Waterside Place 
West Avenue (from Stillwater Ave . Southerly to approx. 300 ft. beyond 

Selleck St.) 
West Hill Road 
nhitmore Lane 
Windsor Road 
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(5) Petitions for acceptance of roads as Fub1!c highways 

MR. RUSSELL said the following roads have been certified by the City Engineer to be con­
structed in accordance with the requirements of the Planning Board and the Engineering 
DepartDlent . He said they have been inspected and received favorabl e approval by the 
CommitLee and that all maps referred to are filed in the office of the Town and City 
Cl~rk : 

> 

BIG OAB: L.WE Approximately 580 ft., located on Haps #5440 and 6004 

BROD1~OCJl1 DRIVE , Approximately 950 ft." located on Hap #5192 

CRYSTAL lAKE ROAD (extended) Approximately 313 ft., located on ~.ap #5396 

.. DEEP WIE Approximately 1055 ft . , located On Hap #5033 

DENISE DRIVE 
1 

~pproximately 900 ft., located on Hap #5671 

Approximately 300 ft., located on Hap #5671 DENISE l'LACE 

FAWN D&:IVE Approximately 1400 ft., located on Haps #5671 and 5733 

FOUR BaODlCS ROAD 

FOUR BRDOKS CIRClE 

Appro~imate1y 2420 ft., located on Haps #5440 and 6005 

Approximately 260 ft., ' located or. Hap #6005 

Approximately 900 ft., located on Hap #5742 

Approximately 665 ft " located on Hap #5471 

FRIAR roCK LANE 

LIMERICK STREET 

NORTH LAKE DRIVE 

OLD WEll ROAD 

QUAKER RIDGE ROAD 

RED FOX ROAD 

Approximately 2,400 ft., located on Hap 15509 

Approximately 960 ft . , located cn Hip #5033 

Approximately 700 ft . , located ~n Hapa 14994 and 5272 

Approximately 1,845 ft . , l~cated on Haps #5440, 6004 & 6005 

ROBIN HOOD ROAD (extended) Approximately 550 it., located on M8p #5742 

WAKE ROSIN LANE Approximately 1,265 ft., l ocated Dn Map 16005 

WILDER ROAD (extended) Approximately 539 ft., located on Hap #5396 

"DEEP LANE: This str~et name must be chenged in the near future 
because of the phonetic duplication with Dee Lane and 
Deer Lane. 

MR. RUSSELL HIJVED for approval of all the above roads. Seconded by Hr . Kelly and CARRIED 
by unanimous vote. Mr. Topping voting his disapproval of the acceptance of Denise Drive, 
Denise Place and Fawn Road. 

MR . RUSSEll : "The following roads di d not me~t r equire .. ents when inapected and will have 
to be brought up to specifications by O~tober 31s t or they will be brought in for rejec­
t i on at the November meeting. The Board " Ul then be =equested to have the Planning Board 
and the Corporation Counsel call in any bonds t hat are past due. Most of these roads 

444 

have been presented for acceptance for a considerab l e length of time and corrections have 
not I::een taken care of up to t his da te: II 



1732 October 7, 1957 

AQUIIA ROAD 
EMERY DRIVE, EAST 

KRAMER ROAD 
INDIAN HILL ROAD 
VAlIECH DRIVE 

(6) Report on Road ~grformance Bond: 

MR. RUSSELL: "As a t:esult of a meeting with the Planning Board en September 24th, it 
was agreed to make" change in the wording of the Performance Bonds. It was agreed that 
a procedure should be set whereby the City within a period ~f approximately 60 days from 
the date of expirat:lon of the Performance Bond "ould undertake the completion of the road 
or roads to .pecifications. ThIs procedure should eliminate the lengthy hardships pres­
ently being faced ~,en the developer has def£ulted, by the residents on these roads. A 
fOllow-up meeting w:lth the Planning Board, City Engineer, Superintendent of Highways, 
Planning & Zoning CllIlIIDittee and the Legislative & Rules COIIllll~ttee is going to be held in 
October to further ,!larify and cl~ar up the problems involved, as well as to receive the 
final draft of the new road specifications. 

(7) Holbrook Estates Roads: Holbrook Drive, Boxwood Drive, Apple Tree Drive and Pine 
Tree Drive. 

MR. RUSSELL: "As a :result of our meeting, a ces:)lutio" "las drafted in order to start 
something rolling ill regard to these roads) because the lroperty owners up there are in 
need of something tl) be done very badly. The roads , unf Jrtuna tely, aI"e o;.med by the 
origina 1 developer. II 

MR. RUSSELL MOVED f.,r adoption of the following resolution: Seconded by Mr. Topping and 
CARRIED unanimousl1, with the exception of one neg3tive vote, Mr. Fr~dericks voting 
"No" and Mr. Lewis being excused from voting 

RESOLUTION NO. 266 

WHEREAS, the streets of the area kn~~ as Holbrook E3tatea, namely 
Holbl.·ook Drive, Boxwoood Drive, Apple Tree Drive and Pine Tree Drive 
are privat~ roads, not having been accep~ed as public stree ts of the 
City of Stamford: and 

WHEREAS, sdid streets have been op~n to vehicular travel since many 
years prioe to April 16, 1950, the date on ~hich th~ Planning Board 
of the Cit7 of Stamford established specifications for 5tr~et con ­
struction .lnd set up requirements for bond~: and 

WHEREAS, s.lid roads have dete:-iorated th!."oug~ use ar.d are ir. need of 
repatr.: an:! 

WHEREAS, tItle to said roads is vested in one Nr. Walter N. Haguire, 
developer of the area and not in th~ abutting property owners: and 

W~REAS, the property repre~ented by said roads does not appear on 
the Grand List of the City of Stamf~rd and apparently has not been 
assessed for payment of real estate taxes: 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE Cay OF STAMFORD, 
A..'!Il IT IS lIE RES Y 

RESOLVED. that the Corporation Counsel 'Of ~he r.ity o f Stamford determine 
by consultation with the Ass~ssor a~d the Ccl15ctor of Taxes cf s nid 
City whether said property has been omitted tn e~ror fro~ the Grand List 
and from assessment: and 

~~I+t,~ :) 
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l,oIJever, I would like to say this: t!>at due to the fact that it is rather complicated 
and thnt several people perhaps in listening to it did not realize the full significanc , 
to it, that before we take any action, we should have copies made available to every 
member of the Board in order that they can study it and decide what they think the an­
ower to this problem should be, and at the next meeting we would then be in aposition 
to decide as to what action l'lB should take. II 

MR. RHOADES: "Mr. President, I think that is an excellent suggestion. I think we should 
postpone action on the specific motion until everyone has had an opportunity to study 
it further.1I 

VOTE talten on acceptance of the report, THith the exclusion of the recODIInendations con­
tained in the last paragraph. CARRIED unanimously. 

MR. ~ACRIDES resumed the Chair. 

CO~IDNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR 

(1) Invitation to cornerstone laying of new Health Building on Oct. 3, 1957 

Inasmuch as this letter was publicized through the radio and press to those 
Board members wishing to attend, it was not read at this time. 

(2) Threats purportedly m3de to tenants of city hou$i~g developments: 

HR. NACRIDES read the follolJing letter to the Board dated Oct. 7, 1957: 

CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 

Mr. George V. Connors, President 
Board of Representatives 

Dear Hr . Connors: 

October 7, 1957 

Recently there appeared in the pre~s .l stcr~' reporting that there 
Here certain threats made to tenants of our housing developments 
in an effort to secure their political support, otherwise they 
would be evicted. 

In view of the fact that the Ch.irma~ of the Rousing Committee of 
your !loard claimed that he had r-roof of such incidents being factual, 
I Hould ask that you secure for me all d!"t.:! and evidence with refer-
2nce to the charges that were made. 

I believe the Housing Authority and this office is entitled to !tno", 
as well as your Board, if such conditions actually exist. 

The ::bove letter was 
Referred to the Steering Committee. 

(3) Vault Space for Probate Court 

Very truly yours, 

TI,o~as F. J. QUigley 
Nayor 
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CITY OF STAl~ORD, C0N~~CT!CUT 

Septe:llb ~:- 16, 1957 

~!r. George V. C.:n :1 ors J President 
Bo,nrc of Rep=~sentatives 
Clt::! Hall 
St;:lmf.;:::d, Cnnr.c:.ticut 

Re: Vault Spa ~~ f ~r Prcbate Court 

De'!I= Hr. Connors: 

YO'.lr note o f St!:?cet"lbe= 13 C~ the abov~ subject 'has been received. 

i1r;t!' I J.dvis.; y ,:"u th~t I !.x pc.t.:.t Nr. Burt of tho!! Conn~c.ticut State 
Li!J~(lry in t"e city shortly to revie.w this p=ogram which we have 
bel::t ";'lrkir.g on in nv~.king 5v",'! a 1 tera t ions hero!! 1.n City Ha 11. 

VEry t=uly yours, 

T~omas F. J. Quigley 
May , :-

COMl'II1NTCATtONS FRaN OTHER nOARDS A~'D INDIVIDUALS 

(1) letter eeta Oct . 6, 1957 f~'om t-:. ? Penencu:l ':<2 Wilder Road ::eoairs 

Ordered filed. 

(2) l.~tte! dat~d S~J!tE:='lber 20, 1957 fro:} Boa=d Cif E t:!1.: :.i~! ' '1 to C1airman of Charter 
ncvi.,!,.I,m Com:r.itl:~e :'e steps to t·e ta1-:cn in new LI: i! -:';ddtu~e t'J Li.menc Charter t o 
Provid~ an ::illtonatic vacancy in city Buarde when .'1 "Ilembf'r D'iO\7es Ot!t of town. 

HR. KANU1SKI HOVED that r.hio: be refer=er! tr. th " .• CIIARf;R REVISION COHNlSSION 
anc NOT the Charter R2vision Commicte~, e:q:!ai!lil"'og '''a' t"e p!"E.:.rJgative lies within the 
Coa rd c~ Rcp::-esentati'las and no t in a COlIll!it t.~e. s~ .. _ r,1.! CtJ nn~. CARRIED unanimC'u5 ly . 

~3) Lett.e~ dated Sellt. 20, 1957 frat!!. Board of Edu::3.ti .. ln in .:;. r.,:-:;t,!:;:.: to r 1!9uest from this 
Board for a map shOwing the achQal£ anri s::~'jcl p"'p"lqti "J "" ~:>.:! ~Q1Ja'!e mileage within 
each ,>chaol diGt-ri\!t O;ee rage 1681 of r'ii!'out-= ~ .:"I f Sert. <?: 195 7 J 6th p.']!" a.~raph) 

0rdered file1. 

(4) V!tte:- dated 3~jl t. . 20, ~ 9,7 :r:;i._t1r. l~ving Snyder. 13t Disr;=ict Reprs~~ ntacive, 
'1~arrling rail:-o.:ld '::f~r" t ce 'O r) Vrb:l!l Red£!v?loFmenc n:cpe:o:ty 0:1 }lea.d,.''''' Stre~t a fter 

contenplatcd sa'!e t Jo Fi-::3t ~~a.liCJ:!a! !lco!'.:l!J a,;; a ':Jare:h om.:6. l'j '.:atio~ . 

WI.. }iAClUDES (!~:.pla.ined thi s had b2-!r. dcf:;:::rEd h~. l h t! St ~e ot.:ill g CaITCli ltc e ~nlil the 
lie\-/, JlJard ta:t~s oft':'·;€!. 

(5) Le.lte~ dated S2;)t. 27. 1957 frJ:D. Alb~:'l \.[, r~LL".m~ . 79 ILI1.:.o:nb AV 2. nu,· . t o the 
.. ttEnt-ion t .. f Hr . C!C[aI(!ll.t L. fia':"-:e::i, J!:". ::!Ij<lr !ln£ .:: fi .: !.' L .... p~!."c t:as.: 21."ODerty 
own.:u b y t.hE! cL:y on H~lcomb Avenc.a i~ o:..~d.:.r t:.hi:Lt l'o e. :n~y b'Ji:c a WH3.ee thereon. 

Re.f€rred to Ste'~:'ing Conun.:.tt f,; ';:': so li:.:.t: iL , :1J.)" b ; ra ! :'':"CeC lil l ha Ll~ gi ~ !atl.ve ~ 

I til '::~ Cormi t tu ~:!. 

') l' I ", .. '- I-. , 
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(6) Two letter and petition regarding change of name of Southfield Park to the J. 
Flelllllli:ng Rutledge MemQrial Park. 

Copies ordered sent to all members of Legislative & Rules Committae, the Park 
Commission and the Parks & Recreation Committee for consideration when this is 
brought out of cOllllllittee. (See item 1J3 under Legislative & Rules Committee) . 

NEW BUSINESS 

Re: Suggestion to purcha~e reccrJing machine 

1739 

MR. NOLAN spoke regarding the recording mactine being used at t~night's meeting for 
demonstration purposes· and also demonst=ated at the September 16th meeting. Mr. Nolan 
said he thought all members should listen to the recording device and consider the 
possibility of the purchase of same and the benefits to be darlv~n from il • . use. MR. 
NOLAN MOVED that the question of acqUiring this device be referred to the Steering 
Committee. Seconded by Mr. Huizinga and Mr. Baker and CARRIED unanimoualy. 

HR. SNYDER spoke in reference to his letter (see #4 under COBlDunications) and objected 
to its beieg referred to the next Board, saying he had requested in his letter that 
this be referred to Lhe Legislative & Rules Committee to investigate and so HOVED. 
Seconded by 1ir. Nolan and CARRIED with the exception of two voting no. 

}m. FREDERICKS explained the reason why the Steering Committee decided to hold this 
matter for the new Board was because it would take Some time to investigate the problem 
and by the time the new Board would take over and it could not be resolved in the time 
now left to the members now in office. 

~m. ~~CRID[S callad attention to the next regular meeting of the Board which will be held 
on Flidal', Navember I, 1957. 

There being no further business to come before the Board, by Motion of Hr. Huizinga, duly 
seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at 11:40 P.M. 

vf 

~;:;f7?a:~ 
George V. Connora 
President 
Board of Repre~e~tatives 

o 
S' " " Vi . l .... .. 


