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{6) MITCHELL STREET ~ Concerning improvemenr to be carcied out in accordance

Lth provisions of Chapter 64 of Charter and Ordinance

}jg.. 19 (le:rers from Commissioner of Finance dated

! 8/9762 and 8/16762) REFERRED TO PLANNING & ZONING
COMMITTEE

lt

(7) HOLBROOK ESTATES - Concerning imprcvemeats to be carried out on APPLE TRER
DRIVE, BOXWOOD DRIVE., HOLBROOK DRIVE and PINE TREE DRIVE,
in accordance with provisions of Chapter 64 of Charter
and Ordinances Ne. 79 and No. 94 (Letters from Com-
mlséioner of Finance dated 8/13/62) REFERRED TO PLANNING &
ZONING COMMITTEE

{8) Carbon copy of repcrt dated 7/27/62 frcm HEALTH DEPARTMENT on SOUTHFIELD

VILLAGE monthly inspecticn, made July 26, 1962 - REFERRED TO HEALTH AND
PROTECTION COMMITTEE

(9) Concerning Survey of Welfare Departman: (See page 3434, Minutes of 7/2/62;
also page 3441, item #12, Minutes of B/6/62)

Mra. Clarke, Chairman of the Educaticn, Welfare & Gevernment Committee, presented
a progreas report of her committee on the above matter, which she read at this
time.

(10) PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION - Naotlce of bearing concerning increase in rate

for taxis, to be held on September 11, 1962 in_State Cffice Building, Hart-
ford, Conn. - NOTED AND ORDERED FILED .

(11) INTERVALE ROAD - MMmem_te,umdMﬁmM
frem Japes B. Petkins . and BL)
name of section of road fg (1) Shﬁdgu Lane, QLLZ)._
Cardinal Trail.
{REFERRED TO PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE

(12) PUTTERNUT LANE - Requesr_in letter dated 8/22/62. from Bruce M. Bogip,
attorney with law firm of Durey & Plerson, for city to

contipue the paving of this street (a city-owned strip

of land) tc {ts "logical extreme™, REFERRED TO PLANNING &
ZONING COMMITTEE

(13) WELFARE DEPARTMENT report for May 1962 -~ REFERRED TO EDUCATION, WELFARE AND
GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE

(14) Petition for change of street name, from Kramer's Road to ISLAND HEIGHIS
CIRCLE ~ Contained in letter of 7/25/62 from C. W. Goebel Associates, Inc,

REFERRED TO PLANNING & ZONNING COMMITTEE

(15) Lettet dated 8/1/62 from Michael S. Sherman. 18th District Representative,
A concerning conflict of teregt - REFERRED TO CORPORATION COUNSEL FOR A
RULING (by the Chairman)

There being no further business to com= before the Commirtes, the meeting was
adjourned,

PAUL D. SHAPERO, Chairman,
v Steering Coomittee

v e o O D
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APPOINTMENTS COMMITTEE:

MRS, AUSTIN, Chairman, presented the report of her committee at thise time, Bhe
said the cormittee met on Priday, September 7, 1962 at Dolam Jr, High School, and
present were the following members: Eleanor Austin, Chairman; Stephen Kelly, Jack
Baer and Samuel Cushing, with Patsy Arruzza absent.

She reported that all appointees whose names appear on the agenda were intarviewed
and it was the recommendation of the committee that their appointments be confirmed
by the Board.

MRS. AUSTIN presented the names of the following and MOVED for approval of their
appointmenta, The vote is indicated after each name:

UTHWESTERN FAIRFIELD COUNTY IONAL P IN :

(Three members appointed by Mayor in conformity with the provisions of
Public Act No. 448 of 1959 Seasion of General Assembly and Ordinance
No. 100 Supplamental)

(1) JOEN R, NOLAN (D) Term Ending: Oct. 8, 1963
(L yr, term for lst term)
VOTE: 31 yes

3 no
(2) MICHAEL S, SHERMAN (R) : n " Oct. 8, 1964
(2 yr. term)
VOTE: 30 yes
: 4 no
(3) SIEARNS E, WOODMAN (R) L Oct. 8, 1964
(Zyr- tEI'ﬂ)
VOTE: 34 yes

(Note: Vote was taken by ballot, with the Tellers distributing
and collecting same.)

EISCAL COMMITTEE:

MR, MEYERS, chairman, presented his committee report at this time, He said a meet-
ing was held on September 5, 1962.

In regard to reclassifications on the agenda (Nos, 1, 2 and 3) which had been de-
‘ferred from the previous meeting, he reported these were the subject of lengthy
discussion between members of the committee, the Personnel Director, Mr, McCutcheon,
and Mr, Kamineki, Chairman of the Personnel Commission.

Mr. Meyers said the committee asked why requests for reclassifications are made during
the year, particularly so soon after the start of the new fiscal year and why re-
clasaifications were not made effective according to the fiscal year, starting with
the next fiscal pericd so as to alleviate the need for interim appropriations,

He said they had been advised that, as a macter of policy, the Personnel Commission
and ita Director feel that the morale of the City employees would suffer by an em-
ployee having to wait such a period of time for an approved reclassification to be=
come effective. Obviously, he said, with annual reclassifications, an employee who
is reclassified shortly after the deadline period would have to wait approximately
a8 year for his raise to become effective,
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He aaid they also discussed the problem of longevity increases and merit increases.
The Cilvil Bervice pay scale provides for longevity increaces for the firet five
years only. Subsequently, an employee remaine in the same salary level, rogardless
of additional terms of service and regardless of increased proficiency in tha job
classification.

Mr. Meyers said, as & rasult, many employees are shifted into sn employment role
which carries additional responsibilities se well as requiring additional abilities
and therefore, the reclassification of employees remaina the logical means by which
thass additional job requireaments are compensated,

He said the committes was informed that the large majority of City employees have
sarvad the City over many years and that in relation to the total employment of the
City (approximately 1,200) the number of reclaseifications granted annually is
extremsly small (about 25),

(1) $414.00 - Tax Collector, Code ]146,0]01, Salaries (Reclaspification of Tax Col-
[} =24 @ 403,00 rade S -
being an increase of $414,00) (Mayor's lecter 6/8/62) (Deferred.
B/6/62)

Mn; MEYERS MOVED for approval of the above request. BSeconded by Mr. Nolan and
CARRIRD unanimoualy.

{2) $425.00 - rd, Cod 201, Mew Equi (Rlactric Typewriter for
use of new Clerk-Typist, approved in this year's budget) (Mayor's
latter 6/7/62) (Deferred 8/6/62)

MR. MEYERS MOVED for approval of the above request. BSeconded by Mise Farina and
CARRIED unanimously,

(3) $856.00 - Welfaere Department, Code 410.0101, Salaries (Reclassification of
three employses, as outlined in Mayer's letter of 6/8/62) (Dafarred
8/6/62)

MR. HEYERS MOVED for approval of the above request. Seconded by Mr. Kelly and
CARRIED unanimously,

{4) 83,500.00 = e rtment = For purchase, traini ed taini
2quipping two dogs. (Mayor's letter 7/23/62)

MR. MEYERS said, in view of the demonatration viewed by the Board members thia
evening on how this Canine Corps operates, he felt confident that the members would
agree that this 1is a worthwhile undertaking for the City. He saild the committees
unanimously approved this item and he MOVED for approval of this request. Secondad
by Mrs. Austin.

MR, KETCHAM said, having been removed Erom public life during recent years, he only
knows what he reads in che papers. He said he read in the paper that steps ars al-
ready baing taken to purchase these doge and, as a matter of fact, the training
program is already under way. He asked if this assumption was correct.

MR, MEYERS aaild Mr, Ketcham is partially correct that the training is already undar
way, but contrary to popular belief and not believing everything he reads in the
papera, his committee had a long discussion with the Chief of Police and found that
the news article was in error regarding the appropriation of any money to financa
this training, He read tha Committes report on this item:
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Meesesit wan laarned that the Police Department has not entsrad into any
agreement and has not committed or attempted to commit, funds which here=
tofora were not appropriated, The Pelice Department hae- an account for
training purposes, which can be utilized for such elements of training
a8 is deemed necessary and proper by the Chief.

"1t was explained to this Committee that these dogas (they expect to be
using German Shepards) will be utilized throughout the City for different
special assignments, as well as patrol. Working with crowds, tracking,
foot patrol and working in conjunction with radio cars would be within the
scope of the dogs® abilities and training, The Chief pointed out that
these animals are trained to check a back door while an officer checks a
front door of a building. This could prove to be an invaluable aid to a
patrolling officer.

"It was pointed out that a kennel is expected to be constructed on City prop-
erty, It was the Chief's desire that, if possible, such a kennel would ba
constructed in the immediate vicinity of the Police Department.”

MR. MEYERS gave a breakdown of the costs, as follows:

2 doga, trainer and trainer handler @ $850.00--=-==--- 41,700.00
Food, maintenance and equipment ==sssssssrccrensmremes 800,00
Total K=9 Corps ====-=-=-- $2,500,00

Pacilities (Contingency Fund) ==eececcece-csscsscvaswa ],000,00
$3,500.00

MR, TRUGLIA, Chairman of the Health & Protection Committee, to whom this had also
been referred, reported that his Committee haa concurred in approving this request.

MR. CONNORS spoke in favor of the appropriation.

MR. BCARELLA said he would not be in favor of any appropriation until the manpower
of the Police Department is brought up to requirements and until increased salaries
for membhers of the force is recognized.

MR. BAKER said he has no doubt that the use of these dogs would serve a useful
function of helping to preserve law and order, but he has a fundamental revulsion
against training dogs to attack human beings and unless it can be shown that law
and order cannot be pressrved otherwise, he is opposed to this,

MR. KUC20 asked how the rotating shifte on the Police Department would be handled
when these dogs are "one-man dogs" which he understands is the cass.

MR, TRUGLTA said this question waes raised and the answer was that the dog would
have to be re-trained in che event someone other than the dog's usual handler
attempts to use the dog in police work.

After some considerable further debate as to the manner in which this would operate,
a VOTE was taken on the motion to approve this appropriation and CARRIED with one
negative vote,

SLATIVE RULES EE:

(1) Proposed amendment to Sec. 3.4 of Ordinance No. 65 Supplemental - (Requeated in
Mayor's letter 3/16/62 - See item $#2, Minutes 4/2/62, page 3337 - Deferred 5/7/62,
page 3360, item #3; deferred 6/4/62; deferred 7/2/62)

(Note: This is item #4 on the agenda)

- - - - — sl ]
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MR. BAKER explained this provides for a bond {n the nature of a cash security
upon an appeal to Court from an order of the Commiesioner of Bealth - the smount
of such bond to be determined by the Commissioner, He said the Committee is of
the opinion that euch enactment i{s beyond the powers of this Board and tharafo:e
does not recommend its adoption,

(2) (Note: This is item #5 on the agenda) Concerning adoption of proposed Ordinance

estricting Parking Vehicles on Cicy Streers - (Requestad in Mayor's letter of
7/23/62) (See page 3440, item §2, Minutes of 8/6/62)

MR, BAKER MOVED for adoption for publication of the following proposed Ordinancs.
Beconded by Mr, Sherman and CARRIED unanimously:

FROPOSED ORDINANCE PERTAINING TO THE RESTRICTION

QF PARKING VEHICLES ON PUBLIC STREETS
£ ' BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

(a)} No person shall stop, stand, or park a vehicle, except when necessary to
avoid conflicc with other traffic or in compliance with law or the direce
tions of a police officar or traffic-control davice, in any of the
following places:

1, On a sidewalk;

2. In front of & public or private driveway;

3. Within an intersection;

4. Within 15 feet of a fire hydrant;

5. On a cross walk;

6. Within 10 feet of a cross walk at an Intersection;

7. Within 30 feet upon the approach to any flashing beacon, stop sign,

. or traffic=control signal located at the side of a roadway;

8. Between a safety zone and the adjscent curb or within 30 feet of
points on the curb immediately opposite the ends of a safety gone,
unless the city traffic authority has {ndicated a diffarent length
by signs or markings;

9. Within 50 feet of the nearest rail of a raillroad croseing;

10. Within 20 feet of the driveway entrance to any fire atation and on
the side of a street opposite the entrance te any fire station within
75 feet of said entrance (when properly signposted);

11, Alongside or opposite any atreet excavation or obstruction when stop=
ping, standing, or parking would obstruct traffic;

12. On a roadway eide of any vehicle stopped or parked at the edge or
curb of a street;

13. Upon any bridge or other elevated structure upon a highway or within [
a highway tunnel;

14, At any place where official signse prohibit stopping.

(b) Ho person shall move a vehicle not lawfully under his control into any such
probibited area or away from a curb such distance as is unlawful,

SECTION 2. Parking mot to obstruct traffic.

No person shall park any vehicle upon a etreet, other than an alley, in such
a mannexr or under such conditions as to leave available less than 10 feet of
the width of the roadway for free movement of vehicular traffic,




.
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No person shall park a vehicle within an alley in such a manner or under such
conditions as to leave available less than 10 feet of ths width of the road~
way for the free movement of vehicular traffic, and no person shall atop,
stand, or park a vehicle within an alley, im such poeition as to block the
driveway antrance to any abutting property.

SECTION 4. Parking for certain purposes prohibited.

No person shall park a vehicle upon any roadway for the principal purpose
of:
(a) Displaying such vehicle for sale;
(b) Washing, greasing, or repairing such vehicle, except
repsaire necessitated by an emergency.

BECTION 3. stopping, standin arki esr harardous

(a) The city traffic authority is hereby authorized to datermine and
designate by proper eigns places in which the stopping, etending, or
parking of vehicles would create an aspecially hazardous condition or
would cause unusual delay to traffic.

(b) When official signa are erected at hazardous or congested places as
authorized herein, no person shall astop, stand, or park a vehicle in
any such designated place,

BECTION 6. Application of article,

The provisions of this article prohibiting the standing or parking of a
vehicle shall apply at all times or at those times herein specified or as
indicated on official signs except when it is necessary to stop a vehicle
to avoid conflict with other traffic or in compliance with the directions
of a police officer or official traffic-control device,

SECTION 7. Penalty = Fine.

Any person, firm or corporation violating any of the provisions of this
ordinance shall be fined for each slich violation a sum not exceeding $25,00,

BECTION B, Removal of vehicles by police.

Upon diacovering any such vehicle so parked in violation of this ordinance
or when any vehicle upon a highway is so disabled as to constitute an obe
struction to traffic and the person or persons in charge of the vehicle are
by reason of physical injury incapacitated to such an extent as to be unable
to provide for its custody or removal or when any vehicle is left unattendad
upon a street and ia parked 8o as to constitute a hazard or obstruction to
the normal movement of traffic, any police officer may remove or cause said

vehicle to be removed to a garage or other parking area, either public or
private.

BECTION 9. Notice of removal.

Whenever such a police officer removes or causes the removal of a vehicle
from a public atreet as authorized by this ordinance, and he knows, or is

- - Ty —— —— n—. B v o T - . L
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able to ascertain from the registration records in the vehicle, the name

and address of the owner thereof, he shall give or cause to be given, notice
in writing to such owner, of the fact of such removal and the reasons there-
for and of the place to which such vehicle has been removed. A copy of said
notice shall also be given to any person who is in charge of the place to
which such vehicle has been removed., If the name send address of the owner

is not ascercainable as above, and the vehicle is not claimed within a period
of three (3) days, the police department shall request such information of
the Department of Motor Vehicles of the Btate where such vehicle is regis~
tered,

BECTION 10. Procedure for relesse of vehicle.

Before the owner or person in charge of any vehicle taken into custody, aa
above provided, shall be allowed to remove the rame from the place where it
has been impounded, he shall furnish to & member cf the police department,
evidence of his {dantity and ownership, shall sign a receipt for such ve=
hicle, and shall pay at police hesdquarters, the cost of removal, not to
exceed Pifty (.50) Cents for each day, or portion of a day, that such ve= -
hicle 1is so stored in excess of the first twenty=-four (24) hours.

The police department is authorized to enter into an arrangement with
conpanies offering towing service and provide such service as is required
in the enforcement of this ordinance.

SECTION 11. Police Department to keep records.

It shall be the duty of the police department to keep a record of the names
of the owners of all vehicles teken into custody under these provisions, the
numbers of thelr state licenss plates, the place where each vehicle is being
stored, and the nature, circumstances and disposition of each case,

This Ordinance shall take effect upon the date of its enactment.
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roposed amendment to Building Code relating to plate glass or patio
dogrg. (Submitted in letter of 5/28/62 by Ronald M, Schwarte, 16th District Rep-
resentative) (Note: Not on agenda)

MR, BAKER said the above item has been in his committee for several months in regard
to safety precautions to be usad in connection with plate glase or patio doors. Ha
said this matter is not yet ready for presentatfon. Deferred.

(4) (Note: This ias item ¢l on the agenda) dopt
uil - + (Bec. 613 of Plumbing Code - ses
page 16l of Code) Deferrad 5/7/62, page 3360, item #4; approved for publication
on 7/2/62; published 7/7/62; tabled 8/6/62 - see pages 3449-50 of Minutes)

MR. BAKER reported thie matter was still in Committee as it 18 not yat ready for
presentation, Deferred.

(5) (Hote: This is item #2 on the agenda; also under "Petitions")
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PELITION 0, 291 - uest for permteston aign ind
n Atlantic Square {n front of C{ 1 (Letter of 7/17/62)

MR. BAKER MOVED for approval of the above petition. BSeconded by Miss Farina,

MR. CONNORS asked why this petition had been referred to the Legislative and Rules
Committea, and not tha Parke and Recreation Committes.

THE PRESIDENT raplied this was decided at the Stearing Committee mmeting.

MR. CONNORS eaid ha thought this type of decision was a matter for the whole Board
to decide, and not the Steering Committee, He said it would appsar that tha Legis=
lative and Rules Committee has enough work now without getting into petitions also.

THE PRESIDENT eaid the function of the Steering Committes is to refer matters to

the appropriate committees concernad, He sald there ware certain quastions involvad,
such as whether or not there is adequate insurance coverage and other legal questions
which the Steering Committee felt should more properly be within the province of

the Legisletive and Rules Committee. He said referral of these matters is properly
the function of tha Steering Committee and not of the entire Board,

MR, BCARELLA said he had a question. He asked if all the legal requirsmenta have
bean met.

THE PRESIDENT said it was his understanding that approval for matters of this kind
are always given subject to approval by the Corporation Counsel and compliance with
all legal requirements, such as proper insurance coverage, ete,

MR, SCARELLA askad {f the Legislative and Rules Committae has checked with the Core
poration Counael and tha Chief of Police,

MR. BAKER said it was the unanimous opinion of the committes that this was a vary
vorthy enterprise as many members who have been engaged in the work of the United
Fund recognize and know its {mportance, and the committee approved this requast
without reservation. He said it was the understanding of his committes that all
necespary legal requirements would be met,

THE PREBIDENT informed Mr., Scarella that the organization making the requast
always presents to che appropriate City Departments evidence of proper insurance
coverage and whatever other legal requirements that have to be met,

MR, KELLY said he objects to this baing taken away from the Parke a&nd Recrasation
Committee, He eaid it is not a legal problem = that it goes to the office of the
Commissioner of Finance, to the Police Department, to the Fire Department. He
said he can't see why this is taken out of the Committee that has done "that proper
work for over 13 years to my knowledge".

MR. SCARELLA said he knew the original procedure of approving these matters, as
sub ject to the approval of the Corporation Counsel, etec, However, he said he did
not want to put the Police Chief in the position of saying: "no™ or the Corpora-
tion Counsel in the position of eaying "no" == subject to their approval,

He said he had asked one question and thar is, did the committee have ample time to
clear it with the Chief of Police and the Corporation Counsel,

- - B s gy . -
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MR. PAKER objected to this futile pursuit. He said his committee felt it im=
cumbent upon them to pass only on the desirability of granting permission and did
not conceive it to be their responsibilicy to inquire further, naturally assuming
that the appropriate steps would be taken preliminary to the actual installation
to the satisfaction of both the Corporation Counsel and the Chief of Police. Ha
said they regarded this as within the province of "their official capacity to
perforn” (referring to city departments) and that it was only referred to his com-
mittee to inquire into the desirability of approving it.

After considerable further debate, & VOIE was teken on Mr, Baker's motion to approve
the granting of this petition. CARRIED unanimously.

(6) (Note: This is item #3 on the agenda) - Approval of Easement to Stamford Watep

an for su 0 ering 20 f t of land m Yine Road
ittle Hill Drive on 314, entitled; " how ight=pf-Wa

Conveved to Stomford Water Co, by City of Stemford." (Mayor's letter 7/5/62)

MR. BAKER said unless there is some urgency on the above matter, he would request
that it be laid over for snother month, as it escaped his attention and was over-
locked.

MR, SCHWARTZ said it was his understanding that this easement is necessary for the
development of the school that is under construction. He said it depends on how
poon they would need water there « if it ie needed soon, then action would have to
be taken.

THE PRESIDENT informed Mr. Schwart:z that no one seems to be in a position to answer
that question,

MR. SCARELLA HOVED this matter be taken out of committee, Saconded by Mr. Kelly.
MR. SHEEMAN said in the absence of any evidence that this is of an emergency nature,
he agrees that the granting of an easement is a subject which requires some study,
and for this reason should be defeated.

VOTE taken on Mr. Scarella's motion to bring this out of Committee. LOST.

MR. SHANEN and MR. BAKER were excused at this time, changing the roll call to 32
nov present,

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE:
rking Authority re st in letter of 7/16/6 1 k ters on city-

gwned property at function of Main and West Main Streets = (Denied at 7/2/62
Board meeting and tabled at B/6/62 meating)

MR. LONGO was excused at this time, changing the roll call to 31 now present.

MR. TRUGLIA explained that when this matter of the Parking Authority's request to
place 17 weters on city-owned property at junction of Main and West Main Streets
last month, the question arose as to whether the city had a right to use this
land for parking purposes and turn it over to the Parking Authority. He said a
legal opinion was requested of the office ‘'of tha Corporation Counsel, which he
read as follows:
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September 10, 1962
Mr, Anthony Truglia
Board of Representatives
Btamford, Connecticut
Dear Mr, Truglia:

3 rty owned by the Cit

anford, South 9ide of Wes
Main Street at Main Street

At your request, I have mads an investigation concerning tha
above matter, Our records indicate that there is no legal bar

to the use of said property for parking purposes,

Cordially,

(Signad) Theodore Godlin
Assistant Corporation Counsel

MBE. TRUGLIA MDVED for approval of the installation of the 17 parking maters, as
previously described. Seconded.

MR, CUSHING spoke againat the motion, He said this Board has discussed this quite
a bit in the past and just on the question of whether or not it would pay to invest
a great deal of money in installing meters, paving, ete., he was convinced it
would be a waste of money,

MR. RUSSELL said he agreed with Mr. Cushing that this should be turned dowm.

MR. SCHWARTZ said thie 1s a bottleneck and is a hazardoua place to try and put 17
parking meters. He said he was opposed to the motion.

MR. MULREED said he was {nterested in knowing if this parking lot will provide a
nead that {s not already met.

MR. TRUGLIA said the aite needs cleaning up as it is full of garbage and brokenm

bottles and debris of various kinds, He said he looked into the matter thoroughly

and chis installation would meet a very definite mneed.

MR. CONNORS saild it was his belief we have nothing to lose on the deal.

MR. SCARELLA spoke againat having these maters,

MR, TRUGLIA MOVED the question. DEFEATED by & vote of 13 in favor and 18 opposed.
Hi N EE:

(1) Mrs, Joseph Ackerman's request that a portion of EAST LANE which gku;i Lg;' $#12
owned by her be accepted ss_addition to REVON Aﬂ AVENUE (Deferred 6/4/62;

deferred 7/2/62; deferred B/6/62)

Tt

—p———————
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MR. RUSSELL asked that the above matter be again deferred as the Committee hll not
been able to get together on this item.

{2) MUNKO DRIVE - Hazardous condition because of island at end of street (Deferred
3/5/62 ~ see page 3333, item #3; deferred 5/7/62; deferred
6/4/62; deferred 7/2/62; deferred 8/6/62)

MR, RUSSELL reported as follows on the above matter:

"This item involved a request for the removal of a turnaround island at the
end of the road, because of a question of a hazardous condition existing.

The Committee members investigated this situation and although the {sland is
in a very unkempt condition with a serious need fer cutting down of weeds,
they could find no hazardous condition existing. 1In fact, the island created
a sort of traffic control which asavred the slowing up of cars using this
turnaround, Other facts noted that this road is only about ten years old

and this ieland in center of turnaround was put in by the builder despite

the fact that it had always been against the desires of the Public Works
Engineering Department and our committee to allow such islands. They are.

no longer allewed, according to preaent revised road specifications for sub-
divisions. However, there are many in existence and the city has repeatediy |
suggested that adjoining property owners should accept the responsibility of
keeping these small areas in pleasant, presentable condition. The Committee
therefore recommenda that no accion be taken on this item,™

(3) MITCHELL STREET -~ Resolution directing {mprovement to be carried out in accord-

ance with provisions of Chapter 64 of Charter and QOrdinance
No. 79 Supplemental (See previous Resolution No. 187, pages

3341-42, Minutes of 4/2/62)

MR. RUSSELL MOVED for approval of the following resolution. Seconded by Mr. Baer
and CARRIED unanimoualy:

RESQLUTION NQ. 39

DIRECTING IMPROVEMENTS TQ BE CARRIED OUT ON MITCHELL STREET

BE AND IT HEREBY IS RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the City of t
Stamford, that the report of the Commissioner of Finance to the Board of l
Representatives, dated September 4, 1962, regarding the improvement of |
MITCHELL STRELT is hereby approved, and !

BE TT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval of sald report by the Mayor of the
City of Stamford, sald improvements shall be carried out in accordance with
said report, after notice of such finally approved report has been given
according to law, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the report when so approved by the Mayor, and
when funds have been appropriated to pay for the cost of the improvement,
shall be recorded in the land records of the City of Stamford.

(4) HOLBROQR ESTATES - ree Drive, Boxwood Drive, Holb
ree Drive - Resolution directing improvement to be
carried out in accordance with provisions of Chapter 64 of
Charter, Ordinance No. 79 and Qrdinance No. 94 Supplemental

(See previous Resolvtion No., 306, Minutes of 8/3/59, pages
2631-32)
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MR, RUSSELL MOVED for approval of the following vesolution., Ha said this was
similar to the prior ona just adopted, Beconded by Mr, Meyars and Mre, Austin:

8 N 4 ;
ROVEMENTS z ED
E 8 STREETS S AP DRIVE,
XHOOD DRY K_D D PINE TREE D

BE AND IT HEREBY I8 RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives of the City of
Stamford, that the report of the Commissioner of Finance to the Board of
Representativea, dated Beptember 4, 1962, regarding the improvement of tha
following streets, situated in Holbrook Rstates, is hereby approved:

APPLE TREE DRIVE HOLBROOK DRIVE
BOXWOOD DRIVE PINE TREE DRIVE

and,

BE IT PURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval of said report by tha Mayor of
the City of Stamford, said improvements shall be carried out in accordance
with said report, after notice of auch finally approved report has been
given according to law, and

BE IT FURTHER RESQLVED, that the report, when so approved by the Mayor, and
whean funds have been appropriated to pay for the cost of the improvement,
shall be recorded in the land records of the City of Stamford.

MR. KETCHAM urged the approval of the above resolution. He said he has a strange =t
feeling that he has been here before, because when he was a member of this Board
in 1959, they were then trying to implement this work in the Holbrook Eatates.

VOTE taken on the above resolution and CARRIED unanimously,

(5) Acgeptance of roads as City streets:

MR. RUSSELL said his committee wishes to present the following roads for acceptance,
He said they have been certified for acceptance by the Asaistant City Engineer

and have met with the approval of the Committee and that all maps are on file in
the office of the Town and City Clerk. He MOVED for approval of the following
roads, Seconded by Mr, Mulreed and CARRIED unanimously,

E DRIVE « Extending westerl rom West Hill ad to and ludi
A temporary turnaround. lLenpth, approximately 1,240 feet,
wideh 27 feet, as shown on Map No, 6272,

SUSSEX PIACE = i rtherly and easterl

ludin ermanent turparound ength, a
feer, width 27 fee s shown on Map No, 7240,

MRS, AUSTIN was excused at this time, changing the roll call to 30 present.

URBAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE: 1]
MR, OPPENHEIMER, Chairman, presented the following report of his committee:
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The Urban Redevelopment Committee meeting was held August 2let at the
offices of the Urban Redevelopment Commisaion.

Messre., Louis Greenbaum, Edward Allen, Balem Bhapiro, Jack Toth and Miss
Susan Pinchot represented the Commission., Committee members and city offi-
cials attending were: Messrs. David Oppenheimer, David Johnson, Paul Plotkin,
Benjamin Kozlowski, Peter §ileo, Ray Sanborn, Edward Dombroski, Bam Wisa,
Patrick Hogan, Michael Sherman, Saul Kwartin and Mrs. David Oppenheimer.

Mr. James Parker, HHPA Ares Coordinator, Mr, Jack Bonkowski, tha HHFA's
Field Representative to Stamford and Mr. Milo Wilcox, Benior Planner of the
Planning and Redevelopment Divieion of tha Btate Redevelopment Commission
wera presant to explain the agency's roles in redevelopment and to answer
questions from the floor.

Mr. Bonkowski described how applications are processed through the offices
of HHFA and said that he expected that the Btamford application would be
forwarded to Washington within four to aix weeks. Both Mr, Parker and Mr.
Bonkowski praised Stamford for undertaking a flexible comprehensive plan -
for the Southeast Quadrant and commended the City on the completion of

the East Meadow Project. Mr. Wilcox stated that redevelopmsnt of the South=
east Quadrant will help stem the trend of business moving away from the dowm=
town district and said that Btamford will get top ptiority for financial
assistance from the Stata when it submits an application following approval
of Part I by HHFA.

An informative question and answer sesaion followed and the meating wae
adjourned prowptly at 10:00 P.M.

sSedririricicirioiriririeiniriririnink deiedied

CHARTER REVISION COMMITTEE:

THE FRESIDENT announced that the report of the Charter Revision Committee was taken
care of at the special meeting of this Board held Friday, September 7, 1962,

MR. SHERMAN asked if the matter of Charter revisions is open for discussion at
this point.

THE PRESIDENT msaid as there is no report from this Committee, he would think that
any further questions concerning this would be directed to the Bteering Committse.

QLD_BUSINESS) ,

MR. SHERMAN: "Thera seems to be a question as to the procedures which were followed
in connection with the Fifth Charter Revision Commission, as evidenced by an
¢:ticle in tonight's Advocate.

"I MOVE that this Board request the Corporation Counsel of the City of Stamford to
immadiately request of the Attormey General of the Btate of Connecticut, an
opinion as to the validity, from beginning to end, not only of the action of tha
Charter Revision Commission, but of this Board, in creating the Fifth Charter
Revision Commission, and I furcher MOVE to incorporate in that motion that this
Board and ite Prasident refrain from certifying to the Town Clerk of the City of
Stamford that such Charter revisions be placed on the ballot in November, until
such an opinion is obtained from the Attorney General of thes Btate of Conmnecticut.”

i
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Seconded by Mr, Bcarslla.

MR, NOLAN objected, saying he thinks this should be referred to tha Bteering Come
mittee for action at the next regular meeting, He questioned as to whether it ie
at all neceasary to consult the Corporation Counsel or that it should be sent to
the Attorney General,

MR, SHERMAN said he has no objection to an orderly procedure, but {s only interssted
in having this resolved as quickly as possible, He said he thinks this Board would
do well to seek the Attorney General's opinion in order to protect action taken by
thie Board. He requested the President not to certify to the Town Clerk that thess
matters be placed on the ballot until such an opinion is requested from the Attorney
Ceneral. He said he has discuseed this with the President personally and he thinks
this request cannot come from the Board, but must come from the Corporation Counsel.

THE PBESIDENT said he ie prepared to have a meeting of the Steering Committes
earlier than is usual and is prepared to present this matter to thes Steering Com=
mittee for their action., He said he cannot bind himself, nor can he properly bind
the Board, and that once action is taken by the Board, his function is not to
certify, but is merely administerial in cransmitting action which was taken by the
Board,

He said he would, however, promise an early meeting of theSteering Committee and

will then present this matter to the Steering Committee for thelr action. He sald

he will not pass this matter on until the Steering Committee has acted, but that

he definitely cannot bind himself, nor can he properly bind the Board and that }
once action is taken by this Board hie function ia not to certify, but attionm then !
becomes merely administerial action in transmitting information relative to action
which the Board has teken. He also said he thinks the motion (Mr. Sherman's motion)
should properly come under "New Business", but that it is always proper to move

for suspension of the rulea to consider a matter.

MR, JOHNSON said it was his understanding, in regard to Mr. Sherman's motion, that
this would be a request.

THE PRESIDENT said L{f Mr. Sherman accepts Mr. Nolan's suggestion, it would not then
be a motion but would be a request that this matter be considered by the Steering
Committee, .

MR, BHERMAN said the only thing that troubles him s the time element and that svery=
one seems to agree that this Board wante to do the right thing.

MR. JOHNSON said he does not know all the legal implications that are involved heras
and asked: "Is there any possibility, racher than obtaining an Attorney General's
decision or opinion, to rather get a Declaratory Judgment on this thing?"

THE PRESIDENT said he has no idea.

MR. SCARELLA ssid, in referring this matcter to the Steering Committee, that this Com=
mittee is not empowered to ask the Attorney General or ask the Corporation Counsel;
that this would alao be timm=consuming = they weuld have to come back to this Board *
for the final action. He said then the Steering Committee would have to refer it

to another Committee, because they are not empowered to take it upon themselves to
vote for the members of the Board, and it would then have to come back to this Board
at their October meeting and it would not leave time to place it on the ballot. He
said it was his opinion that the motion was in order.

- - - - e e . - r———
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MR. NOLAN said all he is saying is that it is not the Board's function to ask the
Attorney General; that possibly the Corporation Counsel does not want to consult
the Attorney General - possibly he can get a ruling from some other source, or
find another way around it. He suggested that the Board could possibly vote to
allow the President to look into it and rely upon him to take care of the sitvation
and give him the permission to go ahead, if it is deemed necessasy. He objected
to making this wandatory, as Mr, Sherman's motion seems to do, because he is not
at all sure at this point that this is the proper procedure. He said if Mr.
Sherman would consider rephrasing his motion along these lines, that he certainly
would go aleng with it and not make it a mandatory thing, but to rely on the
President to seek the information through the Corporation Counsel's office in
regard to the legality of this proposal.

MR. SCARELLA safd the Corporation Counsel is the Counsel for the City of Stamford,
and 1f this Board requests him to obtain a ruling from the Attorney General, he
thinks he would be happy to do so. He said the precedent has already been

establ ished.

MR. SHERMAN said there may be a questfon involved aa to the validicy of the Board's
action in this matter (taken on September 7, 1962). He said he thinks it does be-
come mandatory to have a higher authority, on the State level, to indicate to us
whether this action is valid or not and that time is of the essence., He saild if
this Board waits to refer this to the Steering Committee, it would be October be-
fore action could be taken and the November meeting (November S5th) takes place the
day before election, and the Board would not be able to act in time, He said

there {8 doubt in his mind that this Board can r2quest the Corporation Counsel to
ask for an opinion from the Attorney General and he does want to make this mandatory.

MR. SHERMAN said if this is not the proper time to bring this up, then he will MOVE
for suspension of the rules in order to permit it. He requested a RULING FROM THE
CHAIR as to whether or not his motion is in order or not.

THE PRESIDENT said it is hias opinion that the initial motion is not properly with-
in the order of business and it is mecessary to MOVE FOR SUSPENSION OF THE RULES.

MR. BHERMAN MOVED FOR BUSPENSION OF THE RULES in order to present the motion.
S8econded by Mr. Johnson,

THE PRESIDENT informed the members that this would require a two-thirds vote,

A STANDING VOTE was taken on Mr. Sherman's motion to suspend the rulea in order to
consider his motion that the Corporation Counsel be directed to obtain a rulinmg
from the Attorney General.

VOTE: 15 in favor and 15 opposed.

THE PRESIDENT declared the rules not suspended, as it requires a two-thirds vote to
carry,

THE PRESIDENT: "Mr. Sherman, I am prepared now to deal with your suggestion in the
following way: There will be a meeting of the Steering Committee within the week.

Prior to that time I will consult with the Corporation Counsel and any other official

that he thinks appropriate and at that meecing of the Steering Committee, the proper
procedure will be made available to them."
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MR, SHERMAN: "Thank you, Mr. President.”

NEW_BUSINESS:
Concerning smanding Circus and Carnivsl Ordipance to prohibit (To reinstate

a previous Ordinance, namely, Ordinance No. 61 Supplemental which was
rescinded by the adoption of Ordinance No. 98 - Adopted under suspension
of the rules, waiving prior publication, on February 5, 1962)

MR. MEAD asked that an amended Circus and Carnival Ordinance be referred to the
Steering Committeas for evaluation and consideration to the placing of this Ordinance
back in its original form that this Board changed a few months back (2/5/62).

He said this request is nacessitated by conditions which axisted during the recent
three attractions that this Board approved = the noise, early and late; the filth,
the offensive odora, the unsanitary handling of food, the carnal language that waa
given out by the working force and the indecent exposure by the labor force on the
Circus grounds,

MR. MEAD pointed out that such attractions are not allowed by our nearby towns and
that the vast majority of neighbors on Hanover, Halloween and Shippan Avenue are

all in favor of returning to the Ordinance as {t was before the passage of Ordinance
No. 98,

THE PRESIDENT informed Mr., Mead that this Ordinance would be referred to the Steer=-
ing Committee for referral to the proper Committee.

[ 1 ds that have bee topped the Public Works artme

this year:

MR. RUSSELL said in going around yesterday, looking at some of the new roads for
acceptance, he was a little disturbed tu see that some very recent roads - and by
recent he waz referring to roads accepted in the last couple of years - one of them
on which the Maintenance Bond only ran out this year - were very nicely newly black-
topped.

He said in all fairness to the older areas of the City, areas in which there very
definitely are some serious road problems, that the question of some of these naw
and recently accepted roads, particularly in the West Hill area, being recently
blacktopped, that there must be something wrong with the system of priority being
set up. He said he would like to know why some of these roads are being done ahead
of the older roads that need attention much more. He said the conditions on some
of these older roads are very dangerous to travel on, many of which are dead end
roads and residential roads,

Por this reason, he requested that this quescion be referred to the Public Works
Committee to see if there im a possibility of getting a list of roads from the
Public Works Department as to what roads they have blacktopped in the last year
and what they intend to do the rest of the year, so that in all fairness to all the
residenta of this city, a more just priority system could be set up,

THE PRESIDENT told Mr. Russell this would be referred to the Public Works Committee.

- - - -y —— - - — E + - —
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MR. KELLY said this Board has recently approved an appropriation for blacktopping
holes in roads, a matter which was inadvertently left out of this year's budget.
He said he recalled the Majority ieader saying his road looked like the shell
holes in France in World War T and the roads in the 12th District look the same
way. He said he would hate to see the appropristion this Board recently approved
being eaten up in blacktopping new roads that do not need it as badly as some

of the older ones. He said some of the older roads in the City of Stamford are

a disgrace.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business to come before the Board, upon motion, duly
seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned.

Velma Farrell
vE Administrative Assistant .
(Recording Secretary)
APPROVED:

Zl 47

Paul D. Shapero, President
Board of Representatives

Note: The proceedings of the above
meeting were broadcast over
Radio Station WSTC.

V.F.
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