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4744 Minutes of June 6, 1966
®Dear Mr. Bitetto:

As explained‘'in our telephone conversation this afternoon, we are
aware that on tkis evening's agenda there is an ltem concerning the
old Cloonar Sthool building., Since we have just been advised that
the result of our insurance appraisal of the subject bullding, we
felt it incumtent upon us to bring this informetion to your

attention. The building (spesking of the old Cloonan Schacl building)
has been covered on the basis of $300,000 pending the eforementioned
appraisal, the exount of $150,0C0 has been determined as thse
depreciated value of the building as of today.®

MR. BITETTO said in questioning him ss to this letter, stating these amounts, he

asked him vhat these totals zeant and he said that up until recently, this building
was insured for the amount of $800,000 and speaking only of the building. He said he
asked what does this $150,000 mean? And, the Controller stated that if the building
wers to be demolished by fire for any reason, we would only collect $150,000 right
now, because thatis all it is covered for at the present time, due to the irresponsible
action, plus the vandalism that has occurrsd since this disposition by the Board of
Education. He said this concludes the committee's report.

(B33 IR R 2 2R da s R st iiassddd]

MR, GRANT said he wished to compliment Mr. Bitetto on his comprehensive report. He
said he would like to call attention to one thing that has been done which is a

great disservice to all of us. He said when this building was disposed of by the
Board of Education, it was done in such a way that the value of the building has
depreciated by $650,000, He said the Board of Education is charged with the education
of our children and this does NOT mean by any stretch of the imagination a blank check
to the Board of Education., He sa&id he firmly believes that the education in this
City is superlor to most of the surrounding area, but still feels that prudence in
their spending of money should be of first consideration to all taxpayers.

MR. RYBNICK said he also want to thank Jos Bitetto for doing a wonderful job, and
his Committes. He said he wants to know why this building was vandalized and allowed
to deteriorate and if this same thing will be allowed to happen again, Even if the
building is sold, its valuation now would be so low that the City would get very
little return on their investment. He sald he asked Mr. Bitetto at the last meeting
and he still has not received an answer and that is - why has it baen sllowed to

be vandalized and sllowed to get into its present condition?

MR, WALDEN said he alsc wants to commend Mr, Bitetto for his tremendous study and
said the resolution he intends to bring forth merits all of our support,

MR, FUSARD sald he would like to ask, through the Chair, a few questions of Mr.
Bitetto, He said he referred to a letter dated April 18th to Dr, Porter, which
requasted specific answers. He said he does not recall getting those answers that
wvers requested. He said it sppeared to him that an inventory was requested.

MR, BITETIO said yes, they were given an inventory.

MR, FUSARO asked if he could, off-hand, give him an idea of what it was when he re-
ferred to "discrepancies® iz Tigures.

MR, BITETTO said it was the sub-committee's feeling that we were not apprised.....
that many of the items were rot listed as to what was present in the building; that
disposition of items wes gliven in many cases and we have a copy of & communication
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from Mr, Guy Clements of his report ot the Board of Educatlon as to what happenad t:
tzose 1ltems that were taken out of the school and this is available to mny of the
Bsard members who wish to obtain coples of these figures, He said if there is anyt-i=;
to which he especially refers, he would be glad to go over them with hixm.

MA. FUSARDO said all he wants to know is that anyone can have accesa to the report
if they wish to ses it.

MR. BITETTO ssaid that is correct.

MR, FUSARO maid he has one more question and that 1= on the Mayor's Cozmittes, He
asked if tha Committee had determined during their investigation what waa the duty
of the Mayor's Committes.

MR. BITETTO said he thinks that the Mayor's Committes was certainly full and concisa
with their report of what their approach toward the matter was and he sald he beliasvses
that their final snalysis was that they recommended the sale of tha property for
industrial usa,

MR, FUSARD seid Mr. Bitetto misunderstands him - that his question was "Do you know
vhat the duties of this Committea was?™

MR, BITETTO said they were acting in an advisory capacity to the Mayor to advise hi=
as to what would the cost ba - actually they were making a general report back to <zs
Mayor so that ha could be apprised of what recommendation he could make for the future

of ths school property.
MR, FUSARO paid "Only in regard to the disposition of the propertyt®
MR. BITETTU said this is correct.

MR, FUSARO sald this, then, did not give the anaswers to any questlons that this Board
has presented?

MR, BITETTO said they did not emphasize on that,

MR, FUSARQO said then the Mayor made a request that the disposition of the school be
studied, or a possible dispositiom of the school be studied.....by this Committes,
meaning the "Blue Ribbon® Committes.

MR, FUSARO asked if the Mayor ia now making a sscond request that a further investi-
gation be made? . He said he would like a clarification of this,

MR, BITETTO said PRO,.®

THE PRESIDENT explained that tha so-called "Blue-Ribbon" Committee was for a group
to look into the disposition or suggested useas of the old Cloonan School proparty.

MR, FUSARO asked Mr, Bitetto to again read the Mayort's letter, which he did at this
tima, -

MR. KUCZ0 said he supports the actlon tsken by the Public Works Committee on the
future use for Cloonan School, but is appalled at the sudden depreciation of the
achool property. He sald he remembers only a few years ago when the City expende:l
$150,000 for property and architectural fees and now he finds out that the City cen
only get back $150,000 for the entire thing, He sald this is a trevesty and feels
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that some civic action should ba taken upon those peopls who have demonstrated this
irresponsibility, whether they be on the Board of Education or part of the City
adzizistration in sny manner, shape or from, He said he feels it is wrong that the
taxgayers should suller such a loss because this is "pure neglect® of City property,
for $:50,000 to be passed off as if it was nothing. He apoke at some length.

MR. EZLLY read & letter addressad to the Mayor, dated March 3, 1966 on the condition
of tze Cloonan School. He ssid there were three letters sent to the Mayor, none of
whicn were ever answered on this same subject, urging that the school be used for
recreational purposed.

MR. BITETTO said he would like to meke & statement at this time, Hs said he oves
his Committee an apology for not mentioning their nemes - that in the sub-committee
wers Stephen Kelly, William Buchanan (Secretary), Dom. Mosca, Lou Casale, Edward
Dombroski and Carmine Longo. He said he wants to thank them for their whole
hearted support and their efforts in achieving this report.

MR. CONNORS said he would like to have an answer to & question - that the Board of
Education-went out and purchased property and then turned around and closed the
school, He asked if they wers aware of the fmct that they were going to close the
school before they purchased the property, or was it something that they did om the
spur of the moment.

MR, RUSSELL said he thinks he can answer that question. He salid the Mayor had nothing
to do with the basic closing of the schosl and that when the school had been closed
they bad not reached the point of the new Jr, High School. He said if the members
will recall they had distributed the pupils from Cloonan into other schools - and
that!s how it was undertaken until the new Clooman Jr. High Schosl was an actuality.
He =aid he thinks it should be noted that when this was turned over to the Public
Works Department, as soon as the Board of Education decided to close it, was in the
sumear just prior to the re-opening of Cloonan Jr. High and they immediately, by
letter, sald that they were turning it over to the Public Works Department.

MR, CONNORS said he can't understand why they purchased property if they were thinking
of closing the school., He said we sent for the tune of something like §150,000 and

why did we acquire this property?

MB. RUSSELL sald the question was that after they had decided —- aftar they found
out the cost of rehabilitation of the property, they found that it was going to run
into at least a half million dollaers, because of their fire requirements that a
sprinkler system be installed, the roof was falling in and somathing like that. And,
they found that under repair work they would not get any monatory returns by State
Aid, wvhereby under construction of a new shcool, they would get large returns from
the State for building & nev school and they had it figured cut and the figures ware
roughly, somevhere in the neighborhood of one million dollars for a brand new school.
He said it is the old story of juggling figures, but it came out that we would get m
new school for one million dollars., He spoks at some length,

MR. CONNORS said he thinks it would have bsen much cheaper for the City to have hired
two Watchmen to prevent the vandalism that occurred at the school, in order to avoid
what has happened - and at the present time, the property has depreciested to such a
poiot it is practiczlly worthless - the copper gutters are gone and even the roof
itself has caved in - everything has been taken out of there that can be stripped.

He said the whole thing doesn't make any sense - did they use what they took out of
the school, or are they storing it? He asked if the committee went into that.
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MR, BITETTO said it is a matter of record and the Board of Education have given us =
fully itemized report and we have 8 copy of the record of the disposition of the f:a=
and where they were placed and where those things remaining are now stored and thess

records are avallable to enyone that wishes to see thenm.

The debats continued for a considerable length of time.

MR, RICH aaked the President just what is the proposal before the Board now. He ssi:
he would 1like to know where we stand presently.

THE PRESIDENT said the next thing is to accept Mr. Biltetto's report on this matter,
after which he has a resclution to present, He said we have been on this for about
an hour and a half and thinks it is sbout time to move the questien.

MR, NATHANSON MOVED THE QUESTION, Seconded by Mr. Morris.

Several membsrs asked what the Board is accepting by voting for the resolution and
for the approval of the Committse report, aside from all the information that was

gathared.

THE PRESIDENT sald all that the Board is sccepting at the present time is the gather-
ing of information by Mr. Bitetto's Committee and nothing elss but that - just the
facts.

MBR. BITETIO said he would like to point out that in the early part of his report, he
found inequities in our Charter system, where when one Board turns over a plece of
property to another, the sub-committee has recommended to this Board, in their report,
and as part of it, the findings that they feel there ars certainly inequities in the
Charter and that they would like safeguards placed thare which would prevent a
repetition. He said if the Board wishes to segregate this, he will do so, but he

feels that it is part of his report.

PRESIDENT said the report goss into many phases and there is no summary of
the report vhere we can state, basically, just what it 1s that we are accespting.
He said perhaps he could make & summation.

MR. RYBNICK said he believes that what some of the members are looking for will be
in Mr, Bitetto's reasoclution when he reads it,

MR, FUSARD asked if the Board cannot simply accept Mr, Bitetto's report as the
garnering of facts by the Committee and any rssolution or recommendatlon to this

Board will be made subsequently to thia evening's meetlng, elther through the Stearing
Committes, He saild he understands that Mr., Bitetto has a resolution which he wishas

to prosent, He asked if it would be possible just to accept the facts and nothing more.

THE PRESIDENT said he thinks this is all Tight.

MR. RICH sald he agrees with Mr, Fusarc and 1t must be made clear that we are accepting
the report simply as a fact-gathering activity and data presented to the Board, but
any recommendations that are in the rsport will not be conaidered, except the
resolution, which will be presented at a later date.

After some further discussion, the President called for a VOTE on the acceptance of
Mr. Bitetto's report, CARRIED.

MR. BITETTO thereupon read the following resoluticns 104
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BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Board of Representatives
submit to the Mayor, the Planning Board, the Board of Finance and
the Board of Represeatatives, a request to obtain the services of a
Consultant to make a full feasibility study for a proposed use of the
old Cloonan Jr. High School as a nelghborhood recreational community
service center.

MR, BITETTO MOVED for spproval of the sbove resolution. Seconded by Mr. Kelly.

MR, RICE said he knows it is like being against motherhood or good weather, but he

is not in favor of the resolution, because it prejudices the answer. He said there - -
are other uses to wvhich that building could be put and if we pass this resolution

and then direct a Consultant to come up with recommendations aimed at that result,

we are ruling out possibly 75% of othar possibilities.

MR. RUSSELL said he has to agree with Mr., Rich. That there would be no point
in hiring an expert if we are going to limit him.

MR, FUSARO said it appears {rom the proposed resclution that it is obvious that the
Committee has decided this should be used for recreational purposes and now let's
put a man to work on it, find out what it will cost, and what funds are available
both on & Federal and St.ate level.

THE PRESIDENT said it appears that this Board is trying, by resolution, to create a
public project which could possibly run into many millions of dollars, with a severe
cost to the taxpayer one way or the other, He said if we are going to do it by this
method, he would have to RULE THAT THE METHOD IN WHICH IT IS BEING PRESENTED IS OUT
OF ORDER and the method that should be used is according to the Charter, which

spells ocut the way to go about making public improvements, He said we have done this
repeatedly on roads that we have asked to have brought up to standards, but it does
not have to be a road, but can be a bridge, a school, or some other reason. He

told Mr. Bitetto that the way he is presenting his resolution is not according

to Charter provisions,

MR, LINDSTROM asked if this Board has the right to make such recommendations - not
that he is opposed to having a recreational area. He said it seems to him that
this might perhaps have to go first either to the Board of Finance, or perhaps

to the Mayor, asking him to initiate it.-

After considerable further discussion, Mr. Morris said he faeels this should be referred
to the Steering Committee, and be decided there, rather than prolong tonight's meeting.

MR, RYBNICK objected. He said he sees no reason to go to the Steering Committee in
order to write a letter to the Mayor. He said he believes that is all we are asking

for tonmight.

MR, ROSSELL said he disagrees - that it looks to him as if this Board is telling the
Mayor to hire an expert to look into the cost of a particular usage, which can involve
many millions of dollars. He sasid what he is saying is that he does not feel the
Board should do it in this manner.

MR, FUSARO said in order to facilitate matters, we should separate the resclution
from the report. He said let Mr. Bitetto again summarize his report.

THE)PRESIDENT said he wished to remind the members that they have slready voted on
the report and we are now considering the resolution. 58 A0
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MR, FUSARO said he realizes that, but he tziIzks it was tae understanding thst we woul:
only separate and divorce the resslutisn ez recozvendations {rom the raport to
facilitate matters, so that Mr, Bitetta's regort could be accepted, and that we wouli
then have the resolution and recomrendati.zs alterward,

MR, MORRIS ROSE ON A POINT OF ORDZR., &2 seii this resolution is separszte froz the
report and MUST, by our rules, go to tne Sts=ring Committes and there should be ns
debate,

MR, FUSARQO said he thinks, in effect, wa sussezded the rules when we divorced the <ua.
MR. MORRIS said it would then have ts ba sccazpiished by a two-thirds vote.

MR. FUSARD said he thinks it was unanimous.

ME. NATHANSON seid there was no vote takez.

MR. MORRIS said this is correct - thers was 22 vote taken, and both Mr. Rich and
the President and the Minority Leader wanted it separated, Mr. Bitetto agreed and
now there can be only one way of doing this - it must be referred to the Steering
Committes. .

THE PRESIDENT said he agrees with Mr, Marris - that this was the way we intended it
to be. He sald this resolution, he feels parsonally, demands serious study, should
at lesast,  be given some consideration instesd of at this late hour of the night,
rashly trying to agree on a resolution that nas such an impact as this one has.

MR, MORRIS ROSE ON A POINT OF ORDER. He s=id he wants an opinion from the Chalr,
that this was not part of the report and he thinks it has to go to the Steeriog
Committes,

THE PRESIDENT RULED tath the resolution wust zo to the Steering Committee., Hs
sald this meeting is lasting too long - we still have an appeal on the agenda and

ve must not stay on this one item any longer, because we will then start acting
hastily on the rest of the matters on the =g=nda - that it is now after 11 otclock,
and in all fairness to other matters that are still awaiting Board action, this
debate muat atop.

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE:

In deference to the psople who were waiting for action on the appeal under the
Planning & Zoning Committes, it was decided to> pass over the report of the Health
and Protection Committes and go directly to the Planning and Zoning Committee,
Mr. Kaplan agreed to do this,

ING NING COMMITTEE

(1) Conceming letter to Mr, Morris from Jozs ¥, Herman (dated 6/6/66) on condition
at LINDSTROM ROAD :

MR, MORRIS, Chairman, said he was in receipt oI the following letter on the above
patter, which he read at this time:

. June 6, 1966
Mr, Thomas Morris 406
Board of Reprgsentatives

City of Stamford, Connectirsut : -
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Dear Mr. Morrisi
In reference to the condition at LINDSTROM ROAD, I have contacted the zajority
of property owners on Lindstrom Road, and we are all in favor of the City

repairing the road and bringing it up to standards to make 1t &n acceptzble
roed,

I would like to have the Board stert necessary procedures to repalr ths
road and bring it up to standards and maks 1t an acceptable road,

Sincerely
SHIPPAN SHORE MARINA
{Signed) John W. Hermen

ME. MORRIS said the above request is in relation to procedures under Chapter 64
of the Charter, He asked if 1t is neceasary to take a vate on this,

THE PRESIDENT said this wasn't on the agenda, so there is no action to be taken
at this tims,

(2) Acceptance of roads as City Streets:

MR, MORRIS MOVED for acceptance of the followlng roads as City Streets. He
explained these have all been certified for acceptance by the City Engineer, have
besn inspected and meet with the Committee's approval, He said all maps referred
to are on file in the Office of the Town and City Clerk. Seconded and CARRIED.

AVON LANE - Extending from Hopa Street easterly to and including a
temporary tumeround., Length, approximately 230 ft. Map No, 8085

BARNSTABLE LANE - Extending from Hope Street easterly to and including a
temporary turnaround., Length, epproximately 240 ft.
Map Ho, BO8S.

CASTLE COURT - Extending from Hope Street eastarly to and including a

temporary turnaround, Length, approximately 150 ft. Map No. 8085,

STARWICE CIRCLE - Extending from Stanwlck Place sasterly to and including a
permanent turnaround. Length, approximately 125 ft, Map No. 7987.

STANWICK PLACE - Extending from Oaklawn Avenue southerly to a dead end.
Length, spproximately 600 ft. Map No. 7987.

(3) APP g 66) frow Planning Board's approval of spplication of
NORMAN A, FIEBFR end ALVAN G, LAMPKE (From action taken at their April 5, 1966
meeting)

Mr, Hnﬁia presented the followlng Committee report on the above appealt

The Planning and Zoning Committee held anm open meeting in the Board of Representa-
tives® meeting room on Thursday, May 26, 1966 at 7 P.M., and a regular meeting
> in the Board of Representatives! Confarsnce Room on Thursday, June 2, 1906 at
P 4@"P.M., concerning:
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v APP FROM DECISIQN OF PLANNING BOARD, CHANGE MP-1.4, OF NORMAN A,
& FPIEBER AND ALVAN G, LAMPKE (Their Action of April 5, 1968)

The Committee held an open Committee hearing on this Appeel on Thursday,

May 26, 1966 at approximately 7 P.M. in the Board's mair meeting raox. Both
proponents and opponents of the proposed amendzment to the Master Plan were
heard, The Main substance of debate were: the present heavy traific in the
morning and evening, narrow and poor road conditions, potential and periodic
flooding conditions and the one family character of the surrounding properties.
Heavy discussion centered on the effect of apartment dwellings, whether that
allowed in R-5 or the new Town Housing of R-2. The meeting adjourned at
approximately 9:30 P.M.

The Committes heavily discussed this appeal for several hours at its general
meeting of Thursday, June 2, 1966, The Committee was most cognizant of the
many problems that heavy concentration of dwellings, particularly, of the
apartment types nature, would present In this area. However, the Committee

vas presented with a most peculiar state of facts to come to their decision;
the fact being the R-5 which has been the existing zoning of this area for
ssveral ysars, permits garden type garden type apartments. R-2 which 1s called
Town Housing, 1a also somewhat similar type housing, but with restrictions whi-:
create ten dwelling units of individual private ownership and variety of
restrictions as to lot size and individual parking in front of each dwelling,
The Committee, in their final discussion, could not arrive at any major
differsnca betweean R-5 and R-2, which would make R-2 more unfavorable.

i

The Committee finally voted three to onme to REJECT the appeal and thus uphold
the unanimous declsion of the Planning Board and so recommends to the Board of
Bepresentatives,

MR. NATHANSON MOVED that the Committee report be accepted. Seconded.

g MR. KAPLAN said he wished to ebstain from voting as his law firm represents ths
spplicant in this matter and also wishes to go on record that he is abstaining from
the discusaion on this appeal,

THE PRESIDENT said this will be notad.

MR. JOSEPH BITETTO presented a statement on this matter to the President and asked
that it be read at this time, The President read the following:

F IFICATIQN
1. There seems to be a question raised as to whether I should disqualify myse_<.
2., Lot me say that I have given this mattsr great consideration and have rea:-2i

the decision that disqualification would be wrong - it would be an abandom=eat
of my responsibility and duty as a District Board meaber.

me to look after their interests and to represent them as a District
Representative on this Board.

3. I was electsd a representative of the 1lith District. My constituents ele::ad
!
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4. Since this Master Plar changs was granted by the Planning Board, the
people in my District have requested that I take all steps to protect
their interests - to oppose this change - to pravent the down-grading
of the Master Plan.

5. The other Representstive in this District has disqualified himself, bacause
the law firm with which ke is associated, represents the developers., Am I
to disqualify myself and thus deny my District its right of representation?
Am I to deny them their rights?

6. In a matter of such grave importance to my District, I have a duty to
represent it on this matter and to vote to uphold the petition to reverse
the Planning Board and to deny the Master Plan change.

7. If I did otherwise, I would fail in my responsibilities as a member of this
Board of Representatives to represent the voters of my District in this Board,
They ars oppossd to the change and thay have mskad me to oppose it.

To disqualify myself under such circumstances, would be an abandonment of my
duty and responsibility., This, I will not do.

) Joseph Bitetto
R OO U O 00 00 0 -0 3 06 20 0 00 0 00 00 40 B 0 0 00 0 00

¢

THE PRESIDENT said, in viaw of this statement by Mr. Bitetto, it places him in a
position of ruling on his qualification to vote and to discuss this particular

Appeal. In doing so, and considering the fact that this is not the first time this
question has come before this Board, and has happened on at least two previous

occasiona to his knowledge, it was referped to two different Corporation Counsels,

vho gave opinions on this vary subject and they were very vehement in their decisions
(and the older membars of the Board will remsmber this) that no member of this Beard
MAY APPEAR BEFORE THE PLANNING OR ZONING BOARDS AND STILL COME BEFORE THIS BOARD AND
DISCUSS AND VOTE UPON THE SAME MATTER - they must disqualify themselves. He said this
has come up on several occasions and this was brought about because .of a State Statute -

Sec. 8-21, Chapter 126 (1958 Rav.)

Ho member of any planning commission and no member of any municipal agency
axercising the povers of any planning commission, whether existing under

the general statutes or under any special act, shall appear for, or

represent any person, fimm or corporation, or other entity in any matter
pending before the planning or soning commission or zoning board of appeals
or agancy exsrcising the powsrs of any such commiseion or board in the same
municipality, whether or not he is a member of the commission hearing such
matter, No member of any planning commiassion shall participate in the
hearing or declsion of the commission of which he is a member upon any matter
in which he is directly or indirectly interested in & personal or financial
sense. In the event of such disqualification, such fact shall be sntered on
the records of the commission and the reamining members of the commission,
unless otherwise provided by special act, shall choose an elector to act as

a member of such commission in the hearing and determination of the particular
matter, or matters, in which the disqualification arose.®
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ME. RUSSELL said the Corporation Counsel, wzen handing down his decision regarding
this State Statute, said that our Board {when an ippezl is brought before it) arae
acting in the same position (as tne Chsrter spells sut) as the Planning and Zoning
Board, He sald it says {in the Cherter) iz Sec, 522,35 "when acting upon such
mattara, the Board of Reprasentatives shsll te guidel by the same standards as
preacribed by the Planning Boari", He s=id the Corpzration Counsel waa very clear
on one point - that because this Board is s legislative body, it is most unusual
throughout the whole country for us to heve this spe:zial privilege of having this
appeal power, that the members when they appear belare either & Planning or s Zoning
Board, are basically puttipg themselves in the saxe position as a member ol the
Planning or Zoning Board, if a matter i3 sppesled to tzis Board, He sald if a
matter is not appealed to the Board, you texe your cz=aces, but when an &ppeal
does come before this Board, then the mecbters are mcting as if they were members
of the Planning or Zoning Board, whichaever it may be, and the members must then
disqualify themselves.

MR, BITETTO said he would like to ask the Clerk to read the membars of the Planning
and Zoning Committes.

MR. CLARKE read the names of the following: Thomas A. Morrls, Chairman (R)
Leon Zabroski (R)
Benjamin R, Hathanson (R)
Hobert M. Durso (D)
¥incent Caporizso (D)

THE PRESIDENT asked Mr., Bitetto to bring up his point of order.

MR. BITETTO said he wished to ask Mr. Morris, Chairman of the Planning and Zoning
Comnittes, who was present at their Committee meeting and who voted on the matters
before that Committee,

MH, MORRIS said he would be glad to explain, He said at the Committee meeting, Mr,
Zabroski was out of town and he didn't thipk it would be fair to the people if we
had one member missing, so he called the President, informad him that Mr, Zebroski
bhad not been attending meetings and wantsd someone else to hear the case.

He said Mr, Chirimbes was at the meeting, having been requested to sit in by the
President, and he acted as a member of the Planning & Zoning Committee. He sald
also, Mr, Durso, Mr, (Vincent) Caporizzo, Mr. Nathanson and himself are members of
thias Committee.

MR, BITETTO said he would.ask him to pleass read that portion of the Charter that
contains mention of the Committees. of the Board of Rapresentatives.

THE PRESIDENT infowmed Mr, Bitetto that there is no part of the Charter which spells
out what Mr, Bitetto i1s referring to and the part in regard to Committees is the
Rules of the Board and under ®Committess® the President of the Board is the one who
does the appointing of Committees., He said Mr. Morrlis asked him several weeks ago
about a replacement for Mr. Zebroski as he was not able to attend Committes meating:.
and had only attended one meeting since the formation of this Board, and at that ti-=s
he asked that another member replace him, bacause he felt that he should not try

to operate with the Committee short ons mezber., For tzat reason, he said, Mr. Morris
mentioned the name of Pater Chirimbes. e said he had iatended mentioning this
tonight, which 1s a matter within his provincea, and waats it noted in the record
that the President can change the mambsrs of any Cor=ittee, at will and he is the
ona that has this privilege and he only.
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MR, BITETTO asked if thls should not becoze & matter of record prior to the time
of voting at a Committee meeting? Mr. Bitetto said he was present at the zeating of
the Comnittee and it was announced-at that that Mr, Chirimbes was sitting in as an

alternate to Mr. Zebroskl.

THE PRESIDENT said he prefers that Mr, Chirimbes not be listed as an altermste mecber.
He said the precedent has been set by this Board over many years as to how this is
done and we have been changing members, hera and thsere, on the Board, since the

time they took office. He said we have been trying to adjust some of these Committess
and changes have been announced from time to time and when Mr. Vivone announced he was
leaving the Board, Mr. Fusaro named a replacement, which was announced at tkat mesting.
He sald if Mr. Bitetto had waited until the end of the meeting, when thess aznouncements
are made = some of the older Board members will remember that this is the way it has
always besn done, 1s the time when the President mentions any Committes changes, and
he does not mention it at the beginning of the meesting, He said his prerogative is

to remove any man from any Committee and change Committess around and he is quoting
from the Board Rules, which states that "all Committees ahall be appointed by the
President = Sec. 3 of our own rules® which has nothing whatscever to do with the

Charter.,

MR, FUSARD said he wishes to anncunce, for the record, that there have been no changes
in the Democratic members since the orgenization meeting of this Board. He said the
only changs was that Theodore Boccuzzi was Acting Teller and tonight he informed the
Pregident that he is an Alternate Teller, He said Vincent Caporizzo is a mezber of
the Planning & Zoning Committee and has besn since Decembar 1st, and not Theodore
Bocecuzai, which was srronsously reported - the two names, baing similar, having

besn confusad.

MR, MURPHY said he wants to ask a question, He sald the Committee's report 1isa
backing up the decision of the Planning Board. He asked if this is true.

-

THE PHESIDENT replied this is correct.

MR, MURPHY asked how ha could propose & motion to changes that thing around to move
in favor of the Appsllants and not the way the Committee report has come out - in
favor of backing up the decision of the Planning Board.

THE PRESIDENT explained that this Board is voting on the appsal and not what the
Plaoning Board did and the Charter spells this ocut - the manner in which the Vote
may bs taken., He sald Sec. 529.1 of the Charter ssys: "Vote required by Board of
Representatives, Except as provided in Section 523 hereof, in deciding all matters
referrad to the Board of Representatives, pursuant te this Chapter, the affirmative
vote of a MAJORITY OF THE ENTIRE MEMBERSHIP OF SAID BOARD shall bs required.®

'
He explained the matter referred to this Board is an APPEAL from the declsion of
the Planning Board, so the appeal will need 21 votes - this is the way it has
always been done and the proper way to do it. He said this was suggested several
timas to be in need of changing by Charter revision, because of the confusion.

There wus conslderable discussion at this time as to the proper manner in which
to word a motlon.

MR. CONNORS said we are elther hers to uphold the appeal, or to deny the appesal,

MR. BUGCHANAN suggested that the Board ask Mr, Morris to withdraw the way he made
his modibh and start out again from "scratch", o a1
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There wvas conslderable further discussion on how to vots,

MR, BITETTO said he chellanges the Committea's report beceuse the Coxmittee was no:
composed of the propsr peaple,

~

MR. BUCHANAN said we should just vote to accept the Committee report as a mattar of
fact only, then offer a motion to act on the appesi.

MB, RUSSELL seid he can do it almost that way by not meking any recomzendations,
bacause he is making a recormmendation, but ne can say that acecording to the Chepter
where it requires an affirmstive vote, he is not moving for a vote to grant the
appeal, since the Committee has moved to reject the eppeal - and now it is up to
somaone on the floar who is in favor of the appeel to make a motion to grant the
sppeal and then you are where you should be.

MR, KUCZO MOVED to reject the Committea report.

THE PRESIDENT said there is a motion on the floor and we have to get rid of Mr.
Morris' motion first. He said we must not have so many motlons of the floor as
everyons will be getting confused they won't know what.they are voting on.

MR, LINDSTROM MOVED THE QUESTION.
MR, FUSARO said let's clarify it - we are voting on the recommendation of the
Committee - and in effect a "no® vote would favor the appeal and a "yes" vote would

deny the appesl., Then, we will subsequently move, if it's carried, to accept or
deny the appeal.

MR, RUSSELL said he is wrong - the vote would have to be to accept the appeal, Hs
said we need someone to make 2 motion to accept the appeal.

MR. BITETTO asked if he could spesk on the motion.

THE PRESIDENT asked him what motion he is referring to.

MR, FUSARQ said we have had no discussion on the meritas,

Somecne asked what we are supposed to be voting on.

THE PRESIDENT explained that i1f you vote “yes"™ you are voting to accept Mr., Morris?
report and if you vote "no® then you will be voting agasinst his report. Then, he
sald, we vill take a second vote, in which someone who 13 in favor of the appeal
will move for acceptance of the appeal and stop right there and then, if that vote
becomes 21 wvotes, then the appeal has bean accepted.

THE PRESIDENT said you will now be voting to accept the report only.

MH, FUSARC asked how many votes are needed to accept the report. The Preaident
said just a majority - a bare majority.

MR. LINDSTROM said we don't need a count just to accept the report - all that is
needed is a voles vote,

THE PRESIDENT gald that is what he 1s going to do.
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MR, BUCHANAN said he wants to clarification, He said if the Board accepts the report,
then it, in effect, dercies the =mppellants and their appeal. He said wouldn't this be
legal grounds to say that's all tha vote that is necessary?

MR. RUSSELL said it seexms that soze of the newer members, unfortunately, still do not
know how they are voting and some of the older members know that every time an appeal
comes up we go through the same mess and the reason is that it was very poorly written
in the Charter,

MR, RUSSELL explained that you cannot vote to accept Mr, Morris' report and ‘then
vote to accept the appesl, because you will be setting up a question of law, where
the question will arise that the report clearly states you wish to deny the appeal
and you'd be reversing your vote.

MR, BUCHANAN said then what this means is for Mr. Morris' report to be accepted,
HE must obtain 21 votas,

Saveral members called out "no®™ at this time,

THE PRESIDENT explained that whea you vota on the report you reverse yourself when
you vote on the appeal, if you want to keep your vote consistent. He said if a
mamber votes to accept Mr., Morris! report, it would be improper if, ths naxt time
around you vote to support the appeal. "You should vote no on the appeal the
sacond time,."

MR. LINDSTROM said he thinks this is a very complex and serious matter and he would
like to see the motion changed, because he does not want to Jeopardize anything

at this point - that he would not like to vote, thinking that he was voting one way
only to find, if it should ever go to Court, that he has jeopardized anyona's
chances of what they are seeking. He said it would be much easier if we could
change this negative report to a positive report.

THE PRESIDENT said he would like to ask for about 60 seconds - not a recess, because
everyone will stay in thelr seats, and he will get togsther with Mr, Morris, Mr,
Fusaro and in all faimess, a couple of attomeys in the room, who he hopes can
interpret the worda of the Charter.

A HRECESS vas called at 11:50 P.M. and the Board re-convened at 12 midnight.

MR, MORRIS read the end of his Committee report at this time, "The Committee finally
voted, three to one, to reject the appeal. By such act of this Committee, according
to Section 529.1 does not pressnt a motion to be acted upon. However, if any member
vishss to move on acceptance of the appeal, he may do so &t any time.™

A motion was made to accept the report. Seconded.

MR, EEGGI MOVED that we approve the appeal from the decision of the Planning Board
on the Fleber-Lampke application. Seconded by Mr. Grant and Mr. Arruzza.

THE PRESIDENT said a vote of Pyes®™ is a vote to support the appeal and thua reverse
the decision of the Planning Board,

There was considerable debate on the motion at this point.

MR.. REPNICK MOVED THE QUESTION, which was seconded and GARRIED,
413
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THE PRESIDENT said the vote will now be taken on Mr, Keggi's motion by s volce vota,
) It was finally decided to take a ROLL CALL VOTE on the zotion. It resulted in

22 votes in favor of the appeal, 12 opposed, with four sbstentions, the
President not voting as is customary. The roll call vote follows:

THOSE VOTING IN FAVOR OF THE AFPEAL THOSE VOTING IN OPPOSITION
ARRUZZA, Patsy (D) BOCCUZ2I, Theodors (D)
BOCCUZZI, John (D) BROMLEY, Robert (R,
BUCHANAN, William (R) CHIRIMBES, Peter (R)
CAPORIZZO, Vincent (D) CLARKE, Hilda (R;
CASALE, Louis (R) DURSO, Robert (D)
CONNORS, George (D) FARMEN, Lynn (R)
DOMBROSKI, Edward (D) HEMINGWAY, Booth (R)
FUSARO, John (D) LOCKHART, Ralph (D)
GRANT, Alan (R) MORRIS; Thomas (R)
HEARING, William (R) NATHANSON, Benjamin (R)
IACOVO, Edwin (R) RICH, John (R)

KARL, Frederick (R) WALDEN, Jerry (D)

KEGGI, Janis (R)
KELLY, Stephen (D)
KUCZ0, Paul (D)

LE BEAU, Alton (R) ABSTENTIONS:
LILLIENDAHL, Frances (R)

LINDSTROM, Edwin (R) BENNETT, Jonathan (R)
LONGO, Carmine (D) BITETTO, Joseph (R)
MOSCA, Dominick (R) CAPORIZZO, William (R)
MURPHY, William (D) EAPLAN, Howard (D)

RYBNICK, Gerald (D)
(President not voting)

THR PRESIDENT announced that the appeal has been withheld and the decision of the
Planning Board has been reversed,

THE PHEESIDENT requested those Chairman of Committess who can possibly do so, will
pleass hold their reports over to the next meating,

P CREATI Et
MR. LINDSTROM said he has a petition which he would like to present at this time.

PETITION NO, 315 - THEODORE SOCIETY (dated by gsion
d al cassion with rusic August 25,26, 2
th end illumination of ds and part o West

v in MDRATION OF FEAST OF ST. THEQDORE

MR, LINDSTROM MOVED for approval of the abave petition, subject to the usual
B insurance coverage and usual procedure that governs these petitians. Seconded and
CARRIED, . e

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE:
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ST FOR RESOLUTION OF INTEWT GRANT PARTIAL TAX ABATEMENT FOR MODERATE

IN EDUSING DEVELOPMENT IN SOUTHEAST QUADRANT, URBAN RENEWAL AREA - (Mayor's
letter of 5/23766) (Concearns 352 un'ts of moderate income housing to
be erected under sponsorship of non-profit corporation, being organized
by St. John's Catholic Church and Roman Catholic Diocese of' Bridgeport -

Municipal tax relief necessary under 221(d) (3) program of FHA mortgage
insurancae)

MR. KEGGI presented his Committee report at this time., HE MOVED for approval of
the following resolution, which was seconded and CARRIED:

RESQLUTIDN NO, 493

RESOLYUTION OF INTENTIQN BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF THE CITY OF STAMFQRD, CONNECTICUT, TO PROVIDE FOR

MUNICIPAL TAY RELIEF FOR MODERATE INCOME RENTAL HOUSING
ICH WILL BE CONSTRUCTED IN THE SOUTHEAST QUADRAN

AN RENEWAL PROJECT

WHEREAS, this Board is dedicated to alding and encouraging the creation
of a housing supply in the City of Stamford so that every citizen is assured
of decent, safe and sanitary housing; and

WHEREAS, in furtherance of this aim, this Board approved the Scutheast
Quadrant Urban Renewal Plan on March 4, 1963; and

WHEREAS, the Plan provides for the construction of housing for families
of moderate income on Reuse Parcels 46, 47 snd 53; and

WHEREAS, in order to meet the growlng need throughout the City of
Stamford as a whole for housing for families of moderate income, the City of
Stamford, Connecticut Urban Redevelopment Commission, on May 25, 1965, modified
the Southeast Quadrant Urban Renewal Plan to increase the permitted denmsity
on these parcels so that additional famlilies could be accommodated; and

WHEREAS, a non-profit corporation is presently processing plans with
the Fedaral Housing Administration which will provide a Section 221 (d) (3)
development of spproximately 352 units of rental housing for families of moderata
income on these parcels, plus certain office and commsrcial space in three
high-rise towers; and

WHEREAS, in order to make such housing economically feasible under
Section 221 (d) (3) of the National Housing Act, municipal real estate tax
relief is necessary; and

WHEREAS, this Board is permitted to grant such relief pursuant to
asuthorization contained in Sectlon 12-65 and 12-65a of the Connecticut General
Statutes to that portion of the development devoted to rental houaing; and

WHEREAS, even with the needed municipal tax relief, the planning housing
project will produce considerably more tax income for the City than the currsant
properties constituting the reuse parcels; and

WHEREAS, it i3 necessary ard appropriate that this Board pledge. to grant
‘Ega needed tax relief at this time, so as to facilitate the construction of such
v.fsing, aven though supplemental Board action will be required at a future date.

431n
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NOW, THEREFURE, BE IT RESQOLVED BY THE BOARD OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT AS FOLLOWS:

1. The need for municipal tax relief for the proposed 221(d) (3) housing
development which will bs constructed on Reuse Parcels 46, 47 and 53 is bereby
recognized. L

2. This Board hersby declares its intention to provide for munieipal tax
relief for the rental housing portion of this development so that the overall
development produces taxes derived as follovs:

{a) The total assessments agreed upon for the rental housing portion
and the commercial portion of the development shall be in such an
amount, as when coupled with the mill rate which is in effect at the
time the written agreement between the taxpayer on such real estate
and this Board 1s actually approvad by this Board, will produce an
initial anmual tax to the City of Stamford equal to ten per cent (10%)
of the total gross rentals projected for such development by the Federal
Housing Administration before any allowance or deduction for vacancy or
collection losses., Such assessment, as so derived, shall thereafter be
fixed without change for the longest period permitted by Section 12-65
of the Gensral Statutes. Assessments prior to the effeactive date of
such agreement shall be establlished in accordance with the General

Statutes.

E (b) Notwithstanding the previsions of sub-paragraph (a) above, the
assessments agreed on for the real estate, plus futurss improvements,
shall not bs less than the amsessment as of the last regular assessment
date of the real estate without future improvements.

3. This Board shall take the necessary supplemental action to implement
this pledge at the eppropriate time as the sponsor-owner of the housing ism in a
position to execute a written agresment fixing the assessment as provided by
Statute,

ic NS FROM MAYOR:

cerning PEMB =P n Chapter 6. an ction 6
f Cha - Mayort! r of 5/12/66 ing back t ig
f with Res ion No ado Board on Oct 2, 1961,

and as initisted by petition frow residents received Sept, 20, 1961

THE PRESIDENT said no actiom 13 required on the above - that it is being sent to
us for our informatinnm.

RESQLUTIONS:

a HR. KAPLAN said he had a resolutlion to present concerning the rise in water rate
nov bafore the Public Utilities Commissiocn, which he read at thls time.

-

After some discusasion, it was decided that this had been thoroughly discussed by

the special water committee and the Board should take no actlion, but to make . U
every affort to attend the public hearing on this matter being held in Stamford *
on June 14th at the Rippowam High School.

e.4
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MR, NATHANSON recomzended thet the Board wait until sfter the public hearizz has
basn neld and then bring it up at a lster date, wkez they have =ore definitas
inforzation on what is being proposed. (applause;

MR, FUSARO MOVED tais be referred to tze Steering Coznittes, 3Sa2conded ans CARRIED,

MR, KUCZ0 said he also has s resolution., This was slso referrsi to the Stesring
Committes,

DATE OF JULY BOARD MZETING:

CONCERNING CHANGIN

MR. RICH presented the following resolution and MIVED for its adoption. Seconded
and CARRIED:

RESQLUTION MO, 494
CHANGING TING DATE OF REG B0ARD TiNG FOR JULT

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board ol Representatives of the City of
Stamford that, in accordance with Section 202.1 of the Charter,
the date and time for holding the regular July Board meeting be
changed to Monday, July 1lth at 8:00 P.M., in the Municipal
Office Building.

BRERENARTBRBRERN RN RE

ADJOURNMENT :

There being no further business to come before the Board, on motion, duly secondsd
and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at 1:15 A.M.

vt

o Debms Foree

Velma Farrell
Administrative Assistant
(Bscording Secretary)

e‘\-l-:\\;. €. CLWJ.LJ

George E. Russell, Presldent
Board of Representatives




