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MR, RICH said he would - that the first question pertained to higa rents, He sald
just to clarify things, this Ordinance does nothing about the level of rents - that
it cannot and does not. He sald the question as to who will pay the collectors,
That all of the expenses of thia operation ia to come from the rents. And, as to
how many pasople who are going to be involved in this operation, it is diffiecult

to say, but it is not the intant of the City that this will add sne person to the
payroll. He said in the event that a great deal of time is taken up by an

arployee in handling the enforcement of this cperation, the City wil_ have to estimate
what that time is costing and get that money from the rent. As to professional
services - legal and otherwise, ares to come out of the rents received. How zuch

the cost of these servicea will be is difficult to tell until you know how much
opposition a landlord may put up to having his rents peid to a receiver. 4s to
fines, he said there is no provision for fines. He said the possibility of

having the rents paid to a receiver is enough action required. As to the

landlord's right to select bidders, would be, in his opinien, that the landlord has
in a senae, foregone that right when he has allowed his building to get below the
pinimm building standards. He said when it has reached this point and the City

has to bring it up to minimum standards, it is not important as to whether Mr. Smith
or Mr, Jones does the required work.

He said as to why.not try and enforce Ordinance #65, it is now presently being

enforced by a very hard working "Tagsk Force"™ who are working on thls, but unfortunately,
the enforcemsnt provisions of this Ordinance are such that there are many legal ways

to delay and defer and evade for a time, anyway, the ultimate improvement of the
building, On the other hand, he said the Ordinasnce under discussion goes to the

heart of the problem, without a lot of wasted motions, by immediately getting the
btuilding up to minimum standards and it remains the proparty of the landlord,

48 to the question of who is going to pay for damage done by tenants, he said, this
is not the issue - the issus 1s who is going to bring the building uwp to minimum
housing standards, and the landlord is given every opportunity to do this and gets
plenty of warning that the rents may be pald to a receiver; if he chooses to do what
the lawv requires, then everyone is much happler.

The quastion a3 to a minority of landlords being subsidized by the City, he said

it is estimated that somewhers in the neighborhood of 1,000 or 1,200 dwelling units
may fall within the definition of constituting a serious threst to health and safety,
and thess ars the only ones that are lnvolved in this, He said thers may be others
that ove might consider to be in a run down condition, but the dweliing must be a
serious threat to health and safety, or be a fire hazard to be considered as falling
into the category in quastion. He sald this amounts to about 25% of substandard
housing in the City, which is & significant pumber of dwellings.

MR, GRANT asked if the City i1s not capable of enforcing the present Ordinance, how
can they take on this additiocnal work without adding new personnel. He said it is
ths fesling of the voters in his District that the present Ordinance should be
enforced, or this Ordinance should not be passed.

MR. LOCKHART urged passage of the Ordinance and said the present ®*Slum Lords" are
hiding behind a weak Ordinance such as the present Ordinance #65. He sald thease
landlords should be told that if they wish to receive luxury rents, that they will
bhave to provide luwxury apartments.
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E MR. NATHANSON spoke in favor of the Ordinance.

There was considerabls further discussion of the Ordinance, after which Mr. Chiriz:a.
MOVED THE QUESTION. Seconded.

MR. NATHANSON called for a ROLL CALL VOTE, which was approved.

VOTE TAKEN on Mr, Chirimbes' motion to move the question. CARRIED,

A ROLL CALL VOTE was taken on the adoption of the following Ordinance and CARRIED
by a vote of 33 in favor, 4 opposed, the President not voting, as is customary,
The vote appears efter the Ordinance:

RDINANCE MO PL

@ggg ING THE SETTING UP OF A RENT RECEIVORSHIP UNDER TERMS
N ®AN ACT CONCERNING THE ABATEMENT

F ISANCES IN TENEMENT AND LODGING HOUSES® ND. CHAPTER

18, "MINIMUM HOUSING STANDARDS® OF THE STAMFQRD CITY CODE
_BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

Chapter 18 of the Code of General Ordinances of the City of Stamford is
hereby emended by the addition thereta, following the end of Sec. 18-36
thereof, of the following:

ARTICLE IV. THE ABATEMENT OF NUISANCES IN TENEMENT HOUSES.

Sec. 18-37. Stat tut ted: Avthority A

The provisions of Public Act No. 554 (1965), herelnafter referred to zs

the "Act®, are hereby adopted, and the following five-membsr committes is
hereby appointed the authority for the enforcement of the Act, in accordance
vith the provisions of Section I thereof: The Director of Health, the
Bullding Inspector, the Chief of the Fire Department, the Executive
Secretary of the Commission on Human Rights, and a citizen, appointed by

the Mayor.

The Authority shall have all of the powers and responsibilities as set
forth in Sec, 2 of the Act.

Sec, 18-38, Tenement House Operating Fund Created; Cystody, Records.

A fund, to be known as the "tenement house operating fund®, is harsby
created and established. Into such fund, which shall be maintained in
a separate account, shall be deposited such monies as shall be appro-
priated by the Board of Repressntatives, with the approval of the Board
of Fipance, or be realized from the sale of bonds issued pursuant to
Chapter 109 of the General Statutes of the States of Connecticut, as
ampsnded, for that purpose. From such fund shall be withdrawn all amounts
3 expended by the receiver to meet any costs of removing or remedying nui-
sarces pursuant to the provisions of the Act which cannot be met from
the rents, issues and profits of the property in which a nuisance exists.
Such fund shall be in the custody of the Commissioner of Finance of the
City of Stamford, and the books and mccounts of such fund shall be kapt - 436
by the Gontrollar of the City of Stamford. E
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The raceiver shall repay the amounts so expended to such fund from the
proceads of any amounts recovered pursuant to the provisions of this Act.

Sec. 18-39. Compilation of Records.

The mayor, or hls delegate, shall compile, and at least semi-annually,

meke public, a list of all parties contracting with said rent recelvers

to perform work hereundsr. Said list shall state the names and addresses

of said parties, the addresses whers work was performed, the general

nature of said work, such as plumbing, electrical, etc., the consideration
paid for said work, the dates of said work. For each contracting party

shall be stated the names and addresses of all propristors, partners,
officers, ard directors; in the case of corporations, the names and addresses
of all parties owning in excess of ten (10) per cent of the capital stock
thersof shall be stated.

This Ordinance shall take effact the date of its snactmert.
The following ROLL CALL VOTE was taken on Ordinance No. 128 Supplemental:

SE_VOTING IN FAVOR: THOSE QPPOSED:
ﬁgm, Patsy (D) CASALE, Louis (R)
TT, Jonathan (R) CONNORS, George (D)
BOCCUZZI, John (D) DOMBROSKI, Edward (D)
BOCCUZZI, Theodore (D) KUCZ0, Paul (D)

BROMLEY, Robeit (R)

BUCHANAN, William (R)

CAPORIZZ0, Viacent (D) *President not voting, except in

GAPORIZZ0, William (R) case of a tie.

CEIRIMBES, Petsr (R)

CLARKE, Hilda (R)

DURSO, Robert (D)

FARMEN, Lynn (R)

FUSARO, John (D)

GRANT, Alan (R)

HEARING, William (R)

HEMINGWAY, Booth (R)

IACOVO, Edwin (R)

KAPLAN, Howard (D)

KARL; Frederick (R)

KEGGI, Janis (R)

KELLY, Stephen (n;

LE BEAU, Alton (R

LILLIENDAHL, Frances {R)

LINDSTROM, Edwin (R)

LOCKHART, Ralph (D)

LONGO, Carmine (D)

MDRRIS, Thomas (R)

MDSCA, Dominick (R)

MURPHY, William (D)

NATHANSON, Benjamin (R)

RICH, John (R)

RYBNICK, Gerald (D)
ETIR WALDEN, Jerry (D)
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THE TLNISHED FLOOR AND 70
THAN 2 FT. X 2-1/2 FT. (See letter from Tonomes Morris, 15th Distrist
Represen*ative, dated 2/14/66 - Deferved ./l/o0& and 5/2/66 - Sea Minu‘e:
of 5/2/66, page 1671) {Approved for putlicasio- at 6/6/66 Board meeti=-;:
published 5/10/46) (See Minutes of 6/6,6&, page 4733)

MR, RICH said this ameadment to the Building Code was duly published on June 1Czz
in the Stamford Advocate &nd is now in form for final sdoption by the Board anc
his Committee recommends spprovel, and he so MOVED. Seconded by Mr. Morris.

MR. MORRIS spoke in favor of the Ordinance,
MR. LE BEAU also spoke in favor of the Ordinance.

WTE taken on the following amendment to the BUILDING CODE as previcusly moved
and secorded, CARRIED:

INANCE NQ, 80

NDIN: ICLE 10 T UT NTS) STAMFORD BUILDING
CODE, TO BE KNOWN A4S Sec. 1 ‘=) "REQUIRING THE SILL OF 4
WINDOW IN PRIVATE DWELLINZS TO BE MAXIMUM OF 3-1/2 FT.
ABOVE FINISHED FLOOR, WITH FINISHED UNOBSTRUCTED OPENING

F NOT LESS THAN 2 FT, X 2-1/2 FT.®

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

Article 106,, EXIT REQUIREMENTS, Section 1, entitled "EXITS® of the
Stamford Bullding Code is hereby amended by adding Section 1 (a)
therato, to read as follows:

Every sleeping room in a one-family dwelling, unless it has two (2)

doors providing separate ways of escape, or has & door leading

directly to the outside of the building, shall have at least one

outside window which can be opened from the insids without the use

of tools and of such design that it may serve as an emergency exit,

if the normal avenues of escape are blocked. The sill of such windows
shall not bs more than three and ose-half feet (3}) above the floor, and
when fully open, the aggregate open space at the bottom of said window
shall not bs less than two feet (2) vertical, by two and one-half feet {2})
bhorizontal.

RERRBRRBERRO R T R BRI RN R0 0NN

(3) Concerning Final t1 P dments t ticle f SE
CODE, by adding Section 57 thersto - CONCERNING ISSUANCE OF BUILDING
WW -
Reactivated by letter from Thomas Morris,15th District Representative,
dated 3/21/66 - Origioally brought before Bth Board and adopted
for publication; published first time on 1,11/65; open hearing
held 1/27/65; deferred 2/1/65; 3/1/65 and 4/5/65 - See Minutes
of 5/3/66, pages 4318-19) {(Acopted for publication in revised
form 5/2/66; published second time 5/7/66 - Deferred 6/6/66) 435
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MR, RICH said his Committes spsnt considerable time in the past month reviewing
sore further revisions to the proposad Sewer Code amendment. And, as a result,
they now have B proposed amendment substantially different from the one which
was published as a result of Board action on May 7, 1966, He said the Coxzxittee
recomzends the present form of the proposed amendment to the Sewer Code (and
hopafully) fizel version for approval tonight, and MOVED for approval. Seconded
by Mr. Farmen.

MR. FUSARD asked if this is for publication (not finel adoption) of the revised
forn,

MR. RICH said this is for publication of a version of the amendment, which is
so different from the one that was published that it probably ought to be
republished. .

THE PRESIDENT asked Mr. Rich to clarify his motien.
MR. RICH said he is asking the Board to approve it for publicatien,

THE PRESIDENT explained that Mr. Fusaro asked if this was for new publication and
Mr. Rich replied that it had been published previously, but due to the many
changes, he felt that it ought to be re-published.

MR. MORRIS said this gets into ths sams old hassel if you can strictly talk on
publication. He said he was the one who presented the original varsion of the
amsndment to our Sewsr Code and was written up by our then Corporation Counsel,
Mr. Kweskin, approved by the Public Works Department, by the Sewer Commission,
and nov he understands that Mr., Gochberg practically re-wrote it. He said he
thinks the naw version is very tricky and would thersfors NOT want the proposed
Ordinance published and belleves there definitely should bs further study -there
are dlot of problems, one of them being that if we do go by this it will be
practically taking away the authority of the Sewer Code, which is defined by State
Statu¥e and the Board of Repressntatives would then, by Mr. Gochberg's word, be
allowing cartain things to happen to which he (Mr. Morris) is very definitely
opposed and he 18 against publication of the amendment as it now is,

THEE PRESIDENT asked if Mr, Morris meant without a copy first being handed to the
members for study.

MH. MORRIS said the whole text of Mr. Gochberg's thinking on this Sewsr Code
amendment, he is very much againat thea publication of any part of it end thinks
it should be reviewed again, even though it 1a asking quite a bit of the Legisla-
tive and Rules Committee, because he knows that they have gane through a2 long
hassel, But, he sald he now believes that the entire concept of the original
amsndment to the Sewver Code is entirely changed. He said this man has changed it
so much that it now enables different privata interests will be controlling
Stamford's Sewer system and he fesls this 1s wrong, bscause it is a definite
violation of the State Statutes, because our Sewer Commission is guided by the
State Statutes, He recommended that this be given a great deal of thought, and
he is definitely opposed to its publication at this time.
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MR. FUSARO said in view of the fact that this has been before this Board on numeraus
occaslons and is apn Ordinance very close to Mr. Morris and many other members of
this Board and he recommerds this be REFERRED BACK TQ COMMITIEE for study and to
make the necessary revisions that the Cozmittess of this Board fesl are necessary,
rather than publishing 1t in its present form, which none of the members are
familiar with, HE MOVED this be REFERRED BACK TO COMMITTEE, for further study.
Seconded by Mr. Durso.

MR, BROMLEY said as a mexbsr of the Legislative and Rules Comnittes, he fesls
compelled to object, for the reason that they have spent a great deal of time
on this and the very questions that wsre brought up by the first published
version, the Committes felt that this proposed revision would deal with these,
which are basic questions of constitutionmlity. He said the Committes feals
they have dons the best job they can with it. He recommended publication of
the present form and then if the Board feels at the next Board meeting that this
is not what they want or designed toc meet the needs, they can vote it down.

MR. FUSARO seid he does not want, in any way to impugn the abilities of the
Committee or their workmaenship, but since this has been revised, amended
and town apart and {inally put togsther again and outside of other Committees
that would be interested, such as the Public Works Committee, he fesls that the
original form should come directly from this Board and the Board should be

" apprised of it sufficiently in advance of publication to produce what they feal
is the Ordinance that they want.

After considerable further debate, the -atter (item #3 under Legislative & Fules
Committee) was REFERRED BACK TO THE LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE for further
study.

(4) Mayor's letter of 6/1/66 CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF EASEMENTS BETWEEN CITY

F ST RD AND RUSSACK, INCORPORATED v and situate
a i f Stamford and partly in the Tow New Canaan (¢ t
biguity in an ea nt which was given t ity of Stamfo t

subdivider

MR, RICH said the Committee has reviewsd this proposed axchange of eassments and
finds it to be in order for publication as a proposed Ordinance and SO MOVED,
Seconded and CARRIED:

EROPOSED ORDINANCE
CONCERNING EXCHANGE OF EASEMENTS BETWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD AND

SSACK, INC,, COVERING PROPERTY LOCATED ON SLICE DRIVE
T IGUITY IN ORIGINAL EASEMENT GIVEN TO THE CITY BY
THE SUBDIVIDER
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT:

In conformity with Section 488 of the Stazford Charter and notwithstanding
any provisions of Chapter 2, Sections 2-24 to 2-27, inclusive, of the Code
of General Ordinances of the City of Stazford, the exchange of property
between the City of Stamford and Delens & Russack, Inc. of the following
described property:

B0

Property deeded to Dalene & Russack, Inc. by the Qity of Stamford:

140
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ALL those said pisces, parcels or tracts of land sltuated in the
City of Stamford, and partly in the Town of New Censan, County
of FPairfisld and State of Connecticut, known andi designated as
Lots 3,5,12,13, 14,16 and 18 on & certain rap entitled:

"Map No. 2 of Property in Stamford, Connecticut Prepared For
Apne G, Waters et al," which map is on file in tha Office of tha
Town Clerk of said Stamford as Map No. 8032,

Property deeded to the City of Stamford by Dalens & Russack, Inc.:

On the "Drainags Easement® portion of theose certain pieces, parcels
or tracts of land, situated in the City of Staxford, and

partly in the Town of New Cansan, County of Fairfield and State of
Connecticut, known and designated as Lots 3, 5, 12, 13, 14, 16 and
18 on a certain map entitled: "Map No. 2 of Property in Stemford,
Connecticut Prepared For Anne G. Waters, et el,® which map i3 on
fils in the Office of the Town Clark of said Stamford as Map No.
8232,

is hereby authorized,

The Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby suthorized and empowversd to act
for the City of Stamford and to exascute and deliver all documenis necessary
to tranafer title to such above described proparty to grant the eassment
aforsseid,

This Ordinanca shall take effect from the date of its enactment.

HENRARRERRR

yan ! nilding gtap rt atta d

1 Articl ec, 6, parasgraph 14 of Building C
EOtﬂinance No. 80.7)
MR, RICE MDVED for approval of the above request, Seconded by ssverasl and CARRIED.

(6) P d Re tign Conc in NAN JR, HIGH SCHOOL DETERIQRATION
Presented in letter dated 6/6/66 from Paul Kuczo, 8th Diatrict Representative)

MR. BRICH said this item came to the attention of the Committes too late to be
congidersd at its regular June meeting and therefore no consideration of the
matter has taken place by the Committee,

FUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE:

B t G ing th agibilil f Converting the QLD

CLOONAN JR, HIGH SCHOOL PROPERTY into a NEIGHBORHOOD RECREATIONWAL

COMMUNITY SERVICE CENTER - (Presented by Josaph Bitetto, lith District
Representative on 6/30/66 meeting of Steering Committee)

MR. MDSCA, Vice Chairman of the above Gommittee, filling in for Mr. Bltastto,
presantly on vacation, presented the {ollowing resolution and MOVED its
adoption; seconded by Mr. Fusaro.

* .
..
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BESOLUTION WD, 495
GONCERNING FEASIBILITY STUDY OF CONVERSION OF OLD

NAN JR, HIGH SCHQOL INTO NEIGHBORHO CREAT.QMNAL
Vi NTER

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Board of Representatives
subzit to the Mayor the study prepared by the Sub-Committee on Old
Closnan Jr, High School of the Public Works Committee of the Board
of Representatives for the purpose of cantinuing a detailed analysis
of the feasibility of converting the 0ld Cloonan Jr. High School
property into a nmeighborhood recrsationsl community service center,
by such means as hs sees fit, as will most expeditiously resolve
this question.

T30 0 00 00 0 0 0 0090 3 4 4 0

MR, FARMEN spoke against the resolution for the reason that wae have already had
one survey, which went into all aspects of the situation and came out with a
conclusion and we are now being asked to run another survey, not knowing how
much it will cost or will accomplish. He said he feels that those who insist
on making this a recreational area are possibly treading on a ®Frimroass Path",
as a survey cbuld easily show that the cost would he too great and there would
go their recreation center. He said if another survey has to be made he would
rather see it be a wide-open survey, or in other words: What's best ta do with
Cloonan School? '

MR, WALDEN said he would like to disagrse with what has just been said. He said
i1t ia the job of this Committee to study Cloonan Schosl for all types of use

and if it has been pin-pointed that tha best possible use is for a recreational
sarvice center and mow to further that study is all that the Committee is asking.

MR, BUCHANAN said he served on thia Committes and feels that at this point we
vould be unwise to resject their findings and not ask for a more detailed cost
analysis of what it might mean. He said it may prove in the long run that it
would be too costly to use this property for such purposes, but we should find
this out from the standpoint of dollars and cents., He said in the initial surver
that wvas made, their finding was that it was better used for industrial propertry
use and this may or may not ba the ultimate ocutcome, but until we find out what
the costs would bs for such uses as are proposed in the resclution, we can't
fairly say what it should be.

MR, KUCZ0 said the use of Cloonan School has been more than well sired and ha
supports the stand of the Public Works Committes on the resolution.

MR, CASALE said he also served on this Committee and & great deal of thought wa=<
into the preparation of the resolution and to the entire findings of the Committee.
He said if the resolution is adopted tonight, the peopls doing ths study will

come out with a cost analysis and then we will know, once and for all, whether

or not the Cloonan School is fit for a recreational center, and we can then cace
in with a report, telling us what it is good for and get it off our Agenda once
and for all,

i 42
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MR. KELLY said he has been 21 months working en the problem of what to do with
Cloonan Schosl and the Committee after all this time has come up with the
racozzendation to adopt this resclution hers tonigh%t and it 1s not to be Just
for recreation, but is to be for the uss of the Senior Citizens and for Clinics
and other uses,

THE PRESIDENT pointed out that the resolution, as read, limits its use for a
racreational-service center.

MR, RICH said he would like to know if there is in mind a Consultant to do this
progosad survey.

MR. MDSCA said the resolution reads that the Mayor will have to comply with thias
in this area, )
: Farmen
MR, SUGEANAN said we are putting tha Mayor in an interesting position of having
- ds[“" conducted one survey and coming up with a proposed sclution and now we are asking
dﬂ’- him to conduct another one, because we don't baliave him, He saild if we are going
. to do this, let's find out just where it should go.
MR. CHIRIMBES said he thinks what we are asking the Mayor to do is to bring in a
feasibility report on the issue - which is the use of the School for a recreational
centar. Hs said in order to avoid a two-hour session on the merits of the resolution,
he would MOVE THE QUESTION.

After much further discussion, & WTE was taken on the motion to approve the
adoption of Resolution No, 495, CARRIED with several "No" votes.

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE:

(1) CONDITIDNS EXIS REAR OF THE NEWFIELD SHOPPING C REQUEST
THAT THEY BE INVESTIGATED) - (Brought up by Mr. Buchanan 4/1/66 under
"New Business" & refarred to Public Works Committee on 4/18/66 by
Steering Comnittes (See page 4658, 4663 of Minutes - Also brought
up again in letter of 5/23/66 by Thomes Morris and Wm. Caporizzo
to Public Works Committee - Heferred also to Health & Protection
Committes 5/23/66 by Steering Committes - See page 4727, Minutes of 6/6/66)

MR, EAPLAN said he would turn over this part of the Committee report to Mr,
Chirimbes on the above mattar, The report follows:

I, Peter Chirimbas, contacted the Building Inspector, and was assured
that no certificate of occupancy bas been issued, as yet, outside of
a varbal one, for a few store occupanciss and that Certificates would
not be issued until the Shopping Center conformed to requirements.

I was also told that & bond had been posted. An appointment was made
with Mr, Thomas Morris and a visit wvas made to the area on Saturday,
May 28, 1966 at 9100 A, M., at which time he pointed out various things
that were promised to be corrected., It was an ideal time for the in-
: IR spaction, as it was raining,

- I contacted the representative of the Shopping Center and made s 12
_'. 44P clock appointment, at which tize we inspected the conditions and
¥ he briefed me on the problezs in connection with the delay in
correcting the existing situation because of delay in correction
of walvars to access of properties, At that time I met one of the

S T S S
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owners of the Developpent. He agreed to confirm their intentions by
letter, which would go inta detail,

A1l of the peopls contacted - the Building Inspector, the reprasenta-
tive of the Davelopment, and owner, and Thozas Morris, ware very

* cooperative and I feel that all concerned were sincers in their
interest in the aituation.

The Health & Protection Committes will follow up with a progress
raport,

MR. CHIRIMBES read a lengthy letter, dated June 6th, addressed to him from the
President, August Salony, of the Newfiald Improvexeat Corporatiom, explaining
what they have done to overcome the problems of bad drainage. He said that
they have complied with every suggestion of the P.anning & Zoning Boards, the
Police Department and the Department of Public Works, with the cost of all of
these improvements amounting to over $30,000 and at this time they are supposed
to be finished with their work by the end of Juna,

MR. CHIRIMBES presented & follow-up of his first report, confirming the work

was done as stated by the developer and that all of the area in the rear of

the development has been graded, and planted and fences replaced; the grading

of roads have bsen made with pitching towards the drains soc as to eliminate
runoff onto adjoining property. He said the lights, which had besn the subject
of complaint, have been shaded s0 as to eliminate most of the reflection into
nearby homes., He sald any further report to do with the capacity of drains, ete.,
are an engineering problem, which should be referred to the Public Works
Department to ascertain if they are correctly installed, etc.

(2) ing FIRE TRUCK (65 fobt Maxim seriasl ment d, and finall~
scad & new on t not with the sac fieati ag original truck
Letter dated 4/18/66 from Thomas Morris and William Caporizzo, 15th
District Representatives ~ See Minutes of 4/6/66, page 3955, item #14
and Mimutes of 5/2/66, pages 4662, 4676-77-78 - Deferred 6/6/66)

MR, KAPLAN presented his Committes report., He said the Committes mat on May 5th
at 8 o'clock and present were himself, Mr. Arruzza, Mr. Morris and Mr. Benavelli,
Purchasing Agent, at his office, He reported that another meeting was held on
May 1lth with Chief Richerdson and Mr. McAuliffas,

MB. KAPLAN'S report went into great detail, and after summing up the findings of
his Gommittee, he said they could report that all decisions were made in good falzh
and upon the facts which the Commitiee looked into, they could see no reason to

arittéike any of the parties invélved, although there seemed to be a diffarence of

opinion on some matters.

engineer, he has a few questions he would like to ashim., One, he said he jugg °
stated tbat on the water temperature that — in other words, saying that the
radilator is not being used on the engine, because if the water doss not get to
temperature, evidently the thermostats are not open and this engine is just
running with the water it contains in the motor block and can only assume from

his report that this is whet happened. Also, he said he attended the zeeting a=d
can remember Chief Richardson saying that the Mack engine on the bid, even thous=
they came within the bid, wvas worth $1,400 more than a two cycle. He said when rou
look at a chart, it is one thing, but when you take an engine in actual use -— we

MR. MORRIS said he has no doubt that Mr, Eaplan is a very good lawysr, but ssgésa
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are not saying that on & bigh torque, which a two cycle engine is and if you keep
up tze speed it ls good and on the Thruway it is terrific, but when you take an
engire, two cycle and are driving a ladder truck and are golng to a fire ard a
car pulls in front of you and you have to hit the brakes, the torque goess down
very fest and the truck does not have quick recovery and you

have to start shifting, He said he does not imagine Cummings Diesel is a foolish
cozpary, because they make a Dissel four cycle, which we did not buy., He said
they a2re one of the older Diesel companies and the most prograssive in the
country and Mack Motars alsoc. Also, he said he failed to mention that this

is the first time that this company from which we purchased, has evar put

out a Diesel truck. He said he thinks that one of the problems they have is that
they bave a Diessl engine with a gasoline radiator on it.

MR, MOBRIS said he was not criticizing anyons. He said he was ona of those on the
Committee who suggested they buy a new 100 foot ladder truck rather than a 65

and one of the reasons they made this suggestion was because the ladder truck

that wvas in an accident - the motor in that was also under powered. He said he
never took into consideration that they would wind up with & replacement that

wvas also underpowered.

PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE;:
Congerning LINDSTROM ROAD - (Processing under Chapter 64 and Seec, 641 of
Charter - Requested in letter of 6/6/66 from
J. W. Berman)

MR, MDRRIS said this will have to go through the usual channels.

MB. LINDSTROM said he wants to ask a question and it is - Is this going to start
to roll now?

THE PRESIDENT said there is a very definite procedure to be followed.

MB. LIKDSTROM said he realizes that, and that is what he is tryiag to follow,
but is it going to start.

THE PRESIDENT said it starts vith a resolution of this Board and there is one part
that has to be correéted first by Mr. Lindstrom.

MR. CONNORS said he wants to know why Birch Road was not put into Planning & Zoning.

THE PRESIDENT informsd Mr. Connors that BIRCH ROAD was on a list that the Commissimer
of Public Works had and we are waiting to hear from bis departmsnt on not only this
road, but on quite a few other roads.

MR, CONMORS said he hopes this is not going to fall into that sams old category,
vhers someons is always asking "What happensd to Weed Avenue, or what happened to
Webb Avenue and Home Court?™

THE PRESIDENT said he thinks Mr. Morris will have to contact the Commissioner on
that group of roads and try to get an anawer on the various ones,

NRBAN RENEVAL COMMITTEE:

MR, KEGGI presented his report, which follows:

3o
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Tre regular moathly mseting of the Urban Redevelopment Committee was
keld on June 29, 1966 at 8 P.M. in the Democratic Caucus Room of

tke Board of Representatives. Present were Messrs. Casale, Karl,
Eeggi, Lorgo aad “urphy of the Committes; Mr, Morris, Majority Leadsr
of she Board and Mrs. Marshall, and Messars. McCulloch, Batiste and
Hawthome of tke Commission and stafl,

There being no matters requiring action before the Committea, no
votes were taken, Mr, Batiste reviewed the operztions of the Family
Relocatior 0ffice and Mr. Hawthorne discussed problems of property
macagement,

With acquisitions now over one-third completed, about 43% of the
cases anticipated on the basis of the initial site survey have been
placed on the active caseload and nearly half of the active cassload
has besn relocatad to date. Thus, family relocation is keeping rea-
sonable pace with the rest of the Project. However, all concerned
&re acutely aware of the tight housing situation in Stamford and are
locking forward to the construction of the first 221-d-3 housing.

It is without doubt a very critical aspect of Urban Renewal ard

a potentisl source of complex problems and dangerous delays. The
entire area vwill continue to recelve close attention of this

As a property owner and landlord, the Commission is about breaking
even in the balance of rents received and the necessary maintenance,
utilities, insurance, taxes and other expenses, whila, at the same
time, improving livirg conditions and whenever possible, lowering
rents,

MB. EEGGI said he wishes to comment that when the URC moves a family, they do
try to move them into a place with decent living standards. In addition, he
said he is submitting the following URC Progress report for June, 19663

Ralocatlon of residents and businesses moved ahead during June, and
more than 1/3 of the parcels bave been acquired.

Five parcels,vere acquired during the month, bringirg the total, to
dats, to 139, for vhich just under $5 million has been disbursed, at
an average price of just over $,2,800. Final prices on 33 cases will
be determined by the Courts.

In addition, during June the lagal staff moved forward on 10 othar
parcels, which were acquired just after the first of this month.

More than .7 per cent of the households in properties acquired by
the URC have besn re-located to date, of which less than 16 per
cent bave gons into public housing. Nine families and four roomars
wers re-located during June,

Four businesses wers re-located during the month, and three comter-

cial proparties were vacated. In addition, the nuns of St. Johnts

Convent ra-located from 48 Scuth Strset to 178 Strawberry Hil. Avenue. 3
Just under L0 per cent of the firms that have re-located within the

City bava stayed in tha central business district, and follow-up

surveys indicate that most [irms have experienced an 1npm.\ﬂmrnt. in

tusiness in their new locations.
- - i e e e e Tt e N R e T
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Engineering and appraisal work for acquisition, disposition and public
improvemsnts progressed during the zmonth, and negotiations continued
with sponsors and affected property owners concerring disposition,
property lines and access to propertiss not to be acquired.
The Commission, staff and coordinating engineers worked with the
Mayor and the Public Works and Park Departments in planning for

disposal of demolition debris in a land fill operation at Dyke Park
which will creats some 11 acres of new park land.

ShA0 00 T D00 R

After Mr, Keggl finished hlis report, thers followed a question and answver period.

MR. LOCKHART.and MRS, LILLIENDAHL asked to be excused - Mrs.Lilliendahl left at
11:15 P M. and Mr. Lockhart was excused at 11:40 P.M.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM MAYOR:
MR. RUSSELL read the following communication at this time:

Juns 14, 1966
Mr. George Russsll, Prasident
Board of Representatives
Municipal Office Building
429 Atlantic Street
Stamford, Connecticut
Dear Mr. Russell:
Enclosed, herswith, plesase find copy of
Public Act No. 551. I would appraciate it if your Board would
designate an Administrator in accordance with said Act.
Many thanks,
sinc.t‘l"
Enclosuras Thomas C. Mayers, Mayor
(I R I YIRS SRR II 220 23
The following was enclossd in the Mayor's letter:
STATE OF CONNECTICUT
Public Works Dspartment

State Office Building
Hartford, Connecticut

. 437 COMMISSION ON DEMOLITION
o £ Room 473 State Office Bldg.

{
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Pursuant to the authority contained in Sec. 19-403¢c General Statutes
of Connecticut, Revision of 1958 as amended to 1965, there was
established & Commission on Demolition. A copy of Public Act #3551
which created this Commission is enclosed.

Therefors, in accordance with the provisigns of this Act, thers
shall be no demolition permits issued AFTER MARCK 1, 1966, UNLESS
the Applicant has obtained a State Demolition License,

If there are any questions perteining to this Act, please feel
free to'communicate with our office.

For the record, we would appreclate your informing us the nams
and address of your i ve Officer.

Youra very truly,
. S, A, Mchnnn,-Chairman

03030 0030 00 00 00 00 0 00 40 00 08 00 2000 0 00 00 00 00 0

The following is an excerpt from Public Act No. 551 (1965) pertaining to
abaves p

n,....S5ec, 5. The legislative body of each town shall appoint an
officer to administer sections 7 to 16 of this act, inclusive,

Each such officer shall have a minimm of five years' experience

in building demolition, and shall be generally informed on demo-
lition practices and requirements and on+ the equipment necessary
for the safety of persons engaged in demolition and the public.

Such officer shall pass upon any question relative to the manner

of demolition or materials or equipment to be used in the demolition
of buildings or structures.”

Hota: Copies of above communications and
P. A. #551 were sent to all Board
membars on 6/15/66.

RERRRRSRRRERSA AR R ER SRR R B ERA RN R R RN RS RN

THE PRESIDENT called for a motion to appoint an ADMINISTRATOR OF DEMOLITION,
83 required above. '

MR. MORRIS MOVED that the Building Inspector of the City of Stamford shall also
be known as Administrator of Demolition, a&s.required by Public Act No. 551 (1965
session of Legislaturs). Seconded by Mr. Chirimbes and CARRIED.

CONCERNING COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

THE PRESIDENT said at this time while we are reviswing Communications, Petitions,
Resolutions, Communications from the Mayor, etc., the President has noted that

most of these items would normally be presented to the Steering Committes,  and
unless it is imparative, these items ahould not be read at the end of a Board 1
meating, because it 13 merely repetitious and has to go to the Steering Comzittee

o
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anyway for proper referral to Committee. He said if, by coincidence, any
correspondence comes in efter a meeting of the Steering Committes has been held,
he will ask that these not be brought up at e Board meeting, until it has been
progerly referred to the Steering Committee first.

He said in regard to the Mayor's letter - it should have been placed on the Agenda,
and the Steering Committee "goofed".

RESOLUTIONS:

Conc n lution N. & testing ine ed Water Rat r Sta

MR. BENNETT MOVED for approval of the following resolution; seconded by Mr. Fusare
and Mr. Kaplan and CARRIED with saveral "No" votes:

RESOLUTION MO, 496

N ING T T0 PUC ON INCREASED WATER RATES FOR
;ITY OF STAMFORD {Application of Stamford Water Company,
Docket No. 10464 pending befare PUC)

[T+ lw]

WHEREAS, the Stamford Water Company has applied to the Public
Utilitiea Commission for & sharp increase in water ratas, ranging
from 258 for most customers to 78% fon the City's fire needs; and

WHEREAS, such an increase would confront the City and every
wvatar user with substantial new water coats; and

WHEREAS, the Water Company has attributed this rise to expendi-
tures vhich it has made in order to meet the recent water crisis;
and

WHEREAS, this Board of Representatives, upon detailed study
by its Water Conservation Committes, concluded by unanimous
resolution that one significant cause of the water shortage was
the fallure of the Water Company itself to properly anticipate or
keep pace with the growth of the Gity by constructing expanded
wvater atorage facilities over the past generation;

HOW, THEREFORE,BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Rspresentatives
of the City of Stamford hersby finds that the proposed rise in water
rates constitutes an attempt by the Water Company to compensate itself
for expenses brought upon it by its own manifest lack of providence.
Accordingly, this Board opposes the proposed rate schedule in the
name of the pecple of Stamford. We urge the Public Utilitles Commission

to reject it in its entirety.

SHESBRRNNNEERARRRERRN
QLD BUSINESS:
ipg Pic f Presi Alap H tchap, President of 8th Bge
MR, RYBNICK asked if anything was being done about obtaining a picture of the former

President of the Board, so that it can be framed and placed on the wall with the
pletures of all former Board Presidents. s

A1y
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THE PRESIDENT said-this is being taken care of and he hopes it will be received
in time to be placed on the wall by the next Board meeting.

Concerping COMPLAINT FROM RESIDENT RE NOISE AT POLYCAST (Letter of 7/8/65)

(Presented by John Boccuzzi, 2nd District Bepresentative)

MR,. JOHN BOCCUZZI said he sent in a report on the above u_tter a few months back
and was told by the Cbairman that after the case had gone to the State Supreme
Court, he would act upon it. He seid it nowv has gone through the Supreme Court,
Polycast has been found gullty and as of July 8th, they have still not complied
vith the Ordinance 20-2 which states that after nine o'clock at night and

bafore 8 o'clock in the morming, they cannot conduct the type of business

that disturbs the residents around their factory, He said he realizes that this
is an industrial area, but the Ordinance pertains to this, He said these

people have been harrassed around two o'clock in the morning with noise, and
still can't sleep at 6 o'clock in the morning. He said he has called the Mayor,
the Chief of Police and has about called everybody but the Dogcatcher and thinks
that this Board, which is supposed to represent a city of over 100,000 people can
make an establishment like Polycast abide by the law, Hs said sven though these
peoples have besn awarded damages, and yet Polycast continues to act as if they
don't cara. He said it seems like they are trying to make a fool out of the
City and wishes some Committes on this Board, who has the authority to go to the
Mayor and requsst these pecple to carry on their business according to the
Ordinances of the City of Stamford. He saild this has been going on since 1961
and thess people around the factory, who pay taxes to the City, deserve some
kind of representation from the City on their grisvance.

THE PRESIDENT said he realizas this is a problem and has been before this Board
well over a year and that one of the complaints is in regard to noise made by
employees leaving the plant and this is one of the more difficult problems to try
to handle, He said you might like to control people who talk loud at night when
they are walking by in front of houses, but there is no direct answer. He said
if the complaint is in regard to fumes, that is more easily controlled.

MR, MORRIS said he thinks this is a matter for the Health and Protection Committee
and should be turned ovar to that Committee to look into.

THE PRESIDENT said it will have to go to the Steering Committes and be refsrrad
by them to the Health & Protection Committes.

ernin £ Kucz v us ma

MR. KUCZO said he would like to see soms action on various matters he has brought
to the Board's attention over a period of soms time - that awhile back he brought
up the subject of the Cove Dam investigation - why the City has substituted cheaper
gates, when this Board appropriated money for the original type of gates to be
raplaced, vhich was suppossd to be hinged gate and also why thesa gates have not
been 1ifted to date, which was supposed to have been done., He spoke of Ordinance
No. 97 regarding "Snow-Tow" which was mis-used, resulting in harrassment and
inconvenience of all those pesople who were invelved in this particular situation
and as of this date, he has had no report on it. He said the Clconan investigation

450
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continues to be passed around and he would like to know who the guilty parties
are who are rasponsible for this deterioration, as well as all those who have
neglected this building which hes been devaluated so much. He said the Board

of Represantatives more than two years ago was asked to investigate the Personnel
Cor=ission and instead has "passed the buck™ by passing it off to another
Committee and they have still not come in with a report.

MR, EKUCZ0 said in view of the laxity in the way in which these matters have
been handled, he is going to take these matters up with the State's Attorney
General, bscause the present Administration seems to be covering up all of
theee blunders.

ADJOURNMENT

Thers being no further busineas to come before the Board, on MOTION, duly
saconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at 12:20 A.M,

Velma Farrell
' Administrative Assiatant
vl {Recording Secretary) B
o
APPROVEDs ="
L ]
y
Georgd E.*Russell, President .
Board of Representatives Note: The above mesting was

broadcast over Radio Station
WSTC until 11:00 P.M.




