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Mr., Heinzer, who said the Public Works Committee concurs in approval,
CARRIED unenimously.

(6) $200,000,00 - Resolution #600 amending 1968-1969 Capitel Projects
Budget by adding Project to be known as SFLOOD &
EROSION CONTROL, HURRICANE BARRIER® and appropris-
tion therefor - (Mayor!s letter of 1/7/69)

MR, BOCCUZZI MOVED for approval of the following resolution, Seconded
by Mrs. Pont Brient and CARRIED unanimouslyt

RESOLUTION NO, 600

AMENDING 1968-1969 CAPITAL PROJECTS BUDCET BY ADDING A
PROJECT IN AMOUNT OF $200,000,00 TO BE KNOWN AS =FLOOD

& EROSION CONTROL, HURRICANE BARRIER® and appropris-
therefor - (Mayor!s letter of 1/7/69)

BE AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Representatives
of the City of Stamford, to amend the 1968-1969 Capital Projects
Budget by adding Project to be known as ®FLOOD AND EROSION CONTROL,
HURRICANE BARRIER®™, in accordance with the provisions of Section
611,5 of the Stamford Charter, and eppropriation of $200,000,00
therefor,
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C—DAP COMMITTEE;

MR, MURPHY MOVED for SUSPENSION OF THE RULES in order to take this up
now, Seconded and CARRIED unanimously,

Proposed Resolution No, 601 APPROVING THE FILING OF AN APPLICATION TO
THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS FOR A GRANT
FOR_ A CHILD DAY CARE PROGRAM - (Requested in Mayor!s letter of 1/20/69)

MR, MURPHY reported that his Committee met on Jenuary 24, 1969 and dis-
cussed the proposed day care program, Mr, Cabana and Rev, Thomas W,Nlssley,
Cheirman of the Child Care Committee of the Stamford Community Counecil
attended, He said the Committee spproved the application for State
Asslstance for & program of day care centers for Stamford,

MR, MURFHY MOVED for approval of the following resolution, Seconded:

RESOLUTION NO, 601

AUTHORIZING FILING OF APPLICATION FOR STATE ASSISTANCE WITH
IHE COMMISSIONER OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS IN ORDER TQ UNDERTAKE
A PROGRAM OF DAY CARE CENTERS FOR STAMFORD.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Acts 522, 760 and 768, 1967 Regular
.Session, 'the Commissioner of Community Affairs is authorized to
extend final assistance to local housing authorities, municipalities,
human resources development agencies and non-grofit corporations; and
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WHEREAS, Sec, 4=11l4a of the General Statutes, as amended, pro-
vides that any party contracting with the State of Connecticut
shall agree not to diseriminate nor permit discrimination, in
the performance of such contract, against any person or group of
persons on the grounds of race, color, religion or national
origin in any manner prohibited by the laws of the State of
Connecticut, or the United States, and that such party shall agree
to provide the Commisaion of Human Rights and Opportunities wilth
such information requested by the Commission concerning. the employ-
ment practices and procedures of such party as relats ta sald
section; and

WHEREAS, i1t is desirable and in the public interest that the
City of Stamford make application to the State for $200,000,00 in
order to undertake a program of Day Care services, and, if the
State, acting by the Commissionsr of Community Affairs, by letter,
offers to the City of Stamford an agresment for financial assistance
for said program, the City of Stamford shall accept sald offer:

NOW,, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD QF REPRESENTATIVES:

1, That it is cognizant of the conditions and prersquisites for
State assistance imposed by Public Acts 522, 760 and 768,
1967 Regular Session, especially the requirement of a
Community Development Action Plan in Section 9 {(b) of Public
Act 5220

2, That it recognizes the responsibllity for the provision of
locel grants-in-aid to the extent that they are necessary
and required for seid program.

3. That the filing of an application by the City of Stamford in
an amount not to exceed $200,000.00 is hereby approved and
that the Mayor of the City of Stamford is hereby authorized
and directed to execute and file such application with the
Commissioner of Community Affairs, to provide such addition-
al information, to execute such other documents as may be re-
quired by the Commissioner, to execute an Assistance Agree-
ment with the State of Connacticut for State financial assis-
tance, if such an agreement im offered, and to act ae the
suthorized representative of the City of Stamford,
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MR, TRUGLIA asked how many children this program is expected to help.

MR, MURPHY esid they hope to start with approximately 200, and it
may become larger - however, this ia just the start,

MR, JOSS meked will this involve busing the children,

MR. MURPHY asked Mr. Rich to explain this,
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MR, RICH said these centers will be set up in the varlous nelghbor-
hoods where, hopefully, the mothar can welk her child to the Center,
and in most cases where the mother is working in & factory or office
end can leave her child on her way to work. He said this involves no
publie transportation.

MR, GUROIAN said in the Mayor's letter, it refers to ®in-kind®™ servicas
on the part of the City - namely, one-third of the total amount of thins
$200,000.00 to be borne by the City, He asked what this involves.

MR, MURPHY said this involves, to & great extent, the services of
volunteer help and the rental of these day cars centers and perhaps
there will bs donations of lumber &nd sand from the contractors in the
City and perhapa storm drain plpes which are often placed in playgrounds,

MR. RICH said if the members will look at the booklet that was handed
out prior to the meeting, it will explein a great deal of their
questions, and lists some of the non-cash contributlons which are
anticipated,

After some further debate, a VOTE was taken on Resolutloen #6C1 and
CARRIED, with one abstention (Mr. Bromley), who sald he represents the
Stamford Day Nursery.

LEGISLATIVE & RULES COMMITTEE:

MR, BROMLEY reported that his Committee met on Janvary 27th in the Board
Meeting Room, with the following members present: Messrs, Bromley, Rich,
Plotnick, Murphy, Horner and Wechsler.

{1) Final adoption of Ordinance — amending BUILDING CODE - CONCERNING
CREATION OF A DESIGN REVIEW BOARD - (Meyor's letter of 3/11/6% re-
questing edoption of an Ordinance creating this Board, to raview
erchitectural drawings, etc.)(Held in Committee 6/3/63, 7/1/68 and
9/3/€8 — Approved for publication 10/7/68; publisnhed 10/10/68;
hearing held 10/29/68; held in Committee 11/6/68 and 12/2/63 —-
Approved for republication 1/6/69 republished as amended 1/13/69
and 1/30/69)

MR, BROMLEY explasined that his Committes has had this proposed Ordinance
under consideration for many months and has been revised many times.

He said the Committee has now approved it for final adoption wiith one
amendment in paragreoh #9 to read, instead of ¥aigns having an sverall
size of fifty (50) square feet™ to be changed to read: =TWENTY {20)
square feet,®

He explained that one, two and three famlly houses are excluded, He
also explainsd that the Ordinance contains strict time requirements
which allows the Design Review Board 15 days to act upon an application,
within which time they would have to call a meeting with the applicant

and after which, it would have 15 more days in which to render a declsion,
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In any event, he said, it could not hold up the giving of a Building
Permit for longer than six montha and it has no MANDATORY powers in'
the sense that it could compel an owner to comply.

Some of the members questloned the reasons why the Committee decided
to 1imit the size of signs to twenty sguare feet rather than some
other size,

MR, BROMLEY said the Committee felt this was a compromise.

MR, CALDER objected to the compromise inasmuch as the Board had ap=-

proved his amendment at & previous meeting to limit the size to fifty
square feet,

At this point MR, SCOFIELD held up & sign to demonstrate what a fifty
square foot sign would look like, Aided by other members, he un-
furled a sign that was 25 ft. long and 2 ft, wide, .

MR. BROMLEY said the Committee proposes to change paragraph #9 to

read from the original fifty (50) square feet to TWENTY (20) SQUARE
FEET, and S0 MOVED, Seconded.

MR, RYBNICK asked if the Ordinance contalns appeal proylsions.

MR, BROMLEY said it does not, because the Ordinance is NOT mandatory.
However, he said, a person could be held up for two months in getting
a Building Permit, but after that time he could go ahead with the

;ign and nobody can stop him, He Baid this can be found in paragraph
24

A question was asked as to whether the size of the sign encompasses the
overall size of the sign or just applies to the lettering.

==
MR, BROMLEY explained that the intent of the Ordinance applies to the
overall slze of the sign and NOT to the lettering.

Another member raised the question as to how the size of the sign would
be determined when it happens to be painted on the side of a bullding.

MR, BROMLEY said the same rule would apply, if the sign were given
dafinite outlines, that would apply, and if it were just on the side of
the building, it would encompass the side of the bullding.

After considerable debate, MR. GRISAR MOVED THE QUESTION, Seconded,
and CARRIED,

THE PRESIDENT called for & vote on Mr. Bromley's motion to amend

paragraph #9 of the Ordinance regarding the size of signs, to reduce
the size of signs fpom fifty (50; square feet to TWENTY (20) SQUARE

FEET,

CARRIED, by a vote of 15 in favor and 12 opposed.
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MR, BROMLEY MOVED for final adoption of the Ordinance, as amended, He
reminded the members that it requires an affirmative vote of 21 to
adopt an Ordinance, Seconded,

MR, KAPLAN MOVED TO AMEND by adding sub-paragraph #9 to state:

"This paragraph shall apply to all signs of over twenty (20)
squere feat, but shall not apply to any structure or bulldings
having & cost of lesa than $7,500,00,*

Mr, Kaplan's amendment was seconded,
MR, CALDER proposed an amendment to Mr, Kaplan's amendment as followss:

"This emendment shall not apply to signs whose proposed cost
is less than $350,00%,

MR, KAPLAN said he would accept Mr. Calder'!s amendment,

MR, HEINZER objected at this point, saying it seems everyone is throw-
ing a lot of numbers around careleasly and MOVED TO RECOMMIT TO COMMITTEE,
Secondsd and CARRIED with a few no votes,

MR, WECHSLER asked if the Ordinance which }ias just been recommitted to
Committee now stands amended to read that signa shall be TWENTY (20)
square feet,

THE PRESIDENT informed the speaker that this is the way the Ordinance
now reads,

(2) Proposed Resolution REDESIGNATING COMMITTEE ON TRAINING & EMPLOYMENT,
INC, as the official CAP AGENCY OF THE CITY OF STAMFODRD - (Mayorts
letter of 8/20/68; public hearing held 7/1/68 - Held in Committee
10/7/68; 11/6/68; 12/2/68 and 1/6/69)

MR, BROMLEY said his Committee has been advised that this redesignation
was accomplished last summer in the absence of any contrary intent, so
it will not be reported out by the Committee,

(3) Concerning RAISE IN PERMIT FEES ON BUILDING CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS -
Being proposed amendmente to BUILDING CODE, requested in letier of
10/8/68 from Commissioner of Public Works - Held in Committee 1/6/69)

The above matter was held in Committes,

(4) Proposed Ordinance MAKING IT ILLEGAL TO SELL OR POSSESS INFLAMMABLE
LIQUIDS, SUCH AS GASOLINE, IN GLASS CONTAINERS - iProposed in letter
of 11/26/68 from Howard Kaplan, l4th District Representative - Held
in Committee 1/6/69 ) - (Note: See State Fire Marshal's Regulations
and the regulations of Commissioner of State Police, dated 11/4/68
concerning above matter).

The sbove matter was held in Commlittes.
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(5) Request for REVISION OF SECTION 102 OF BUILDING CODE - "USE
GROUP & CONSTRUCTION® --- (See letter dated 11/16/68 from Booth

Hemingway, 19th District Representative, for CITIZENS FOR
CONSERVATION, INC.)

The above matter was held in Committee,

(6) Request for WAIVER OF BUILDING PERMIT FEE (In approximate amount
of $3,000) ~- For improvement program for the STAMFORD HOSPITAL -
Requested in letter of 1/10/69 from Durey & Pierson — Total
cost of construction approximately $1,500,000,00),

MR, BROMLEY said at the Board's suggestion, the Committee inquired
from the atiorneys for the Stamford Hospital as to whether or not the
saving from the waiving of the Building Permit Fee would be passed on
to the hoepltal or would it juet benefit the contractor., He said it
is the intent of the Committee to make this inquiry on all of these
requests for walver of Bullding Permit Fee.

He sald he is in receipt of a letter dated January 31, 1969 from the
firm representing the Stamford Hospital which states:

=] wish to confirm to you that any Building Permit Fee that is
required because of the various internal improvements being
undertaken to the older building of the Stamford Hosplital will
be payable by the hospital. The arrangement which the hospital
has with its contractors is that the hospital must pay any such
fee, The waiving of the fee would go dirsct to the Stamford
Hospital in this case."

MR, BROMLEY said the Committee approves this request for waiver of the
Building Permit Fee and he SO MOVED. Seconded and CARRIED.

RFCESSs
MR, MORRIS and MR. KAPLAN requested a recess at this time. (11,30 P.M.)

The RECESS was declared over at 11,45 P.M., and the members resumed
their seats,

(7) Concernin dments to O 6 entitled "PUBLIC DISCLOSURE
OF CONTRACTS WITH CITY OF STAMFDRD, CONNECTICUT®™ adopted 12/2/68

MR. BROMLEY deferred to Mr. Kaplan at this time in order for him to
explain the amended Ordinance which 1s being offered tonight.

MR. KAPLAN explalned that he asked Mrs. Farrell to send copies of the
proposed Ordinance to all Board Members, which she did and it will not
be necessary to read the Ordinance, and MIVED that the reading of the
Ordinance be waived, Seconded and CARRIED,

MR. KAPLAN explained that certain amendments have been made to the
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Ordinance which will be the law whether or not we meke this amendment
which is being proposed tonight, He said tomorrow morning the Public,
Disclosurs Ordinance (No, 156) im going to become the law of the City
of Stamford, and if we do not pass this amended version tonight, the
old Ordinance whlch has been falt to be burdensome by numerous people,
will become law, He said the manner in which the old ordinance was
felt to be burdensome was primarlly for one reason - previousiy, when-
ever the City entered into & contract in excess of $500 the flling of
this. form wousd be necessary and in many cases there are repeats of

_‘contracte; such as oll deliveries which would be burdensome to have

re-filing in each case. Under the present Ordinance, he sald, it would

apply to contracts in excess of $500 and the filing of the form will ™

only take place every six months., However, he said it should be noted
that in the event that there is any change in the stockholders or
officers of a corporation, then they would have to re-flle again when
they enter into a contract with the City as they did not want to create
a loophole in that regard.

MR, KAPLAN said he has been requested by the office of the Corporation
Counsel to state certain matters on the floor tonight so as it wlll be
e part of the legislative record insofar as the interpretation of the
Ordinance 18 concerned, First, he said it is to apply to individual
contracts in excess of $500 and a contract under thie definition would
be the legal definition., If the City makes a contract wlth a person
which calls for numerous separate deliveries and the total contract 1s
for over $500, then it does apply, but if, in the course of a year,
there are numerous individual purchases by the City and numerous indi-
vidual contracts by the City, all of which are under $500 but total
2500 - it im not the intention of this Ordinance to apply to that,

I —

— e ——

Secondly, he said, the Ordinance applies to publicly held corporations,

He paid it is not his intention that the City or any officer of the City
would have the obligation to check the Wall Street Journal to see if
corporations traded over the counter, or was a publicly held corporation,
He said the obligation for filing rests upon the contracting corporation
and they know whether they ere publicly held or not, If they do not file
and do not file properly, they are subject to penal provislons of the ,
Ordinance, He said it is obvious that in many cases the City will know |
vwhether or not certain corporations are or are not publicly held, but when
in doubt, the burden will not fall upon the Purchasing Agent or any City /
Agency or Department that is involved,

He explained that the obligations of the subcontractors will rest entire-
ly upon the genersl contractor who will have to state the names .and
addresses - not the amounts - of all sub-contractors known to him, By
"sub-contracts" he said he means sub-sub-contrects and whatever is re-
ferred to under the Machanics Lien Law is referred to as a sub-contracter
and whose individual sub-contract is in excess of $500, He said the /
reason he did not place the burden on tha sub-contractors is that they
have not contracted with the City and we cannot legally put the burden
upon them to file forms with the City of Stamford, Be said only the
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Ceneral Contracior should bes required to file this form.

He sald the penalty provision of $100, or 30 days, or both) remains
unchanged, except it has been tighterned to include not only false
filing but willfully failirg to file, so that if a corporation or en
individusl 1s subject to this law and intentionally fails to file

(and this would have to be proven) this would be a penal offense and
in this respect the Ordinance has been strengthened in its application,
He said we nave stated that compliance with this Ordinance shall be a
requiremert to each contract with the City and that a copy of this
Ordinance be mailed out to each contractor along with applications to
bid, He sa1d we felt this would be helpful to the contracting parties
and was not originally provided for.

He said paragraph #7 states that ®In the event of any emergency purchase®
you don't nave to file right away, but have to file "not later than seven
days from said purchase® wnich was not originally provided for. He said .
we have in mind that there are times when tha City will have emergency
needs - perhaps fuel oil, or something that is needed immediately. He
said Sectlon 484.7 of the Charter does make allowances for this as long
as safeguards ars entered into and we felt that in the case of an

emergency it could be done seven days later and the purposes of the
Ordinance would be rserved.

Finally, he said in paragraph #8, it states that the individual contract-
ing parties are not required to go to the Town Clerk's Office, nor is

a difficult burden put upon any of the city officers to check whether
they are doing it, He said the forms are filed with the City as the
contract 1s entered into and each year the Controller of the City of
Stamford will place a list in the Town Clerk's Office, where anyone who
is interested in these facts can look at it, without it belng obvious,
without it being known that they are doing it, without being subjected to
any inconvenience, He said this list will state one or the previous
statements that have been submitted, during the year, and secondly, for
each individual or corporation's contract, the city, their name and
address, the general classification of their contract and the full con-
sideration that the City is paying. He said he wants to emphasize that
this list which the Controller is going to file, will apply to ALL con-
tracts, regardless of amounts, so that in thls regard the original
Ordinance nas been made more far-reaching in its application,

MR. KAPLAN said he would read the one change whilch he wishes incorporated
in the new Ordlnancet

Paragraph 1(d) which originally had & statement that in the forms filed
by general contractors, it shall be stated that no person listed in the
form can be either an elected or an appointed officer or an employes of
the City of Stamford., He said it has been pointed out in Corporation
Counsel rulings and investigations by thls Board, we did not feel that
professional psople or people who bid on contract actually held employ-
ment with the City of Stamford. Furthermore, he said, there are many
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Boards that do not have elther politically or economically sensitlve
funetions - for example - Veterans Graves, or the Bullding Board of
Appeals, or the Architectural Review Boerd; and Boards which require
professional people to serve on them, who might very likely want to
contraet with the City of Stamford and it was felt we should not at
this time prohibit them, He sald the lntent of this Ordinance is more
disclosure than it is stopping any specific activities, He said
Section 1(d) which he wishes to incorporate as part of his amendment
would reads i

nThe names and positions of all persons listed in said form who
are elacted or appointed officers or employees of the City of
Stamford,™

MR, KAPLAN MOVED for approval of the Ordinance as set forth in the
printed amendment except as he has changed it,

MR. HEINZER msked Mr, Kaplan, through the Chair, if this Ordinance will
apply to such things as contracts for the taking of lands, rights of
ways where the City finde it necessary to take land and will it apply
in those that are taken under contract,

MR, KAPLAN said if it is taken by voluntary negotiatlon and voluntary
sele, it would apply, but if it is taken by céndemnation, with the legal
proceedings that that involves, it would not apply.

MR, KAPLAN also corrected paragraph 1{b) to read as follows:

HWIf seid person, party or firm is a Joint venture, trustee, or
partnership, the names and addresses of all joint venturers,
beneficieries and partners,"

MR, RUSSBACH said he thinks this i1s a great Ordinance and is highly in
favor of it, but frankly does not like the amendment, Mf. Kaplan has
proposed, even though he understands the reasons behind it, He said
he believes many of us are depending upon the interpretation of Sectlon
708 of the Charter, which prevents elected or appointed officials from
entering into contracts with the Clty, However, he said, according to
the ruling by the Corporation Counsel, 1t is all right for officials to
get City contracts as long as it is done on a ®"bid basis", He sald we
all know this is wrong and loaded with loopholes, sinece certain City
officials can provide services for the City, even though they violate
the interpreted meaning of Section 708, since they are not subject to
competitive bidding, He said City officials should not be allowed to
provide services, or any other type of contract with the City of Stamford,
He said :-ne thinks this Ordinance should staey the way it was criginally
written,

MR, BROMLEY said he feels that he should state that under Mr. Kaplan's
proposed amendment, a8s he stated it, sub-contractors would not be sub-
ject to the same disclosures., He pointed this out because many felt
that sub-contractors ocught to be and perhaps Mr, Kaplan would like to
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comment on this and then if anybody 8till feels sub-contractors
ought to be included, then they could bring it up on the floor.

THE PRESIDENT said Mr, Kaplan did comment on that portlon of the
Ordinance and this will be the obligation of the general contractor

to submit all sub-contractors that he has dealings with and he would
be subject to this fine of $100 and imprisonment if he willfully

fails or intentionally fails, to 1ist them, or if he falsely lists
them, He said this is merely taking the obligation away from one who
has no direct contract with the City and placing the burden on the

one who HAS the contract with the City—t® disclose all sub-contiractors.

MR, RICH pointed out that some general contractors do all theilr work
by Bub-contracting 1t out and there it bacones very important that the
sub-contractors be known and not just by name,but by who they are,

THE PRESIDENT said it is his understanding of thils Ordinance, which he
will put into the record, is that the general contractor when he lists
his sub-contractors, must also list, in accordance with the Ordinance,
who they are,

MR, KAPLAN said this 18 not his understanding and he thinks this is
exactly the emendment that Mr. Rich is seeking to make., He said he
would very much like, in the Ordinance, to be able to cover all the
alternatives that might arise and would like to be able to reveal, not
only the names and addresses of sub-contractors, but the names and
addresses of all their stockholders, their partners or beneficiaries

or trusts, However, he said, it is often not possible through leglsla-~
tion to accomplish the desired end and he dld not feel that it was
legally feasible or practical, to require sub-contractors who do not
have any actual direct dealing with the City of Stamford, to file these
forms. He said he did not think that legally they could actually make
them file the forms. However, if the form is being flled by the

General Contractor, he feels it is excessively burdensome to ask the
Genersl Contractor to supply the names and addresses of stockholders fer
all of the sub-contractors. For example, in the bullding of & scheol,
one might find dozens of firms that might be supplying masonry material,
lumber, pipes and many hundreds of sub-contractors and to his way of
thinking, it was sufficlently burdensome to ask the General Contractors
to supply the names and addresses of all of these sub-contractors, which
would not be too much of a burden, because he has to do it for Mechanic's
Lien purposes. He sald if the next step 1s to ask him to go to all of
these sub-contractors and ask them to fill out one of these forms, which
is a simple form with only three or four questions, but he felt this was
asking too much. He sald any leglslative process one has to sirike a
balaence - the balance between the goal of the Ordinance, the public
benefit on one hand and on the other hand for it not to be so burdensome
that it raises the cost of construction and places an undue burden upon
the contracting parties. So, in order to strike the balance, they put in
the sub-contractors, but without also putting in the stockholders, etc.
of the sub-contractors. He said an Ordinance, to be successful, has to
be strong, but it also has to be workable,
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MR, CHIRIMBES MOVED THE QUESTION, Seconded and CARRIED,

MR, WECHSLER asked the Chair if it is out of order to ask the pro-
ponent of the amendment whether he will accept an amendment to his
amendment.,

THE PRESIDENT ruled thls out of order, because the question has been
moved.

THE PRESIDENT called for & vote on the amendments as submitted by
Mr. Kaplan, CARRIED,

THE PRESIDENT called for & vote on the Ordinance, as amended, CARRIED,

The Ordinance, &8s amended and adopted, appears below:

ORDINANCE NO, 159 SUPPLEMENTAL

CONCERNING PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF CONTRACTS WITH
CITY OF STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF STAMFORD THAT ORDINANCE NO, 156 SUPPLE-
MENTAL, IS AMENDED TO READ AS FOLLOWS:

1, No person, party, orfim shall enter, directly or indirectly, into

any contract for an amount in excess of Five Hundred ($500,00) D»>llars
with the City of Stamford for the sale or lease of gooda, land, or
services, unless said person, party, or firm shall first supply to the
City of Stamford a statement, on a form to be supplied by the City of
Stamford, which statement shall supply the following:

a, The name and address ¢f said person, perty, or fimm,

b, If said person, party, or firm is a joint venture, trustee, or
partnership, the names and addresses of all joint venturers,
beneficiaries, and partners,

e, If said person, party, or firm is & corporation, the names and
addreasses of all officers and the names and addresses of all
paerties owning over ten per cent (10%) of its common stock, or
over ten per cent (10%) of its preferred stock., If any of said
stockholders is & holding corporation, said form shall state
the names and addresses of all persons owning a beneficisl
interest in over ten per cent (10%) of the common or preferred
stock of said holding corporation,

d. The names and positions of all persons listed in said form who
are elected or appointed officers or employees of the City of
Stamford.

2. This Ordinance shall not apply to any person, party, or {irm
which has filed such a statement within six months prior to the enter-
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ing into of such contract, but snall apply to such person, party, or
firm if there has been any change in the beneficlal ownership or
officers of eald person, party or firm within said six month period,
Non-filing by any person, party or firm hereunder shall be deemed an
express representation that there has been no-change in beneficial
ownership or in the officers thereof for at least six months,

3. Thie Ordinance shall not apply to the employment contracts of
employees of the City of Stamford for whom payroll tax and social
gecurity are withheld, or to publiely held corporations whose stock
ie traded upon any public exchange,

4es Anything contained iFE=this Ordinance to the contrary notwlthstand-
ing, all persons, parties, and fimms entering into contracts with the
City of Stamford for an amount in excess of $500 shall first agree to
supply the City of Stamford with the names and addresses of all sub-
contractors known to him to any City contract which subecontract shall
be for an amount in excess of Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars, Said
information shall be supplied if and when such subcontracts are enter-
ed into.

5. Any person willfully giving a false statement hereunder or will-
fully failing to {ile hersunder shall be punished by a fine of not
more than One Hundred ($100.00) Dollars, or confinement in jail for
not more than thirty (30) deys, or both,

6, The City of Stamford shall make compliance with this Ordinance a
condition to each contract entered into by the City of Stamford and
shall set forth this Ordinance in all bid forms sent out by the City
of Stamford,

7. In the case of any emergency purchase pursuant to Section 484.7
of the Stamford Charter, sald form shall be filed not later than seven
days from said purchase,

8. Not later than January 15 of each year, commencing on January 15,
1970, the Comptroller of the City of Stamford shall cause to ba placed
upon public record in the Office of the Stamford Tewn Clerk, a written
atetement setting forth the following information fur the calendar
year ending on the preceding December 31:

a, All statement supplied by contracting parties hereunder, or
coples thereof.

b, For each person, party, or firm, contracting with the City of
Stamford for the smle or lease of goods, land, or services,
the name and addreas of said person, party, or firm, and
the general clameification if each of sald contracts, and the
full consideration paild by the City of Stamford for each of
sald contracts. This paragraph shall epply to all contracts
regardless of amount,

This Ordinance shall take affect upon its adoption.
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE:

MR, HEINZER, Co-Chairman, reported that his Committee held & meet-
ing last Thursday night, January 30th, at which time the follow-
ing attendeds Charles Heinzer, William Caporizzo, Commissioner
Logliseci, Otto Calder and Edward Scofield,

He said some of the Commiitee Members asked Mr, Loglisel to change
his procedure on permits for trailers which are parked at the aites
of large apartment bulldings under constructicn. He said these
trailers have been parked et the curb and it was the feeling of the
Committee that after these apartments are partly completed, that
those functions which ere performed in the trailers could be moved
inside and they heve asked Commissioner Loglisel to proceed on that,

He sald they slso dimscussed the new sewer extension of 900 feet on
Strawberry Hill, He said Mr. Morris and Mr, Caporizzo wrote a
letter, asking them to find out why this was being done, in seeming
violation of the Sewer Ordinance which was passed several months ago.
He said the committee is studying this matter.

HEALTH & PROTECTION COMMITTEE:

MR, WECHSLER, Chalrman, said a meeting of his Committee was held on
Tuesday night, January 28, and present were: Messrs. Wechsler, Joss,
Murphy and Caporizzo,

(1) Concerning REVISION OF MODEL HOUSING CODE (Ordinance #65, enacted
on_Aupust 30, 19%7) - (Being an Ordinance establishing minimum
standards for dwellings =- Request {rom Dr. Gofstain, Director
of Health, in letter of 12/16/68, encloaing a copy of the State
Department of Comminity Affairs Model Housing Cods, and asking
that our Ordinance #65 be brought up-to-date with State Statutes
and Supreme Court decisions.)

MA, WECHSLER said ebout 15 members of the public came to express thelr
views, He sald the Committee will hold further hearings with the
Mayor!s Code Revislon who will go into this, This was held in Committee
as they are not ready to report it out at this time,

(2) Proposed Qrdinaence CONCERNING DEPTH OF ELEVATORS IN APARTMENT
BUILDINGS - (Submitted by Tbomas Morris, 15 District Representative,
1/20/69)
The above matter was held in Committes,
PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE:

MR, RUSSELL reported that his Committee met on Wednesday, January 29th,
the night of a big storm and only he and Mr, Scofield showed up,
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(1) List of recommendations from Planning Board for DISPOSITION OF
CITY-OWNED PROPERTY under provisions of Section 2- ¢) of Cod
of Gensral Ordinances - (Received Oct., 23, 1968; copies sent to

all Board Members - Held in Committee 12/2/68 and 1/6/69)

The above matter was held in Committes,

(2) Concerning ESTABLISHMENT OF A BUILDING OR SETBACK LINE ON SQUTH
STREET to NORTH STATE STREET - (Requested by James B, Hibben,
Director of Urban Renewal in letter dated 12/10/68 addressed
to the Public Worke Committes)

The above matter was held in Committee, pending further information,
PARKS & RECREATION COMMITTEE:

MR, KELLY reported thls Committes mst tonight before the Board Meet-
ing, with the following presents Messrs. Alswanger, Russbach, Joss,
Mrs, Pont Briant and Kelly,

Proposed FACILITY USE FEES FOR 1969 - (As requested in letter of
1515/69 from Edward A, Connell, Supt., Dept. of Parka)
MHR. KELLY presented the abo 2 fees, He sald Lawn Bowling, I.D.Cards,
Greyhound Train and Beach S lckers are free to all Senior Citizens

over 65 (male) ané over 62 Cfemale). MR, KELLY MOVED for approval of
the fees, which he read at this tims,

MR. KAPLAN opposed the raising of Park fees and said he wishes to offer
an amendment to the charges for the use of the Basketball Courts open
at night., He said this game 1s often played by those without a great
deal of money and has often observed the basketball court grow dark
while & large number of boys continued to play with the faint light of
the tennis courts in the distance, when all they had to do was throw a
switch to light up the court, Be sald the reason was obvious, that
they did not have the necessary $2 to keep the basketball court lighted,

HE MOVED to amend where it sayss ®FLOODLIGHT - Basketball - 32 per

night" to be changed to read:s ®$2 per night for reservation only".
Seconded by Mr, Scofield and Mr, Heinzer,

MR, KAPLAN said the intent would be that it would be free unless some-
one elss had reserved the court,

MRS, PONT BRIANT said shewmild go slong with Mr. Kaplan's idea, except
that if the basketball court 18 1it a group will go theres and use it
without taking out a permit,

MR. KAPLAN asked what if & group wents a permit and takes one out and
want to use a court - then they come first and they will supplant any
other group wishing to use the court. What he has in mind, he said,
is that 3 out of 4 nights no one takes out a permit and no one pays the

"
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$2 fee — we have the courts there, let!s let our young people use
it.

MR, RUSSELL sald at this point half of the Boerd is missing because
they have gone home due to the latenesas of the hour, He asked 1f
there is any reason why this cannot be referred back to Committee for
another month and perhaps there are some points that we may be hastily
voting upon.

THE PRESIDENT asked the spesker if he 1s moving to recommit,

MR. RUSSELL MIVED to recommit to committee., Seconded And CARRIED,
with a few "no" votes.

PERSONNEL COMMITTEEs
Collectiye Bargaining Apreements Coverine Twg Years - From July 1,

,1968 to_and including June 30, 1970 —- BETWEEN CITY OF STAMFORD

AND TEAMSTERS LOCAL UNION #145 FOR 3 CONTRACTS: (1) DEPARTMENT OF
PARKS & TREES: (2) HUBBARD HEIGHTS GOLF COMMISSION: and (3) PARKING
AUTHORITY

(Rejected at the 1/6/69 Board Meeting)

MR, RYBNICK MOVED to reject the above three contracts, as the techni-
calities in these contracts have not been rectified, Seconded by
Mr, Kelly and CARRIED,

ADJOURNMENT;

On motion, duly seconded and CARRIED, the meeting was adjourned at
12,30 A.M,

Administrative Assistant
(Recording Secretary)

Velma Farrell //

vl
Lt 0.0
L@ ' o g ano—
Jofin/C, Fusafo, President

10th Board of Representatives

Note: The above meeting was broadeast
over Radip Station WSTC until
11 P.M
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