



























































21. F _RE MEETING MONDAY EPTEM 10 990 21.
P T0ON ITTEE: ontinued

MR. DelUCA Moved to Suspend the Rules to bring up an item not on the Agenda, a
request to hang a banner. Seconded,

P TEIN called for a vote to approve Suspension of Rules.
APPROVED by voice vote with no dissenting votes.

5. REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO HANG A BANNER ON BEDFORD STREET FROM SEPTEMBER
30 TO OCTOBER 14, 1990 TO PUBLICIZE THE DOMESTIC VIQLENCE SERVICES.
Requested by Domestic Violence Services, YWCA, Elise R. Berman, 141
Franklin Street, Stamford, CT 06901, 8/16/90.

IDE TEIN called for a vote to approve the hanging of the banner.
APPROVED by voice vote with no dissenting votes.

EDUCA WELFAR| GOVE NT COMMITT - John R, Zelinsky, Chairman

MR, ZELINSKY said the Committee did not meet because Connecticut Light and
Power Company asked for a postponement so they can get their records together
for a meeting to be held in a month or two.

1. MATTER OF POWER OUTAGES OCCURRING FREQUENTLY IN STAMFORD AND WHAT THE
UTILITY COMPANY MUST DO TO PREVENT THESE OUTAGES. Submitted by Rep. John
R. Zelinsky, D-11, 8/15/90. 3

HELD TN COMMITTEE

ING CO| ITY DEVE E COMMITTEE - Frank Mollo, Chairman

MR. MOLIO said the Housing and Community Development Committee met on Tuesday,
August 28, 1990, however the invited guests were not in attendance therefore
the item was Held until those persons necessary to resolve the matter will
attend.

1. MATTER OF BUDGETED COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT ADMINISTRATIVE FUNDS
NOT BEING UTILIZED FOR THEIR DESIGNATED PURPOSES AS APPROVED BY THE BOARD
OF REPRESENTATIVES. Submitted by Rep. Frank Mollo, D-9, 6/13/90. Held in
Committee 7/9 and 8/13/90.

IN COMMITT

URBAN RENEWAL COMMITTEE - Annie M. Summerville, Chairwoman

MS, SUMMERVILLE said the Urban Renewal Committee will be meeting on Wednesday,
September 26, 1990, at 7:30 p.m. either in the Democratiec Caucus Room or the
Chamber. She encouraged all members to attend to hear the status report.

1. STATUS REPORT FROM THE UREAN REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION. Submitted by
Annie M, Summerville, Chairwoman, Urban Renewal Commission, 8/22/90.

HELD IN COMMITTE



22. ES OF R G MONDA PTEMB i1
NMENTAL_PROTECTION I - Stanley Esposito, Chairman

MR. ESPOSITQ said the Environmental Protection Committee held a public hearing
and meeting on Tuesday, September 4, 1990 at 7:30 p.m. Mr. Esposito said a
large number of people attended the public hearing; 13 members of the public
spoke at the hearing and a majority of the speakers spoke in favor of the
proposed ordinance. The public hearing was adjourned at 8:30 p.m. and the
regular meeting began. Attending the meeting were Committee members Esposito,
Zimmerman, Maihock and Stork; also attending were Donald Donahue, Commissioner
of Public Works, Jeannette Semon, Supervisor of Liquid Waste and Recycling
Coordinator and Mary Sommer, Corporation Counsel. Other members of the Board
and interested citizens also attended.

Mr. Esposito said the Committee was charged with getting answers to a number
of questions and concerns regarding the proposed ordinance. Questions were
answered by the Public Works Department and Corporation Counsel and after a
sometimes spirited discussion, all parties agreed in principal to the language
in the ordinance that was currently before the Board. Mr. Esposito said that
at 11:45 p.m., the Committee agreed to continue the meeting this evening at
6:30 p.m. The Committee made some slight word changes this evening.

1. FOR REPUBLICATION - PROPOSED ORDINANCE CONCERNING GARBAGE, RUBBISH AND
REFUSE AND THE SEPARATION OF RECYCLABLE MATERIALS. Submitted by Mary
Sommer, Corporation Counsel, 6/13/90. Held in Committee 7/9/90. Approved
for publication 8/13/90. Approved for republication 9/10/90. (This item
was originally on the Agenda For final adoption)

MR. ESPOSITQ said the Committee voted five in favor and none opposed to
approve the proposed ordinance. Mr. Esposito Moved for. approval for final
adoption of the proposed ordinance concerning recycling materials. Seconded.

Mr. Esposito said on page four, section 137-32, the word "all" should appear
before "residential cooperatives” and "residential condominiums.® The word
was inadvertly left out of the most recent text. The proposed ordinance was
published correctly. Mr. Esposito Moved for approval of the amendment.
Seconded.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to amend as proposed by Mr. Esposito.
APPROVED by voice vote with no dissenting votes.

MR, ESPOSITQ Moved to amend on page &4, paragraph B., fourth line, "pro rata"
before the word "charges." Mr. Esposito said the change was made at the
September 4th Committee meeting. He said Corporation Counsel felt that these
changes were not substantive changes which require republication. Mr.
Esposito’'s motion was Seconded.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to approve the amendment adding "pro
rata" before the word "charges." APPROVED by voice vote with no dissenting
votes.

MR, ESPOSITO Moved to amend in paragraph B., "If the City conducts recyclable
collection, it shall set pro rata fees to cover the additional cost of
backyard pickup."” This would be a new sentence. Seconded.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to approve the amendment. APPROVED by
voice vote with no dissenting votes.
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MR, ESPOSITQ asked that the last amendment be made the second sentence of
paragraph B. for clarification reasons. Mr. Esposito Moved for this change.
Seconded.

MR, ZELINSKY said he wanted an explanation on the sentence reading: "If the
City conducts recyclable collection, it shall set pro rata fees to cover the
additional cost of backyard pickup.”

MR, ESPOSITO said the intent was to say that in the future, in a given
situation, the city may have a collection agent to collect or public works
could collect and in either case, pro rata fees would be set for backyard
collection for extra service.

MR, LYONS asked if the city refuse division that now collects would at some
future date, collect the recyclables, would his constituency be billed an
additional fee for the collection?

MR, ESPOSITO said the intent is that we would bill for extra service
regardless of who provides the extra service; the persen receiving service
over and sbove what is considered regular service, would be billed.

PRESIDENT_ GOLDSTEIN stated that the motion on the Floor was to change sentence
four to make it sentence two.

MR, MARTIN said if the city pickups with its own people and trucks, there is
really no way this paragraph sets what the rates shall be.

MR, ESPOSITO stated that what Mr. Martin said was correct. Mr. Esposito
stated it was not felt that the rates should be a part of the ordinance; the
rates should be dictated in the contract assuming we are dealing with a
collection agency.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN proceeded to a vote to rearrange paragraph B. placing
sentence four as sentence two, APPROVED by voice vote with five no votes, Mr.
Lyons, Mrs. Nakian, Mrs. Perillo, Mr. Blum and Mr. Molle. Mr. Rybnick
abstained.

MR, ESPOSITO said that on page five, paragraph D. is a new paragraph. It
reads, "Where a household requires backyard collection due to a physical
handicap and the imposition of said charges would constitute a hardship, a fee
waiver may be granted in accordance with the rules and regulations adopted
pursuant to Section 137-37, herein."” Mr. Esposito Moved to amend. Seconded.

MR. ZELINSKY said he would like senior citizens to qualify. He said physical
handicap would define a senior citizen because of some other reason could not
bring the 15-gallon container from inside the home to the curb.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN said she thought the Committee recognized senior citizens.

MR, ESPOSITQ said the Committee considered senior citzens and people with
physical handicaps but it was never the intent of the Committee to mandate,
fee waivers based on age. Mr. Esposito said that each case would be a totally
different case.
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MR, ESPOSITO Moved to amend the proposed ordinance by adding a new paragraph
"D." under Section 137-32. Seconded.

PRESIDENT GOIDSTEIN called for a vote to approve the amendment. APPROVED by
voice vote with no dissenting votes.

MR, ESPOSITO Moved to amend on page 5, Section 137-33. The Committee voted
five in favor, none opposed to delete the word "leaves." Seconded,

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to delete the word "leaves" in Section
137-33. APPROVED by voice vote with no dissenting votes.

MR. ESPOSITQ said that Section 137-37 Adoption of rules and regulations was
revised. The Committee voted five in favor and none opposed for the revised
section.

Mr. Esposito Moved the following amendments:

Mr. Esposito said the Committee at this evening's meeting added two words to
the paragraph. The last sentence of the paragraph reads, "The Board of
Representatives may at their discretion amend said rules and regulations
whenever it deems necessary.” Mr. Esposito said the words "and approve"
should be inserted after the word "amend."

The entire section should read, "Subject to the approval of the Board of
Representatives, the Commissioner of Public Works is authorized to prepare and
amend written rules and regulations to enforce the intent of this article, the
SWEROC Agreement, the Connecticut General Statutes and the State Regulations
adopted pursuant thereto. The Board of Representatives may at their
discretion amend and approve said rules and regulations whenever it deems
necessary.

"All rules and regulations adopted pursuant hereto shall comply with this
Article, the SWEROC Agreement, the Connecticut General Statutes and the State
Regulations adopted pursuant thereto."

Mr. Esposito’s motion to amend was Seconded.

PRESTIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to approve the amendments. APPROVED by
voice vote with no dissenting votes; Section 137-37 will read as articuled by
Rep. Esposito.

MR, ESPOSITO thanked the members of his Committee for their many hours of hard
work and diligence into looking at the ordinance and asking questions of
department heads, and fielding questions from representatives and citizens.
Mr. Esposito said that no stone was left unturned, and all the collective
questions were pressed to have answered. He said if anyone had any question,
he would or members of the Committee would be happy to answer them.

MR. LYONS Moved to amend in Section 137-37 where "the SWEROC Agreement"
appears twice in the Section, to delete the three words. The Motion was
Seconded.
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMITTE: (continued)

MR, LYONS stated that SWEROC is an agency that we are members of. He did not
believe that it was necessary to include in the ordinance that their rules are
binding upon the Board and city. Mr. Lyons said that if SWEROC has a rule or
regulations that the city must comply with, it should be submitted
individually so the Board could act on it.

MRS, MATHOCK said it was unfortunate that we did not know of this sooner so
Corporation Counsel could have been consulted. She sald an agreement was just
voted on last month tying us to the SWEROC organization. Mrs. Maihock wanted
to know what the effects would be if we delete SWEROC from the proposed
ordinance?

MR, ZIMMERMAN said that he talked to Corporation Counsel. He said Corporation
Counsel felt that since the city is part of SWEROC, the SWEROC regulations
have the same force as state law, Corporation Counsel also stated that it
would not be a disaster to remove it.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN proceeded to a vote to delete "the SWEROC Agreement" in
both places in Section 137-37. APPROVED by voice vote with no dissenting
votes.

MR, LYONS referred to paragraph B. of Section 137-32. He read, "If the City
conducts recyclable collection, it shall set pro rata fees to cover the
additional cost of backyard pickup."” He said the fees were already
established in the proposed ordinance on a three to one or one to four basis.
Mr, Lyons said for city trucks picking up district refuse and then picking up
recyclables, seeds are being set so citizens can be billed, and this was
wrong.

Mr. Lyons said the numbers that are finally approved in the proposed ordinance
on backyard pickup, whether it be $0, $5.00 or $10.00 should be the numbers.
Mr. Lyons said it should not be open-ended for changes because city trucks are
picking up if that is to be the ultimate plan.

Mr, Lyons Moved tec delete what is now sentence two in Section 137-32. The
sentence read by Mr. Lyons in the above paragraph. Seconded.

MR. ESPOSITO said the fees were not set in the ordinance. He said the outside
ceiling charge would be three time the curbside rate which would be the normal
pickup routine. Mr. Esposito stated that Corporation Counsel and Public Works
felt that the ordinance was not the place for fees but should be illustrated
in the contract between the collection agent and the City of Stamford.

Mr. Esposito said it was the opinion of a number of people that extra service
cost more and if the city was bound to provide extra service, someone would
have to help to pick up the tab. Mr. Esposito stated that curbside pickup
could be done in 25% of the time that backyard pickup can be done. He said
four times as many homes can be done curbside as to backyard.

MR, MARTIN said the sentence was an improvement over the last draft. He said
that in the last draft, the city could decide not to pickup backyard at all.
Mr. Martin suggested that if Mr. Lyons intends to achieve that backyard
service should be provided to all residents without additional costs, that
motion be made first and if subsequent motions do not prove to be passed, then
come back to Mr. Lyoms'’ motion.
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MR, LYONS withdrew his Motion. The Seconder also withdrew.

Mr. Lyons Moved to amend under Section 137-32. He read, "Such recyclable
materials shall be.....

At this point, dialogue was lost due to changing of tape.

The amendment made by Mr. Lyons was to amend for backyard pickup if requested
by a resident.

Picking up the dialogue, Mr. Zelinsky was speaking.

MR. ZELINSKY asked if Mr. Lyons would be agreeable to change his motion to
front yard pickup? He said this would be a cost savings for the city.

MR. LYONS stated he would not agree on that. Mr. Lyons said the crux of the
ordinance is either for backyard or curbside pickup not anything in between.

MR, STORK said he was in favor of Mr. Lyons’ amendment, and as a member of the
Environmental Protection Committee, he did vote in favor of the ordinance only
for the purpose of getting the proposed ordinance on the Floor of the Board.
He said he was clearly in favor of backyard pickup.

Mr. Stork said the taxpayers would support the appropriation of funds in order
to receive a service that they are accustomed to having simply by the virtue
of the choice they have by living in Stamford as opposed to other

communities. Mr. Stork said there will be arguments that other communities do
not have backyard pickup but other communities do not do things as Stamford
sees fit to do. Mr. Stork said that Greenwich, New Canaan and Darien saw it
fit to locate their new city halls in vacant school buildings; not necessarily
in a downtown location, but definitely at a low cost to the taxpayers who had
to pay for renovations as opposed to a new building.

Mr. Stork said that a former Commissioner Bruce Spaulding in the early 1980's
sought to have backyard garbage collection changed to curbside in an effort to
save taxpayers' money; the taxpayers rebelled. Mr. Stork said Donald Donahue
now the Commissioner and a former member of the Board, at that time authored
an ordinance approved by the Board to mandate continuation of backyard pickup.
Mr. Stork urged the Board to support Mr. Lyons’ amendment,

MR, MOLIO said there was much discussion on what other cities and towns are
doing. He said he lives in Stamford and cares what Stamford does. He said he
favored Rep. Lyons’ amendment for continued backyard pickup. He said he lived
in an area that did not provide backyard pickup, and when garbage, etc. is put
out the night before, rain, snow and animals get to the garbage. He also said
there was a problem when a pickup was missed and the garbage stayed for days;
it created a mess, and money was spent for the cleanup.

MR, ESPOSITO said that the curbside pickup of recyclable would not affect the
present backyard pickup of garbage. The issue is recycling and the cost for
curbside is one-third to one-quarter less to promote curbside pickup. Mr.
Esposito stated if the ordinance is approved, people requesting backyard will
be the exceptions rather than the rule. Mr. Esposito said that we are dealing
with tax dollars.
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MRS. POWERS said she was unwilling to impose any additional expense upon the
taxpayers. She said this was not garbage being recycled and people are
comparing it to the enormous garbage cans. Mrs. Powers stated that many
people will not have recyclable to put out twice a week. She said the
proposed ordinance should be given & chance and if people complain they are
having a great deal of difficult and a hardship and unable to negotiate the
proper rates, the ordinance can go back to the drawing board. Mrs. Powers
urged her colleagues to go easy on the taxpayers with the less expensive
method and if more money has to be spent and times are better, we could go
ahead with backyard.

MR. CARDILLQ said the amendment for backyard pickup without any extra fee
deserves the support of the Board because the issue is whether or not the
people of Stamford deserve the continuation and maintenence of the wvaluable
service they presently possess; mainly, backyard pick-up. Mr. Cardillo said
to call a certain classification of garbage recyclables does not justify the
reduction of services which the people of Stamford have always enjoyed. He
said recycling is desirable in order to preserve the enviromment; however,
backyard pickup can encourage fuller participation because it can make the
process of collection easier and more efficient. Mr. Cardillo said Mr. Lyon’s
amendment deserves support so that the people and citizens of Stamford will
receive from the Board, a clear and uwnmistakable message that the Board is
committed not only to keeping taxes down but also to the preservation of a
very high quality of life by preserving the present level of city services
such as backyard pickup.

MR. BOCCUZZI said he was listening to all the comments regarding backyard
pickup at no extra charge. He asked who will foot the bill to have Public
Works pickup in the backyards? He said the extra fee will be paid by the
taxpayer; it will not be free; the bill will not be coming each month, but
will be coming twice a year in your taxes. Mr. Boccuzzi said the cost factor
regarding the matter has to be reviewed. Mr. Boccuzzi said a $3 million bill
will be put to the taxpayer instead of $850,000, He said if the senior
citizen cannot pay or cannot have the materials at curbside, the city will
pick up the tab. Mr. Boccuzzi stated he could in no way see how the Board
could vote for backyard pickup.

MRS. PERILIO Moved the question. Seconded.

PRESI TEIN called for a vote to Move the question. APPROVED by voice
vote with no dissenting votes.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote on the motion made by Mr. Lyons’ to
insert in paragraph A, after "Such recyclable materials shall be placed at the
curbside or if requested by a resident be picked up in backyard of resident in
a manner _and_schedule to_be determined by the Commissioner of Public Works."
The underscore indicates Mr. Lyons’ amendment. Deleted in paragraph A, is
"other designated location for collection,"

The amendment was DEFEATED by a vote of 20 no and 14 yes votes. The amendment
required a majority vote,
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MR. MARTIN wanted to know exactly what paragraph D meant. He said if he
understood correctly, the paragraph states that before any waivers are
granted, there must both be a physical handicap and the charge itself would be
a hardship. Mr. Martin said it now reads that if you have a handicap but have
a reasonable income, a waiver could not be obtained.

MR. ESPQSITQ said the paragraph means that in the event of a physical
handicap, where the sole resident of the house is unable to arrange for the
recycling bin to be placed at curbside, he/she may request to be given
backyard pickup and that would be done at no cost.

MR. MARTIN stated that "and the imposition of said charges would constitute a
hardship” should not be in the paragraph. Mr. Martin said he was troubled by
having the Commissioner of Public Works determine who can pay and who cannot
pay the fees.

Mr. Martin Moved to delete "and the imposition of said charges would
constitute a hardship.” Seconded.

MR, LYONS said he did not think the fee waiver should be deleted from the
paragraph. He said the fee waiver authorizes the Commissioner to waive under
any condition whether it be a physical handicap or any hardship. Mr. Lyons
asked if that was correct?

MR, ESPOSITO said a point was made in many of the discussions that the owmer
of a home, resident in the home who may be physically impaired and unable to
carry or arrange for a recyclable box to be brought to the curb, may perhaps
bend the rules slightly and ask for a backyard pickup when in fact, there may
be an extended family living in the home; the individual may be handicapped
but other individuals or residents in the home would not be. Mr. Esposito
stated in that case, the handicapped individual should not be credited with
backyard pickup upon request. Mr. Esposito said the wording gives some
lateral movement relative to a case by case review of given situatiomns.

MR. BLUM said there are senior citizens owning homes that live with hardship
and cannot take extra expenses. He said he was against any extra expenses for
senior citizens.

MR. JACHIMCZYK Moved the question. Seconded.
PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to Move the question. APPROVED by voice

vote with no dissenting votes.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to delete the words, "and the imposition
of said charges would constitute a hardship."” The motion was APPROVED by a
vote of 16 yes and 15 no votes with one abstention.

MR. MARTIN Moved to amend paragraph D to read as follows: "Where a household
requires backyard collection due to a physical handicap or other hards , a
fee waiver may be granted in accordance with the rules and regulations adopted
pursuant to Section 137-37 herein."” The underscored text is the amendment.
Mr. Martin’s motion was Seconded.
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PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to amend by inserting "or other

hardship" after the word "handicap."” APPROVED by voice vote with no
dissenting votes.

MR, MARTIN said the Board members received a copy of a proposed amendment that
he would like to make. Mr. Martin Moved to delete paragraph B, in Section
137-32. Mr. Martin read the amendment: "Provisions shall be made for extra
services which residential owners may obtain at extra cost. In particular,
the city shall provide for collection of recyclable materials that the
resident places adjacent to their own residence or garage. Such collection
shall be referred to as "backyard” collect. The extra fee for backyard

collection shall be pnot more than:

Zoning District RA-2 and RA-3 fee per month $5.00; RA-1 fee per month $4.50;
R-20 fee per month $4.00; R-10 and R-7-1/2 fee per month $3.50; R-6, R-5,
RM-1, R-MF, and R-H fee per month $3.00.

All other Zoning Districts shall be charged pot more than $3.00 per month
except that R-D zones shall be charged a fee corresponding to the RA-3, RA-2,
RA-1, R-20, or R-10 zone, whichever has the most similar density to the
particular R-D zone.

These fees may be increased on January 1, 1992 and annually thereafter based
on relative increases in the U.S. Government'’s Consumer Price Index since
January 1, 1991. The Commissisoner of Public Works shall determine how such
fees are collected. The Commissioner of Public Works may use an outside

- contractor{s) to collect such fees." i

The underscored text was added to the printed text received by the members.
Mr. Martin’s amendment was Seconded.

MR. MARTIN said earlier, the Board requested that the Mayor form a Committee
or Commission teo institute recycling and the Board indicated to consider and
perhaps implement a backyard recycling program. He said the process has been
going on for almost two years and it is now nearing the final stretch. Mr.
Martin said he was concerned that the Public Works Department has had the
attitude that curbside is the preferred method and has not pursued the
backyard issues as vigilantly and diligently as they told the Board and should
have done. He said basically, it has already been determined that there will
be curbside pickup with backyard for an optional additional fee.

Mr, Martin said that Public Works must attempt to keep the lowest cost for
curbside which will be paid through taxes, but they must work equally
diligently to get the lowest possible price for the backyard fees. Mr. Martin
said the fees and rates have not been forthcoming, but now know what a
curbside rate will be but have not received the rate for backyard. Mr. Martin
said it was heard that the total program will be three times to four times as
much; the ordinance currently assumes four. Mr. Martin stated that if the
Public Works negotiates the contract at the rate they received from the
bidder, $1.73, the ordinance provides the fee for $5.19. Mr. Martin said the
Board has no control on how the contract is negotiated and it may be in the
city's best interest to ask the contractor to provide additional services that
may not necessarily have an impact on some individuals, but might change the
rate. He said backyard services should be tried to be provided for the lowest
cost possible.
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MR. MARTIN stated that based on information he received, there was another
bidder that gave backyard rates substantially below the rates spoken by Public
Works and below the RFP minimum which was three times. He said he believed
that Public Works could achieve lower backyard rates if their will and mind
was put to it. Mr. Martin stated that the only way the residents can be
agsured that the city will work for everyone’s behalf, both curbside and
backyard, is to establish the fixed rates., Mr. Martin said his attempt in
these fixed rates was to establish an &verage rate which approximates the
numbers that Public Works has suggested would be realistic. Mr. Martin said
he believed that Publie Works will come very close to negotiating the rates.
Mr. Martin said the amendment is a good compromise and will get the job done.

MR. ESPOSITO said he objected to the amendment. He said that Corporation
Counsel made it very clear that the ordinance was not the place to set the
rate structure; the contract between the city and the collection agent is the
place to orchestrate the rate structure. Mr. Esposito said that the fixed
rate amendment was given to him prior to this evening’s meeting and he could
not tie-in the districts and the proposed fees. Mr. Esposito said that these
fees may be subsidizing others district by district. Mr. Esposito said the
fees determined for backyard pickup should be determined and set in the
contract between the Public Works Department and the collection agent based on
a fair and simple schedule. Mr. Esposito said if someone required a
collection agent to walk 15 feet on a driveway, he would pay "X," 25 feet, he
would pay "Y," and 50 feet or further, he would pay "Z," not however to exceed
three times the curbside amount currently arranged by contract between the
city and the collection agent. Mr. Esposito stated that the fees should be
done by a case to case basis and not by zoning districts.

MR. LYONS said he supported the amendment. He said a cap is set by telling
the contractors that you cannot charge over three times the amount. Mr. Lyons
said the numbers in Mr. Martin'’s amendment are lower and exactly what is
needed. Mr. Lyons urged the Board to approve Mr. Martin's amendment, and if
the contractors cannot live with it, it can be re-evaluated.

MR, ZIMMERMAN said that Mr. Martin'’s approach had some merit. He said the
graduated scale was, in general, a good idea; however, he did not know about
the specific nature of the numbers without discussion of the values, plus the
breakdown by zoning districts deserves more discussion. Mr. Zimmerman said he
thought the specific language belonged in the rules and regulations as opposed
to being in the ordinance. He said the ordinance allows for pro rata
structure. Mr. Zimmerman said he would be opposed to the amendment but would
like to see something similar be discussed in the rules and regulations.

MR, BOCCUZZI said he was against the amendment. He said an average can only
be done if everyone in the city takes backyard pickup and pays the fee., Mr.
Boccuzzi stated that we do not know how many people will be going backyard in
~any of the districts. Mr. Boccuzzi illustrated the $3.50 zone and said
suppose the contract says he cannot afford to pickup for $3.50 and needed
$4.00 or $4.50, and the person wanting the pickup could afford to pay the
contractor and pays more than the fee set by the Board, that would be illegal;
the person paying would be paying under the table.

-Mr. Boccuzzi said these fees are set and there is no room to work with for
backyard and the person who owns the home should have a right to negotiate his
fees for backyard pickup.
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MRS. MATHOCK said after hearing all the comments, she was sure that a number
of members feel that there are disadvantages for backyard and curbside pickups
and recycling will not be a totally enjoyable experience. She said recycling
will be beneficial to the city‘’s solid waste management and conserevation
efforts. She said it was unfortunate that we have taken months with the
recycling program. She stated, at this point, she believed that we could get
into something unknown in the amendment. She said there is no time as the
ordinance must be effected to begin the recycling program. She said we should
approve the ordinance although it may not be the ultimate answer to the
recycling needs and we should take action on the matter.

MR, BLUM said he agreed with Mrs. Maihock, It was time to proceed with the
matter.

MR, STORK said he was in favor of Mr. Martin’s amendment, and referring to the
comments that it is not proper for this Board to legislate the fees, he stated
that Corporation Counsel does not enact the laws of the city, the Board does.
Mr. Stork said the Board enacts parking fees and these fees would be in order
and he supported them.

MRS. POWER said there was a difference concerning the parking fees. She said
in the recycling matter, there has been no offer by anyone to do backyard for
$§5.00 or on a set scale and there was no acceptance by the city. She said
fees should be negotiated and should not be made a part of an ordinance. She
agreed with Mr. Zimmerman that the fees should be part of the regulations.

MRS. PERILIO Moved the question. Seconded.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to Move the question. APPROVED by voice vote
with one dissenting votes.

MRS, GOLDSTEIN proceeded to a vote to amend the proposed ordinance by
replacing Section 137-32 B. with the amendment proposed by Rep. David Martin.
APPROVED by a vote of 18 yes and 15 no votes.

MR, ZELINSKY Moved to amend in Section 137-32, paragraph D. after the word
"handicap"” insert "or being a senior citizen." Seconded.

MR, ESPOSITO said it was not intended to tie a physically abled person who may
be a senior citizens into the ordinance which then would grant a fee waiver
and backyard pickups simply because of age.

MR, ZELINSKY said a senior citizens although not physically handicapped may be
at an age, many years on, that would make it difficult for the individual to
carry the 15-gallon drum to the curbside.

MR, BOGCUZZI said he was against the amendment. Mr. Boccuzzi stated that
there were many changes being made and Mr. Zelinsky's amendment would add a
cost that would be unfair to other citizens. He said he was not against
senior citizens as he is one and is capable, able and willing to carry the
basket, not drum, out to the street.



32. FR G_MONDAY T. 99 32.
PROTECTION _CO 3 inu

MR. BOCCUZZI said for two weeks, he separated his recyclable and he got two
plastic containers, about seven dog food cans, a few other cans and
newspapers. He said the total did not weigh ten pounds for the two-week
period, He said a senior citizen who is able could carry out five pounds once
a week, and if a person cannot, provisions are made in the ordinance to take
care of that type of situation. Mr. Boccuzzi stated that it was impossible to -
have backyard pickup for all senior citizens and the cost would be very high.

MR, JACHIMCZYK Moved the question. Seconded.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to Move the question. APPROVED by veoice
vote with no dissenting votes.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to amend the proposed ordinance, Section
137-33, Paragraph D, inserting "and senior citizens" after the word
"handicap."” DEFEATED by a voice vote.

MR, MARTIN said there were a number of changes made this evening and by the
Committee. He said this was a time-pressing situation and perhaps
republication could be waived.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN stated it was essential that the proposed ordinance be
republished because of the many changes made. She asked if the
Parliamentarians agreed with her statement?

‘MR, HOGAN urged the President to rule that the proposed ordinance be
republished in its entirety. -

MR, MARTIN said he would concur; the ordinance could not be approved without
publication.

MR, LYONS said a Special Meeting on the Capital Budget will be held on
September 24, and said if the ordinance is republished and a public hearing
held, could not the ordinance be taken up for final adoption at the Special
Meeting if included in the Call of the Meeting?

MR, ESPOSITO stated that an opinion should be received from Corporation
Counsel if the changes made were substantive.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN stated the Chair ruled after consultation with the
Parliamentarians that the changes were substantive.

MR. MARTIN Moved to waive republication. Seconded.

MR, BOCCUZZI said he was not totally satisfied with the present proposed
ordinance and urged his colleagues to vote to waive republication.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN said if the 27 votes needed to waive publication were not
obtained, we could probably have the proposed ordinance on the Agenda for the
September 24 Special Meeting to hear the Capital Budget.

MR. MARTIN said much was said regarding the ordinance. He was not entirely
satisfied with the ordinance and said we should proceed with the ordinance and
there should not be any more delays. He urged the waiving of republication.
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MR. RUBINO said that he would like to waive republication and said an invalid
waiver would mean an invalid ordinance. He said republication should not be
waived.

MR, LYONS Moved the question. Seconded.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to Move the question. APPROVED by voice
vote with no dissenting votes,

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN proceeded to a vote to waive republication of the proposed
ordinance concerning recycling. DEFEATED by a vote of 17 no and 16 yes votes.

President Goldstein said that the latter part of the Special meeting called
for September 24, could be devoted to the recycling ordinance if the office is
able to have the ordinance out for republication and published in a timely

manner and for a committee meeting and public hearing to be held a week or so
before the Special meeting.

MR. ZELINSKY said there was only a seven-day difference between the meeting of
September 24 and October 1. He said there was not that much difference in
time if the ordinance was carried over to the October meeting.

PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN said Mr. Zelinsky'’s statement was correct, however, the
Board's message to hold a meeting on the 24th is that the matter is urgent,

MR, ESPOSITQ Moved for approval of the ordinance as amended. Seconded.
PRESIDENT GOIDSTEIN called for a vote to approve the proposed ordinance as

amended. APPROVED by volce vote with no dissenting votes.

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE - Mary Lou Rinaldi, Chairwoman - No report.

SPECTAL COMMITTEES
HOUSE COMMITTEE - Gerald Rybnick, Chairman - Ne report.

I COMMITT - David Blum, Chairman
1. REPORT FROM COLISEUM AUTHCRITY TASK FORCE REGARDING ART GROUPS BEING PUT
UNDER ONE UMBRELLA SO FUNDING BE MADE FROM ONE ORGANIZATION. Submitted by
Rep. David I. Blum, 7/3/90. Report made and Held in Committee 8/13/90,

HELD IN COMMITTEE
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1. PROGRESS REPORT ON LABOR CONTRACTS. Submitted by Rep. John J. Hogan,
D-12, 7/24/90. Report made and Held in Committee 8/13/90,

MR. HOGAN said a copy of the Firemens’ contract will be received by all
members shortly and the contract will have to be voted on by October 10.

RESOLUTI

1. SENSE-OF-THE-BOARD RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE YANKEE GAS SERVICES,
INCORPORATED PROPOSED 9.4% RATE INCREASE FOR STAMFORD CUSTOMERS.
Submitted by Rep. John R. Zelinsky, D-11, 8/14/90.

MR, ZELINSKY Moved for approval of the resolutiomn. Seconded.
PRESIDENT GOLDSTEIN called for a vote to approve the resolution. APPROVED by

voice vote with no dissenting votes.

MI E

1. AUGUST 13, 1990 REGULAR BOARD MEETING - not ready.

COMMUNTICATIONS - none.

USINE - none.

NEW BUSINESS - Steering Committee meeting to be held Wednesday, September 12,
1990,

ADJOURNMENT - There being no further business to come before the Board, the
meeting was adjourned at 1:00 a.m. after the motion to adjourn was made,

seconded and approved.
Lone A %%W‘fu

Anne A. Kachaluba, Administrative Assistant
and Recording Secretary
21st Board of Representatives

APPROVED:

Sancra Golcstein, 2rasidenc
2lst Board &f Representatives




