'Bu%era, Danise, DaSilva, Eriquez, Regan.

COMMON COUNCIL, MEETING

FEBRUARY 7, 1989

Meeting to be called to order at 8:00 P.M. by the Honorable
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
PRAYER
ROLL CALL
Bourne, Connell, Gallo, Moran, Renz, Esposito, Godfrey, Flanagan,

Zotos, Cresci, Nimmons, Fazio, Shaw, Cassano, Charles, Bundy,

PR
H

¥ Present f@xaiii"‘ Absent

CONSENT CALENDAR

The Consent Calendar was presented

MINUTES of the Common Council Meeting held January 3, 1989.
The Minutes were

ORDINANCE - Landfill Ordinance 16A-31 through 16A-34
The Ordinance was

RESOLUTION - Grant for Lift-Equipped Van for the Elderly and
Handicapped
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION - Grant for Lift - Equipped Van for the Elderly and

Handicapped
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION - East Franklin Street Bridge Reconstruction Fasements
and Rights
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION - Lakecrest Drive Drainage Easement
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION - Acceptance of Donations to the Library
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION -~ Enfitlement City for the Rental Rehabilitation Program
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION - Grant from the Connecticut Alcohol and Drug Abuse
Commission
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION - Rental Assistance Program
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION — Revision of Traffic Control Signal at the Intersectio
of Route 6 and 202 (Mill Ridge Road)
The Resolution was

RESOLUTION - Proposed Commerce Park/Eagle Road Connector to
Federal Road
The Resolution was
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V{; COMMUNICATION - Appointments to the Aviation Commission
The Communication was

J\\
[§8] -

COMMUNICATION - Appointment to the Conservation Commission
The Communication was

y{é COMMUNICATION - Appointments to the Parks and Recreatdon Commission
The Communication was

r/15 COMMUNICATION - Appointments to the Library Board of Directors
The Communication was

/ﬁ6 COMMUNICATION - Appointments to the Redevelopment Agency
The Communication was

17 COMMUNICATION - Request for Confirmatdon of Director of Health
The Communication was

/i8 COMMUNICATION - Request for Funds for Printing of Revised Charter
&CERTIFICATION
The Communication and Certification were

/19 COMMUNICATION - Lease of Property at 403 Main Street on behalf
of the Danbury AIDS Education Grant :
The Communication was

Jéo COMMUNICATION - Request for an ad hoc committee on tax deferrals
for the Elderly
The Communication was

SN

COMMUNICATION - Margerie Drive Easement, New Fairfield
The Communication was

/52 COMMUNICATION - Golf Proposal
The Communication was

{53 COMMUNICATION - Tarrywile Park Mansion
The Communication was

/64 COMMUNICATION - Appointment of Independent Auditors
The Communication was

/35 COMMUNICATION - Interconnections Between State Approved Public
Water Supply Systems
The Communication was

»/56 COMMUNICATION - Locally Maintained Roads State Town Aid Program
The Communication was

'V§7 COMMUNICATION - Request to purchase City owned land on Hakim Streeft
Ext.

The Communication was

ViS COMMUNICATION - Prpposed Changes in the Bylaws of HRRA
The Communication was

\/29 COMMUNICATION - Request for ad hoc committee to review long term
options for recycling
The Communication was.
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COMMUNICATION - Lot 103, 103 Lakeview Avenue
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION — Reports from Planning Commission and Corporation
Counsel on Joe's Hill Road Discontinuance
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Reports from Planning Commission and City Enginee
on denation of property on Fox Den Road
The Communication was

i

COMMUNICATION - Reports from Planning Commission and City
Engineer on Contemporary Drive
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Donations for Living Memorials
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Military Museum at Tarrywile Park
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Borrowing of Funds -~ Lateral Sewers
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - General Fund Reserve
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION — Danbury Cemetery Association
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION ~ Request for Water Extension - Joe's Hill and
Mill P¥ain Road
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Easement on Ledgemere Drive for Sewer Extension
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION — Request for Water Extension - 10 Beckett Street
The Communication was '

COMMUNICATION - Request for Sewer Extension - 6 Hayestown
Heights
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Petition for Sewer Extansion on Ledgemere Drive
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Petition for Sewers on Myrtle Avenue
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Resignation of Robert D. Godfrey as Council Member
from the Fourth Ward
The Communication was

COMMUNICATION - Recommendatdion for vacancy of Fourth Ward
Common Council Seah
The Communication was
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‘The Department Reports were

-4 -

DEPARTMENT REPORTS - Health, Public Works, Building, Fire Chief,
Fire Marshall, Police Chief, Airport Administrator

REPORT & ORDINANCE - Payment of Delinquent Taxes
The report and Ordinance were ‘

REPORT & ORDINANCE - Appointments to Committees
The report and Ordinance were

REPORT — Public Works Department, Acceptance of Landfill Material
The Report was

REPORT .— Request for Water Extension - Meadowbrook Road
The report was

REPORT - Petition for Sewer Line on Oak Lane
The Report was

REPORT - Sewers on Edgewood Street
The Report was

REPORT - Route 7 Aquifers
The Report was

REPORT - Request for Funds for Overtime Account - Fire Department
The Report was

REPORT ~ Engine Company 6 Apparatus
The Report was

REPORT - Petition regarding Fairview Drive
The Report was

REPORT -~ Request for Sewer Extension, 25 Olive Street
The Report was

REPORT - Germantown Plaza Easement - Germantown Road
The Report was

REPORT = Request for Sewer Extension - Deer Hill Avenue
The Report was

REPORT - Lakewood Condominium Association, Request to use City
Land
The Report was.

REPORT - Repaving of Pondcrest Road
The Report was

REPORT - East Starrs Plain Road
The Report was

REPORT - Traffic Signalization, Route 39 and East Gate Road
The Report was
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REPORT - Tarrywile Park Authority
The Report was

REPORT - Compratt Enterprises, Acceptance of Parcel X on Map 6863
The Report was

REPORT - Resolution regarding City Historian
The Report was

REPORT — Review and Renew Condemnation of Land at Eagle Road and
Federal Road
The Report was

REPORT ~ Request for Water Extension - Farm Street
The Report was

REPORT — Request to purchase Aerial Ladder Truck for Fire Depart-—
ment
The Report was

REPORT - Leased Equipment-Public Works
The Report was

REPORE — Request to purchase land on Maple Avenue, Ashkar Associat

The Report was

REPORT — Energy Conservation Study
The Report was

PROGRESS REPORT - Review of Section 17-34 of the Code of Ordinance
The Progress Report was

2 S

PROGRESS REPORT - Transfer of Lease from Scott-Fanton Museum to
Community Action
The Progress Report was

PROGRESS REPORT - Proposed Ice Skating Rink
The Progress Report was

PROGRESS REPORT - Update on City's Garbage Disposal Position
The Progress Report was

PROGRESS REPORT - Request to Change Relfs Drive to Permanent
Cul-de-Sac
The Progress Report was

PROGRESS REPORT - Request for Sewer Extension - Shannon Ridge and
Fairlawn
The Progress Report was

PROGRESS REPORT - Railroad Station on White Street
The Progress Report was




PUBLIC SPEAKING SESSION

There being no further business to come before the Common
Council a motion was made by at
for the meeting to be adjourned.
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13
14
15
18

24
33

38
48
51
52
53
57
58
59
60
6l
62
66
67
68

69
74
75
76
77
78
79

80

CONSENT CALENDAR

February 7, 1989

Resolution - Grant for Lift-Equipped Van for the Elderly and

Handicapped.

Resolution - Grant for Lift-Equipped Van for the Elderly and

Handicapped. :

Resolution - East Franklin Street Bridge Reconstruction Easements

and Rights

Resolution - Rental Assistance Program

Communication - Appointment to“the Conservation Commission
Communication - Appointments to the Parks and Recreation Commission
Communication - Appointments to the Library Board of Directors
Communication & Certification - Request for Funds for Printing of

Revised Charter

Communication - Appointment of Independent Auditors

Communication —~ Reports from Planning Commission and City Engineer
. on Contemporary Drive

Communication - Danbury Cemetery Association

Report & Ordinance - Payment of Delinguent Taxes

Report - Request for Water Extension - Meadowbroock Road

Report - Petition for Sewer Line on Oak Lane

Report - Sewers on Edgewood Street

Report - Petition regarding Fairview Drive

Report - Request for Sewer Extension - 25 0Olive Street

Report - Germantown Plaza Easement — Germantown Road

Report - Request for Sewer Extension - Deer Hill Avenue

Report - Lakewood Condominium Association, Request to use City Land

Report - Repaving of Pondcrest Road

Report - Compiratt Enterprises, Acceptance of Parcel X on Map 6863

Report - Resolution Regarding City Historian

Report - Review and Renew Condemnation of Land at Eagle Road and

Federal Road

Report - Request for Water Extension, Farm Street

Progress Report - Review of Section 17-34 of the Code of Ordinances

Progress Report - Transfer of Lease from Scott-Fanton Museum to
Community Action

Progress Report - Proposed Ice Skating Rink

Progress Report — Update on City's Garbage Disposal Position

Progress Report - Request to change Rolfs Drive to Permanent Cul-de-
Sac

Progress Report - Request for Sewer Extension - Shannon Ridge and
Fairlawn

Progress

Report - Railroad Station on White Street
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NAME

LOVIE D. BOURNE

COMMON COUNCIL - ROLL CALL

YES

BARRY J. CONNELL

BERNARD P. GALLO

HANK S. MORAN

GARY D. RENZ

JOHN J. ESPOSITO

ROBERT™D. GODFREY

Faera e

STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN

NICHOLAS ZOTOS

ARTHUR T. CRESCI

JAMES E. NIMMONS,

=y

JdR.

MICHRAEL ST FAZIO

WILLIAM H. SHAW

ANTHONY J. CASSANO

LOUIS

T. CHARLES

ROGER

M. BUNDY

JANET

BUTERA

MARI ANN DANISE

JOSEPH DaSILVA

GENE F. ERIQUEZ

ARTHUR D. REGAN
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j}y/bi COMMON COUNCIL - ROLL CALL

NAME

LOVIE D. BOURNE

BARRY J. CONNELL

BERNARD P. GALLO

_HANK S. MORAN

GARY D. RENZ

JOHN J. ESPOSITO

‘REBERT D —GSBEREY

'TF:BVVCL»\,

STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN

NICHOLAS ZOTOS

ARTHUR T. CRESCI

JAMES E. NIMMONS, JR.

WILLIAM H. SHAW

ANTHONY J. CASSANO ’ \///

N S pd

LOUIS T. CHARLES \////

ROGER M. BUNDY kL,///

JANET BUTERA

MARI ANN DANISE

JOSEPH DaSILVA

s v vt < T - e e e i i e - - -

GENE F. ERIQUEZ

ARTHUR D. REGAN
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NAME nyg YES %8///
LOVIE D. BOURNE ///
BARRY J. CONNELL V/////’
BERNARD P. GALLO x/i////
HANK S. MORAN »/;//
GARY D. RENZ V/////
JOHN J. ESPOSITO V4

ROBERT D. GODFREY

STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN

NICHOLAS ZOTOS

ARTHUR T. CRESCI

JAMES E. NIMMONS, JR.

— — MICHARL ST FAZIO

WILLIAM H. SHAW

ANTHONY J. CASSANO

LOUIS T. CHARLES

ROGER M. BUNDY

JANET BUTERA

MARI ANN DANISE

JOSEPH DaSILVA

GENE F. ERIQUEZ

ARTHUR D. REGAN




COMMON COUNCIL - ROLL CALL

\Cb
NAME YES NO
LOVIE D. BOURNE \//(
BARRY J. CONNELL V///
Z
BERNARD P. GALLO v///'
/
HANK S. MORAN »////
GARY D. RENZ V2/7
JOHN J. ESPOSITO '\)/’
ROBERT D. GODFREY —
STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN \/l////
NICHOLAS ZOTOS V4
ARTHUR T. CrREScI |~ ) o
JAMES E. NIMMONS, JR. e »///
—————MICHAEE ST FAZTO V/;//
WILLIAM H. SHAW \/////
ANTHONY J. CASSANO

LOUIS T. CHARLES

ROGER M. BUNDY

JANET BUTERA

MARI ANN DANISE

JOSEPH DaSILVA

GENE F. ERIQUEZ

ARTHUR D. REGAN




COMMON COUNCIL - ROLL CALL

NAME

LOVIE D. BOURNE

BARRY J. CONNELL

BERNARD P. GALLO

/
V4

/

HANK S. MORAN

L

v

GARY D. RENZ

JOHN J. ESPOSITO

Vv

ROBERT D. GODFREY

STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN

NICHOLAS ZOTOS

ARTHUR T. CRESCI

JAMES E. NIMMONS, J

R.

MICHAEL S FAZIO

WILLIAM H. SHAW

ANTHONY J. CASSANO

LOUIS T. CHARLES

ROGER M. BUNDY

JANET BUTERA

MARI ANN DANISE

JOSEPH DaSILVA

GENE F. ERIQUEZ

ARTHUR D. REGAN




COMMON COUNCIL - ROLL CALL

NAME

LOVIE D. BOURNE

YES

BARRY J. CONNELL

BERNARD P. GALLO

HANK S. MORAN

GARY D. RENZ

JOHN J. ESPOSITO

ROBERT D. GODFREY

STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN

NICHOLAS ZOTOS

ARTHUR T. CRESCI

JAMES E. NIMMONS, JR.

MICHAEL S~

WILLIAM H. SHAW

ANTHONY J. CASSANO

LOUIS T. CHARLES

ROGER M. BUNDY

JANET BUTERA

MARI ANN DANISE

JOSEPH DaSILVA

GENE ¥. ERIQUEZ

SN,

ARTHUR D. REGAN




CITY OF DANBURY
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

LANDFILL DEPARTMENT
(203) 797-4605

January 31, 1989

The Hon01able Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer and Common Council Members:

MICHAEL A. CECH
General Mgr. of Solid Waste

I respectfully request that you form a committee to

review the attached proposal to modify the code of

ordinances pertaining to the Landfill.

Thank you for your consideration.

)

Sincerely,
s

“
] A

P

Michael A. Cech

y
v b
T L

o

/

Gen. Mgr. of Solid Waste

MAC/sw

cc: Robert Resha, Corp. Counsel
Daniel Minahan
Dave Gervasoni
file



CITY OF DANBURY

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT OF ELDERLY SERVICES
COMMISSION ON AGING

Danbury Senior Center Municipal Agent “‘Interweave'’
80 Main Street 80 Main Street Adult Day Care Center
(203) 797-4686 (203) 797-4687 198 Main Street

(203) 792-4482

January 26,1989

Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.

City Hall - 155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut

06810

Dear Mayor Sauer:

The Department of Elderly Services, City of Danbury,
asks your approval to apply for a Van Grant from the State
of CT. Department of Transportation.

DOT has afforded all municipalities in this state the
opportunity to apply for vans that would serve the elderly
and handicapped citizens of our city.

This van would be of no cost to the city (other than
it's operation) either by way of cash or in-kind match.
There are no '"'strings'" attached to this grant award, should
we receive it.

Diana Burgos, Tom Williams and I met on January 25 to
discuss this matter and decided that it would serve the city
well to lease the van to HART - the Housatonic Area Regional
Transit district ~ in order to manifes support to HART's
leadership and coordination role for transportation services
for the elderly and handicapped.

If you approve of this action, I will request the
Corporation Counsel's Office to draw up a Resolution and the
Common council to approve of the application.

Respectfully, , #
.ﬁj‘?ﬁ(géacth&&% _ /&ﬁ
ayiel
ol i@w*/



- RESOLUTION
CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

A.D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut, acting through _its
Department of Transportation has made grant funds available to
municipalities to be used for the purchase of lift-equipped
vans to serve the elderly; and

WHEREAS,. .the City of Danbury wishes to take advantage of said
grant offer, should it be made to the City by the State; and

WHEREAS, Said grant is being offered without requiring the
municipal recipients to expend any local funds for said
purchase.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF DANBURY THAT: ’

Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr. beuandﬁherebyiis authoriéed tovﬁake
application for said grant and to take any additional action
which may be necessary to accomplish the purposes hereof.



CITY OF DANBURY

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT OF ELDERLY SERVICES
COMMISSION ON AGING

Danbury Senior Center Municipal Agent ‘‘Interweave’’
80 Main Street 80 Main Street Adult Day Care Center
(203) 797-4686 (203) 797-4687 198 Main Street

(203) 792-4482

January 30,1989

Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr. and
Members of the Danbury Common Council:
City Hall 155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer and Members of the Common Council:

The Department of Elderly Services requests your approval
to apply for a Lift-Equipped Van for the Elderly and
Handicapped citizens of Danbury.

This grant offered by the State of Connecticut Department
of Transportation would be of no cost to the ¢city.

It is suggested that this van would be leased to HART -
the Housatonic Area Regional Transit District by the City
of Danbury for $1.00 a year.

A Resolution by the City of Danbury Corporation Counseél
office is enclosed.

Respectfully, .

(
Léo McIlrath, Director
Department of Elderly Services
City of Danbury



RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut, acting through its
Department of Transportation has made grant funds available +to
municipalities to be used for the purchase of 1lift-equipped
vans to serve the elderly; and

WHEREAS, the City of Danbury wishes to take advantage of said
grant offer, should it be made to the City by the State:; and

WHEREAS, Said grant is being offered without requiring the
municipal recipients to expend any Jlocal funds for said
purchase.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF DANBURY THAT:

Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr. be and hereby is authorized to make
application for said grant and to take any additional action
which may be necessary to accomplish the purposes hereof.

A.D., 19

5
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RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA

CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:
ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK
LASZLO L. PINTER DANBURY, CT 06810
JOHN JOWDY January 23, 1989

GEORGE S. SAKELLARES
ASSISTANT CORPORATION
COUNSEL

Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr., Mayor
Hon. Members of the Common Council
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, Connecticut

Re: East Franklin Street Bridge Reconstruction
Easements and Rights

Dear Mayor and Council Members:

Attached herewith pléase find a proposed resolution which
will enable this office to wutilize the eminent domain
proceedings permitted pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes
in order to obtain the necessary easements and rights required
for the reconstruction of the East Franklin Street Bridge.
Such eminent domain proceedings shall be necessary in the event
that negotiations for the utilization of these properties are
unsuccessful.

Appraisals for the three properties in question have been
obtained and the appropriate descriptions of each easement
property is attached for review.

You will recall that funds had earlier been appropriated
by this Council, most recently on January 3, 1989.

Should you have any further questions regarding this
matter, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Very truly yours,

7 -
Tarts S St

Laszlo L. Pinter
Assistant Corporation Counsel

L.LP:cr

Attachment



Re:

East Franklin Street Bridge Reconstruction
Easements and Rights
January 23, 1989

Robert T. Resha, Esqg.
Corporation Counsel

Daniel J. Minahan
Director of Public Works

John A. Schweitzer, Jr.
City Engineer

Dominic A. Setaro, Jr.
Acting Director of Finance/Comptroller



STAR OIL COMPANY

A temporary construction easement and rights to grade as shown
on a map entitled "East Franklin Street Over Padanaram Brook Danbury,
Connecticut Temporary Construction Easement and Right to Grade
Property of Star 0Oil Company” which map is dated March, 1988 and is
certified as a Class D survey by Robert H. Andersoh, R.L.S. No. 07092

and which map is to be filed in the Danbury Land Records.



AMPHENOL CORP.

A temporary construction easement, rights to grade, rights to
relocate gate and driveway, rights to reset fence and rights to
relocate guard shack all as shown on a map entitled "East Franklin
Street Over Padanaram Brook Danbury, Connecticut Temporary Construction
Easement and Right to Grade, Relocate Access Property of Amphenol Corp."
which map is dated March, 1988 and is certified as a Class D survey by
Robert H. Anderson, R.L.S. No. 07092 and which map is to be filed in

the Danbury Land Records.



MARY D. MOLINARO

A temporary construction easement and rights to grade as shown
on a map entitled "East Franklin Street Over Padanaram Brook Danbury,
Connecticut Temporary Construction Easement and Right to Grade
Property of Mary D. Molinaro" which map is dated March, 1988 and is
certified as a Class D survey by Rbbert H. Anderson, R.L.S. No. 07092

and which map is to be filed in the Danbury Land Records.



RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Common Council, on January 3, 1989 voted to
affirm a 1983 bond authorization for the purposes of the
reconstruction of the East Franklin Street Bridge; and

WHEREAS, the purposes of said project require the City of
Danbury to acquire interest in and to easements and other
rights as hereinafter set forth; and

WHEREAS, eminent domain proceedings will be necessary if
the City of Danbury cannot agree with the several owners,
hereinafter named, wupon the amount, if any, to be paid for the
respective interests of each to be taken in and to the real
property as hereinafter set forth;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Corporation
Counsel of the City of Danbury is hereby authorized to acquire
the property interests as hereinafter set forth either by
negotiation or by eminent domain through the institution of
suits against the following named property owners, their
successors and assigns, respective mortgage holders and
lienors, if any, the affected properties being described below
and on the attached descriptions,

PROPOSED PROPERTY ACQUISITIONS

1. Star 0il Company - 30 East Franklin Street
2. Amphenol Corporation - 33 East Franklin Street

3. Mary Molinaro - 26 East Franklin Street

4
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A.D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA

CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:

ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK February 7, 1989
LASZLO L. PINTER DANBURY, CT 06810
JOHN JOWDY

GEORGE S. SAKELLARES
ASSISTANT CORPORATION
COUNSEL

Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr., Mayor
Hon. Members of the Common Council
City of Danbury

Danbury, Connecticut

Re: Lakecrest Drive Storm Drainage Easements
Dear Mayor and Council Members:

Attached herewith please find a proposed resolution which
will enable this office to renew eminent domain proceedings in
order to obtain the necessary drainage easements required to
bring Lakecrest Drive into compliance with the appropriate sub-
division regulations and enable the City to accept said road.

This issue first arose in 1986 at the request of property
owners on said road; £funds by an earlier Common Council in the
amount of $57,000.00 were appropriated for this purpose.

Please establish a committee to consider the continuing
issues regarding this matter. If you have any further
questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to
contact this office.

Very truly yours,

Laszlo L. Pinter
Assistant Corporation Counsel

LLP:cr
Attachment

c¢: Robert T. Resha, Esqg.
Corporation Counsel

Daniel J. Minahan
Director of Public Works

Dominic A. Setaro, Jr.
Acting Director of Finance/Comptroller
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RESOLUTION
CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

A.D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, the Common Council on February 4, 1986 duly voted
to approve the request to accept Lakecrest Drive and appropriate
funding in the amount of $57,000.00 to bring the road wup to
specifications for City acceptance; and

WHEREAS, the purposes of said project oblige the City of
Danbury to acquire interest in and to real property as
hereinafter set forth; and

WHEREAS, eminent domain proceedings will be necessary if
the City of Danbury cannot agree with the several owners
hereinafter named upon the amount, if any, to be paid for the
respective interests of each to be taken in and to the real
property as hereinafter set forth;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Corporation Counsel
of the City of Danbury is hereby authorized to acquire the
property interests as hereinafter set forth either by
negotiation or by eminent domain through the institution of
suits against the following named property owners, their
successors and assigns, respective mortgage holders and lienors,
if any, the affected properties being indicated by Tax
Assessor's lot numbers.

Partial Property Acquisitions

1. List No. C 12069 Robert B. Spremulli and Donna J.
(Lot 60) Spremulli

2. List No. C 12081 Anthony M. Simonowicz and
(Lot 73) Maryanna T. Simonowicz

3. List No. C 12082 David S. Grossman, Trustee for
(Lot 74) Mark Eanniello :

4. List No. C 12083 Dennis W. Daugherty and
(Lot 75) Christine E. Louth

5. Southern New England Telephone Co.

(Utility Easement)




RESOLUTION
CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

A.D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, the Danbury Public Library regularly receives
cash donations from various individuals or organizations; and

WHEREAS, the Danbury Public Library is desirous of
accepting said donations and wutilizing same for various
library-related programs and activities; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the City of Danbury
and its public 1library to authorize a general, on-going
acceptance of such donations without the necessity of
individual approval of acceptance by the Common Council and
using them for the aforesaid purposes;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF DANBURY THAT henceforth cash donations to the
Danbury Public Library are hereby deemed accepted for deposit
into a City of Danbury separate account as determined by the
Comptroller and distribution to the Danbury Public Library
account upon Common Council approval, which approval shall be
requested by the Library twice annually.




RESOLUTION
CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

A. D, 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, federal monies are available under the Rental
Rehabilitation Program administered by the United States
Department of Housing and Urban Development pursuant to Section
17 of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (the Act) which was
enacted into law in Section 301 of the Housing and Urban-Rural
Recovery Act of 1983, Public Law 98-181, Statute 1153; and

WHEREAS, Danbury has been determined to be an Entitlement
City for the Rental Rehabilitation Program; and

WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that

the City of Danbury make application to the Department of

" Housing and Urban Development for Forty-three Thousand Dollars

($43,000) in order to undertake a Rental Rehabilitation Program

and to execute an Assistance Agreement therefor, should one be
offered;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF DANBURY:

1. That it is cognizant of the conditions and
prerequisites for federal assistance imposed by  Rental
Rehabilitation Program regulations recorded at 24 CFR 511;

2. That the filing of an application by the City of
Danbury in an amount not to exceed Forty-three Thousand Dollars
($43,000) is hereby approved, and that the Mayor of the City of
Danbury is hereby authorized and directed to file such
application with the Department of Housing and Urban
Development, to provide such additional information as may be
necessary, to execute an Assistance Agreement with the
Department of Housing and Urban Development for financial
assistance 1f such an agreement is offered, to execute any
amendments, recensions and revisions thereto, and to act as the
authorized representative of the City of Danbury;

3. That all prior actions taken by the Mayor of the City
of Danbury with respect to this application are hereby
ratified.
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RESOLUTION

CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

A.D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, the Center for Disease Control of the United
States Government sponsors an AIDS Prevention Program, making
funds available to local agencies and departments of health
through the State of Connecticut Department of Health Services
and the Connecticut Alcohol and Drug Abuse Commission; and

WHEREAS; the City of Danbury, through the Danbury Health
and Housing Department has formulated an Acquired Immuno-
deficiency Syndrome (AIDS) Outreach Education and Risk
Reduction Counseling and Testing Program for the Danbury area;
and

WHEREAS, the Connecticut Alcohol and Drug Abuse
Commission, an independent agency attached to the Connecticut
Department of Mental Health under its AIDS Prevention and
Outreach Program has approved the application of the Danbury
Health Department for funds in the amount of $16,397 to fund
two part-time Outreach workers to work in the intravenous drug
community to provide comprehensive and understandable
information on AIDS prevention, testing and substance abuse
treatment under the supervision of the Danbury AIDS Program
Coordinator; and

WHEREAS, said funding will cover the period from
February 1, 1989 to December 31, 1989; and

WHEREAS, the program will serve the City of Danbury and
the surrounding communities;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF DANBURY THAT the actions of the Danbury Health and
Housing Department in applying for the said grant be and
hereby are ratified and that any and all further actions by the
Danbury Health and Housing Department required to accomplish
said program be and hereby are authorized.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT to accomplish said program the
Mayor of the City of Danbury is authorized to make, execute and
approve on behalf of the City of Danbury any and all contracts
or amendments thereof with the Connecticut Alcohol and Drug
Abuse Commission.
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT rgs 61989

CONNECTICUT ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE COMMISSION )
DANBURY HEALTH DEPT.

January 30, 1989

William Campbell

Danbury Department of Health
20 West Street

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mr. Campbell:

Attached is an extension of your Letter of Award from 1/1/89 to
2/3/89. The purpose of the extension is to allow you to
receive funds while we are processing the current Memorandum of
Agreement with the Department of Health Services. Please note
that the funding level on the attached L.O.A. is at the same
level that the L.O.A. covering the period 2/4/89 to 12/31/89
will be. :

We expect to have the current L.O.A. completed within two

weeks. Approval of funding has been received from the Centers
for Disease Control and the L.O.A. for the balance of the year
will be forwarded shortly thereafter. There will be sufficient
funds for you to have two part-time (20 hours) Outreach Workers.

Sincerely,

o

McConnell
Executive Director

DJMcC/JD/3p
cc: Helen Merli

Cocee
099 Asylum Avenue, Hartford, Ct. 06105

The Commission is an independent agency attached to the Department of Mental Health
fr wdminiserarive nurposes anly. An Eaual Opnporrunity/ Affirmative Action Emnlover
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Cosmission. Costinuing paymsnts shall be made Snly after receipt of the reports reguired in the tarms and coaditiens of this Award, whless, 4n its sole
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Comply with any and all applicable regulations adopted by the Comission under the Uniform Adziristrazive
Procedures Act, Sec. 4-166 including Reculations of State Agencies sections 17-2264-1 through
17-226d-11, et seg. copies of which will be supplied upon request.

Social Services Block Grant Recuirements

Agree to take such action as may be required, including the submission of routine ;eports ard statisrical
information required by the Department of Human Respurces. Failure to submit required forms ghal] resvi-
in disallowance of associated expenses.

Nondiscrimination

Agree and warrant that in the performance of this award, the Awardee shall not discriminate cr perr::
discrimination against any parson or group of persons on the grounds of race, color, religious cree:,

age, marital status, national origin, sex, mental retardation or mental or physical disability, including but
not limited to blindness, unless it is ahdinmby such Aﬁardee that such disability prevents performarn:ce

of the work involved in any manner prohibited 5§‘the’{hws of the United States or of the State of
Connecticut, and further agrees to provide the Commission on Human Rights and Opportunities with suck
information reguested by the Cammission concerning the employment practices and procedures of the

Awvardee as relate to the provisions of Section 4-114a of the Connecticut General Statutes, as amendel.

Cancellation for Noncompliance with Executive Orders

Understand that this award is subject to the provisions of Executive Orders number 3 and 17 of Governc:
Thomas J. Meskill, promulgated on June 16, 1971 and February 15, 1973, respectively. As such, this
Award may be cancelled, terminated, or suspended by the Awarding agency or the State Labor Com=:ssioner
for viclation of or noncompliance with said Executive Orders, or any state or federal law concerning
nondiscrimination, notwithstanding that the Labor Commissioner is not a party to this Award. Tre
parties to this Award, as part of the consideration hereof, agree that Executive Orders number 3 ani 17
are incorporated herein by reference and made a part hersof. The parties agree to atide by sall
Executive Orders and agree that the Awarding agency and the State Labor Cormissioner shall have 3cins
ané several continuing jurisdiction in respect to performance of the Award in regari to the
requiremerts of the above referenced Executive Orders, which are available upon reguest.

Admission and Discharge Repcrts

Report to the Statistical Informa<ion Syster of the Comission each admissiorn, discharge, ol
reports and such other routine information as reguiTred by the Cormission and/cr the Desarimer:
of Humar Resources, in accordance with CGS 17-155hh{2) (7). Such reports shall be puomictteZ <
at the time an2 in the forr prescribed by the Coccissiern, but shall be submitted no later tha
day of the following month.

npatient hospital Res:irictiorn

Agree not to use Alcohcl, Drug Abuse and Mentel Heslth Services Block Grant funde for inpact:ier:
hoszital services.

Budget Variance

The following variances are allowatle without prior Cormission aprroval: a} line iter cf

(exclufing salaries) up tc 20% of the budget categery or $:,000.00, whichever is less: B!
\

to prograrw shifts ur to 10% of the budget category or $2,000.0C, whichever is less: ¢! ann
increases up tc 5%; however, the Commission must be motified ir writing of any such variance.

Annual Audit Reguirement

Provide, at its own expense, for an audit in accordance with the terms of Sec., 7-39¢ta of the
Connecticut General Statutes. .

Prograr,/Organizational Revisions

Agree that ary proposed revisions ir the funded progran(s) as describe2 ir the attached furdins
application which substantially alter the nature or scope of such program(s) shall no=
until approval has beer received in writing from the Commission. In adé:ticr, arny changes
organizational s*ructure as showr in the Funding Aprlication shall not be imclerent
writter Cormissiorn approval. The awardee shall netify the Commissier irn writans cf
key personnel as showr in the attached fundinc aprlication.




10. Utilization/Program Performance

Maintain a level of utilization of funded services described as follows:
@ Residential Bervices:

- These services shall be measured by the number of patient days utilized as reported to the
Statistical Information System of the Commission and verified by the Commission.

- The minimum acceptable level of utilization for detoxification and shelter programs is 80%
of the maximmm attainable number of patient days.

- The minimum acceptable level of utilization for all other residential treatment prograrms is B5%
of the maximum attainable mumber of patient days.

® Outpatient Treatment:

- These services shall be measured by the number of counseling sessions provided and the number
of clients in treatment as reported to the Commission's Statistical Information Systec ané irn
the required quarterly progress report., Such information shall be verified by the Commission.

~ The minimum acceptable level of utilization is BO% of the budgeted capacity as indicated on
Page 1 of the approved Funding Application and 80% of the number of counseling sessions
indicated on "Exhibit B-3" of the approved Funding Application.

® Intervention, Prevention and Community Awareness Services:

- These services shall be measured by completion of service objectives described in “"Exhirit B-2"
of the approved Funding Application as reported in the required quarterly progress repor:.

- The minimum acceptable level of program performance is completion of BOM of the service
cbjectives described in "Exhibit B-2" of the approved Funding Application.,

® This Award is subject to a reduction in funéing in the event of utilization below these minimor
levels.

N

11. Special

Condz<icns

Affirmative Action Statement

The Commission strongly supports the concept and implementatior of affirmative actiorn to overcome the
present effects of past discrimination. The Commission urges its bidders, suprliers, contracttors ani
awardees to irplement affirmative action plans and programs of their owr ané hereby notifies all Cor—issicr
bidder's, suprliers, contractors and awardees that the Cosmissior. will not knowingly do business with,

or m:ke awards t~, any individual or organizatinn who has beer found to have discrimirnated against any
perscn or group on the basis of race, color, religious creed, age, marital status, national origin: SE™,
menctal retardation or mental oI physical disazility. °

1
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CITY OF DANBURY
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

HEALTH AND HOUSING DEPARTMENT (203) 797-4625

20 WEST STREET

February 1, 1989

The Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
and Members of the Common Council
City Hall

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Dear Honorable lLadies and Gentlemen:

By this letter, I wish to inform you that the Health and Housing
Department has received word that funding in the amount of

$16, 397 for the grant period February 1, 1989 through December
31, 1989 has been awarded from the Connecticut Alcohol and Drug
Abuse Commission.

Therefore, the Health and Housing Department is requesting your

appoval to receive these funds.

Sincerely,

William J. Campbell
Director of Health

ts
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P.O. BOX 86
2 MILL RIDGE ROAD
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06811
TEL: AREA CODE 203
744-2500

ROBERT J. DORAN, CHAIRMAN BERNARD FITZPATRICK, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
SAMUEL DEIBLER, viCE CHAIRMAN
ROBERT KOVACS, TREASURER

SHERRY YOUNG February 1, 1989
RICHARD J. KILCULLEN

Mayor Joseph Sauer
City Hall

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut

Dear Mayor Sauer:

The Department of Housing of the State of Connecticut
is offering to increase the number of Rental Assistance
Program certificates from the original 25 to 39
certificates, This will increase the amount of money coming
into Danbury from the State of Connecticut to $218,454.00.

These Rental Assistance Certificates allow the Housing
Authority of the City of Danbury to provide subsidized
housing units in the private community. We look forward to
the continued operation of this worthwhile program.

Thank you for all of your help in this matter.
Sincerely

Bernard Fitzpatrick
Executive Director

MEMBER NATIONAL ABSOCIATION OF HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT OFFICIALS



RESOLUTION
CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

A.D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Act 87~-517, as amended, the
Commissioner of Housing is authorized to extend financial
assistance to a municipality or its agent; and

WHEREAS, on or about February 5, 1988 the City of Danbury,
the Danbury Housing Authority and the State of Connecticut,
Department of Housing entered into a written Agreement pursuant
to said Public Act to establish a Rental Assistance Program and
to obtain funding for said program in an amount not to exceed
$150,000.00; and

WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut, Department of Housing
has offered to provide additional funding for said program,
provided that the parties to the original agreement execute a
modification thereof; and

WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that
the City of Danbury enter into a modification of said agreement
to increase State funding for said program from $150,000.00 to
an amount not to exceed $218,454.00; which increased level of
funding would be sufficient to support eight additional
dwelling units.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF DANBURY THAT:

The Mayor of the City of Danbury be and hereby is
authorized and directed to execute the attached Modification of
Agreement, Contract No. 034-RAP-LA-1, on behalf of the City of
Danbury, and that the Mayor be further authorized to execute
any amendments thereto or to the underlying agreement and to

take any additional acts which may be necessary to accomplish
the purposes hereof.
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RESOLUTION

CTTSTCH?IMAPHB[HRYZ!?PAHHECH?(K)NHTECHH(HPP

A.D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, the City of Danbury wishes to revise a traffic
control signal at the intersection of Route 6 and 202 at Mill
Ridge Road in the City of Danbury; and

WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut has determined that the
revision to said traffic control signal is warranted; and

WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut is willing to complete
said revision provided that the City of Danbury is willing to
share in the costs thereof: and

WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut has offered to enter
into an agreement with the City of Danbury whereby the State of
Connecticut would agree to cause the said work to be completed
and the City of Danbury would agree to pay to the State, wupon
demand, a single final payment in full of $4,050.00.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF DANBURY THAT: '

Joseph H. Sauer, Jr. Mayor, City Hall, 155 Deer Hill
Avenue, Danbury, Connecticut 06810, is hereby authorized to
execute Agreement No. 12.13-07(88) between  the State of
Connecticut and the City of Danbury for the revision of a
traffic control signal at the intersection of Route 6 and 202
at Mill Ridge Road in the City of Danbury.




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

February 7, 1989
Certificatin #19

TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr, Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller

We hereby certify the availability of $4,050.00 to be transferred
from the General Fund fund balance to a new Capital account
entitled Traffic Signal Route 6 and Mill Ridge Road.

Estimated Balance of G.F. Fund Balance $338,390.84
Less pending request 1,250.00
Less this request 4,050.00

$333,090.84

e
N

Dominic A. Setaroj/ J¥.

DAS:af
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CITY OF DANBURY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

(203) 797-4511

February 7, 1989

Honorable Members of the Common Council
City of Danbury

Connecticut

Dear Council Members:

Please find enclosed & resolution authorizing me to execute an agreement
between the City of Danbury and the State of Connecticut.

The agreement would require the state to revise traffic control signals located
on Route 6 and 202 at Mill Ridge Road in return for a contribution by the
City in the amount of $4,050.
1 would appreciate your support of this worthwhile project.

Sincerely yours,

Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mayor

JHS:1



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

24 WorcotT HiLt Roap, P.O. DRaweR A
WEeTHERSFIELD, CoNNECTICUT 06109

Office of the

Commissioner

An Equal Opportunity Employer

January 25, 1989

Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mayor, City of Danbury
City Hall B

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer:

Subject: Cost Sharing Agreement No. 12.13-07(88)
Traffic Control Signal Revision

Route 6 and 202 at Mill Ridge Road
State Project No. 270-205(034-2023)

It is requested that the City of Danbury, to facilitate inclusion
in the current funding program, sign the enclosed agreement and return it
as soon as possible, but not later than thirty (30) days.

The agreement states, in part, that the City of Danbury shall

deposit with the State, upon demand, a single final payment in full of
$4,050.00.

Enclosed are four copies of our cost sharing agreement, a
o1 resolution certificate and an "Agreement Execution Information" form.

A Please complete these items in accordance with the steps outlined in the
L Ran e information form.

Should you have any questions concerning this matter, please
telephone Mr. Paul Bixby at 566=3590.

Very truly yours,

hacds S oy o?r“&%_ ;Z,Zi/tizgaz;4&f;i3L2”¢Ak’/

o IS G I /{ William Burns
- Commissioner

Enclosures



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA

CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:
ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK
LASZLO L. PINTER DANBURY, CT 06810
JOHN JOWDY February 1, 1989

GEORGE S. SAKELLARES
ASSISTANT CORPORATION
COUNSEL

Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr., Mayor
Hon. Members of the Common Council
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, Connecticut

Re: Proposed Commerce Park / Eagle Road Connector to
Federal Road

Dear Mayor Sauer and Council Members:

This office on July 20, 1988 indicated that a resolution
would be forthcoming for purposes of authorizing negotiation
and/or condemnation for certain properties enabling the
necessary construction respecting the above property. The
office of City Engineer has prepared the revised 1legal
descriptions and taking maps. This office has prepared the
appropriate resolution for your consideration. The resolution
sets forth the properties to be acquired either by negotiation
or by eminent domain action. This matter should appropriately
be considered by committee of the Common Council and subsequent
action of the full Common Council. Upon authorization as
indicated in the resolution, the authority of this office for
negotiation and/or acquisition shall remain valid for a period
of six months.

If you have any questions on this matter in the meantime,
please don't hesitate to call this office.

Very truly yours,

o aae o /on/ﬁi"

Laszlo L. Pinter
Assistant Corporation Counsel

LLP:cr

Attachment



Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr., Mayor

Hon. Members of the Common Council

Re: Commerce Park/Eagle Road Connector
February 1, 1989

c: Robert T. Resha, Esqg.
Corporation Counsgel

Eric L. Gottschalk, Esqg.
Assistant Corporation Counsel

Daniel J. Minahan
Director of Public Works

Dennis Elpern
Planning Director



Parcel 'B'
Stony Hill Corporation -

A certain piece or parcel of land containing 10,508 square
feet, more or less, located on Federal Road Route 7 in the City of
Danbury, Connecticut and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing on a point located on the easterly side of
Federal Road Route 7, said point being the northwesterly corner
of land herein described, thence going in a southeasterly
direction S.62°04' 37" E. a distance of 320.85 feet to a point on
the westerly 1line of property now or formerly of Consolidated
Rail Corporation, thence going southwesterly along westerly
boundary line of land now or formerly of Consolidated Rail Corporation
S. 38° 11'43"W. a distance of 34.64 feet to a point, thence
turning in a northwesterly direction N. 62°04' 37" W. a distance
of 295.72 feet to a point on the easterly line of Federal Road
Route 7, thence going northerly along the easterly 1line of
Federal Road Route 7 N. 01°09' 02" W. a distance of 39.00 feet to
the point or place of beginning.

Bounded :
Northerly : By land now or formerly of Federal
Welding Service, Inc., also known as
Parcel 'CR'. '

Easterly : By land now or formerly of Consolidated
Rail Corporation.

Southerly : By land now or formerly of Albert J.
Jowdy in part and by Parcel 'D' in part.

Westerly : Federal Road Route 7.

For a more particular description reference is made to map
entitled " Proposed 'Taking' Map Eagle Road Connector Danbury
Connecticut " Scale 1" - 40' dated Sept. 23, 1987 with 1latest
revision dated Dec. 28, 1988 and certified to be substantially
correct by Robert M. Bennison, L.S. No. 12964. Said map is to
be filed in the Danbury Land Records.



Parcel 'AR'
Stony Hill Corporation b

A certain piece or parcel of land containing 35,540 square
feet more or less, located on Eagle Road in the City of Danbury,
Connecticut and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing on a point located on the easterly boundary
line of property now or formerly of Consolidated Rail Corporation
said point being the southwesterly corner of 1land herein
described, thence going northeasterly along the easterly boundary
line of land now or formerly of Consolidated Rail Corporation N. 3g°
11' 43" E. a distance of 715.44 feet to a point, thence turning
southeasterly through the property of the grantor S. 62°04' 37"

E. a distance of 48.78 feet to a point, thence continuing through
the property of the grantor S. 38°11' 43" W. a distance of 765.42
feet to a point on the northerly boundary line of land of State of
Connecticut Interstate 84, thence going along the northerly boundary
line of land of State of Connecticut Interstate 84 N. 11°06' 27"

W. a distance of 63.31 feet to the point or place of beginning.

Bounded :
Northerly : By other land of the grantor.

Easterly : By other land of the grantor.
Southerly : By land of State of Connecticut Interstate 84.

Westerly : By land now or formerly of
Consolidated Rail Corporation.

For a more particular description reference is made to a map
entitled "Proposed 'Taking' Map Eagle Road Connector Danbury,
Connecticut" Scale 1" =40' dated Sept. 23, 1987 with 1latest
revision dated Dec. 28, 1988 and certified to be substantially
correct by Robert M. Bennison, L.S. No. 12964. Said map 1is to-
be filed in the the Danbury Land Records.



Parcel 'CR’
Federal Welding Service, Inc. -

A certain piece or parcel of land containing 12,827 square
feet, more or less, located on Federal Road Route 7 in the City of
Danbury, Connecticut and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing on a point located on the easterly side of

Federal Road Route 7, said point being the southwesterly corner
of 1land herein described, thence going northerly along easterly
line of Federal Road Route 7 N. 01° 09" 02" W. a distance of
286.27 feet to a point on the southeasterly corner intersection
of White Turkey Road Extension and Federal Road Route 7,
thence going northeasterly along southerly line of White Turkey
Road Extension N.70°47' 44" E. a distance of 15.78 feet to a
point, thence going southerly through the property of the grantor
S. 01°09' 02" E. a distance of 232.00 feet to a point, thence
continuing through the property of the grantor S$.20°39' 15" g.
a distance of 50.00 feet to a point, thence turning in a easterly
direction S. 62°04' 37" E. a distance of 303.69 feet to a point
on the westerly line of property now or formerly of Consolidated
Rail Corporation, thence going southwesterly along the westerly
line of property now or formerly of Consolidated Rail Corporation
S. 38° 11' 43" W. a distance of 26.34 feet to a point, thence
turning in a northwesterly direction N. 62°04'37" W. a distance
of 320.85 feet to the point or place of beginning.

Bounded:
Northerly: By other 1land of Federal Welding
Service, Inc. in part and by White
Turkey Road Extension in part.

Easterly : By other 1land of Federal Welding
Service, Inc. in part and by land now or
formerly of Consolidated Rail Corporation
in part. :

Southerly : By land now or formerly of Stony Hill
Corporation, also known as Parcel 'B'.

Westerly : By Federal Road Route 7.

For a more particular description reference is made to a map
entitled "Proposed 'Taking' Map Eagle Road Connector Danbury
Connecticut" Scale 1" =40' dated Sept. 23, 1987 with the latest
revision dated Dec. 28, 1988 and certified to be substantially
correct by Robert M. Bennison, L.S. No. 12964. Said map is to
be filed in the Danbury Land Records.



PARCEL "D"
ALBERT J. JOWDY -

A certain piece or parcel of land containing an area of
2,143 square feet, more or less, located on Federal Road Route
7 in the City of Danbury, Connecticut and more particularly
described as follows:

Commencing on a point 1located on the easterly side of
Federal Road Route 7, said point being the northwesterly corner
of 1land herein described, thence going southeasterly along
the northerly boundary line of the grantor S. 62°04'37" E. a
distance of 58.72 feet to a point, thence going southwesterly
through the property of the grantor S. 50°23'00" W. a distance of
58.00 feet to a point, thence continuing through the property of
the grantor S. 08 12' 43" W. a distance of 125.00 feet to a point
on the easterly side of Federal Road Route 7, thence going
northerly along easterly side of Federal Road Route 7 on a curve
to the 1left with a central angle of 08°44' 12" , a radius of
1237.40 feet and length of arc of 188.68 feet to the point or
place of beginning.

Bounded :
Northerly : By land now or formerly &f Stony Hill
Corporation, known as Parcel 'D'.
Easterly : By other land of the Grantor.

Southerly : By other land of the Grantor in part,
and by Federal Road Route 7 in part.

Westerly : Federal Road Route 7

For a more particular description reference is made to a map
entitled " Proposed 'Taking' Map Eagle Road Connector Danbury
Connecticut"” Scale 1"=40' dated Sept. 23, 1987 with the latest
revision dated Dec. 28, 1988 and certified to be substantially
correct by Robert M. Bennison , L.S. No. 12964. Said map is to
be filed in the Danbury Land Records.



RESOLUTION
CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

A. D., 19

RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

WHEREAS, the Common Council has allocated funds for the
construction of a Commerce Park Crossing; and

WHEREAS, this project will oblige the City of Danbury to
acquire interest in and to real property as hereinafter set
forth; and

WHEREAS, eminent domain proceedings will be necessary if
the City of Danbury cannot agree with the several owners
hereinafter named upon the amount, if any, to be paid for the
respective interests of each to be taken in and to the real
property as hereinafter set forth;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF DANBURY THAT the Corporation Counsel of the City of
Danbury 1is hereby authorized to acquire the property interests
as hereinafter set forth either by negotiation or by eminent
domain through the institution of suits with respect to the
following properties and owners thereof, their successors and
assigns and their respective mortgage holders, if any, the
affected properties being indicated by the legal descriptions
annexed hereto.

Partial Property Acquisitions

1. Stony Hill Corporation - "Parcel B"
2. Stony Hill Corporation - "Parcel AR"
3. Albert J. Jowdy - "Parcel D"
4. Federal Welding Service, - "Parcel CR"

Inc.



CITY OF DAN BURY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

JOSEPH H. SAUER, JR. 203) 797-4511

Mavor February 7, 1989

Honorable Members of the Common Couneil
City of Danbury

Connectieyt

Dear Council Members:

I am appointing the following people to the Aviation Commission
for terms to expire 7/1/91:

Lawrence w, Landermann, 21 Olympic Drive, Danbury, CcT and
A. J. Bernard, 59-g7 Federal Road, Danbury, CT.
Resumes are enclosed.
Sincerely yours,
el Saua e

Joseph H, Sauer, Jr.
Mayor

JHS:1
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| . RESUME - Fop AIRPoORT Commission
NAMES AL Bernarp —_—
AbDREss: - 59-p7 FEDERAL Roap (MA1U1nG) .
- —Danury, CT 06811-4039
PHONE: Home: - /92-5057 Work: /43-2545
AL T

RESIDENT OF DANBURY. 30 + YEARS
—_— 22U +

HIGH SCHooL,;

COLLEGE: : DEGREE;
‘ .
WORK HISTORY,

Present: ENQNQSED
Position/Title:
Duties: :
‘ﬁast:
Position/Title: '
- _ Duties: .
ASSOCIATIONS/PUBLIC.SERVICE: , : ‘

et

et B
i
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Resume - Alfréd J. Bernard k - 2

Continuing Education

Appraisal Law (Federal Level), New York, New York

Condominium Law - Western Conmecticut State College, Danbury, CT
Exchange and Taxation on Real Estate — Quinnipac Cellege, CT
Real Estate Finance and Investment - University of Connecticut.

Modern Market Analysis and Real Estate Projections - Washington, DC
Real Estate Office Management - Charlotte, NC'

Obtaining, Training, & Retaining Real Estate Sales Personnel, -
Chicago, Illinois

Realtors Institute - Yale, New Haven, CT

Realtors Institute - University of Connecticut

Blueprint Drafting and Reading - Henry Abbott Technical, Danbury, CT
Computers for Real Estate Executives, Dallas, Texas

General
Lecture and Teaching Real Estate firms; updating their personnel.
Have appeared as guest lecturer in Connecticut, Massachusetts, and

New York on Investment Real Estate before Private investment groups
and Realtors. ' '



LAWRENCE W. LANDERMANN

21 Olympic Drive
Danbury, CT 06810-8216
(203) 748-3217

Mayor Joseph Sauer 1 November 1988
Mayors Office

155 Deer Hill Ave
Danbury CT 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer;

I would like to volunteer my services to the community as a
commissioner on the Danbury Municipal Airport Commission.
Asa pilot who attended flight school at Danbury Airport

in 1971 and who has been actively flying out of the airport
since and who had moved to Danbury in 1977 for the purpose
of being near the airport I feel I would be a valuable asset

to the Danbury Airport commission.

My concerns are for the airports continued and future use by
the community asan asset that should be developed to
benefit all of the citizens of The Greater Danbury Region.
As this area grows and with the pressures increasing on the
transportation network a viable airport will be of the
utmost importance. Its future depends on the decisions that
are made today and I would like to be one of those that help
shape those decisions

I hope that my offer to volunteer for service to the

community is accepted, as a registered Republican I look
forward to serving,

J\[\/ Yours, truly
' e/ 4f by A Aknn

Lawrence W. Landermann




LAWRENCE W. LANDERMANN

21 Olympic Drive
Danbury, CT 06810-8216
(203) 748-3217

OBJECTIVE
Commissioner Danbury Airport Commission
AERONAUTICAL EDUCATION

United States Army Aviation Center . Ft. Rucker, A1

Appointed Warrant Officer and designated Army Aviator 1008 Rotary Wing, February
1981. .

FAA Commercial Pilot, Rotorcraft-Helicopter, Instrumcnt Helicopter
Connecticut Air Service Inc ' Danbury M unicipal dirport, Danbury, CT

a. Commercijal Pilot, Airplane Single Engine Land. Completed all academic and
flight requirements under FAA FAR Part 141, approved flight schools. October

b. Private Pilot, Airplane Single Engine Land. Completed all academic and flight
requirements under FAA FAR Part 141, approved flight schools. June 1973.

AERONAUTICAL EXPERIENCE

New York Army National Guard Albany Counry Airport, Latham, NY

Total Helicopter Time to date = 976 hours,

Awarded "Senior Army Aviator Wings", 26 Feb 1988



LAWRENCE W. LANDERMANN

current affairs and future military political developments. Generate tactical scenarios,
teach threat weapons, vehicle identification and threat nations military capabilities.

Danbury Municipal Airport Danbury, CT

1979-Present. Fly N1791V, a fully IFR equipped Cessna C-172,in a wholly owned part-
nership with 3 other pilots. Aircraft is based at Danbury Municipal Airport, in the tower
tie down area and has been based there since 1979.

Total Fixed Wing Flight Time to date = 1000 hours. -

| Total combined Fixed Wing and Helicopter Flight Time to date = 1976 hours

EMPLOYMENT
IBM T.J. Watson Research Center Yorktown Heights, NY

1974 - Present. Senior Laboratory Specialist. Design and fabricate highly specialized
custom scientific and complex electronic and mechanical devices utilizing, optics, lasers,
high voltage and UHV equipment. Employed Computer Augmented Design CADAM to
design and draft concepts and generate prints for fabrication.

1974 - 1977. Worked for Dr. Oliver C. Wells, a noted scientist, as his assistant in the
scientific field of Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM). Performed scientific exper-
iments in an attempt to improve the resolution and magnification in state of the art SEM
technology. ‘

1968 - 1974. IBM ASDD Mohansic and IBM GTD East Fishkill, electronic technician and
integrated circuit layout designer.

1964 - 1968. Sergeant, U.S. Air Force. Received one year of comprehensive electronic
schooling as a Electronic Communication Cryptographic Systems Equipment Repairman,
AFSC 30650C. Installed, tested and mainiained cryptographic (code) machines in West
Berlin and Stuttgart, Germany. Held a TOP SECRET CRYPTO security clearance.



LAWRENCE W, LANDERMANN

EDUCATION
The Univefsity of the State of New York Albqny, NY
Associate in Science Degree
U.S.A.F. 3275th Technical School Lackland A.F.B., San Antonio, TX

Electronic Communication and Cryptographic Systems Equipment Repairman (En-
crypted Teletype/Data-Facsimile) ABR 30630C 972 hours KW-26,KG-12/13, HN-1

US.A.F. RAF Croughton, England
Field and Organizational Maintenance TSEC/KW-7 ADF 30650-1, 246 hours.
George Washington High School : New York, NY

General High School Dipldma

MEMBERSHIPS INTERESTS AND HOBBIES

Member "Greater Danbury Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund Committee, Experimental
Aircraft Association, U.S. Ariny Association, National Guard Association of the United
States.

Interests include modern military / political history, military aircraft and equipment.

Hobbies are color aerial photography and color printing, airplane camping, boating, rec-
reational sports and landscaping.



LAWRENCE w. LANDERMANN

PERSONAL BACKGROUND INFORMATION

21 Olympic Drive
Danbury, CT 06810-8216
(203) 748-3217

career field.

Upon honorable discharge from the USAF and up to the present
time Larry hag been employed by the IBM Corp at the Thomas 1
Watson Research Center Yorktown Hts NY. as 5 Senior
Laboratory Specialist.

Since 1977,he hag been a member of Co A, 1st Battalion, 42nd
Aviation Brigade, 42nd Infantry Division New York Army
- National Guard at Albany. He currently holds the rank of
Chief Warrant Officer and is assigned as a pilot jn command



Aviation Commission

RR 1EMB ' AFFL. TERM EXP. PROPOSED MEMBER AFFL, TERM EXP
yonald Crudginton
57 Kohanza Street D 7/1/90
eoffrey Nye
Mare Road D 7/1/89
ohn Scarfi :
riftwood Point D 7/1/89

enneth Taylor
2 Clearbrook Road R 7/1/90

aymond Sherwood, Sr.

) Spruce Mtn. Rd. U - 7/1/91
aul Werner
Clearbrook Road D 7/1/90

obert Gawe*

y Great Plain Road U 7/1/89

onald V. Scalzo Lawrence W. Landermann

L Southern Blvd. U 7/1/88 21 Olympic Drive R 7/1/91
oy Platt A. J. Bernard

 Autumn Drive D 7/1/88 53-67 Federal Road R 7/1/91

Note: AFFL. - R—Republican; D — Democrat; U~ Unaffiliated
Note: * After individual’s name, indicates "Chairman”
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Danbu 7 CT ¢4 onservat Ss8igp a
terny to SXpire 7/1 91,

JHS:l

20g, 797-4511




changing gardens ang €Xperimenta] Conservationai Controls inp Practices
at our hope,

My concern is for orderly 8rowth with Conservation for the future
&enerations jin Danbury'and I am Willing to donate my time tg help achieve
that Premise,

Respéctfully,

% W,ﬁdh
Barbara g, Monsky

14 Shepard Road
Danbury, . 06810

——



Necac?

Barbara Gereg Monsky
EDUCATION: Brookfield School
Danbury High School
Western Connecticut College
Work Experience:
Owner-Operator Berkshire Building Wreckers
28 years
Other Activities:
Den Mother
Girl Scout Leader
Board of Directors Daisy Lawrence Girl Scout Neighborhood
Worked in many capacities to establish Battered Women's
Service(Original head of Counseling, researched establishment
of Hotline,Speaker's Bureau, Funding
Current Activities:
Co~founder of PECOS(Parents for the Enforcement of Court
Ordered Support) a group of six hundred members throughout
Comnecticut principal in establishing all child support
“legislation passed in Comnecticut since 1983. Strong input
In National Welfare Reform~Family Support Act of 1988
Currently sit on PECOS board of directors.
Raise Guide Dogs for the Blind-current legislative pending
for free licensing guide dog puppies in Connecticut



QUBBENILMQHEER

Alfred Cipriani#*

27 Fndion-Head Road
Bernadette DeMunde
110-B7 Coalpit Hill

Mary McInerney
26 Apple Blossom Lane

Vacancy

Vacancy

Vacancy

Vacancy

Note: AFFL.-R— Republican; D - Democrat; U— Unaffiliated

Conservation Commission

AFFL, TERM EXP.

D

7/1/89

7/1/88

7/1/87

7/1/87

7/1/88

7/1/88

7/1/89

Note: * After individual’s name, indicates "Chairman™

ERQEQSEDLﬂﬂﬂBEB

Barbara Monsky
14 Shepard Road

AFFL, TERM EXP,

R 7/1/91



(203) 797-4511

Honorable Members of the Common Council
City or Danbury
Conneeticut

I am ppomtmg Robept Dum'kows s 20 Cus ng rive, Danbury
Ct Parkg d €Creatjop Co mlssmn, r e 0 expire
12/1/99 A ettep Orsemen S enclog d

JHS:]




DANBURY FISH AND GAME ASSOCIATION, INC.

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

His Honor, The Mayor March 10, 1988
City Hall ‘
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Re: Danbury Parks & Recreation Commission

20 Cushing Drive
Danbury, Connecticut 06810
743—0322

My Dear wmr, Mayor;

Bob, as President of our Association has providegd outstanding
leadershlp over the previous five years, During that time, Bob
has managed +to bring together the efforts of our club with other
Sporting €roups as well ag State and loecal agencies to effectively
undertake Séveral projects of value to our community. Some of
those brojects were:

Rescue of game fish fronp East Lake Reservoir when it was

Clean-up of town rark and baat launch areas by local

inception,
Manages team for Danbury Industrial Softball'League (Rapid
Power Technologies), :

cc: Mr, Robert Ryerson

Director of Parks & Recreation A
City of Danbury y @%

7 East Haystown Roag ‘
Danbury, Connecticut 06810 ;fL
A

et



Parks and Recreation Commission

RRENT MEMB AFFL, TERM EXP. PROPOSED MEMBER AFFL, TERM EXP

A. Paul Nichols
|3 Valerie Lane D 12/1/89

\rnold Cresci
'4 Fast Pembroke Road R 12/1/90

~arol Smith
06 Deer Hill Avenue R 12/1/91

David Coelho

5 Jefferson Avenue D 12/1/91
[ane Keane
1 Deer Hill Avenue D - 12/1/90 .

’eter W. Kraje
5 Karen Road U 12/1/91

Xichard L. Chambon
2 Dogwood Drive R 12/1/87 Robert E. Dunikowski
20 Cushing Drive U 12/1/90

‘homas Evans *
8 Benson Drive D 12/1/89

Villiam Lavelle
 Terre Haute Road D . 12/1/89

Note: AFFL. - R—Republican; D —Democrat; U— Unalffiliated
Note: * After individual’s name, indicates "Chairman”



CITY OF DANBURY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

JOSEPH H. SAUER, JR. Febfual’y 7’ 1989 (203) 797-4511

MAYOR

Honorable Members of the Common Couneil
City of Danbury

Connecticut

Dear Counecil Members:

I am reappointing the following people to the Library Board of
Directors, for terms to expire 1/1/92:

Edward Moore, Sr, 3 Ezra Road, Danbury, CT;

Eugenia Vecchiarino, Ohehyahtah Place, Danbury, CT; and

John Hoffer, 10 Oak Ridge Avenue, Danbury, CT.
Sincerely yours,

Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mayor

JHS:1

 ——



Library Board of Directors

RRENT MEMB AFFL. TERM EXP. PROPOSED MEMBER AFFL, TERM EXP,

Betty Jane Hull

187 Kohanza Street D 1/1/90

Edward Moore, Sr. Edward Moore, Sr.

3 Ezra Road D 1/1/89 3 Ezra Road D 1/1/92
FEugenia Vecchiarino Eugenia Vecchiarino

Ohehyahtah Place R 1/1/89 Ohehyahtah- Place R 1/1/92

Gino Arconti
22 Karen Road D 1/1/90

Joan Damia

113 Clapboard Ridge R . 1/1/91
John Hoffer* John Hoffer
10 Oak Ridge Avenue R 1/1/89 10 Oak Ridge Avenue R 1/1/92

Margaret Pastorino
11 Lakeside Road R 1/1/91

VMlary Nahley
Clapboard Ridge D 1/1/90

Shirley Demuth
110 Deer Hill Avenue R 1/1/91

Note: AFFL. - R -- Republican; D — Democrat; U— Unatfliliated
Note: * After individual’s name, indicates "Chairman”



CITY OF DAN BURY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

JOSEPH H. SAUER, JR. (203) 797-4511

MAYOR February 7, 1989

Honorable Members of the Common Council
City of Danbury -

Connecticut

Dear Council Members:

I am reappointing Art Roberts, 229 Middle River Road, Danbury, CT
to the Redevelopment Ageney, for a term to expire 1/1/94.

I am appointing JoAnne Chelednik, 157 Westville Avenue, Ext.,
Danbury, CT for a term to expire 1/1/94.

Sincerely yours,

Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mayor

JHS:1
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R 1EMB

Art Roberts
9299 _Middle Rj Road

Barbara Susnitzky
8 Field Road

Boyd O. Losee
Crestwood Drive

Evald Mukk
15 Henso Drive

Jack Sullivan =*
Snug Harbor

John Addessi
Aunt Hack Road

John Turk
6 Timbercrest Drive

Linda O'Connor
20 East Pembroke Rd

Robert Peat
3 -Dogwood Park North

Redevelopment Agency

Note: AFFL. - R~ Republican; D — Democrat; U — Unaffiliated
Note: * After individual's name, indicates "Chairman"

AFFL, T_ERM_EXB PROPOSED MEMBER AFEL, TERM EXP,
, Art Roberts :
R 1/1/89 229 Middle River Road R 1/1/9
1/1/91
D 1/1/91
R 1/1/90
R ©1/1/93
R 1/1/90
R 1/1/93
JoAnne Chelednik
D 1/1/89 157 Westville Ave Ext U 1/1/94-
D 1/1/92

|&



CITY OF DANBURY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

(203) 797-4511

January 25, 1989

Honorable Members of the Common Council
City Hall

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Dear Council Members:

Attached is a letter sent to the State of Connecticut in accordance with
Section 19 (a) - 200 of the Connecticut General Statutes.,

Please confirm the appointment of William J. Campbell, Director of

Health for the City of Danbury.
Sincerely your ,~i>

Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mayor

JHS:c]jz



CITY OF DANBURY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

(203) 787-4511

November 14, 1988

Frederick G. Adams, D.D,S., M.P.H.
Commissioner of Health Services
150 Washington Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Dear Dr. Adams:

Please be advised that I have appointed Mr. William J. Campbell,
Director of Health for the City of Danbury.

Mr. Campbell is currently the Health Director for Oneida County in New
- York, prior to that, he served as Health Director for the Northeast
District Director of Health. He will begin working for the City of
Danbury, December 7, 1988,

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely yours,

Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mayor

JHS:cjz
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155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

January 27, 1989

Revised Certification #17

TO: Common Council via.
Mayor Jospeh H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller

We hereby. certify the availability of $1,250.00 to be trans-
ferred from the General Fund fund balance to the Ordinances
Printing and Binding Account #02-01-112-022000.

Estimated Balance of G.F. Fund Balance $338,390.84
Less this request 1,250.00

$337,140.87%
Dominic A. Setaro,éﬁﬁ,/
DAS/af




CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

February 7, 1989

To: Members of the Common Council
From: City Clerk Elizabeth Crudginton

Re: Funds for Printing of Revised Charter

As you know, the voters of the City of Danbury approved a
change to the existing Charter. In order to have new charter books
printed, we will need to appropriate the sum of $1,250 to cover the
cost of same. Please authorize the transfer of funds.



155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

January 18, 1989

Certification #17

TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A, Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller

We hereby certify the availability of $1,250.00 to be trans-
ferred from the General Fund fund balance to the Charter
Revision Printing and Binding Account #02-01-189-022000.

Estimated Balance of G.F. Fund Balance $338,390.84
Less this request 1,250.00
$337,140.84

Dominic A7 Setizgffgk.
DAS/af
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CITY OF DANBURY

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

HEALTH AND HOUSING DEPARTMENT (203) 797-462:
20 WEST STREET

February 1, 1989

Elizabeth Crudginton

City Clerk

City of Danbury

155 Deer Hil1l Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Dear City Clerk Crudginton:

Please add to the agenda for consideration the Tease of property

at 403 Main Street, Danbury, on behalf of the Danbury AIDS
Education Grant.

Sincerely,
(Zyyitt?
William J. Campbel1, M.P.H.
ts



THIS INDENTURE, made by and between VICTORIAN ASSOCIATES, INC., a

Connecticut Corporation with offices in the City of Danbury, County
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, hereinafter referred to as
Landlord, and City of Danbury, hereinafter referred to as Tenant.

2.

WITNESSETH:
PREMISES: Landlord has leased and does hereby lease to Tenant

the following described premises situated in Danbury,
Connecticut, on 403 Main Street to wit: Unit 2B

TERM: The term of this agreement shall begin on March 1, 1989

and end at midnight on December 31, 1990 . A two year option will be
extended to the tenant for the amounts listed in Part 3,upon mutual

consent of both parties. Tenant shall provide written notice 90 days
before the termination of this agreement regarding extension of this
agreement into the option period. ZLandlord shall respond in writing
to said written notice within 31 days of notice from tenant.

3. RENT: Tenant shall pay to the Landlord, without demand, an
annual rent as shown in the schedule immediately following on the
first day of each month, in advance.

Annual Monthly

Year 1 Mar 1 1989 Dec 31 1989 , 6,000 600

Year 2 Dec 31 1989 Dec 31 1990 7,500 625

OPTION YEARS
Year 3 Dec 31 1990 Dec 31 1991 7,800 650
Year 4 Dec 31 1991 Dec 31 1992 8,100 675

Monthly payments should be mailed directly to the following

address and should be mailed with sufficient lead time to allow
reasonable delivery on the first of the month.

Victorian Associates, Inc.
4 Ridgewood Drive
Danbury, CT 06811

SECURITY DEPOSIT: Tenant will deposit with the Landlord the sum
of six hundred fifty dollars (650) representing security for the
performance of the terms. of this lease. The ILandlord may use,
apply or retain the whole or any part of the security so
deposited to the extent required for the payment of any rent and
additional rent or other sum which the Landlord may expend or may
be required to expend by reason of Tenant's default in respect of
any of the terms of this lease, including, but not limited to,
any damages or deficiency in the reletting of the leased
property, whether such damages or deficiency accrued before or




after summary proceedings or other re-entry by the Landlord.In
any such event, Landlord shall act to mitigate costs incurred
insuch reletting or reentry. The preceeding provision shall be
superior to and shall exist notwithstanding paragraph 15(d) of
this agreement.In the event that the Tenant shall comply with all
of the terms of this lease, the security shall be returned to it
after the date fixed as the end of the lease and after delivery
of possession of the leased property to the Landlord. In the
event of a sale of the premises of which the leased property
forms a part, the Landlord shall have the right to transfer the
security to the buyer and the Landlord shall thereupon be
released from all liability for the return of such security.
Landlord agrees to notify the Tenant of such transfer in
writing. The Tenant shall look solely to the vendee for the
return of such security. Landlord shall not assign or encumber
the money deposited as security, and neither the Tenant nor its
successors or assigns shall be bound by any such assignment or
encumbrance.

UTILITIES AND COMMON CHARGES: Tenant shall at its own cost and
expense pay all charges when due for gas, electricity, heat
relating to the use of the leased premises. Tenant shall also be
responsible for cleaning services for this unit along with any
electronic surveilance cost generated. Landlord shall provide all
snow removal, plow1ng, sanding or salting or other requlred
clearing of snow or ice from common areas of the premises,
including sidewalks, driveway and parking areas during the term
of this agreement.

USE _OF PREMISES: Tenant agrees to use the leased premises for
office purposes. Any other unrelated use is prohibited without
the written approval of the Landlord. Tenant will not allow for
an unreasonable length of time any debris belonging to it to
remain in the leased premises or in any adjacent areas or "“common
areas", and it will remove from the Landlord's premises all
debris to a proper place of disposal.

CONDITION OF PREMISES: (a) Landlord shall have carpet in the
premises shampooed prior to occupancy by the Tenant. Provided
that the building is completed, the Tenant accepts premises in
their current state and condition; (b) The Tenant shall make no
alteration, addition or improvement in the premises without the
prior written consent of Landlord and then only by contractors or
mechanics approved by Landlord, which consent and/or approval
shall not be unreasonably w1thheld, (c) Throughout the terms
ofthis lease and for so long as the Tenant or its assigns shall
occupy said premises, Tenant, and its sole expense, shall keep
the leased premises as now or hereafter constituted in good
condition and shall make repairs, replacements, and renewals,
ordinary and extraordinary, necessary to maintain the leased
property and all appliances and appurtenances belonging thereto.
All repairs, replacements and renewals shall be least equal in
quality of workmanship and materials to that existing in the
leased premises at the commencement of this lease. Tenant shall




liabilities, losses, damages, suits, fines, penaltlies, claims and
demands, including reasonable attorney's fees, because of
Tenant's failure to comply with the foregoing covenant. The
Landlord shall in no event be required to make any repair,
alteration or improvement to the leased premises. Landlord will
be responsible for all maintenance and repairs of roof, sidewalk,
foundation and other common areas whether or not they affect the
leased premises.

(d) The necessity for and adequacy of repairs, replacements and
renewals to the leased premises shall be measured by the standard
which is appropriate for improvements of similar construction and
class, provided that Tenant shall in any event make all repairs
necessary to comply with the building, health and fire codes of
Danbury, Connecticut.

(e) TUpon the last day or sooner termination of the term hereof,
Tenant shall surrender to Landlord the leased premises in broom
clean condition. All alterations, additions and improvements,
whether temporary or permanent in character, which may be made
upon the premises, either by the Landlord or the Tenant, except
furniture and movable trade fixtures, shall be surrendered with
the premises as a part thereof upon the termination of this lease
without compensation to the Tenant.

ASSIGNMENT: Tenant shall not assign, mortgage, or encumber this
lease in whole or in part, or subject all or any part of the
leased premises to a sublease without the prior written consent
of the Landlord, which consent shall not be unreasonably
withheld. The consent by the Landlord to any assignment or
subletting shall not constitute a waiver of the necessity for
such consent to any subsequent assignment or subletting. This
prchibition against assigning or subletting shall be construed to
include a prohibition against assigning or subletting by
operation of law. If this lease be assigned or if the leased
premises or any part thereof be occupied by anybody other than
the Tenant, Landlord may collect rent from the assignee, or
occupant and apply the net amount collected to the rent herein
reserved, but no such assignment, underletting, occupancy or
collection shall be deemed a waiver of this provision or the
acceptance of the assignee, undertenant or occupant as lessee, or
as a release of Tenant from the further performance by it of the
provisions on its part to be observed or performed herein.
Notwithstanding any assignment or sublease, Tenant shall remain
fully liable and shall not be. released from performing any of the
terms of this lease. If Tenant is a corporation and if any
transfer, sale, pledge, aor other disposition of the common stock
shall occur, or power to vote the majority of the outstanding
capital stock be deemed to be an assignment of this lease,
requiring the written consent of the Landlord. It is anticipated
that the city shall sub-lease all or part of this unit to either
another part of the City of Danbury or possible a state agency
that would use the space in a like manner.




10.

FIRE AND OTHER CASUALLIYS: (2) 41X The Jleqaseld plrelllscs 4dite LULdlLiy
destroyed by fire or other casualty during the term herein, then
and in that event, by virtue of this express stipulation, the
lease shall cease and terminate. In that event that the Tenant
shall give immediate written notice to the Landlord. If said
partial destruction or casualty shall amount to less than 25% of
the leased improvements, Landlord shall cause the leased premises
to be repaired as speedily as possible.The Tenant's obligation to
pay rent shall abate in direct proportion to either that portion
of the premises destroyed as related to the whole of the leased
premises, or that proportion of use which tenant is denied
utilization of.

(b) In the event that the partial destruction or casualty to the
leased premises is more than 25%, the Landlord in its sole
discretion shall determine whether or not to repair the leased
premises. In the Event that the Landlord decides not to repair
the leased premises, then and in that event, this lease shall
cease and be terminated.

INDEMNITY AND INSURANCE: From and after the commencement of this
lease, Tenant will indemnify and hold Landlord harmless
absolutely from and against any and all claims, suits, actions,
damages, costs, expenses or judgment, by reason of any actual or
claimed injury to person and/or property or loss of life
sustained in or about the lease premises during the term hereof
which injury or loss of property or life is caused by the
negligent act or acts of Tenant. If Landlord is made party to any
litigation instituted against Tenant, to which the foregoing
indemnity may relate, Tenant will pay all expenses, costs,
damages, judgments and reasonable fees for counsel incurred by or
imposed on Landlord in connection therewith or as a result
thereof.Without limiting the foregoing and other indemnification
provisions herein contained, Tenant agrees, at Tenant's sole cost
and expense, throughout the term of this lease, but for the
mutual benefit of Landlord and Tenant, to maintain general public
liability insurance against claims for bodily injury or death to
any one person, and to limit of not less than $1,000,000.00 in
respect to property damage.

All insurance provided for in this paragraph shall name Landlord
as owner and additional insured and Tenant as insured, as their
respective interests may appear, and shall be effected under
valid and enforceable policies issued by insurers licensed to do
business in the State of Connecticut. Tenant may carry the
insurance required under this paragraph under a blanket policy.
Upon the commencement of .the term of this lease and thereafter
not less than forty-five (45) days prior to the expiration dates
of the expiring policies theretofore furnished pursuant to this
paragraph, originals of the policies or certificates thereof
issued by the respective insurers shall be delivered by Tenant to
ILandlord. Tenant agrees to pay the cost of any such insurance and
to furnish Landlord, if requested, with evidence satisfactory to
Landlord of such payment. 2all such policies shall, to the extent
ocbtainable, contain an agreement by the insurers that such
policies shall not be cancelled without at least forty- five (45)
days' prior written notice to Landlord.

-4 -



11.

Tenant agrees that if it shall at any time fail to take out, pay
for, maintain or deliver any of the insurance policies as
provided for in this paragraph, or to make any other payment or
perform any other act on the part of Tenant to be made or
performed, then Landlord may, but shall not be obligated to do
so, an on not less than fifteen (15) day period, and without
waiving or releasing Tenant from any obligations of Tenant in
this lease contained, (i) take out, pay for, maintain or deliver
any of the insurance policies provided for in this paragraph, or
(ii) make any other payment or perform any other act on Tenant's
part to be made or performed as in this lease provided. All sums
so paid by lLandlord and all necessary incidental costs and
expenses in connection with the performance of any such act by
Landlord, together with interest thereon at the rate of 12% per
annum from the date of the making of such expenditure by
ILandlord, at the option of Landlord, shall be payable to Landlord
on demand or shall be added to any rent then due or thereafter
becoming due under this lease, and Tenant agrees to pay any such
sum or sums with interest as aforesaid. All sums which may
become payable to Landlord by Tenant, as in this paragraph
provided, and all sums payable by Tenant pursuant to any other
provision of this lease, shall be deemed obligations of Tenant
hereunder and Landlord shall have (in addition to any other right
or remedy) the same rights and remedies in the event of
non-payment of any such sums by Tenant as in the case of default
by Tenant in the payment of rent. The notice provided for herein
shall not in any way affect the other provisions of this lease.

PROPERTY I0SS OR DAMAGE: Landlord or its agents shall not be
liable for any damage to property of Tenant or of others
entrusted to employees of Landlord nor the loss or damage to any
property of Tenant by theft or otherwise unless caused by the
negligence of Landlord, its agents, servants or employees. The
Landlord or its agents shall not be liable for any injury or
damage to persons or property resulting from fire, explosion,
falling plaster, steam, gas, electricity, water, rain or snow, or
leaks from any part of said building or from the pipes,
appliances or plumbing works or from the roof,street or
sub-surface or from any other place or by dampness or by any
other cause of whatsoever nature, unless caused by or due to the
negligence of Landlord, its agents, servants or employees or
unless such injury or damage is due to the failure of the
Landlord to maintain the premises as per paragraph 7 (c) of this
lease. Tenant shall give immediate notice to Landlord in case of
fire or accidents in the demised premises or in the building, or
of defects therein or in any building fixtures or equipment. If
Tenant shall move any safe, machinery, equipment, freight, bulky
matter or fixtures which require special handling, Tenant agrees
to employ only persons holding a license to do said work and all
work in connection therewith shall comply with anyregulations,
law or ordinance affecting such work. Tenant shall indemnify
Landlord for,and hold Landlord harmless and free from damages
sustained by person or property for any damages or monies paid
out by Landlord in settlement of any claims or judgments, as well
as for all expenses and reasonable attorney fees incurred in
connection therewith and all costs incurred in repairing any
damage to the building or appurtenances.
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13.

14.

15.

ACCESS: The Landlord, its servants and agents, 1nclud1ng
representatlves of the insurance company oOr companles carrying
insurance on the building containing the leased premises, shall
have the right to enter upon the said premises with reasonable
notice to Tenant for repairs to building or eguipment or in an
emergency or to take preventative measures to protect and
preserve the property of the Landlord.

CONDEMNATION: In the event of a condemnation of the premises,
which shall include a taking of all or a substantial part of the
building on the premises, this lease shall, at the option of
either party, terminate upon the completlon of such taking. The
rent shall be apportioned as of that date. The condemnation
award shall belong solely to the Landlord. Tenant shall be
entitled to relocation costs, if any, provided said costs may be
separately determined as an element of the award and not included
in their determination of the value of the interest of the
Landlord in the leased premises. In the event of a partial
taking of the premises in such manner that the Tenant is able to
continue without substantial modification, the operation then
being conducted on the leased premises, then this lease shall
remain in full force and effect. Any award for partial taking
shall belong solely to the Landlord. Nothing herein shall be
construed to deprive Tenant of its rights upon condemnation as
set forth in the Connecticut General Statutes.

SUBORDINATION: This lease is subject and subordinate to all
mortgages which may now or hereafter effect such leases or the
real property of which the demised premises form a part, and to
all renewals, modifications, consolidations, replacements and
extensions thereof. This clause shall be self-operative and no
further instrument of subordination shall be required by any
mortgagee. In confirmation of such subordination, Tenant shall
execute promptly any certificate that Landlord may request.
Tenant hereby constitutes and appoints Landlord as the Tenant's
attorney-in-fact to execute any such certificate or certificates
for and on behalf of the Landlord. Landlord, however, covenants
and agrees that it will use its best efforts to obtain from all
future mortgagee's holding a mortgage on the premises written
assurance that so long as the Tenant is not in default under the
terms and conditions of this lease, Tenant's use,occupation and
possession of the possession of the premises and all rights of
Tenant underthis lease shall not be affected or disturbed by the
bringing of any actlon to foreclose or otherwise enforce any such
mortgage.

DEFAULT: (a) The occurrence of any of the following shall
constitute an event of default:

(1) Delinquency in the payment of any rent or additional rent
payable under this lease when such rent shall become payable, for
a period of ten days.



(2) Delinquency by the Tenant in the performance of or
compliance with any of the conditions contained in this lease
other than those referred to in the foregoing sub-paragraph (1),
for a period of 15 days after written notice thereof from the
Landlord to the Tenant, except for any default not susceptible of
being cured within such 15 day period, in which event the time
permitted to the Tenant to cure such default shall be extended
for as long as shall be necessary to cure such default, provided
the Tenant commences promptly and proceeds diligently to cure
such default, and provided further that such period of time shall
not be so extended as to jeopardize the interest of the Landlord
in this lease or so as to subject the Landlord or the Tenant to
any civil or criminal liabilities.

(3) Filing by the Tenant in any court pursuant to any statute,
either of the United States or any state, of a petition in
bankruptcy or insolvency, or for reorganization, or for the
appointment of a receiver or trustee of all or a portion of the
Tenant's property, or an assignment by the Tenant for the:
benefits of creditors. ‘

(4) Filing against the Tenant in any court pursuant to any
statute, either of the United States or of any state, of a
petition in bankruptcy or inseolvency, or for reorganization or
for appointment of a receiver or trustee of all or a portion of
the Tenant's property, if within 90 days after the commencement
of any such proceeding against the Tenant such petition shall not
have been dismissed.

(5) Upon the business of the Tenant being closed for a period of
fifteen (15) days in succession, except for reason of death in
the family of the Tenant or ordinary business practice or
accident or emergency beyond Tenant's control.

(b) Upon the occurrence of an event of default, the Landlord at
any time thereafter may give written notice to the Tenant
specifying such event of default and stating that this lease
shall expire on the date specified in such notice, which shall be
at least 20 days after the giving of such notice, and upon the
date specified in such notice this lease and all rights of the
Tenant hereunder shall terminate.

(c) Upon the expiration of this lease pursuant to sub- paragraph
15(b) above, the Tenant shall peacefully surrender the leased
property to the Landlord-and the Landlord, upon or at any time
after any such expiration, may without further notice reenter the
leased property and repossess it by force, summary
proceedings,ejectment, or otherwise, and may dispossess the
Tenant and remove the Tenant and all other persons and property
from the leased property and may have, hold, and enjoy the leased
property and the right to receive all rental income therefrom.



(d) At any time after such expiration, the Landlord may relet
the leased property or any part thereof for such term and on such
conditions as the Landlord, in its uncontrolled discretion, may
determine and may collect and receive the rent therefor. The
Landlord shall in no way be responsible or liable for any failure
to relet the leased property or any part thereof, or for any
failure to collect any rent due upon any such reletting.

(e) No such expiration of this lease shall relieve the Tenant of
its liability and obligations under this lease, and such
liability and obligations shall survive any such expiration. In
the event of any such expiration and only after Landlord has
taken all reasonable steps and made all reasonable efforts to
relet and has been unable to relet, the Tenant shall pray to the
Landlord the rent and additional rent required to be paid by the
Tenant up to the time of such expiration, and thereafter the
Tenant, until the end of what would have been the term of this
lease in the absence of such expiration, shall be liable to the
Landlord for, and shall pay to the Landlord, as and for
liquidated and agreed current damages for the Tenant's default;

(1) the equivalent of the amount of the rent and additional rent
which would be payable under this lease by the Tenant if this
lease were still in effect, less

(2) the net proceeds of any reletting effected pursuant to the
provisions of sub-paragraph 15(d) above, after deducting all the
Landlord's expenses in connection with such reletting, including,
without limitation, all repossession costs, brokerage
commissions, legal expenses, reasonable attorneys' fees,
alteration costs and expenses of preparation for such reletting.

(f) The Tenant shall pay such current damages, call deficiency,
to the Landlord monthly on the days on which the rent and
additional rent would have been payable under this lease if this
lease were still in effect, and the Landlord shall be entitled to
recover from the Tenant each monthly deficiency as such
deficiency shall arise. At any time after such expiration,
whether or not the Landlord shall have collected any monthly
deficiency, the Landlord shall be entitled to recover from the
Tenant, and the Tenant shall pay to the Landlord, on demand, as
and for liquidated and agreed final damages for the Tenant's
default, an amount equal to the difference between the rent and
additional rent reserved hereunder for the unexpired portion of
the lease term and the then fair and reasonable rental value of
the leased property for the same period. In the computation of
such damages the difference between any installment of rent
becoming due hereunder after the date of termination and the fair
and reasonable rental value of the leased property for the period
for which such installment was payable shall be discounted to the
date of termination at the rate of twelve percent per annum. If
the leased property or any part thereof is relet by the
Landlordfor the unexpired term of this lease, or any part
thereof, before presentation of proof of such liquidated damages



16.

17.

o SRy PRI L, LUALLSS105, oY Tribunal, the amount of rent
reserved upon such reletting shall be deemed prima facie to be
the fair and reasonable rental value for the part or the whole of
the leased property so relet during the term of the reletting.
Nothing herein contained shall limit or prejudice the right of
the Landlord to prove for and obtain as liguidated damages by
reason of such termination an amount equal to the maximum allowed
by any statute or rule of law in effect at the time when, and
governing the proceedings in which, such damages are to be
proved, whether or not such amount be greater, equal to, or less
than the amount of the difference referred to above.

(g) The Tenant hereby expressly waives, so far as permitted by
law, the service of any notice of intention to reenter provided
for in any statute, or of the institution of legal proceedings to
that end. The Tenant, for and on behalf of itself and all
persons claiming through or under the Tenant, also waives any
right of redemption or reentry or repossession or to restore the
operation of this lease in case the Tenant shall be dispossessed
by a judgment or by warrant of any court or judge or in case of
reentry or repossession by the Landlord. In case of any
expiration of this lease, the Landlord and the Tenant, so far as
permitted by law, waive trial by jury in any action, proceeding,
or counterclaim brought by either of the parties hereto against
the other on any matter arising out of or in any way connected
with this lease, the relationship of landlord and tenant, the
Tenant's use or occupancy of the leased property, or any claim of
injury or damage. The terms "enter", "reenter", "entry", or
"reentry", as used in this lease are not restricted to their
technical legal meaning.

(h) Notwithstanding any of the provisions of paragraph 15 of
this agreement, any damages due Landlord by default of Tenant
shall be limited to the rent due under paragraph 3 of this
agreement plus any liquidated damages judicially provable.
Landlord will at all times endeavor to mitigate rental
obligations of Tenant and will use all reasonable effort to
rerent or relet said pPremises and charge Tenant only for any
excess between the amount of rerental and the amount of rent
under this agreement.

COSTS AFTER DEFAULT: The Tenant shall pay and indemnify the
Landlord against all legal costs and charges, - including counsel
fees lawfully and reasonable incurred, in obtaining possession of
the leased premises after a default of the Tenant or after the
Tenant's default in surrendering possession upon the expiration
or earlier termination of the term of the lease or enforcing any

covenant of the Tenant herein obtained.

OUIET ENJOYMENT: The Landlord covenants with the Tenant that it
has good right to lease said premises in the manner afforesaid,
and it will permit the Tenant, upon Tenant's keeping all the
covenants on its part as herein contained, to occupy, pPossess and
enjoy said premises during the term aforesaid, without hindrance
or molestation from the Landlord or any other person claiming by,
from or under it. :

- 10 -
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18.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

NOTICE: Any notice or notices provided for in this agreement
must be in writing and may be personally served upon the party or
parties to receive such notice either within or without the State
of Connecticut, or may be deposited in the United States Mail,
postage fully prepaid, in a registered or certified envelope
addressed to the party or parties to be served at following
addresses to wit:

TO LANDILORD: Victorian Associates, Inc.
4 Ridgewood Drive
Danbury, CT 06811

TO TENANT: ' city of Danbury
403 Main Street
Danbury, CT 06811

CHANGE OF ADDRESS: The persons and places to which notices are
to be mailed may be changed from time to time by Landlord or
Tenant upon written notice to the. other.

SHORT FORM: Either party may request the other to execute a
memorandum of lease suitable for recording containing information
required by Section 47-19 of the Connecticut General Statues
(Rev. 1958) but specifically excepting the rental provisions
hereof. .

INTERPRETATION: 1In construing this lease, the singular shall
include the plural and the plural the singular, and the neuter
gender shall include the masculine and feminine genders, and vice
versa, as the context may require.

If there is more than one party tenant, the covenants of the’
Tenant shall be the joint and several obligations of each such
party. If the Tenant is a partnership, the covenants of the
Tenant shall be the joint and several obligations of each of the

. partners and the obligations for the firm.

CAPTIONS: The captions of this agreement are inserted for
convenience in reference only and do not constitute a part of
this agreement and shall not be construed as defining or limiting
in any way the scope or intent of the provisions hereof..

SUCCESSORS: This lease shall be binding upon the parties hereto,
and the respective successors, assigns, heirs, and legal
representatives of the parties hereto.

MODIFICATION: This leasé contains the entire agreement between
the parties and shall not be modified in any manner except by an
instrument in writing executed by the parties. If any term or
provision of this lease or the application thereof to any person
or circumstances shall to any extent be invalid and be enforced
to the fullest extent permitted by law. '

- 11 -
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26.

A A A AL X L AR NERAS_X T2 AN S W Ny A AR A Y 411 Wl TV CLlL LIS A CiiQualie ol c Lo
or assigns this lease with the Landlord's permission, as herein
provided, any increase or assigns this lease with the lLandlord's
permission, as herein provided, any increase in rent shall belong
to the Landlord. Any agreement to circumvent this provision,
such as an increase in the sale price of Tenant's business in
lieu of a rental increase,shall be cause of violation and breach
of this lease.

WAIVERS OF LIEN: Landlord herein reserves the right to request
from the Tenant Waivers of Lien in the event Tenant shall
commence to do interior repairs to said premises. In the event
the Landlord requests such Waivers of Lien, he shall supply the
same to the Tenant and the Tenant shall have the same executed by
all suppliers of material and labor to said demised premises
prior to the commencement of said work.

- 12 -
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have hereunto set their
hands and seals and to a duplicate of the same tenor and date
this day of , 1989.

Signed, Sealed and Delivered
in the Presence of: LANDLORD
VICTORIAN ASSOCIATES

BY:

ROBERT BOTELHO

BY:

JAMES MATHER

TENANT
CITY OF DANBURY
DANBURY, CONN

BY:
MAYOR
STATE OF CONNECTICUT )
) ss:Danbury
COUNTY OF FATRFIELD )
Personally appeared , of City of Danbury, who

acknowledges the foregoing to be free act and deed and free act and
deed of said corporation, before me.

Notary Public

- 13 -



COMMON COUNCIL
20 January 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H . Sauer

Honorable Members of the Common Ccuncil

Dear Mayor and Courcil Members;

I respectfully request an ad hoc committee be arpointed to research the
enclosed request. This correspondence was sent to the Mayor's office on 2 Sep
1688, with a follow-up phore call to Ken Trlpp After no response Mrs Sigrid
Benyei contacted the undersigned.

Respectfully,

WL eanm N
William H Shaw
Councilman, Sixth Ward



CITY OF DANBURY

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
JOSEPH H. SAUER, MAYOR

DEPARTMENT OF ELDERLY SERVICES
COMMISSION ON AGING

Danbury Senior Center Municipal Agent ‘‘Interweave’’
80 Main Street 80 Main Street Adult Day Care Center

203) 787-4686 (203) 707-4687 , 198 Main Street
) : : - (203) 792-4482

September 2, 1988

Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
City Hal1l ‘
Danbury CT 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer:

The recent new property assessments and the resulting increases in

preliminary ékudy of a possible tax deferral for property owners
- 65 years and over. A committee was formed consisting of the following:

Commission. on Aging: Elisabeth McKee, Ray Gomollﬁ Walter Wayman,
Sigrid Benyei, and Municipal Agent Margaret‘
Emerito as advisor.

AARP Legislative Committee: Helen Morris, Lynette McPherson,
' Dorothy Creter, Philip Hadley, and Julian
Castillo—Coyle?
° 3
This committee has carefully stuydied the programs other towns have
either proposed or already in place, as seen on: the attached comparison

pages. The proposed alternatives (A), ),&L) are for Danbury's
consideration.

We heard persgonally from Fran Reynoldslof'Westport about their
successful program, and from Al Garzi, who is Ridgefield's tax

assessor and a resident of Brookfield, about both Brookfield's and
- Ridgefield's proposals,

The common denominator of all existing and suggested programs is
the desire to enabie seniors to stay in their homes, even though
they may have more income than the limit for state and local relief.

As you will see, this deferral program will ultimately be of no
cost to the city. : . .



Mayor Sauer - - 2 - , : 9/2/88
Tax Deferral - - ’

In its Janﬁary'1987 session the;Connectiéut Legislature passed
Public Act No. 87-116: PROPERTY TAX RELIEF FOR ELDERLY HOMEOWNERS -
LIENS, "An act enabling any municipality to addpt a plan allowing

deferral of real property taxes in amounts up to one hundred
per cent for certain elderly homeowners." :

f

We, as representatives of about 9,500 Danburians over the age of
65, ask the City of Danbury to appoint a committee as stipulated
in PA 87-116 to undertake an investigation of such tax deferral
with all its financial and administrative ramifications.

We will be most happy to answer any questions, explain our
recommendations, and assist this committee in any way. ‘

Attached for your information are the following:

- Copy of Public Act 87-116

- Copy of our comparison study with recommended alfernatiyes
for Danbury and explanatory tables.

- Copy of Westport's Program
~ Copy of Trumbull's Program
- Copy of Brookfiéldks study and recommendation
~ Copy of Ridgefield's study and recommendations
We are now iooking forward to the appointment of the Daﬁbury Committee

and hope that our effort to lay the groundiork and provide background
information will be of help to them, ‘

. Sincerely YOpIs,
. . :, ll .

[

ngrid Benyei a
Chair-Commission on Aging

S A .
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INCOME
{ DEFINITION

i Anmual Income
 Lindt

APPLICATION

Initial

RENEWAL

COMPARISON STUDY OF >wm> 'PROPERTY TAX DEFERRAL wwonx»Zm

Prepared by the Um:cca< Commission on Aging

WESTPORT
(Established )
Adjusted gross income

"I (per IRS Code of 1954

plus Soc.Sec., Railroad,

Single or married

wdimQHmHﬁQQQ&

by Assessor of town

, with most recent tax
“return and documenta—
" tion of all other

- income. Must state
~if applicant is or has
" previously applied for
. other tax relief.

Prior to May 15th of

+ tax year..

“>EENE%.

~

m

neﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁNQUHmR5ﬁ® W,

JEEEHﬁﬁwANNmﬁéq
bonds, -

TRUMBULL ..

( Established )
Same definition as
| Westport,

| $20,000

: Must have first

applied for any other

. indexed to state eligibi-
' lity limits

BROOKFIELD
(Proposed)

Income limitation as

Not to exceed 1.5x max.

limit per CT 12-170 a

HEART ,single or married:
$24,750

+ Imitial application

must be filed between

.QEHmmeAHmmﬁﬁiﬁmv Febr.l and May 15 for

Every two (2) years
unless there has been
a change ‘of income

exceeding income limit,

tax deferral in following
fiscal year.

Between Feb.l & May 15
every OLD year.

RIDGEFIELD
{(Proposed)

No means

testing

MOEHQHENEUHHQS
- limit.

!

Assessor to establish

- application procedure,

DANBURY

(Proposed)
A) No mesns testing

B) Same as Westport

‘A No income ldmit
B)$30,000

A)
Initial application must
be filed between Feb.l

*and May 15 for tax deferral
¢ in following fiscal year.

w.meEmmm>v

AAnnually.

" "'B) Same as A)



.Comparison Study of Area Tax Deferral Programs

PAGE -2-

FERRED TAX |

NUAL

MAXIMUM

Xxpayer:

pouse

viving
Spouse:

CTOR
TATUS :

K _STATUS :

WESTPORT

i Up to 100% of the tax
. bill inclusive of any
| state provided tax

-1 relief,

65 or over or
65 or over

Under 65 with
Nnﬁﬁﬁbogﬁﬂugﬁ.

- not mentioned

not mentioned

(Established)

- of tax due., including

_TRUMBULL

(Established)
First year: 257
Second year: %
Third tear: 75%

- all other tax relief.

65 or over, or
65 or over

60 or over
not mentioned

not mentioned

65 or over, or

-can be deferred.

BROOKFTIELD

RIDGEFIELD ! DANBURY
(Proposed) M (Proposed) & (Proposed)
| IRt A)THe deferred tax shall not
Initial deferral is | = 50 Zwitha | exceed twice the tax increase
excess over prior year's  $2,000 cap. over prior five year average

multiplied by the cost of
* living adjustment rates
used by Social Security Admin,
for that period; i.e.: a
moving 5-year average (OLA
is applied to the tax bases
at the beginning of the period
B)A straight percentage in-
clusive of all other state &
local tax relief.
C) See Brookfield.

tax (year 1). Subse- | k
quent deferrals are for i i
total increase over Year : [
One base, which willbe '

frozen and all other

increases above Year One

{

. Tax payer or spouse! 05 or over, or

65 or over to be 65 or over. 65 or over
- 60 or over ‘ A) 60 or over
. B) Subject to PA 87-116
Must be elector not mentioned No requirement to be
: elector or citizen

of Brookfield

A) Non-wage earner

~ B) No restriction on earned
income, :

not mentioned not mentioned



: ooabmﬁwmon Study of Area Property Tax Deferral Programs
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l

R L

."RESIDENGE:

wmbﬁﬁwmﬁﬁw
" Trailer :
Condonrintum

Miltiple
Housing

RENTALS
House ~
‘Apartment—
TOOm-

excluding subsi-
dized housing

MAXIMUM
TOTAL AMOUNT
OF DEFERRAL

WESTPORT

" (Established) -

Applicant must

~ have paid property

tax in Westport for

at least one (1) year.
and lived in residence
183 days per calendar

" year preceding

application.,

© Yes, if income is

under $30,000 and
deferral is prorated
to reflect fractional
share,

Zﬁ_ﬁﬁﬂgﬁ

:HQMHQQWSQQH@

including accrued
INTEREST, for allt
years, shall not
exceed the assessed
value of the real

property.

50 basis points less
than average Bond
Buyer Fleven Index
for January each yr.
SIMPLE INTEREST

TRUMBULL
(Established)
Applicant have lived

and paid taxes in
Trumbull for 1 yr.
and resided in
dwelling at least 183
days prior to applic.

Tax deferral shall .
be prorated to reflect
fractional share of

property occupied by
&ﬁﬁnﬁﬁ

Not mentioned

sane as Westport

BROOKFIELD
(Proposed)
Taxpayer applicant

must occupy dwelling
for which he asks tax
deferral as legal
residence for 183 days

per year.

not mentioned

Not mentioned

Same as Westport

SIMPLE interest
at a rate equal to
yield on 5-yr.
Treasury Notes

as of 2/1/ of year
of application,.

Hum.mmcwuwl

RIDGEEIELD

(Proposed)
Tax payer must have
resided at and paid
real estate taxes in
Ridgefield for 1. yr.
Property to be legal B)Same as Ridgefield
residence & occupied '
for 183 days each year. .

DANBURY

(Proposed)
A)Tax payer must occupy

dwelling .as 'egal residence
at least 183 days/yr.

A)Tax deferral shall be
prorated to reflect frac-
tional share ofproperty
occupied by applicant., -

B)Same as A) above

. E%Hﬁéugﬂa

A) On application of the
qualified rentee, the
landlord must adjust the

not mentioned

rental to reflect a reduction

proportionale to that which
would have been granted to
the rentee had heowned the

house or apartment.
B) Consider later.

Total deferrments A) Same as Westport
may not exceed 107
of total residential

real estate tax. B) Same as 4)

To be determined by the A) SIMPLE Interest
finance director after ~ at half percentage point
reviewing the Average “above local savings account

Bond Buyers Eleven Hdﬂwm @Mwavcw,Hmangnw banks
Index. (abt. 6%.
B) See Westport



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

WATER AND SEWER DEPARTMENTS WILLIAM J. BUCKLEY JR., P.E.
797-4539 SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

February 1, 1989

TO: City of Danb n Council

FROM: Mr. Willia v, Supt. of Public Utilities

RE: MARGERIE DI EASEME‘  NEW FAIRFIELD

000 00D0CO00DO0O000000000000C00CO00C000000C0C0C0000000000000000C00000CO0O0O0CO0O0COO0O0OQODOOCOODOO©O

Dear Common Council Members:

In the early 80's the City of Danbury was ordered to make
improvements to all of its water supply dams. One of the first things
I did after starting on board with the City of Danbury in 1981 was to
survey the dams and analyze the work that was necessary to bring them
up to current Department of Environmental Protection's standards. In
viewing the dike located on the northern end of Margerie Reservoir in
New Fairfield, it became immediately obvious to me that the 3
easeménts that we had to get to the property were easements over which
it would be very difficult to gain access to the dike. Only one of
the three would get you on the top of the dike while the other two it
was nearly impossible without some major improvements to even get in
the vicinity of the dike.

We have been able to reach an agreement with one of the property
owners involved, the owner of the property over which the two
difficult easements existed, to modify the easements so that the
result would be one which would be easily traversed by us in order to
get to the Margerie Dike. We have reviewed the surveying data with
the Engineering Department and have dealt with the engineer for the

property owner in New Fairfield and finally with our own legal staff

* %



in getting the easement documents in a form acceptable to all of the
City staff as well as to the property owner in New Fairfield. What is
needed at this time is for you, the Common Council, to give your
approval to us to acquire and modify the new ecasement and the one that
existed on the property, respectively. 1 would appreciate your
referring this to a subcommittee for review and if anyone SO desires I
will be happy to arrange an on site inspection of the dike and the

proposed easements for you.

WIB:bds

cc: Mr. Dan Minahan
Mr. Jack Schweitzer
Mr. Rick Gottschalk




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS & RECREATION ROBERT G. RYERSON, DIRECTOR
HATTERS COMMUNITY PARK (203) 797-4632
7 E. HAYESTOWN RD.

January 12, 1989

TO: Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
FROM: Robert G. Ryerson, Director, Parks & Recreation
RE: Golf Proposal

Enclosed is a letter from Jack Garamella on behalf of
Ken Green.

I certainly would be in favor of pursuing this project.
Many golfers are seen daily trying to find space to
practice and a Junior Program is merited.

I am sure there must be an area suitable for this activity.

I would request that a Common Council committee be estab-
lished to investigate this project's possibility.

RGR: f1

Enc.

¢: J. Garamella
K. Green




CUTSUMEAS, COLLINS, HANNAFIN, GARAMELLA, JABER & TUOZZOLO
ProressioNnar CORPORATION

ATTORNEYS AT Law
148 DEER HiLl AVENUE-PO. Box 440, DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

Lroyp CUTSUMPAS
Francis J. CoLLINS

EpwarDd J. HANNAFIN ArEas CODE 203

JacK D. GARAMELLA 744-~2150

PauL N. JABER -

Joux J. TuoZzoLo TELECOPIER: (203) 791-1126

JoHN A. CURTAS*
Paura FLANAGAN
THOMAS W. BEECHER
CrRISTINE M. ELLIS

C. ANTHONY VOURNAZOS

Eva M. DEFrRANCO December 20, 1988

*ALSO ADMITTED KENTUCKY AND NEVADA

Department of Parks & Recreation
7 East Hayestown Road
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Attention: Robert Ryerson, Director
Dear Bob:

Ken Green has asked that I inquire on his behalf about
the possibility of developing a piece of municipally owned
property into a golf "driving range/practice area". The exact
nature of the project would depend on the size and nature
of the property available.

Ken would be willing to lend his time and raise some
money to start a program of junior golf in Danbury. Such
a program would ideally be administered through the Parks &
Recreation Department.

If one or more parcels of land are available for this
sort of project, I would be available to sit with you and
discuss your thoughts about such a project. If we think we
can put together a viable program for the juniors, Ken can
lend his expertise and put the details in place.

Please let me know your reaction.

Very truly yours,

Jdck D. Garamella
JDG:dg

ccC: Ken Green



155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

February 9, 1989

Certification - Water Fund

MEMO TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller

Per Common Council approval, we hereby certify the avail-
ability of $30,000.00 to be transferred from the Water
Fund fund balance to the Water Fund capital budget line
item 10-01-343-000000, transmission and distribution lines.

The above request for funds was approved by the Common
Council on February 7, 1989 pending this certification.

Dominic A. &€taro, .

DAS:af



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

February 9, 1989

Certification - Water Fund

MEMO TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller

Per Common Council approval, we hereby certify the avail-
ability of $30,000.00 to be transferred from the Water
Fund fund balance to the Water Fund capital budget line
item 10-01-343-000000, transmission and distribution lines.

The above request for funds was approved by the Common
Council on February 7, 1989 pending this certification.

@m; LN

Dominic A. ééfaro,é§f.

DAS:af



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

WATER AND SEWER DEPARTMENTS - WILLIAM J. BUCKLEY JR., P.E.
| 797-4539 SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIE

TO: City of Danplriy C
FROM: Mr. William J

Euckleym apt. of Public Utilities

RE: TARRYWILE PARK! SION

**********************************************************************

In order for the Tarrywile Mansion to be opened to the public,
certain requirements for domestic and fire water service have to be
met. The sprinkler system that was installed in the mansion has a
requirement of approximately 250 gallons per minute at a pressure of
approximately 55 pounds per square inch. Our current drinking water
system that exists in the road on Southern Boulevard is not capable of
delivering that type ot tlow at that type of pressure.

In 1987 we commissioned a comprehensive water study which
concluded that that entire area of the City needs distribution system
improvements to improve the fire flow capabilities. The report
recommended that a 3 million gallon storage tank be built on the
Tarrywile property and that a 20 inch main come down from the property
onto Southern Boulevard and supply water through smaller mains to that
entire section of the City. Fire flows as a result oif +this
improvement would be greatly increased.

The Tarrywile Mansion needs water this year and it is proposed to
develop a 3 year plan which will provide water to the Mansion by July
of 1989 and will result in the completion of the Water Department's
improvements by July of 1992. The plan is outlined on the attached

for your review, comment and subsequent approval and I will certainly

®] %



make myself available to you of a Council subccmmittee to respond to any
guestions you may have regarding the plan. I have enclosed also a
proposed timetable for implementation of each phase of the plan and
some estimated budgetary expenses for your review.

In my estimation the plan is not a very complex one, it is one
that certainly can work to the betterment of the entire City, and it
is one that helps the Tarrywile Mansion project get off the ground at

this time.

WJIB:bds
ENCLOSURES
cc: Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mr. Dennis Elpern
Mr. Rick Palanzo
Mr. Dan Minahan
Mr. Jack Schweitzer
Mr. Dom Setaro
Mr. Rick Gottschalk



Letter to the Common Council regarding Tarrywile Park Mansion.

PROPOSED PLAN FOR PROVIDING WATER TO TARRYWILE MANSION & TO
IMPROVING WATER SERVICE TO THAT AREA OF THE CITY

The plan tor Water Department system improvements was outlined in

the 1987 Comprehensive Water' Study of the City of Danbury Water

Department. For your reference refer to map number Fig. 8 of that
report. On that map the system improvements are outlined in dark
lines on Southern Boulevard, Lincoln Ave, and Rogers Park area. In

addition the report makes note that many areas of the City contain
transite piping and that when possible those lines should be replaced.
You will note by looking at the map that the section of Southern
Boulevard adjacent to Wooster Heights Road has a 6 inch transite pipe
located in it. It is proposed to replace that 6 inch transite with 12
inch ductile iron on Southern Boulevard between Wooster Heights and
Tarrywile Lake Road. You will also note by looking at the map that
on the end of Tarrywile Lake Road on the Tarrywile property is
proposed a 3 million gallon storage tank.

In order to get water to the Mansion, an 8 inch line is presently
being installed from Southern Boulevard up to the Mansion off of which
two hydrants will be located. This line is being put in at this time
because it will be necessary regardless of how the City choses to
provide water to the Mansion. Off of this line, the 8 inch line, must
be a pump station with standby power. As part of the plan it 1is
proposed to put the pump station and generator facility in the
basement of the Mansion. From a preliminary survey I believe that
additional pumps could be placed in the same location to provide for
future service to the Castle.

It is not possible to build all of these facilities at one time
and therefore, it is proposed to lay the improved water lines from
Wooster Heights Road along Southern Boulevard around +to the front
entrance in the vicinity of the driveway to the Mansion. This line

will tie into the 8 inch line that is presently being placed up to the

*] %



Mansion. In order to get adequate fire flow and pressure at the site
by July 1, 1989, it is proposed to temporarily connect this new main
to our high service main which exists on Wooster Heights Road in the
vicinity of Terre Haute Road. This will then allow us to deliver 90
pounds of pressure at the Mansion at a rate well in excess of the
required 255 gallons per minute.

In the second year of the plan, it is proposed to put in the pump
station and generator facility in the basement of the Mansion. In the
third year it is proposed to build the 3 million gallon storage tank
on the Tarrywile property.

The funding for the project will be out of the Water Department
fund and a separate account will be kept of those costs that are
solely the responsibility of the Tarrywile Park Mansion. Those costs
would involve the installation and purchase and design of the pump
station and generator in the basement of the Mansion, as well as the
initial installation of the 8 inch line up to the Mansion. It is
proposed that the maintenance and operation of the pump station and
generator be under the jurisdiction of the City's Building Maintenance
Department. There is a value that the Water Department customers must
compensate the general fund for the use of the land on which the 3
million gallon storage tank will sit. This 1is consistent with our
entire operation in that the water fund is a separate fund from the
City of Danbury general fund. You will recall that the land and park
was purchased under a general obligation fund for the City of Danbury.
When the project is complete, it is proposed to tally up the total
cost that the Water Department incurred for those items that were
solely benefiting the water supply to the Mansion. The items that
were Water Department system improvements, would be rightfully paid
for by the Water Department customers. We would take the total cost
of the improvements benefiting the Mansion and compare that to the
Assessor's value for the land on which the storage tank was placed.
We would take then the difference between these two costs and that
difference would be paid to either .the Water Department fund or the
general fund depending on where the imbalance existed. Once the
financial end was resolved, the project would be complete, the Mansion
would have adequate water supply with future means of supplying the

Castle and the City of Danbury Water Department's system in the

vicinity of the Mansion would have realized its improvements.

WJIB:bds
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Letter to the Common Council regarding Tarrywile Park Mansion.

ITEM # DATE
1 Jan. 1,
2 Jan. 13,
3 Jan. 20,
4 Jan. 25,
5 Jan. 25,
6 Feb.

7 Feb. 15,
8 Feb. 28,
9 March 1,
10 March 1,
11 March 1,
12 March 1,
13 June 1,
14 June 1,
15 July 1,
16 July 1,
17 July 1,

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1989

1990

PROPOSED TIME TABLE

EVENT

Advertise for gualification statements for water
improvement program

Submit proposal to Common Council

Hold special Common Council meeting to refer
matter to subcommittee

Advertise bids for 12", 16", 20" pipe and material
Select engineer for labor

Subcommittee must meet and get back to Common
Council with approval by 3/1/89

Sign contract with engineer
Engineer completes design of 12",16" & 20" pipe
Common Council approval

$100,000 appropriation from Water fund to Water
Budget

Award bid for pipe and material

Authorize engineer to design pump station
and generator

Engineer completes design of pump station and
generator

Building Dept. brings in service line to Mansion
under direction of engineer

City bids pump station and generator
Water Dept. completes (8",12",16",20" pipeline
work) *Highway Dept. must provide daily and final

paving services.

City completes construction & installation of
pump station and generator

*]%



ITEM #

18

19

20

WJIB:bds

DATE

July 1,

July 1,

July 1,

1990

1991

1992

ATTACHMENT #2
(continued)

EVENT

Water Dept. completés entire 16" pipeline
improvements in 1987 report in area

Water Dept. begins tank construction phase
of project

Project work complete



Letter to Common Council regarding Tarrywile Park Mansion.

ESTIMATED COST

Water Department Distribution system Improvements $ 500,000
(Southern Blvd., Wooster Heights, Lincoln Ave)

Tarrywile 8" service line with 2 hydrants ) 30,000
Tarrywile generator S 30,000
Tarrywile pumps and piping S 25,000
Tarrywile electrical S 15,000
Tarrywile contingency S 30,000
Water Department distribution system improvements $ 100,000
(Tarrywile Lake Road)

3MG storage tank $1,500,000

NOTE A: Item 1, 7, 8 are all 100 percent Water Department and will be
budgeted for accordingly. Rates will not increase more than 8 percent
which is about average for last 4 years. This is more to keep up with
wages (25% of budget), chemical cost and power cost than to fund these

projects.

NOTE B: An appropriation of $100,000 from Water fund to the current

water budget will be necessary to buy pipe and for design services so

job can begin this fiscal year. Mr. Setaro will have to certify that
this money is available. This will in no way affect the rates for
this or next vyear. That rate (effective Sept. 1989) is already

proposed at 7 percent increase. Next year's improvements are already

budgeted for and fit into my 7 percent proposed increase.

NOTE B: Mr. Palanzo is placing a $130,000 budget request in his
capital budget for next fiscal vyear (1989-90) for the water system.
This appropriation is good for 3 years and I estimate it will cover

all Tarrywile Mansion water system expenses.

WJB:bds

*]%



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

January 24, 1989

MEMO TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller
RE: Appointment of Independent Auditors

It is once again time for the City of Danbury to consider the
appointment of its auditors to perform the City audit for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1989. I would at this time
recommend that we appoint Ernst § Whinney as our city auditors
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1989 and request that you
place this on the agenda of the Common Council meeting to be
held in February for their approval as required by state law.

I have attached a copy of Ernst § Whinney's fee schedule for
the audit. It should be noted that the increase in the City's
portion is a result of a number of changes that have occurred
over the last year in reference to requirements in the
Accounting Rules and Regulations that must be followed by our
auditors. Once again, the attached fee schedule also includes
an explanation of these changes.

If you have any questions, feel free to give me a call.

7

Dominic A. Setar Jr.

DAS/af
Enclosure



i Ernst &Whinney

January 18, 1989

Mr. Dominic A. Setaro, Jr.
Acting Director of Finance - Comptroller

City Hall

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mr. Setaro:

In response to vyour request for our propos
our audit

N

Six Landmark Square, Suite 500
Stamford, Connecticut 06901

203/348-3700

ed fees relative to

of the June 30, 1989 financial statements of the City

of Danbury, we hereby delineate our proposed fees as follows:

Proposed Actual
1989 Fee 1988 Fee
Audit and report on the
City’s general purpose
financial statements $ 52,300 (a) $ 43,200
School lunch program 3,500 3,000
Special education grants 5,500 5,500
School activity: funds 4,000 5,000
ED 001 report 3,500 3,300
Revenue sharing - 2,500
68,800 62,500
Single Audit Act-reports 19,200 8,500
$ 88,000 $ 71,000
(a) Includes report  on combining and individual fund
financial statements, a portion of which is allocable as
follows: Water Fund--$9,000, Sewer Fund--$9, 000,
Landfill Fund--$5,000, and Pension Trust Funds--$4, 000
which includes the new GASB reporting requirements.
This amount also vreflects Ernst & Whinney assistance
with respect to the City’s adoption of new GASB
statements, ~and assistance 1in maintaining the city’s
"Certificate of Achievement." Comparable allocable
amounts for 1988 with respect to the Water Fund, Sewer
Fund and Landfill Fund were $4,000, $4,000, and $3,000,
respectively.. The increase in the
Funds over 1988 is reflective of
allocation of the time required to
an increased 1level of audit effort

an examination of the expanded operati

1989 fees for these

a more appropriate
audit the Funds and
required to perform
ons of the Funds.



Ernst & Whinney @i&{

Mr. Dominic Setaro
January 18, 1989
Page 2

(b) This amount reflects the substantial time and effort
required to determine Federal and State compliance with
respect to financial assistance received and expended
(i.e. Federal regulations require a low audit scope) .

The overall fee structure detailed above is indicative of the
increased awareness of the business of government on the part of
regulatory and rule making organizations such as the
Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB), including its
evolving accounting and reporting requirements, as well as its
continuing = professional education requirements; and the
increased emphasis on compliance reporting on the part of the
Federal and State agencies that are providing financial
assistance to local municipalities. Such fee structure is based
on the continued quality of the City’s financial records and the
high 1level of professional participation in the audit effort by
you and your staff.

We are proud to be associated with the City of Danbury in the
capacity of serving as its auditors, and you may be assured that
we will continue to provide the high quality service that is in
accordance with your expectations.

Very truly yours,

]

RN sy e Y
\ ﬁu{{f/’/,/V@AfVﬁu/
Charles T. Gebbia
Partner

CIG:sf



155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

WATER AND SEWER DEPARTMENTS WILLIAM J. BUCKLEY JR., P.E.
797-4539 SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIE;

January 30, 1989

TO: City of ;%gfwf ‘ Sdncil ,

FROM: Mr. Wil {ém '. Buckley, pt. of Public Utilities

RE: INTERCONNECTFONS BETWEEN STATE APPROVED PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY
SYSTEMS J

**********************************************************************

Dear Common Council Members:

As you are aware, there are approximately 31 public water supply
systems within the City of Danbury in addition to the City of Danbury
Water Department. Many of these smaller systems do not have any
emergency power and in some instances are marginal in terms of source
of supply. The one thing we have in common is that we are all public
service companies serving citizens of the City of Danbury and I would
like you to consider an Ordinance change which would allow us to work
cooperatively together with these other water companies to the benefit
of the public that we serve.

I would like you to consider establishing an Ordinance that would
exempt the current existing approved public water supply systems in
the City of Danbury from paying a connection fee when they
interconnect with the City of Danbury. They still would be required
to install a meter, meter chamber and proper backflow protection as is
good engineering practice, and would be required to pay for any water
that travels from the City of Danbury system into their system as well
as paying the minimum fee as established in the Code of Ordinances for
water service; however, they would be exempt from paying a connection

fee as established in the Code of Ordinances.

*]*



If the interconnection required an extension, they would still
have to come before the Council and seek your approval of that
extension and if the interconnection was no more than a service
connection off of an existing main, they would only have to submit an
application to Mr. Schweitzer's office as is currently the case.

I believe that this proposed Ordinance will benefit the City of
Danbury and will result in us:providing a public service to the citizens
of Danbury in a much more reliable and dependable manner.
Interconnections in +the water business between systems should be
encouraged and should be practiced by all of us in the water business.
The City of Danbury is in that particular business and I urge that you

consider this concept favorably.

WJIB:bds
cc: Mr. Dan Minahan
Mr. Jim O'Krongly
Mr. Sid Albertson
Mr. Rick Albani
All Public Water Supply Systems in Danbury



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
January 6, 1989

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT JOHN A. SCHWEITZER, JR
(203) 797-4641 CITY ENGINEER

Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Common Council”

- City of Danbury
155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Ct. 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer and Common Council Members :

Locally Maintained Roads
State Town Aid Program

Each year the City notifies the State of Connecticut Depart-
ment of Transportation as to newly accepted City roads and roads
"missing" from the certified road list/TRU-34 mapping prepared by
the State to show locally maintained roads for which Town Aid is
received by the City from the State each year.

On the form submitted to DOT by Superintendent of Highways
Frank Cavagna on October 21, 1988 were five roadways (Briarwood
Drive, Butternut Lane, Michaud Road, Ridge Road and Ridgebury Road)
which are and have been fully maintained by the City of Danbury but
are not recognized by the State DOT.

According to a November 8, 1988 letter ( a copy is enclosed
for your use) from the State of Connecticut Department of Trans-
portation, formal acceptance of these roads by the City is needed
before the State will certify them.

It is hereby requested that the Common Council take the
necessary actions to officially accept these roadways.

If you have any gquestions, Please give us a call.

Very truly yours,

Qb M@w}

gégﬁ.A. Schweitzer, Jr. :ﬁ7
JAS/PAE/gw ACity Engineer .
Enclosure 5//
¢: FEric Gottschalk with enclosure
Frank Cavagna
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November 8, 1988 ) "
Engineering Dept.

Mr. John Schweitzer

Town Engineer -~ Town of Danbury
155 Deer Hill Road

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mr. Schweitzer:

Subject: 1988 Changes to the Locally Maintained
Public Highway System

We have received the 1988 edition of the questionnaire form ENG-029
which was submitted by Mr. Cavagna on October 21, 1988.

Four major types of change were reported:

1) Resurfacing/reconstruction of certified roadways,

2) Road name discrepancies,

3) New road acceptance/extension, and

4) Roads "missing" from the certified road list/TRU-34
mapping.

The resconstructed roads will be inspected and our records will
be revised to reflect their current condition.

The practice of this office regarding road name assignations is
to record the name that appears on the street sign(s) "in ‘the field".
Thank you for advising us of these changes. If our inspection reveals
that the street signs corroborate the names reported, we will revise
the road list and TRU-34 mapping.

As an introduction to the discussion of the latter two types of
change reported, the following is offered:

The criteria for inclusion of a locally maintained public highway
in the Town Aid program are:

1) Acceptance of legal liability and maintenance
responsibility by the municipality in which
the road is physically located,

2) Absence of gates or restrictive signs (e.q.
"Residents Only"),

3) Accessibility via the public highway network,

4) Passability in a standard passenger vehicle,
and )

5) Request for certification made by the municipality
and granted by the State.

An Equal Opportunity Employer




Failure to meet any of these conditions precludes certification.
Failure to continue to meet these conditions will lead to the rescinding
of certification. ~

In light of the above, the cases of Briarwood Drive, Butternut
Lane, Michaud Road, Ridge Road and Ridgebury Road can be placed in proper
perspective.

The Town of Danbury may "own" Briarwood Drive and maintain the
others, but without a 1local 1legal action resulting in the formal
"acceptance" of legal 1liability and maintenance responsibility, these
roads cannot be certified. If such legal action has occurred, please
provide this office with the date(s) of that action.

The location of Jonathan Court is, to the best of our knowledge,
not within the geographical limits of the Town of Danbury and, therefore,
cannot be credited to the Town of Danbury.

If you have any questions on the preceding please direct them to
Mr. David McCorkle of this office at 667-3957.

Very truly yours,

Hais Tna

Mario Tcnarelli
Trans. Assist. Planning Director
Planning Inventory & Data
Bureau of Planning
cc: Mr. FrankﬂCavagna
Highway Superintendent

Ao



CITY OF DANBURY
155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

January 6, 1989

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 4 JOHN A. SCHWEITZER, J
(203) 797-4641 , CITY ENGINEER

Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Common Council

City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Ct. 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer and Common Council Members:

Locally Maintained Roads
State Town Aid Program

Each year the City notifies the State of Connecticut Depart-
ment of Transportation as to newly accepted City roads and roads
"missing" from the certified road list/TRU-34 mapping Prepared by
the State to show locally maintained roads for which Town Aid is
received by the City from the State each year.

On the form submitted to DOT by Superintendent of Highways
Frank Cavagna on October 21, 1988 were five roadways (Briarwood
Drive, Butternut Lane, Michaud Road, Ridge Road and Ridgebury Road)
which are and have been fully maintained by the City of Danbury but
are not recognized by the State DOT.

According to a November 8, 1988 letter ( a copy is enclosed
for your use) from the State of Connecticut Department of Trans-
portation, formal acceptance of these roads by the City is needed
before the State will certify them.

It is hereby requested that the Common Council take the
necessary actions to officially accept these roadways.

If you have any Questions, please give us a call.
Very truly yours,
J?ZG A. Schweitzer, Jr. 4ﬁ7 \j
JAS/PAE/qgw //(:1 y Engineer

Enclosure ‘
c: Eric Gottschalk with enclosure
Frank Cavagna
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Engineering Dept.

Phone : 665-0072 NOV 10 1988

November 8, 1988

Mr. John Schweitzer

Town Engineer - Town of Danbury
155 Deer Hill Road

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mr. Schweitzer:

Subject: 1988 Changes to the Locally Maintained
Public Highway System

We have received the 1988 edition of the questionnaire form ENG-029
which was submitted by Mr. Cavagna on October 21, 1988.

Four major types of change were reported:

1) Resurfacing/reconstruction of certified roadways,

2) Road name discrepancies,

3) New road acceptance/extension, and

4) Roads "missing" from the certified road list/TRU-34
mapping.

The resconstructed roads will be inspected and our records will
be revised to reflect their current condition.

The practice of this office regarding road name assignations is
to record the name that appears on the street sign(s) "in the field".
Thank you for advising us of these changes. If our inspection reveals
that the street signs corroborate the names reported, we will revise
the road list and TRU~34 mapping.

As an introduction to the discussion of the 1latter two types of
change reported, the following is offered:

The criteria for inclusion of a locally maintained public highway
in the Town Aid program are:

1) Acceptance of legal liability and maintenance
responsibility by the municipality in which
the road is physically located,

2) Absence of gates or restrictive signs (e.g. :
"Residents Only"),

3) Accessibility via the public highway network,

4) Passability in a standard passenger vehicle,
and

5) Request for certification made by the mun1c1pa11ty
and granted by the State.

An Equal Opportunity Employer



Failure to meet any of these conditions precludes certification.
Failure to continue to meet these conditions will lead to the rescinding
of certification.

In light of the above, the cases of Briarwood Drive, Butternut
Lane, Michaud Road, Ridge Road and Ridgebury Road can be placed in proper
perspective.

The Town of Danbury may "own" Briarwood Drive and maintain the
others, but without a 1local 1legal action resulting in the formal
"acceptance" of legal liability and maintenance responsibility, these
roads cannot be certified. If such legal action has occurred, please
provide this office with the date(s) of that action.

The location of Jonathan Court is, to the best of our knowledge,
not within the geograghical limits of the Town of Danbury and, therefore,
cannot be credited to the Town of Danbury.

If you have any questions on the preceding please direct them to
Mr. David McCorkle of this office at 667-3957.

Very truly yours,

P Vais Tmmdl

Mario Tonarelli

Trans. Assist. Planning Director
Planning Inventory & Data

Bureau of Planning

|
cc: Mr. Frank Cavagna
Highway Superintendent
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DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

LANDFILL DEPARTMENT MICHAEL A. CECH
(203) 797-4605 General Mgr. of Solid Waste

January 19, 1989

The Honorable Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Common Council Members

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer and Common Council Members:

I respectfully request that you form a committee
to review proposed changes in the By-Laws of the
Housatonic Resources Recovery Authority.

As attached documents will demonstrate, Several
of these changes require the alteration of our
concurrent ordinance.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

BAS 7 AL

Michael A. Cech
Gen. Mgr. of Solid Waste

MAC/sw

cc: Robert Resha, Corp. Counsel
Daniel Minahan
Dave Gervasoni
file



HOUSATONIC

RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY
Old Town Hall, Route 25
Brookfield Center, Connecticut 06805
203-775-6256

December 28, 1988

MEMO

TO: Members & Alternates
FROM: Jacqgggine Heneage
RE: Ordinance Revisions

The following is the proposed re-wording of certain sections of
your concurrent ordinances. Incidently I have noticed that in
certain cases (such as HRRRA's name) some of your ordinances may
already conform.

ORDINANCE
Section 2 First Sentence:

A public body politic and corporate of the state to be known as
the "Housatonic Resources Recovery Authority" - - - - - - - - - .

(By-laws Article I)

Section 4 Last Sentence Substitution:

Said alternate representative shall have a voice at Authority
meetings and vote at Authority meetings if the regular

representative from said municipality is absent from the meeting.

(By-laws Article III)

Section 6 Add underlined to first sentence:

Except in the case of membership termination the Authority shall
operate with one hundred voting units - - - - - - — — - .

(By-laws Article III,D,V)
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Section 6 Add underlined in last paragraph:

Members of the Authority holding a majority of the voting units
shall constitute a quorum, provided that no gquorum shall be deemed
to exist unless at least fifty-one percent of the members of the
Authority shall be present.

(By-laws Article IV E 2)

Section 6 Add one more paragraph at end:

In case of membership termination each member municipality shall
have one vote and there shall be no vote by voting units.

(By-laws Article III, D, V)

Section 7 Reword:

Members of the Authority shall serve without compensation but may
be reimbursed for their necessary expenses.

(By-laws Article III A)

JH:nj
reword
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HOUSATONIC

RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY
Old Town Hall, Route 25
Brookfield Center, Connecticut 06805
203-775-6256

BYLAWS OF THE HOUSATONIC
RESQURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY

As Adopted on 10/10/86 -
with Amendments on 4/10/87 and 12/14/88

ARTICLE I - NAME

The name of this Authority shall be the Housatonic Resources
Recovery Authority.

ARTICLE IT - PURPOSE

The Authority is established and created for the purpose of
providing solid waste management and disposal services within the
region of the Authority, which shall be the region within the
jurisdiction of all of the member municipalities of the Authority,
and which purpose includes providing for the disposal of
residential and commercial solid waste, the financing,
construction and operation of one or more solid waste disposal
facilities for such purpose, and the delivery of solid waste
thereto, including facilities for incineration of solid waste and
production of steam, electricity and other by-products for sale to
public utilities and others.

In the pursuit of this purpose, the Authority shall exercise
such rights, powers, and duties as are conferred or imposed on it
by Chapter 103b, Sections 7-273aa to 7-23700 inclusive and
Chapters 446d and 446e of the Connecticut General Statutes, as
revised to 1987 and as amended from time to time.

ARTICLE IIT - MEMBERSHIP

A. Members. The membership of the Housatonic Resources Recovery
Authority shall consist of one representative from each member
municipality of the Authority. Each such representative,
including each of the first representatives of the Authority,
shall be appointed for the term and in the manner set forth in the
concurrent ordinance adopted by each member municipality, provided

1
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however, that representatives shall continue to serve until their
successors are appointed and have gqualified. In the event that a
representative is the Chief Elected Officer of a municipality and
ceases to hold office, the municipality may appoint a successor to
£fill the unexpired term for that municipality. In no event shall
the terms of more than one half of the representatives expire
simultaneously. If because of the addition or reduction of the
number of member municipalities, the terms of more than one half
of the representatives would expire simultaneously, then the terms
of a sufficient number of representatives shall be automatically
extended for a period of one year. Said extensions shall be based
upon the alphabetical order of the member municipalities.

Each member municipality may appoint one alternate represen-
tative of the Authority who shall act in the event of the
disability or absence for any other reason of the regular
representative of the municipality. Said alternate representative
shall have a voice at Authority meetings and vote at Authority

meetings if the regular representative from said municipality is
absent from the meeting.

The terms of all alternate representatives shall be co-terminus
with regular representatives.

The Authority shall be notified in writing of the appointment
of any regular or alternate representative by the Chief Elected
Officer of the member municipality.

Representatives of the Authority shall serve without
compensation but may be reimbursed for their necessary expenses.

B. Membership Policies. The Authority shall establish, by 2/3
majority vote of all voting units present and voting, policies,

including the levying of surcharges, for the admission of future
members.

C. Withdrawal. Member municipalities may withdraw from the
Authority only after agreeing, in writing, to comply with the
terms and conditions contained in any contracts between such
municipality and the Authority, or the holders of any bonds of the
Authority. ©No such withdrawal shall relieve such municipality of
any liability, responsibility or obligation incurred by it as a
member municipality of the Authority or as a user of any of the
Authority's projects.

D. Termination.

1. Grounds: In the event any member municipality shall fail to
pay in full any dues, assessments, fines, surcharges, or other
financial obligations, whether involving contractual agreements or
not; or shall fail to abide by a vote of the Authority or to take
such action as is necessary following a vote of the Authority that

2
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such action be taken, such member municipality may be terminated.
The Chairman shall cause written notice of the default to be sent
to the Chief Elected Officer of the member municipality by
certified mail, return receipt requested, setting forth the
default and requiring that the default be remedied within 30 days.
If the default is not cured within 30 days of the receipt of said
notice, the membership of the defaulting municipality may be
terminated in accordance with the provisions of this section.

2. Determination: At any time after the expiration of said 30-day
period if the default remains uncured, the officers of the
Authority shall meet to determine if probable cause exists for
termination of said defaulting member municipality. If any
officer of the Authority is the voting representative of the
member municipality whose default is the subject of the meeting,
that officer shall not participate in the discussion or
determination. A unanimous vote of all four (4) officers shall be
required to determine that probable cause exists for termination
of a member municipality, except that the votes of three (3)
officers shall suffice if one officer is disqualified as
aforesaid. If such a determination is made, the officers shall at
that meeting set a date, time and place for the public hearing on
said termination consistent with the time requirements hereinafter
provided.

3. Notice: The Chairman of the Authority shall promptly after
such determination cause written notice to be sent by certified
mail, return receipt requested, to the Chief Elected Officer of
the member municipality. Such notice shall set forth the grounds
for termination as to which the officers determined that probable
cause exists; the date, time and place for the hearing on such
termination; the procedure to be followed at such hearing; and
the provisions of these bylaws governing the termination process.

4. Hearing:
(a) No member municipality shall be terminated without a public

hearing before the full Authority. The termination hearing shall
be held in public no earlier than thirty (30) days from the member
municipality's receipt of the aforesaid notice and no later than
sixty (60) days thereafter. The hearing, once convened, may be
recessed to a date, time and place certain in conformity with the
provisions of the Freedom of Information Act.

(b) At the hearing, the Chairman of the Authority shall preside
unless he is the voting representative of the member municipality
which is the subject of the hearing, in which event the Vice-
Chairman shall preside. The Authority shall call in a competent
stenographer to take the evidence, or shall cause the evidence to
be recorded by a sound-recording device.

(c) At such hearing an officer of the Authority, or someone
previously designated by the officers, shall bPresent the evidence

3
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in support of termination of the member municipality. The member
municipality shall be afforded an opportunity to respond and
present evidence and argument on all issues involved. Both the
Authority and the member municipality may be represented by
counsel. All persons presenting testimony shall be sworn, and
shall be subject to cross~examination.

(d) Any oral or documentary evidence may be received, but the
Authority shall give effect to the rules of the privilege
recognized by law. Subject to these requirements, when a hearing
will be expedited and the interests of the parties will not be

prejudiced substantially, any part of the evidence may be received
in written form.

(e) Documentary evidence may be received in the form of copies
or excerpts, if the original is not readily available. Upon
request, the Authority or the member municipality shall be given
an opportunity to compare the copy with the original.

(f) Notice may be taken of judicially cognizable facts,
provided the member municipality is informed of the matter to be
so noticed and is given the opportunity to contest the matter.

{(g) Rulings on all objections and procedural matters shall be
made by the presiding officer.

5. Decision:

(a) Within thirty (30) days of the conclusion of the hearing,
the Authority shall vote on its decision and on the findings of
fact on which it is based. 1In the vote on the decision to
terminate, each member municipality shall have one vote, there
shall be no vote by voting units. No decision to terminate a
member municipality shall be effective unless it has been approved
by a vote of two-thirds of the full membership.

(b) The decision shall be reduced to writing and shall include
the findings of fact on which it is based. It shall be signed by
two qualified officers who are not a representative of the member
municipality in default. Within five (5) days of the vote on it,
the decision shall be sent by the Chairman or the Secretary via
certified mail, return receipt requested, to the Chief Elected

Officer of the member municipality which is the subject of the
decision.

6. Effective Date of Termination: The termination shall be
effective seven days after receipt by the member municipality of a
decision terminating it. No such termination shall relieve the
member municipality so terminated of any liability, responsibility
or obligation incurred by it as a member of the Authority or as a
user of any of its projects.
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ARTICLE IV - MEETINGS

A. Annual Meeting. Unless otherwise specified by resolution of
the Authority, the annual meeting shall be held at the regularly
scheduled meeting in June.

B. Regular and Special Meetings. An annual schedule of regular
meetings of the Authority shall be approved by the Authority prior
to January 31 of each year. Special meetings may be called at any
time by the Chairman of the Authority, or by petition in writing
signed by not less than three representatives of the Authority
entitled to vote and filed with the Secretary of the Authority.

C. Budget Meeting. The budget meeting of the Authority shall be
held at the regularly scheduled meeting in June of each year
beginning in 1987.

D. Call of Meetings.

(1) The Authority shall comply with Section 1-21 of the
Connecticut General Statutes with respect to filing schedules and
notices of meetings with the clerks of member municipalities.

(2) Each representative to the Authority shall be sent written
notice of meetings, postmarked not more than twenty nor less than
seven days before said meeting date. Notice of the meeting shall
include the place and time of the meeting and a proposed agenda
for the meeting. In the case of an emergency meeting, proper
notice shall be deemed to be actual oral or written actual notice
delivered at least twenty-four hours before said meeting.

E. Voting.

(1) For the conduct of business, member municipalities of the
Authority holding a majority of the voting units shall constitute
a quorum, provided that no gquorum shall be deemed to exist unless
at least fifty-one percent of the member municipalities of the
Authority, at present at least 8 towns or cities, shall be present
and voting.

(2) There shall be no voting by proxy.

(3) Except as otherwise specified herein, the Authority shall
operate with one hundred voting units which shall be assigned to
member municipalities in proportion to each municipality's share
of the total population of all members of the Authority as
determined by the latest decennial federal census of population.
There shall be no fractional votes and each municipality shall
have a minimum of one vote. The distribution of voting units
among members shall be recomputed following each decennial federal
census and upon the withdrawal or termination of any member
municipality or the admission of a new member municipality.

5
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(4) All actions by the Authority unless otherwise specified
herein or by other law shall require the affirmative vote of at
least fifty-one percent of the total voting units present and
voting at a duly called meeting of the Authority at which a quorum
is present.

(5) If a quorum shall not be present at any meeting, those
representatives present may set a time and place for an adjourned
meeting, provided that the notice of such meeting shall comply
with Article IV, Section D. of these bylaws.

(6) All meetings shall be conducted in accordance with Roberts
Rules of Order, latest edition.

ARTICLE V - OFFICERS

A. Officers. The officers of the Authority shall be a Chairman,
Vice Chairman, Secretary and Treasurer. Officers shall be elected
by the Authority at its annual meeting or whenever a vacancy

occurs. Each officer shall serve until a successor is elected and
qualified.
B. Powers and Duties. The officers shall have such powers and

duties as are customary for their respective offices and such
additional powers as the Authority may by vote confer.

C. Succession. In the absence of the Chairman the Vice Chairman
shall act. In the absence of the Vice Chairman the Secretary

shall act. In the absence of the Secretary the Treasurer shall
act.

D. Nominating Committee. Prior to the annual meeting, or in the
event of a vacancy the Chairman shall appoint a committee
consisting of three representatives who hold no elective office in
the Authority to nominate persons for the officer positions.
Nominations may also be made from the floor. The nominating
committee shall report its recommendations to the HRRA members at
the meeting prior to the election.

ARTICLE VI - COMMITTEES

The Authority may appoint such committees from time to time as
it may see fit with such powers and duties as the Authority may
determine, not inconsistent with law or these bylaws. Alternate
representatives as well as regular representatives of the
Authority may serve on committees and may vote at committee
meetings. Each member municipality, however, shall have only one
vote on 8 committee. ’

ARTICLE VII - FINANCIAL MATTERS

A. Fiscal Year. The fiscal year of the Authority shall end on the

6
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B. Budget. Annually, at the regularly scheduled meeting in June,
the Authority shall adopt a budget for the upcoming fiscal year.
Adopted budgets may be amended from time to time by 2/3 majority
vote of all voting units present and voting as the Authority deems
necessary. Any representative may request postponement of vote on

any amendment to the budget to the next regular or special
meeting.

30th of June of each year.

C. Bank Accounts. The funds of the Authority shall be deposited
in one or more banks designated by the Authority. Checks shall
bear the signature of such officer or staff person as the
Authority may designate. Persons authorized to sign checks shall

be covered by bond, the premium of which shall be paid by the
Authority.

D. Audits. Upon completion of its fiscal year, the Authority
shall have an audit of its financial management by an independent
auditor. Each representative to the Authority and the Chief

Executive Officer of each member municipality shall receive a copy
of the audit.

ARTICLE VIITI - STAFF OR CONSULTANTS

The Authority may employ such staff or consultants to
accomplish its purposes as it may from time to time determine.

ARTICLE IX - REPORTS AND PLANS

The minutes of each meeting shall be prepared by the Secretary,
with such staff assistance as may be required, and be circulated
to the chief elected officials or each member municipality, and
its representative and alternate. The Annual Report shall also be
similarly circulated. All reports and plans adopted by the
Authority shall be available at the Office of the Authority,

unless specifically voted by the Authority for further
distribution.

ARTICLE X - CORPORATE SEAL

The Authority-shall have a corporate seal of such design as it
may approve.

ARTICLE XI - AMENDMENTS

These bylaws may be amended by vote of the Authority at a duly
called meeting, provided that the notice of the meeting shall be
accompanied by the complete text of the proposed amendment and
shall be postmarked not more than twenty nor less than seven days
before said meeting date. No amendment may be approved which is
in conflict with the concurrent ordinance adopted by the member

7



municipalities.

Any regular representative of a member municipality may propose
an amendment to these bylaws by submitting a proposal to the
Chairman of the Authority. Said chairman shall cause the proposal
to be placed on the agenda of the next regularly scheduled meeting
for discussion. Upon favorable consensus of the full Authority
the proposed amendment shall be drafted by the Bylaws Subcommittee
and returned to the full Authority for adoption.

Effective Date. If any subsections or any articles in the
proposed amendments to the by-laws are in conflict with the
concurrent ordinances as adopted by the member municipalities,
such subsections or articles shall not become effective until two-
thirds (2/3) of the member municipalities have amended the
concurrent ordinance to eliminate the conflict. Otherwise these

by-laws and amendments shall become effective immediately upon
their adoption.

**% These particular amendments become effective when two-thirds
(2/3) of the member municipalities have amended their concurrent
ordinances to eliminate the conflict.

by_laws6
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municipalities.

Any regular representative of a member municipality may propose
an amendment to these bylaws by submitting a proposal to the
Chairman cof the Authority. Said chairman shall cause the proposal
to be placed on the agenda of the next regularly scheduled meeting
for discussion. Upon favorable consensus of the full Authority
the proposed amendment shall be drafted by the Bylaws Subcommittee
and returned to the full Authority for adoption.

Effective Date. If any subsections or any articles in the
proposed amendments to the by-laws are in conflict with the
concurrent ordinances as adopted by the member municipalities,
such subsections or articles shall not become effective until two-
thirds (2/3) of the member municipalities have amended the
concurrent ordinance to eliminate the conflict. Otherwise these

by-laws and amendments shall become effective immediately upon
their adoption.

** These particular amendments become effective when two-thirds
(2/3) of the member municipalities have amended their concurrent
ordinances to eliminate the conflict.
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CITY OF DANBURY
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

LANDFILL DEPARTMENT ' MICHAEL A. CECH
(203) 797-4605 General Mgr. of Solid Waste

January 19, 1989

The Honorable Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Common Council Members

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mayor Sauer and Common Council Members:

I respectfully request the formation of a Council
committee to review our long term options for recycling.

As the attached documents will show, the State of
Connecticut wishes for us to pass a resolution declaring
our intent to either pursue their regional recycling plan
when mandatory recycling takes effect in 1991 or to handle
the separation, cleansing, and marketing of these items
on our own.

It should be noted that the state informed us this
month that they desire a reply by the end of February.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Taid S A LA

Michael A. Cech
Gen. Mgr. of Solid Waste

MAC/sw

cc: City Clerk
Robert Resha, Corp. Counsel
Daniel Minahan
Dave Gervasoni
file



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

December 28, 1988

William Stuart

Housatonic Resources
Recovery Authority

0ld Town Road, Route 25

Brookfield Center, CT 06805

Dear Mr. Stuart:

The recycling feasibility study which your agency has been conducting should
now be almost complete. A major goal of the study was to enable the
participating municipalities to determine whether it is in their best
interests to meet the requirements of the Mandatory Recyecling Act (P.A.
87-544) through a regional program or through a purely local program. One
of the tasks of your grant is to seek resolutions from participating
municipalities indicating their decision in this matter. Even though your
study may not be  finalized, there should at this point be enough information

available so that municipalities can make a decision with respect to the
value of regionalization.

I am enclosing sample resolutions which municipalities can use to indicate
their intent and authorize application for a preliminary program design
grant. Grant guidance for the program design phase will follow shortly.
Both resolutions should be presented to the municipalities at the same time
unless the applicant for the program design phase has not been determined.
In any case, the resolution indicating intent to recycle either locally or

regionally should be acted upon by the legislative body of each municipality
at least by the end of February 1989.

Please convey these resolutions to the appropriate municipal officials and
encourage them to take prompt action. The Department hopes that they will
choose to support regionalization because it has many advantages:

1. Capital Assistance from the Recycling Trust Fund - It is expected that
each region having a population base of approximately 400,000 will receive a
maximum of $5.0 million from the Recycling Trust Fund of which $3.0 million
has been budgeted to provide intermediate processing facilities (exclusive
of land costs) and $2.0 million has been budgeted to support municipal or
regional purchases of recycling collection vehicles, household recycling
containers, composting equipment, initial public education materialsi‘etc.

2. Savings in Operating Costs through Economies of Scale - The state will®
not pay the operating costs for municipal recycling programs. Given the
amount of material which will require management under the mandatory law and
the volatility of markets for some recyclables, it will be extremely
difficult and expensive for any municipality to accomplish the state mandate
alone. By establishing adequately sized regional intermediate processing
centers and having regional personnel take long-term responsibility for many
essential recycling functions, the costs of operating recycling programs
will be significantly reduced. Typical regional functions include: grants
administration; processing center development and management; technical
assistance to municipalities and businesses in the areas of collection,
materials management, quality control, and commercial outreach; public
education; marketing for almost all the mandated materials generated by the
residential sector (whether centrally collected and processed or not);
reporting and program evaluation.

Phone:
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3. Flexibility and Marketability - Regionalization allows flexibility to
deal with fluctuating markets, changing market specifications and
technological advances. With recycling becoming a major component of solid
waste management throughout the Northeast, control over sizable flows of

recyclable materials and the ability to prepare them to the newest market
specifications will help ensure success.

Municipalities should be made aware of the fact that because the Department
believes in the value of the regional approach to recycling and because the
Mandatory Recycling Act encouraged this approach, municipalities which
choose the purely local approach will receive a low priority for state
recycling assistance. Furthermore, in accordance with Section 5 of the Act,
such municipalities can also be directed to deliver their recyclables to a
planned or operating intermediate processing center if they have not
implemented comparable local processing systems by July 1, 1990.

The Mandatory Recycling Act takes effect just two years from now. t is
important that municipalities indicate at this time whether or not they
intend to be involved in regional recycling and, if so, in what regional
program they intend to participate so that the appropriate programs can be
designed and appropriate facilities built by the 1991 deadline. Although
final commitments to implement regional programs will be made after the
program designs are completed at the end of the next plamning phase,
statements of intent through the enclosed resolutions should be submitted to
the Department by the end of February 1989.

If you have any questions about the content or timing of the resolutions,
please contact Carmine DiBattista at 566-2860 or Lois Hager at 566-8722,

Sincerely yours,

Leslie Carothers
Commissioner



Draft Municipal Resolution
(Alternate Forms)

WHEREAS, the Mandatory Recycling Act (P.A. 87-544) prohibits the permanent
disposal in landfills and energy recovery facilities after January 1, 1991,
of items designated in regulation by the Department of Environmental
Protection as required to be recycled, and

WHEREAS, the Department of Environmental Protection has proposed in
regulation that the following items be recycled: cardboard, glass food
containers, leaves, metal food containers, newspaper, office paper, scrap
metal, storage batteries and waste oil.

WHEREAS the (municipality) has been a participant in a regional recycling

feasibility study conducted on its behalf by the (regional
authority/agency),

[Form 1: Committing to pursue the regional approach and identifying the
preferred region.]

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that, for the purposes of meeting the
requirements of the Mandatory Recycling Act, the (municipality) declares its
intent, in accordance with Section 3 of the Act, to participate in a
regional recycling program organized to serve a single region encompassing
the municipalities which participated in recycling feasibility studies
undertaken by the following agencies/authorities: (Add names of feasibility
study recipients whose aggregate population approaches or exceeds 400,000).

[Form 2: 1Indicating intent to pursue a purely local approach.]

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the (municipality) declares its intent,
in accordance with Section 3 of the Mandatory Recycling Act, to meet the

requirements of the Mandatory Recycling Act as a single municipality and not
as part of a region.

NOTE: Be sure the resolution (whichever form is chosen) bears the proper
signatures, seals and certifications.



Draft Municipal Resolution

Authorizing Application for Preliminary Program Design Grant

WHEREAS, the Mandatory Recycling Act (P.A. 87-544) prohibits the permanent
disposal in landfills and energy recovery facilities after January 1, 1991,
of items designated by the Department of Environmental Protection as
required to be recycled, and

WHEREAS, the Department of Environmental Protection has proposed in
regulations that the following items be recycled: cardboard, glass food
containers, leaves, metal food containers, newspaper, office paper, scrap
metal, storage batteries and waste oil.

WHEREAS, the State Department of Environmental Protection will provide a
preliminary program design grant to prepare a program plan for a
comprehensive regional recycling program which will assist participating
municipalities to accommodate the requirements of the Mandatory Recycling
Act, and

WHEREAS, the (regional authority/agency) has stated its intent to
apply for a DEP grant to undertake and develop a comprehensive program plan
for a recycling region  encompassing the municipalities in the

region(s),
NOW THEREFORE, BE 1IT RESOLVED that the (name___of municipality)
municipal council/town meeting authorizes the (regional authority/agency)
to act on behalf of (name of municipality) in making an application to

the Commissioner of Environmental Protection and to receive a grant to
develop a comprehensive regional recycling program plan, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the (name of municipality) agrees to cooperate
in the project by providing relevant data to the (regional authority/agency)
and attending meetings when requested, and agrees to evaluate and take
action in a timely fashion on proposals made regarding the project.

NOTE: Be sure the resolution bears the proper signatures, seals and
certifications.



Draft Municipal Resolution

Authorizing Application for Preliminary Program Design Grant

WHEREAS, the Mandatory Recycling Act (P.A. 87-544) prohibits the permanent
disposal in landfills and energy recovery facilities after January 1, 1991,
of items designated by the Department of Environmental Protection as
required to be recycled, and

WHEREAS, the ~Department of Environmental Protection has proposed in
regulations that the following items be recycled: cardboard, glass food
containers, leaves, metal food containers, newspaper, office paper, scrap
metal, storage batteries and waste oil. V

WHEREAS, the State Department ‘of Environmental Protection will provide a
preliminary program design grant to prepare a program plan for a
comprehensive regional recycling program which will assist participating
municipalities to accommodate the requirements of the Mandatory Recycling
Act, and

WHEREAS, the (regional authoritv/apency) has stated its intent to
apply for a DEP grant to undertake and develop a comprehensive program plan
for a recycling region encompassing the municipalities in  the
region(s),

NOW THEREFORE, BE 1IT RESOLVED that the (name __of municipality)
municipal council/town meeting authorizes the (regional authority/agency)
to act on behalf of (name_of municipality) in making an application to

the Commissioner of Environmental Protection and to receive a pgrant to
develop a comprehensive regional recycling program plan, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the (name of municipalityv) agrees to cooperate
in the project by providing relevant data to the (repional authority/apency)
and attending meetings when requested, and agrees to evaluate and take
action in a timely fashion on proposals made regarding the project.

NOTE: Be sure the resolution bears the proper signatures, seals and
certifications.

P
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LAW OFFICES

1087 BROAD STREET

BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604-4231
BERNARD GREEN

ERIC M. GROSS (203) 335-5141
SAMUEL T. ROST
JOEL Z. GREEN
SUSAN C. WEBB

FAX (203) 367-9964

January 24, 1989

Hon. Members of the Common Council
155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut, 06810

Re: Lot #103
103 Lakeview Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut

Gentlemen:

I represent Stelco Industries, Inc. which owns a vacant
parcel of land known as lot #103, with an address of 103 Lakeview
Avenue, Danbury, Connecticut.

Lot #103 is shown on that certain map entitled "Cedar
Heights", which map is on file in the Town Clerk's office as map
no. 1909. The lot is located adjacent to a lot which contains a
well, storage tanks and pump station for the community water
system operated by Rural Water Co., Inc. of Bethel, Connecticut.

In November of last year Eric L. Gottschalk, assistant
corporation counsel, filed a report dated November 23, 1988
recommending that my client's offer to donate the vacant lot to
the City of Danbury would have no direct benefit to the City and
the proposal would involve the expenditure of City funds.
Coupled with my client's offer to donate the lot, Stephen C.
Polizzi, president of Rural Water Co., Inc., by his letter of
July 13, 1988, offered to pay the City of Danbury a nominal sum
of $1,000 to obtain title to the lot after its transfer to the
City by my client. A copy of Mr. Polizzi's letter is attached
hereto.

I have recently spoken to Attorney Gottschalk and have
explained to him in more detail that, if my client's proposal and
that of Mr. Polizzi is accepted by the City of Danbury, I would
be more than happy to prepare the appropriate quit claim deeds



Hon. Members of the Common Council

Re: Lot #103

103 Lakeview Avenue

Danbury, Connecticut

January 24, 1989 Page Two

from my client to the City and, in turn, from the City to Rural
Water Co., Inc. I also pointed out to Mr. Gottschalk that consum—
mation of the transfer of the lot to the City and subsequently to
the water company will allow the water company to improve the
Cedar Heights system so as to be able to keep the company's rates
to its customers as low as possible. This would indirectly
benefit the City of Danbury and also directly benefit the
customers of the water company.

One of the conditions of my client's offering the lot
to the City of Danbury as set forth in my letter of August 9,
1988, a copy of which I enclose herein, was that the City obtain
an appraisal for the lot indicating a fair market value of at
least $64,000. In order to not involve the City with respect to
the appraisal, I am asking the president of the water company to
take on the responsibility of obtaining this appraisal so that
the City can then complete the second requirement of my letter
which is the execution of any tax appraisal form required by the
Internal Revenue Service which needs to be filed by my client so
as to substantiate the gift of the lot to the City and its fair
market value. I will take on the responsibility of preparing any
tax appraisal form required for signature by the appropriate
officials of the City of Danbury.

I would appreciate the Common Council's reconsidering
my client's offer to donate the lot as described above.

If you have any questions concerning this proposal or
require my presence at any meeting to discuss this matter
further, please let me know. Thank you for your attention to
this matter.

Very truly yours,

STR/amg

Enc.

cc: Eric L. Gottschalk, Esqg.
Mr. Stephen C. Polizzi



RURAL WATER CO., INC. 50
225 Greenwood Avenue
P.O. Box 86
Bethel, CT 06801
(203) 744-5459

July 13, 1988

Ms. Elizabeth Crudgington
Danbury City Clerk

155 Deer Hill RAd.
Danbury, Ct. 06810

Dear Ms. Crudgington,

I am writing about a lot on Lakeview Avenue in Danbury
owned by Stelco Inc. 'The lot is identified on Tax Assessor’s
map K-4 (an excerpted copy of which is attached) as lot
number K04114, and is adjacent to my Company’s pump house
property which serves the entire Cedar Heights area.

I understand that the owner of the property had offered
to donate the property to the City of Danbury, but that such
request was denied because the property is of no value to the
City. The property is of value to Rural. Rural is under
orders from the DPUC and the Department of Health Services to
complete three major improvements in Cedar Heights in 1989.
They are as follows:

1) Install a 20 kilowatt standby electric
generator. '

2) Install an additional 15,000 gallon atmospheric
storage tank.

3) Drill a new well to complete the upgrading of
well supply begun in 1987.

As can be seen from the attached map of Rural’s pump
house property, there is room for items 1) and 2) on our
existing lot, but installation would require crossing the
newly installed tank which now lays parallel to Lakeview Ave.
It would be substantially less difficult to install the new
generator and tank on the adjacent property.

There is no room for the additional well listed as item
3) on the existing lot. You may recall that Rural petitioned
the City last summer for the right to drill a well on City
owned property along either Lakeview Ave. or Valley Rd. Two
wells were subsequently drilled, with great success, one on
Rural’s pump house property and one across the street on a
property owned by a neighbor who granted an easement. If we
were to obtain the Stelco lot, a new well could be drilled
near the southern border, a reasonable distance from the

existing wells.
RECEIVED
JuL 151988
GREEN & GROSS, P.C.



The attorney for Stelco advises me that his client is
not willing to make Rural the same offer which it made to the
City. I request that the City consider accepting Stelco’s
offer, accomplish the transfer, and then transfer the
property to Rural. I am prepared to pay the City a nominal
amount of $1,000 to obtain the property in this manner.

The consumation of the transaction would allow me to
make the necessary improvements to the Cedar Heights system
at the least possible cost, which translates into being -‘able
to keep the rates as low as possible. Assistance of this
kind can be the difference between a company being able to
improve its system itself and the City or State being stuck
with the headache of a failing system. If you requirs
further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

- Sl < 2o

Stephen C. Polizzi
President

ce: W. Buckley
J. Schweitzer
S. Rost, esq.
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LAY OFFICES

1087 BROAD STREET
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604-4231
BERNARD GREEN
ERIC M. GROSS (203) 335-514t
SAMUEL T. ROST

JOEL Z. GREEN
SUSAN C. WEBB

FAX (203) 367-9964

August 9, 1988

Miss Elizabeth Crudgington
Danbury City Clerk
155 Deer Hill Road
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Re: Stelco Industries, Inc.
Lot #103, Lakeview Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut

Dear Miss Crudgington:

Back in the fall of last year I had been in touch with the City
of Danbury through its Corporation Counsel and Mr. James Nimmons as
President of the Common Council concerning the offer by my client,
Stelco Industries, Inc., to donate a vacant parcel of land known as
Lot #103, Lakeview Avenue, in Danbury to the City of Danbury. 1In
January of 1987 I was advised that the City of Danbury decided that

it was not in its best interest to accept my client's donation of the
lot. ‘

At this time I am now authorized to offer, once again, the lot
to the City of Danbury conditioned upon my client's receiving the
following:

1. An appraisal arranged for and obtained by the ‘
City of Danbury for my client indicating a fair market
value of the lot of at least $64,000.00; and

2. The proper completion of any tax appraisal form required
by the Internal Revenue Service to be filed by my client
substantiating the gift of the lot to the City of
Danbury and its fair market value.

Please note that the $64,000.00 fair market value was arrived at
based upon the prior assessment as established by the tax assessor of
the City of Danbury for $44,700.00. This figure was based upon what



Miss Elizabeth Crudgington
Page Two
August 8, 1988

the City believed to be 70% of the fair market value of the lot at
that time.

I would appreciate your presenting this letter to the
appropriate town officials for proper consideration as soon as
possible.

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

GREEM AND GROSS, P.C.

SAMUEL T. ROST

STR/nu
cc: Mr. Kurt B. Hersher
Mr. Stephen C. Polizzi

o



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA

CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:
ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK
LASZLO L. PINTER DANBURY, CT 06810
JOHN JOWDY December 22, 1988

GEORGE S. SAKELLARES
ASSISTANT CORPCORATION
COUNSEL

Hon. Joseph H., Sauer, Jr., Mayor
Hon. Members of the Common Council
City Hall

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Re: Joe's Hill Road Discontinuance - December agenda item #41
Dear Mayor and Common Council Members:

Please accept the following in response to your request
for a report in connection with the above. Enclosed you will
find a copy of Connecticut General Statutes section 13a-7 which
provides that the Common Council has authority to discontinue
unused portions of roads and highways within the City.

As indicated in the 1letter from the State which was
attached to Mr. Schweitzer's letter to you, the State is
interested 1in having the Council formally discontinue this
portion of Joe's Hill Road.

Since the Council has legal authority to accomplish this,
and since the City Engineer has indicated to you that he sees
no potential benefit to the City in keeping this portion of
Joe's Hill on the books as a City road, this office has no
objection to the proposed Common Council action.

If you have any additional questions please contact us.

ELG:g



CITY OF DANBURY
155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

PLANNING COMMISSION
(203) 797-4525

January 17, 1989

The Common Council
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, CT 06810

Re: 8-24 Referral - Discontinuance of a Portion of Joe's Hill Road

Dear Council Members:

The Planning Commission at its meeting January 4, 1989 voted a
positive recommendation for the discontinuance of a portion of
Joe's Hill Road providing that this portion of property cannot
increase the densisty of the corner property if the land is
conveyed to the owner of that property.

The motion was made by Mr. Boughton amended by Mr. Hajj and the
amended motion was seconded by Mr. Deeb and passed with "ayes" from
Commissioners Boughton, Hajj, Deeb and Justino.

Sincerely yours,
WW/%

)
Frank BRondatti, Jr. @2
Chairman



CITY OF DANBURY
155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

PLANNING COMMISSION
(203) 797-4525

January 11, 1989

The Common Council
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, CT 06810

Re: 8-24 Referral - Donation of property on Fox Den Road
Dear Council Members:

The Planning Commission at its meeting January 4, 1989 voted a
negative recommendation for the donation of property on Fox Den
Road unless a City Agency will take full responsibility for its
maintenance.

The motion was made by Mr. Deeb, seconded by Mr. Haj]j and passed
with T"ayes" from Commissioners Deeb, Hajj, and Justino.
Commissioner Boughton voted "nay".

Sincerely yours,

Frank Bondatti, Jr.ngQg%gt

Chairman



CITY OF DANBURY
155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
Janurary 4, 1989
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT : S ; JOHN A SCHWEITZER, JR.
(203) 797-4641 ' CITY ENGINEER

MEMO TO: Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
and ‘Common Council Members.

FROM: Patricia A. Ellsworth,
Assistant City Engineer

SUBRJECT: Fox Den Road Parcel

I have reviewed the letter to Mayor Joseph Sauer and to the Cor-
poration Counsel's office relative to the offer of land (Assessor's
Lot #C07063) to the City of Danbury by Ruth E. Grindell. g

The following facts may assist in the determination as to whether
or not to accept title to this parcel: ’

1. According to the Assessor's map (copies of a section of
this map and Town Clerk Map 3805 are enclosed) the lot contains 0.43
acres of land. The lot falls within a RA-40 zone (minimum lot size
40,000 square feet) and therefore is non-conforming. It may however
be a legal non-conforming lot if it predates zoning. The Planning
and Zoning Department can advise you on this.

2. The lot slopes downward from Fox Den Road at a generally
uniform slope averaging 10 percent. A copy of a section of the City's
topographical map is enclosed for your reference.

3. The lot falls within an area shown on the Envirommental
Impact Commission (EIC) map (a copy of a section is enclosed) as a
designated wetlands. EIC approval of the development of this lot will
be required.

4. The "as built" draw1ng (a copy of a section is enclosed)
for Fox Den Road indicates that an 18" RCP culvert discharges onto this
lot. The topographical map also indicates that a ditch or swale runs
from Fox Den Road to the rear of this lot. I would recommend that who-
ever takes title to this property, be it the City or a private developer,
review this situation with the Corporation .Counsel's Office or their own
attorney. The existence of a discharge from Fox Den Road, which is a
City accepted road, onto this parcel and a drainage ditch across it for
a period of time which seems to be over twenty years may mean that the
City of Danbury has by use acquired a storm drainage easement and rights
which might encumber this parcel.

(continued on page 2)



TO: Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr. January 4, 1989

5. This parcel abuts no other City or open space land. Reference
is made to the enclosed Assessor's map for the names of abutting property
owners.

6. Because of the lot's size and the existence of a drainage ditch
across it, the installation of a well and septic system would not be feasible.
There are no municipal facilities in this area.

If the Planning Department and Parks and Recreation Department forsee no
future use or benefit to the City by the acquisition of this parcel, we would
recommend that the City not accept the land and that it be offered to adjoin-
ing property owners thereby remaining taxable property.

If you have any questions, please give me a call.

Very truly yours,

bilioin . A st
Patricia A. Ellsworth, '
PAE/gw . Assistant City Engineer

Enclosures

c: Dennis Elpern
Robert Ryerson
Eric Gottschalk
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

(203) 797-4641 JOHN A. SCHWEITZER, JR.

CITY ENGINEER
December 22, 1988

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauver
Honorable Members of the Common Council
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Mayor and Council Members:
Contemporary Drive

Item # 27 of the Decerber 6, 1988 Common Council
meeting requested a report on the above referenced road.

Please be advised that both the Code of Ordinances
and the Subdivision Regulations require that petitions
for acceptance of roads must be submitted to the Common
Council between April 1 and October 31 inclusive.

Very truly yours,

WSJWJQ

fty mn A. Schweitzer, Jr.
Citty Engineer
e

JAS/sd

c: Daniel Minahan
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

PLANNING COMMISSION
(203) 797-4525

January 17, 1989

The Common Council
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, CT 06810

Re: 8-24 Referral - Acceptance of Contemporary Drive

Dear Council Members:

The Planning Commission at its meeting January 4, 1989 voted that
the the Common Council request further information from the
Corporation Counsel's Office as to whether or not this is a valid
petition.

The motion was made by Mr. Boughton, seconded by Mr. Deeb and
passed with "ayes " from Commissioners Boughton, Deeb, Hajj and

Justino.

Sincerely yours,

Frank Bondattl, Jr.
Chairman



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

PUBLIC WORKS DANIEL J. MINAHAN
(208) 797-4537 DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

Januaryl7, 1989

TO: MAYOR JOSEPH H. SAUER,JR., & MEMBERS OF THE COMMON COUNCIL

FROM: D.J. MINAHAN, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

RE: ACCEPTANCE OF MONITORIAL DONATIONS TO THE CITY OF DANBURY
FORESTRY DIVISION, LINE ITEM: LIVING MEMORIALS

I have been approached by several civic service groups in
the community to establish a "Living Memorial" program by which
various select trees and plantings may be made in memory of members

from the civic groups.

My request to the Council is that they authorize us to accept
these gifts in the form of monetary contribution to the Forestry
Division budget. A line item will be established solely for that
purpose. the City of Danbury in turn will order and purchase the
necessary trees and plantings and plant them throughout the city
as a beautification program to supplement our normal spring and

fall planting programs.

I have briefly discussed this with Comptroller, Dominic
Setaro and Acting Tree Warden, Richard Smith, both are in favor
of the program. I ask your permission to establish it so it will

be an ongoing program.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

cc: K. Tripp
B. Crudginton
D. Setaro
R. Smith
file



CITY OF DANBURY

165 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

PUBLIC WORKS _ DANIEL J. MINAHAN
(203) 797-4537 ‘ . : ' DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

Januaryl7, 1989

TO: MAYOR JOSEPH H. SAUER,JR., & MEMBERS OF THE COMMON COUNCIL
FROM: " D.J. MINAHAN, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

_RE: ACCEPTANCE OF MONITORIAL DONATIONS TO THE CITY OF DANBURY
FORESTRY DIVISION, LINE ITEM: LIVING MEMORIALS

" I have been approaéhed,by several civic service groups in
the community to establish a "Living Memorial" program by which
various select trees and plantings may be made in memory of members

from the civic groups.

My request to the Council is that they authorize us to accept
these gifts in the form of monetary contribution to the Forestry
Division budget. A line item will be established solely for that
purpose. the City of Danbury in turn will order and purchase the
necessary trees and plantings and plant them throughout the city
as a beautification program to supplement our normal spring and

fall planting programs.

I have briefly discussed this with Comptroller, Dominic
Setaro and Acting Tree Warden, Richard Smith, both are in favor
of the program. I ask your permission to establish it so it will

be an ongoing program.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

cc: K. Tripp

vB. Crudginton
D. Setaro

R. Smith

£

ile



CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Military Museum

Dear Mayor and Council Members:

A Military Museum to commemorate World War II is being
proposed by John Valluzzo. Mr. Valluzzo has been in contact with
Mr. Nimmons and Mr. Ryerson regarding locating this proposed museum
at Tarrywile Park.

It is requestedvthat an ad hoc committee be formed to
address this proposal.

Sincerely yours,

ﬁ@c{,\m . Blendy
L

Roger M. Bundy 9U'
Councilman at Large



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

January 23, 1989

MEMO TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller
RE: Borrowing of Funds - Lateral Sewers

As you know, we have been experiencing some cash flow difficulties
over the last few months. One of the most recent problems which
has occurred is in the Lateral Sewer Fund whereby we have a bond
payment to be made on February 15th and a payment to be made to
a contractor for the completion of work of a sewer project on
Hillandale Road. Because of the problems with the Hillandale
project, sewer assessments have not been levied yet and we are
required to make our bond payment for that project and previous
projects. Needless to say, we will have a shortage of funds
(cash) to make this payment this year, and I am projecting that
we will have even more serious problems next year.

I would request that you place this item on the agenda of the
Common Council for its February meeting for the Council's

approval of our request to borrow money temporarily from the

Sewer Fund so that the payments can be made to the.contractor

and the bank for our obligations. I would also request that

a subcommittee of the Common Council be established to discuss

the potential problem that will exist next year. We will have

a payment due for principal and interest on our bonds for approxi-
mately $386,000, and based on our previous collections we do not
anticipate that we will have those funds available.

It should be noted that the Engineering Department is working on
the proposed assessments for Hillandale, and hopefully they will
be levied within a short period of time. The estimated amount of
funds that we will need to borrow from the Sewer Fund this year
is approximately $65,000.

If yhave any questions, feel free to give me a call.

Dominic A. Setarii;ﬁif
DAS/af
c: William Buckley




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

January 24, 1989

MEMO TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller
RE: General Fund Reserve

I hereby request that a committee of the Common Council be
established to discuss the City's reserve that will be required
in the upcoming budget and also permission that will be needed
from the Common Council for this office to borrow from any

fund within the City to meet cash flow problems as they occur.
I would suggest that the committee that is being established

to discuss my memo in regard to the Lateral Sewer collection
problems be appointed to this committee also so that there 1is
an understanding of what is happening to the City's cash flow
position. It is important that members of the Common Council
understand the impact that this will have on the upcoming
budget for 1989-90. Therefore, I request that this item be placed
on the February Common Council agenda for the establishment of
this committee.

If you have any questions, feel free to give me a call.

4;};/'/ )‘-M

Jominic A. Setaroyyihl




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA

CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:

ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK
LASZLO L. PINTER
JOHN JOWDY
GEORGE S. SAKELLARES
ASSISTANT CORPORATION
COUNSEL

January 26, 1989 DANBURY, CT 06810

Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr., Mayor
Hon. Members of the Common Council
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, Connecticut

Re: The Danbury Cemetery Association
Dear Mayor Sauer and Members of the Common Council:

Please find enclosed a copy of a letter I received today
from Attorney Richard Hanna who represents the Danbury Cemetery
Association. Attorney Hanna wishes to know if the City of
Danbury 1is interested in extending the existing agreement
between his client and the City concerning the maintenance of
City owned graves. A copy of his letter is enclosed for your
review together with a copy of the proposed extension agreement
which he has already prepared.

I have compared the proposed agreement to the existing
agreement, a copy of which is also enclosed for your review,
and I am of the opinion that if it is your desire to extend the
term of our current understanding, the proposed form will meet
our needs. Note that the modifications which have been
proposed relate to both the term of the agreement as well as
the compensation to be paid to the Association.

Please review this matter in the usual fashion and advise
me of your intentions.

Assistant Cbrporation Counsel
EIG:x

Enclosures
c: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr.

Acting Director of Finance/Comptroller
Richard Hanna, Esq.



20 Ellsworth Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut 06810
January 24, 1989

City of Danbury
55 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Gentlemen:

This will confirm that we had previously entered into an
agreement dated March 3, 1987 for the maintenance of some 2,002
graves owned by the City of Danbury for the fiscal years commencing
July 1, 1987 and July 1, 1988. This Agreement provided that
it would be effective only for that period but that the Agreement
could be extended for additional years by letter agreement setting
forth the terms of the new Agreement and the cost thereof.

We are willing to redo this Agreement for an additional
three years, for the fiscal years of July 1, 1989 through
July 1, 1991 at the following cost per grave to be paid during
the month of July in each year in advance:

July 1, 1989 -.8%6.15 per.grave; total.$12,312.30
July 1, 1990 - 6.45 per grave; total 12,912.90
July 1, 1991 - 6.80 per grave; total 13,613.60
If this arrangement is satisfactory, we will consider that

the Agreement has been extended by our signing this letter and
your signing an acceptance thereof in the lower left hand corner.

DANBURY CEMETARY ASSOCTIATION,

BY:

MICHAEL BALDASARE, President

AGREED TO AND ACCEPTED
THE CITY OF DANBURY

BY:

JOSEPH SAUER, ITS MAYOR
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AGREEMENT

This Agreement entered into this 3rd day of March,
198 7 by and between THE CITY OF DANBURY, a municipal corporation
acting herein by James E. Dyer,.1its.Mayor, (hereinafter called
"City") and THﬁ DANBURY CEMETERY AéSOCIATION, INC., a Connecticut
corporation having an office and pléce of business at 20 Ellsworth
Avenue, Danbury, Connecticut 06810, acting herein byMichael Baldasare,

its Fresident, (hereinafter called "Cemetery").

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the City owns two thousand and two (2,002) gfaves
in the premises controlled and maintained by THE DANBURY CEMETERY
ASSOCIATION and | - ¢

WHEREAS, the City is desirious to conﬁract with the Cemetery
for the maintenance of said graves and the Cemetery is willing

to provide said maintenance and
Y
WHEREAS, the parties hereto desire to set forth terms and

conditions under which maintenance will be provided as set forth

hereafter.
NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto agree as follows:

1. The Cemetery will maintain the two thousand two (2,002)
graves owned by the City for the fiscal years commencing

July 1, 1987 and July 1, 1988 and shall keep the lots in

good repair and preservation, maintain the lots in a neat

and clean condition, have the soil and turf properly attended
to, the grass cut as often as necessary, and the access

roads clear and in good repair, except when the cemetery
is closed.

WANDERER. HANNA & TALARICO, ATTORNEYS AT LAW, DANBURY, CT




- Six Hundred Ten Dollars and 60/100 ($10,610.00) per year

hands and seals this 3rd day of March » 1987

2. The City will pay the Cemetery the sum of Five Dollars
and 30/100 ($5.30) per grave or a total of Ten Thousand

for said maintenance for the fiscal year beginning July

1. 1987 and the sum of Five Dollars and 55/100 ($5.55)

pPer grave or a total Eleven Thousand One Hundred Elaven
Dollars and 10/100 ($11,111.10) per year for the fiscal
year commencing July 1, 1988. Said sum is to be. paid during
the month of)July of each year in advance.

3. This Agreement shall be only for the perind of the
fiscals years commencing July 1, 1987 and July 1, 1988,

but the Agreement may be extended for additional Yyears

by mutual agreement of both parties at whatever rates shall
be agreed to between both parties at that time. This Agree-
ment may by extended for additional Years without the neceasit
of a preparation or execution of a seperate agreement by

a letter agreement between the parties setting forth the

term of the new agreement and the cost thereof. The maintenan
provided by the Cemetery in the event of such an extension

of this Agreement shall be the same as set forth in thipg
Agreement. LR

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their

Siqned;’ sealed and deliyered
in qéz Erggigfe 9ﬂ677/7;'e ) '
//2%15T&5‘ "tc;j;”a§éﬁl ¢ -//
7 Eric L. Got@]k War
.J TN e W it
} iy ( ﬂxi S W ST ) éfr/ '
(:/ vDANQURY CEMETERY ASSOCIATION
By y

WANDERER, HANNA & TALARICO, ATTORNEYS AT LAW, DANBURY, CT




"Howard P. Rubinow III, P.E.

o CIVIL ENGINEER

(203) 743-0767
(203) 775-1871

MAILING ADDRESS OFFICE ADDRESS
P.0. BOX 236 118 COALPIT HILL ROAD
BETHEL, CT 06801 DANBURY, CT 06810

TO: City of Danbury

LETTER OF TIRANSMIITIFAIL
2

DATE

1/6/89 O8N0 88059

ATTENTION

City Clerk

RE  Water Main Extension

0ld Mill Country Day Care Center

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Joe's Hill Road & Mill Plain R4d. Cutoff

Danbury, Connecticut 06810

GENTLEMEN:

WE ARE SENDING YOU X Attached o Under separate cover via

the following items:

O Shop drawings O Prints & Plans O Samples O Specification
O Copy of letter O Change order O
COPIES DATE NO. DESCRIPTION

1 12/29/88 |1 sht

Plan and Profile, Water Main Extension — Sheet 1 of 2

1 12/29/88 |1 Sht Water Details .

— Sheet 2 of 2

1 1/4/89 |1 sht Application for Extension of Sewer and/or Water

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked below:
X1 For approval
X1 For your use
O As requested
O For review and comment O

0O Approved as submitted
O Approved as noted
O Returned for corrections 0O Return

O Resubmit_______ copies for approval
0O Submit_______ copies for distribution
corrected prints

‘O FOR BIDS DUE 19

REMARKS

O PRINTS RETURNED AFTER LOAN TO US

COPYTO
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- COMMON_COUNCIL -~
. CITY OF DANBURY
¢

A

APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION OF SEWER AND/OR WATER

A Sewoy
pn Water

-
TadS

Applicant: Gary Rurpiewski dba Old Mill Realty °

Address: . ¢/o Howard P. Rubinow III, P.E.

P, O. Box 236, Bethel, CT 06801

Telephone No: 743-0767

The under51gned submits for consideration an appl;cat:on for exte
of sewer and water facilities for property ..

Lo@ated at: Joe's Hill Road and Mill Plain Road Cutoff

Assessor's Lot No: - ~ C14009

Zose in which the Property Lies: Rra-40 .

Intended Use: ;

O Retail ¥ [J Single Family Residential
L) Office | {1 Multiple Family Developuent
D Mixed Use |

Number of Efflcency Units
O Industrial

Number of 1 Bedroom Units

[X] Day CareCenter
(Proposed Bulldlng
7800 SF 1)

Number of 2 Bedroom Units

] _T

Number of 3 Bedroom Units

Total Nuwber.of Units

' January 4, 1989

(Date)
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January 17, 1989

CITY OF DANBURY
COMMON COUNCIL

155 Deer Hill Ave
Danbury, CT. 06810

This letter is to give an easement to the city of
Danbury to extend the sewer line through the properties
listed below of Ledgemere Drive, Danbury CT.

These lots are listed on the attached map #1423 of the
city of Danbury land records.

The street drain right of way presently exists along
the stone wall boundary of lot#32, #27 Ledgemere Drive
and continues through the property of Barbara Flanagan,
03 Doogwood Park North.

We, hereby, owners of said listed lots do give an
easement to the city of Danbury to extend the sewer line
through the listed lots, at any future date, to connect
Ledgemere Drive to the city sewer system.

Lot#(32) 27 Ledgemere Drive

Lot#(31§S030£30) 25 Ledgemere Dr

Lo vins Lo ve Pl S il
Henry Kewmneth Ruppell A%%é¢7

7 /

27 Ledgemer¢ Drive
Danbury, CT 06811
203-748-5521






COMMON COUNCIL - CITY OF DANBURY

APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION OF SEWER/WATER

Sewer

Water X ‘

Name of Applicant: \.) Arnes 50(21 ney

Address: /O /7//'(?'// M@)‘?*DL"W ED
Bektcep e . o6 hos

Telephone: ’7 9’.17’" /4/03 ‘77$= B éé}éﬁ/

The undersigned submits for consideration an application for extension
of sewer amd/er water facilities for property

Located at: /(f) ec ,écg 77{ 57L L o7s 4""5

Assessors?s Lot No. A G \+007] B Gl1l43283
Zone:
Intended Use: Retail Single Family Residential
Office Multiple Family Development _;5:
:Mixed Use
Industrial

Number of Efficiency Units
Number of 1 Bedroom Units
Number of 2 Bedroom Units ;/25
Number of 3 Bedroom Unif:s
_*

Total Number of Units

/ZWZM Ka%m

Z ases  Fumbs each /SI;NAZR; oo

DATE




COMMON COUNCIL - CITY OF DANBURY

APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION OF SEWER/WATER

Sewer

v

Water

Name of Applicant: TAnoS PAP- NEMES

Address: 27  ACRE DrIVE
| DANBURY CT. 68!/
Telephone: 743 - 535>

The undersigned submits for consideration an application for extension
of sewer and/or water facilities for property

Located at: é _(4AV570WR/ HEeHTS
Assessors*s Lot No. Ho /70
Zone: YA 20
Intended Use: Retail Single Family Residential _j::j
Office - Multiple Family Development
. Mixed Use
Industrial

Number of Efficiency Units
Number of 1 Bedroom Units 2%%
Number of 2 Bedroom Units

Number of 3 Bedroom Units

Total Number of Units

“SIGNATURE

(=2 —&9

DATE



January 17, 1989

CITY OF DANBURY

COMMON COUNCIL MEMBERS
155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury CT 06810

Dear Members,

Attached is our Ledgemere Drive petition for sewer
line extension.

Sincerely,

Fhtcceers ;{i Peepyr el

Frances J. pell
27 Ledgemere Drive
Danbury CT 06811

T & S5

4's



January 17, 1989

CITY OF DANBURY
Common Council

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, CT. 06810

WE THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS AND TAXPAYERS OF
LEDGEMERE DRIVE, DANBURY, CT, PETITION THE CITY OF
DANBURY COMMON COUNCIL TO EXTEND THE EXISTING SEWER
LINE OF DOGWOOD PARK NORTH, TO LEDGEMERE DRIVE.

WE ALSO REQUEST AN ESTIMATED COST TO EACH HOMEOWNER
FOR INSTALLING SUCH SERVICE.

01 Ledgemere Drive
(Residence) Lot size: 100'X 1001
Robert Charles Leonard
Tel: 203 7434731

02 (none)

03 Ledgemere Drive Lot size: 100'x 100°
(Residence)

Téi:
04 (none)
05 Ledgemere Drive Lot size: 100'x 100°

(Residence)
Ella L., Moore

Tel:
06 " Bedgemere Drive Lot sime: 65.70'x 212,41
(Lot) - ) 7
Reginald J. DePalma 2 fe e
Ersilia M. DePalma é>; [Nl 525é23
\ﬁ___/

Tel: 203 748-5209



07

08

09

10

11

12

13

14

(none)

(none)

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)

Tel: 203~

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Bernice N. Merrick

Tel: 203-743-9759

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)

Munir Fakhreddine
Nassab Fakhreddine
Tel: 203-743-.2294

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Gerald J. Palanzé
Alice Palanzo
Tel: 203-74L4-603

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Frank Zappala

Tel: 203- 247~ 3T F

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)

Gerald J. Palanzo Jr

Margaret M. Palanzo
Tel: 203-792-7421

43

Lot size: 110.00'x 150,56

Lot size:208,00'x 110,19"

Lot size:100.00'x 150,00°
fnic Fo U abes Jepee] [

Lot size:105,00'x 102,50"

Ll Q-(M/MV%@
f size: 100 00'x 150 00!

Lot 8ize:105,00'x100,34"

/géu&luyf/éTZLé;\xﬂ/{

Gaa D.lu.{ 0 ‘Q‘%OC\A/VJJO




15-17

16

18

19

20

21

22

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)

Anna Katherine Nicholas

Tel: 203-748-7219

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Benjamin Castruccio

Ardith J. Castruccio

Tel: 203-748-1037

Ledgemere Drive
(Lot)
Frances J, Ruppell

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)

Rocco Cardillo
Vera Cardillo
Tel: 203-748-9004

Ledgemere Drive
(Lot)
Frances J. Ruppell

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)

Fred W, Eggers
Barbara A, Stauber
Tel: 203-743-5728

Ledgemere Drive
(Lot)
Frances J. Ruppell

Lot size:176,00'x 150,00
ronn Kattovr Jall

Lot size:105.00'x100,00°

Lot size:105.,00'x100,00"

Thacees (. [O ppe O0
/ V4 A

Lot size: 2%5500 xlSO 0

Lot size:105.00'x 100,00°"

<5§%56244¢;;zi;;2 /65Q54924:éiél,

LOt;;;%iZ§8g7 'x 150 00"
ﬂ

Lot size:105,00'x 100.00°

Cji%514x2<zad/424ﬁ2117¢%¢zeéﬁl




23

24

25

26

27

28

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Aris Lutviu

Zifer Lutviu

Ruhi Taska
Tel: 203~

Ledgemere Drive
(Lot)
Frances J. Ruppell.

Ledgemere Drive
(Lot)
Henry Kenneth Ruppell

Frances J. Ruppell
Tel: 203-749-5521

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Monica M., Ustie

Daniel T, Ustie
Tel: 203-794-9515

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Henry Kenneth Ruppell

Frances J. Ruppell
Tel: 203-748-5521

Ledgemere Drive
(Residence)
Roberta M. Hodge
Tel: 203-794-0311

Lot size: 150,00'x 150 00°*

Qe Lorpts

_Z 1/(%/@&14&

Lot size:105,00'x 100,00°"

(j225ac&4xa/ 62 /£Z£7é%ﬁ241612/
V4

Lot size'135 00°'x150,00°

¢Z2;f,//<?/,/@f%f

Lot size:157.50'x 100.00°

Y/ A/ PR
C::ika4A4z1 - C/Loff_ (,—_\ﬁ N

Lot size: 124,74'x 150,00

Lot size: 154,53,00'x 100,00"

MAP # 1423 Danbury Land Records
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PETITTION

WE THE UNDERSIGNED, Property Owners of Myrtle Avenue Danbury
Connecticut 06810, hereby petition the Common Council of the

City of Danbury to review and approve our request for Sewers

to be installed on our street.

%%%% ,M/ﬁma w%z%, Qoe
s \ Oy fa A Ave

éi%éﬁ%vlﬂ&%%éAﬁ@éﬁh&Qn;ZL 3 ékmﬂﬂ@ 2P
DR A& Eamy Qﬁﬂ /PQA&:LL l/’ % % (A apt .

/\AA TD«I

%&é: .,/Z' ?/m‘/ﬁa; (kau«os\} /”@JQ fﬁc&’;emm/

;zé;Ax;7 j7%ég%ﬁ@9%£k@7

7 LY AR D < feemeston



State of Connercticut
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

STATE CAPITOL
HARTFORD, CONN. 06106

REPRESENTATIVE BOB GODFREY
ONE HUNDRED TENTH DISTRICT

13 STILLMAN AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

TELEPHONE
HOME : (203) 778-5127

January 31, 1989

Michael Seri

Town Clerk

City Hall

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Dear Michael,

I hereby resign from the position of Common Council

member from the Fourth Ward.

Sincerely,

Fp 3 1080 RECEIVED
attoats Wil A 3G FEB 9 1989
Town Clerk

TOWN CLERK'S OFFICE
DANBURY, CT
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State of Connecticut

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

STATE CAPITOL
HARTFORD, CONN. 06106

REPRESENTATIVE BOB GODFREY
ONE HUNDRED TENTH DISTRICT

13 STILLMAN AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

TELEPHONE
HOME : (203) 778-5127

January 31, 1989
The Honorable Joseph Sauer, Jr.
The Honorable Members of the Common Council

Dear Friends and Colleagues

My thanks to you for your kind words and best wishes offered
at the January Common Council meeting. Were that I could have attended!
Plainly the duties of my new position require that I devote my
priority to them. As I had previously announced, I have sent my
resignation from the Council to the Town Clerk today.

Not to let an opportunity pass, however, I am enclosing for
your entertainment and my gratification a copy of the remarks I had
prepared in anticipation of responding to you last month. I'm not
about to let a perfectly good speech go to waste! Please accept
them and remember all the good feelings that can come to us personally
in the service of the people of Danbury.

God bless you all.

RDG/



My ancient Italian predecessors, the Romans, named this
month after Janus, the god with a face looking backward and a
face looking forward. Even then, it was a time of reflection and
resolution. Times of transitions in our lives, of beginmings and
endings, are also such times. It is appropriate occasion then
that I, too, reflect and resolve, and maybe prophesize, about my
public 1life and this Common Council.

I begin with reflection.

This is my sixty—-second regular Common Council meeting. In
the five-plus years I have been privileged to serve the people
of the Fourth Ward, I have never missed one of these monthly
meetings. I have alsoc attended thirty out of the thirty-six
special meetings convened during my terms. I spent a goodly part
of yesterday reviewing the minutes of those many meetings, in
search of a common theme or motif that would characterize the
work of the Council.

Of course, there were the "big" issues which I have
considered (for good or ill1) aver the years: five annual
budgets; the Parks property purchase and creation of Tarrywile
Park; Downtown Development, including vnot only the now notorious
Redevelopment Project and the (thus far) failed attempt at a
parking garage, but the notable successes of the Ives/Post
Office Street area, the creation of a historic district, and a
tax district; and no less than two Charter Revision Commissions.

There were also lesser issues, some of which were fTought
over with much emotion, resolved, and now taken Tor granted. Few
remember the problems of the drought of the early '80's, and the
adoption of emergency water regulations, but they are
nonetheless of critical importance to our city. The creation of
the Housing Site Development Agency and its program to foster
affordable housing is now a part of our routine, but it took
effort to create and begin. 5o were the initial programs for
temporary housing for the homeless, which have regrettably
become more necessary as time has passed. And I recall my
participation in keeping my first campaign's propise to open the
partisan caucuses, which I believe raised both the credibility
and the importance of the Council in the eyes of the public.

Things always weren't rosy, though. I was unsuccessful in
prompting equal treatment to infractors of parking fines:
"boot-ees." An attempt to give veterans groups a timely hearing
on an issue of importance to them failed by one vote. @&nd I lost
a passionate battle on equal voting rights that to my deep
disappointment remains unresolved to this day (and indeed is the
subject of one bill I will be introducing in the legislature).



A

But none of this really provided me with the common theme I
was searching for. So I looked for recurring issues, similar
captions that appeared month after month. There were many:
public works projects of roads, and water lines, and sewers, and
drainage problems; appropriations and grants and gifts both from
and to the city; the school system; and the growing list of
names for fire fighters and police officers. Is this provision
of basic services, and meeting the needs of the people of
Danbury the theme I sought? It seemed to be, but I was still
unsatisfied.

There remained one additional item that appears on our
agenda consistently, though, that gave me my clue. Every month
we confirm appointments to hundreds of position on boards,
commissions, and agencies of the city, including this council.
It struck me with force, as if I had seen the forezt through the
trees for the first time, what this enterprise that is Danbury
really is. It is the countless and uncountable hours spent by
of our city. The tasks are not only uncompensated, but by and
large, thankless ones: they are often performed with little
public attention (except when omitted, or something goes wrong);
they sometimes expose the volunteers to unwarranted and
unhelpful harassment and even name-calling, beyond either the
strict standards of public accountability, scrutiny, and
constructive criticism, or of good taste; and they can result in
many sleepless nights in the agony of decision—making. But they
remain somehow personally satisfying. I can only hope and
believe that these volunteers feel, as I do, that such unselfish
service is both recognized and rewarded by a beneficent
Providence.

It 1s to all of these volunteers that I give my gratitude,
and whose efforts I applaud. I am particularly grateful to the
(give or take) thirty five individuals who have served with me
on this Council with good will and concern for the people’'s best
interests, regardless of party affiliation or idealogy. I
learned from them that those who serve with good heart and
motives will, in the long—-run, be happy and content; and that
those who serve out of self-interest, greed, and revenge will
ultimately fail and fall.



I am going to take a great risk, and perform an act that all
politicians are supposed to avoid, for fear of hurting feelings.
And that is recognize particular individuals, in my case four,
to whom my thanks are especially extended. To those unnamed I
beg that you not take this badly, but understand that I'm
dealing not with reason, but with feeling.

First and foremost is my partner, three-time running mate,
and literally my right-hand-man, John Esposito. John, you
exemplify that spirit of unselfish service of which I spoke.
Your concern for this City and the people of our fourth ward
cammot be surpassed. Your attendance to the routine, and
therefore important, work of this body is without equal. I am
very glad to have had the opportunity to serve and work with you
these last five years.

And second, third, and fourth are my fellow travellers of
the "gang of four," conceived in our deep, mutual spirit of
service and caring, and born of necessity on November 18, 1985.
Together we have fought many a good fight, and even won & few of
the really important ones. Not bad for people incorrectly
characterized a short time ago as "dead meat," and "party
animals.”

Steve Flanagan: you have been our conscience, always
expressing the feelings that we so often have shared. Joe
DaSilva, the "coach": you have been our consciousness, the voice
of experience and pragmatism that have kept all of our feet
firmly on the ground. Gene Eriquez, the facilitator: yvou have
the uncanny ability to turn ideas and words into actions, to
pull us together into a unit that is somehow greater than the
sum of its parts. To have been a part of this group has been and
will continue to be one of the high points of my life.

I end with resolution.

The position into which I will be moving tomorrow moyning is
the one particular office I have ever sought of my own
initiative, and not in response to the requests and exhortations
of others. Yet I have done so because I believe nonetheless that
such a position is a "calling," or vocation. @And like all true
vocations, it is both an end in itself, and a means to a greaster
end. So my resolution brings to full circle my reflection: for
that end is service to and for the public good. May I take the
examples and experience gathered here among the men and women of
good will of the City of Danbury, and apply that with equal
industry and fervor for the People of the State of Connecticut.

God bless this house, and all who truly serve in it.
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DEMOCRATIC TOWN COMMITTEE

P. O. BOX 164
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

February 2, 1989

Common Council
City of Danbury
~-Hand Delivered-

.Dear Honorable Council Members:

On Monday, January 30, 1989 the Danbury Democratic Town
Committee met to recommend a candidate to the Council to fill the
vacancy created by the resignation of Robert Godfrey.

It is with great pride that we recommend that the Council
choose Ernest Boynton. Mr. Boynton has a long record of service
to our community. He was an alternate member of the Zoning Board
of Appeals from 1972-1974 and then served as a full member from
1974-1979. He presently sits on that Board. Additionally from
1979-1987, Mr. Boynton actively represented his constituents as a
member of the Common Council. He is an honorable man and we urge
you to support his candidacy.

Very,truly yo

Lav fnce M. efberyg,

Chalirman

LMR

ule



CITY OF DANBURY

1565 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Payment of Delinquant Taxes

The Common Council met as a committee of the whole immediately
following a public hearing on January 17, 1989 in the Common Council
Chambers in City Hall.

Mr. Charles made a motion that the ordinance be adopted.
Seconded by Mr. Bundy. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

e

grorn A

— V/II/H‘
JAMES E/WIMMONS , President
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' ORDINANCE

CITY OF DANBURY, STATE OF CONNECTICUT
COMMON COUNCIL

February 7, 1989

Be it ordained by the Common Council of the City of Danbury:

THAT the Code of Ordinances of Danbury, Connecticut is
hereby amended by adding a section, to be numbered 18-21, whigh said
section reads as follows:

The Tax Collector of the City of Danbury shall not accept
payment of any delinquent motor vehicle personal property tax unless
said payment is made in cash or by bank check, money order or through
the use of a credit card which has been approved by the said Tax
Collector. o o

BFFECTIVE DATE: This Ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after
adoption and publication, as provided by law and section 3-10 of the
Charter of the City of Danbury, Connecticut.

Adopted by the Common Council - February 6, 1989
Approved by Mayor Joseph H. Sauer - February 9, 1989

El@?&beth'Crudgif on

City Clerk
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CITY OF DANBURY

165 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 08810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

Appointments to éommittees Febiruary 7, 1989-

_The committee appointed to review a proposed change in
ordinance 2-95 met in the fourth fioor lobby at 7:38 F.M.
City Hall. 1In attendance wers committee members Bourne,
Eriquez and Fazio. Also in attendance were councilmen
Bundy, Charles, Dlanise,and Connell. A brief review of the
proceedings of the previous committee meeting held on ]
January 19,1989 was presented by the chair. A motion was
made by Mr. Fazio and second by Mrs. Bourne that the
origional proposed change to ordinance 2-95 as presented in
the motion at the meeting of January 19,1989 and recommended
to the Council be ammended to read as follows: '

in

"All committees of the Common Council shall be
appointed by the Majority and Minority leaders of the
Council. 8aid appointments shall be made during -that
session of the Common Council. In the absence of an
agreement between the majority and minority lsader to the
contrary, all committee assignments shall be made and in

proportion to the majority / minority party representation
of the Council."”

A discussion followed. Mr. Eriquez expressed the opinion
that since it was clearly stated in the charter that the
Mayor presides over the meetings of the Common Council and
that recognizing that the charter provides for a strong
mayor +form of government that it appears clear that the
intent of the charter [sec.3-2] was to have the mayor
appoint the committees of the council.

Mr. Fazio stated that in his opinion, Mr., Eriquez’
interpretation of section 3-2 was not correct because it did
not specify the duties of the presiding officer and would
have spelled out the appointment powers over the council if
the writers had so intended that to be the case Jjust as it
is spelled out in the other sections of the charter where
the mayor is granted specific appointment powers.[i.e.
sec.4—3,6—3,6—4,é—S,b—éa,é—?a,6—9a,6—10a,6—11a,6—12a,6—13a3

Mr. Fazio indicated that only section 3-13 deals with
committees of the council and that section says "All
committees of the Common Council shall be ad hoc
committees." He stated further that if the charter had given
specific appointment power of the council committees to the
Mayor there would have heem me nead € em om e $ om oo



oo T EE e e AiEL 2T alits Lhils power to the mayor not the ,

- charter and that since it was the council who gave that ,/ﬁ{f?
" power to the mayor the council can now take that power back. '
Mr. Fazio went on to say that it is his belief that since

the charter is specific in clearly defining the appointment

powers of the mayor with confirmation by the council it is

clearly the intent of the charter to maintain a seperation

of power with checks and balances, therefore it is

inconsistent to assume the intent to be to give the

- executive branch appointment power over the legislative
branch.

Mr. Fazio then noted that both the State and Federal
governments seperate legislative and executive POWErS ..«
neither the Governor of Connecticut or the Fresident of the
United States appoint committees of the respective
legislative bodies, the General Assembly and Congress.

Mrs. Bourne then reviewed the list that she had provided the
committee at the January 19th meeting which showed that of
all the cities in Connecticut that have populations equal to
or greater than Danbury and have a Mayvor—-Council form of
government, no other city, only Danbury allows the executive
- branch appointment power over the committees of the
legislative branch. [attached] She also noted that even
Stamford which is said to have a very strong mayor form of
government 1ike Danbury does not allow the mayor to appoint
committees of the council. "“Council committees relate and
report soley to the council and should be appointed by the
council leadership to conduct council business," she said.

Mr. Eriquez restated his concerns about the mechanical
problems that might arise with the president of the councit
involved in the process in the event of an unexpected f1loor
referral . It was noted that former councilman Eob Godfrey
had advised that any chanagae should reflect in such a way to
make committees proportionate to the party composition of
the council. Mr. Fazio stated that the change in the motion
reflected that advice and that this change should eliminate
any anticipated mechanical problems.

Mr. Bundy expressed concern that the council may be
violating section 4-2 of the charter which says "The council
shall not diminish by ordinance » vote or otherwise the
powers and duties of the mayor, except those powers and
duties imposed on the mayor by the council under the
provisions of this section.”

Mrs. Bourne pointed out that the last part of that section
says except those powers and duties imposed on the mayor by
the council under the provisions of this section and that
since the power to appoint committees was given to the mavor
expressly and explicitly by ordinance it is not a violation
ot the charter.



Mr. Fazio expressed the opinion that the charter is explicit
“in the duties and powers it gives to the mayor. He felt
that it is not in the best interest of the citizens of
Danbury for the Council to continue to allow the exectutive
branch to maintain appointment power over the legislative
branch.

There should be a distinct seperation between the two
branches of government. The exectutive branch is ‘
responsible for the administration and operation of &all city
departments. The Council sometimes has to examine or
investigate the operations of any department or agency of
the city as provided for in section 3~14. It makes no sense
for the mayor to have appointment power over a committee
that

might be established to investigate an agency or department
that reports directly to the mayor. He also stated that the
charter is clear in that intent and that this further shows

that it was never the intent to give that power to the
mayor .

Mrs. Bourne then moved the question. Second by Mr. Fazio.
Motion carried. 0On the origional motion, Mrs. Bourne and
Mr. Fazio voted in the affirmative, Mr. Eriquez in the
negative.

Respectively submitted,

Michael 5. Fazio
Chairman

Lovie Eourne

Gene Eriquesz



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA

CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:

ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK
LASZLO L. PINTER January 30, 1989 DANBURY, CT 06810
JOHN JOWDY
GEORGE S. SAKELLARES
ASSISTANT CORPORATION
COUNSEL

Councilman Michael Fazio
Common Council

City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut

Re: Appointments to Committees - Your Memo of January 27, 1989
Dear Councilman Fazio:

Thank you for your inquiry regarding the authority of the
Common Council to alter the current method of appointing
committees of the Council. Specifically, you have asked if the
Council may amend the provisions of Section 2-95 of the Code of
Ordinances to shift the authority to appoint committees of the
Council from the Mayor to the Common Council leadership.

Currently, Section 2-95 of the Code provides, in pertinent
part that, "All committees of the Common Council shall be
appointed by the presiding officer."™ Further, Section 3-2 of
the Danbury Municipal Charter provides, also in part that, "The
mayor shall preside over all meetings of the common
council...." Taken together, these provisions establish the
authority of the Mayor to appoint committees of the Common

Council
URC-ddy

Although the Common Council cannot amend the Charter by
its act alone, it does have express authority to amend
ordinances. Section 3-4 of the Charter provides, among other
things, that, "The 1legislative power of the city shall be
vested exclusively in the council. Said council shall have the
power to enact, amend or repeal ordinances not inconsistent
with this Charter or the General Statutes of the state;..."
Accordingly, the Common Council may amend Section 2-95 of the
Code of Ordinances provided that the amendment is not in
conflict with the requirements of either the Charter or State
law.



Councilman Michael Fazio -2 -
Appointments to Committees ‘
January 30, 1989

A review of both the Charter and State Statutes discloses
no prohibition which would prevent the Common Council from
adopting amendments to Section 2-95 of the Code that would
place the responsibility for making committee appointments on
the Council or its leadership.

For the sake of clarity, it should be noted that Section
4-2 of the Charter provides that, "The council shall not
diminish, by ordinance, vote or otherwise, the powers and
duties of the mayor, except those powers and duties imposed on
the mayor by the council under the provisions of this section.”
However, observe that earlier in that section it is stated
that, "The mayor shall have all the duties imposed by the
Charter and the ordinances of the city and the laws of the
state and of the United States." Accordingly, since the power
to appoint committees of the Common Council was granted to the
Mayor by action of the Common Council, that power may be
withdrawn by the Common Council without violating the
restriction established by the language of Section 4-2 first
quoted in this paragraph.

If you require anything further, please let me know.

Sincerely,

Assistgnt\ Corporation Counsel

ELG:r
c: Mayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.

Common Council Members V/



CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

- November 1, 1988

TO: Honorable Mayor Joseph Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

RE : Danbury Code of Ordiance Section 2-95 - Committees

Sec. 2-95 states that, "All committees of the Common
Council shall be appointed by the presiding officer.
Said appointments shall be made during that session

of the Common Council."

I respectfully request that the Council review changing
this ordiance so that committees can be appointed by
the Council leadership.

Respectfully,

Michael Fazio /
Majority Leader



BRIDGEPORT

Standing Committees.
President of the Council appoints the committees.
Mayor has no veto power over President’s committee assignments.

NEW HAVEN

Ad Hoc & Standing Committees.
President of the Board (Board of Aldermen) appoints the committees.
Mayor does not have veto power over committee appointments.

MILFORD

Ad Hoc & Standmg Committees (Ordinance, Claims, Public Works, Rules & Public Safety & Welfare).
Chairman of the Council (same as Council President) appoints all committees.
Mayor has no veto power over committee appointments.

STAMFORD
Standing Committees (17).

President of the Board (Board of Representatives) appoints all committees.
Mayor has no veto power over committee appointments.

WATERBURY

Standing Committees (18).
President of the Board appoints all committees.
Mayor does not have veto power over commiittee appointments.

NORWALK
Standing Committees.

Committees are appointed by the leadership of the Council.
Mayor has no veto power over committee appointments.

NEW BRITIAN

Standing Committees (all encompassing).
Leadership of the Council appoints the committees.
Mayor has no veto power over committee appointments.
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CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Public Werks Department - Acceptance of Landfill-Material

The ad hoc committee appointed to review the acceptance of
landfill material by the Public Works Department met on January 21, 1989
at 7:00 P.M. in Room 432 in City Hall. 1In attendance were committee
members Danise and Cresci. Committee Member Godfrey was absent. Also
in attendance were Michael Cech, Daniel Minahan, Jack Kozuchowski and
Council Members Moran and Connell, ex-officio.

After some discussion a motion was made by Mr. Cresci to
authorize the Public Works Department to inspect all offered materials
and if useable to the City, the Public Works Department through Daniel

Minahan, is free to accept same. Motion seconded Hy Mrs. Danise and
carried unanimously.

ResPectfully submitted,

MARI ANN DANISE, Chairman

ARTHUR CRESCI

ROBERT D. GODFREY



CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request for Water Extension - Meadowbrook Road

The Common Council Committee appointed to review the above
captioned matter met at 7:00 P.M. on January 25, 1989 in Room 432 in
City Hall. Present were committee members Nimmons, Regan and Gallo.
Also attending were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer, William Buckley and
the petitioner Frank Nazzaro.

The Progress Report of the committee dated November 1, 1988
was read and the motion in the report was noted by all present. The
motion stated that the petitioner should consult with Mr. Buckley.
The petitioner has not contacted Mr. Buckley as of this date. Mr.
Frank Nazzaro stated that he is no longer interested in this request.

Mr. Gallo made a motion that the request be denied without
prejudice. Seconded by Mr. Regan. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

f/’C:)f7”¢4&§/;2?T7Y7V“VLﬂJ

TAMES f//NIMMONS, Chairman

‘{‘

6L) /! G
ARTHUR D.' REGAY/

BERNARD P. GALLO
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CITY OF DANBURY

1565 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Reguest for Water Extension - Meadowbrook Road

The Common Council Committee appointed to review the above
captioned matter met at 7:00 P.M. on January 25, 1889 in Room 432 in
City Hall. Present were committee members Nimmons, Regan and Gallo.
Also attending were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer, William Buckley and
the petitioner Frank Nazzaro.

The Progress Report of the committee dated November 1, 1988
was read and the motion in the report was noted by all present. The
motion stated that the petitioner should consult with Mr. Buckley.
The petitioner has not contacted Mr. Buckley as of this date. Mr.
Frank Nazzaro stated that he is no longer interested in this request.

Mr. Gallo made a motion that the request be denied without
prejudice. Seconded by Mr. Regan. Motion carried unanimously.

Resgpectfully submitted,

JAMES E. NIMMONS, Chairman

ARTHUR D. REGAN

BERNARD P. GALLO



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Coungcil

Re: Petition for Sewer Line on Oak Lane

The committee appointed to review the request for sewer
lines on Oak Lane met in the Fourth Floor Lobby in City Hall on
January-18, 1989 at 7:00 P.M. In attendance were committee members
Moran, Regan and Gallo. Also attending weze Councilman Charles, ex-
officio; Jack Schweitzer, William Buckley and Tom Morra of Oak Lane.

Mr. Schweitzer stated that as a result of this committee's
recommendation of April 5, 1988 a survey had been done, by mail, in-
forming the resddents of Oak Lane as to their individual costs regarding
the installation of sewers and asking if they were in favor of it.

The results of the survey showed 71.4% opposed and 28.6% in favor.

Since the majority of residents did not want sewers on Oak
Lane, Mr. Regan made a motion that this committee recommend to the
Common Council that the petition for sewers on Oak Lane be denied.
Seconded by Mr. Gallo. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Lo Wb

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

ARTHUR D. REGAN

“BERNARD P. GALLO




53

CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT
February 7, 1989
Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Sewers on Edgewood Street

The Common Council met as a committee of the whole immediately
following a public hearing on January 17, 1989 in the Common Council
Chambers in City Hall.

Mr. Charles made a motion that the sewer project for
Edgewood Street be approved. Seconded by Mr. Flanagan. Mr. Bundy
offered an amendment that approval is contmngent upon verification
that a majority of the property owners are.in favor of the project.
Seconded by Mr. Esposition. Motion to amend carried unanimously.
Main motion, as amended, carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES ? NEMMONS

Presidgnt
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CITY OF DANBURY

1566 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Route 7 Agquifers

The Common Council Committee appointed &o review the issue
of Route 7 Aquifers met on January 19, 1989 at 8:00 P.M. in the Common
Council Chambers in City Hall. In attendance were committee members
Bundy, Godfrey and Danise. Also in attendance were Planning Director
Dennis Elpern and Environmental Superintendent Jack Kozuchowski. Also
attending was Representative Barbara Ireland.

Discussion was focused on the protection to be afforded to
the Sugar Hollow Aquifer located in the path of the proposed Super 7
roadway. Representative Ireland and Representative Godfrey gave
presentations regarding the background and current status of the project
including references to the Department. of Transportation, Department of
Environmental Protection and the Army Corps of Engineers. Reference
was also made to an aquifer study completed by the Town of Wilton con-
cerning the Cannondale Aquifer. Since the Sugar Hollow Aquifer is one
of the largest and deepest aquifers in the State of Connecticut and
serves a most important function, it was determined that an interlocal
commission encompassing Danbury, Ridgefield and Redding be formed.

Mr. Bundy made the following motion:

"The committee recommends to the Common Council that an
interlocal agreement be made between the City of Danbury and the Town
of Ridgefield and the Town of Redding whose purpose shall be to
examine the protection of aquifers located within or abutting to the
boundaries of the three towns consistent with the construction of
Super 7. Environmental impact assessments on such aquifers, with
specific attention to the Sugar Hollow Aquifer, should be considered
before any decision on construction is made. Seconded by Mr. Godfrey.

Motion passed unanimously.
spe tfully sub @ iz;%/
57(,5/1 , /

GER M BUN ( Chai@ﬁan
/\_/\.) Cx @4@
7

ROBERT D. GODFREY \MARI ANN DANISE .
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CITY OF DANBURY

156 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Route 7 Aguifers

The Common Council Committee appointed &o review the issue
of Route 7 Aquifers met on January 19, 1989 at 8:00 P.M. in the Common
Council Chambers in City Hall. 1In attendance were committee members
Bundy, Godfrey and Danise. Also in attendance were Planning Director
Dennis Elpern and Environmental Superintendent Jack Kozuchowski. Also
attending was Representative Barbara Ireland.

Discussion was focused on the protection to be afforded to
the Sugar Hollow Aquifer located in the path of the proposed Super 7
roadway. Representative Ireland and Representative Godfrey gave
presentations regarding the background and current status of the project
including references to the Department of Transportation, Department of
Environmental Protection and the Army Corps of Engineers. Reference
was also made to an aquifer study completed by the Town of Wilton con-
cerning the Cannondale Aquifer. Since the Sugar Hollow Aquifer is one
of the largest and deepest aquifers in the State of Connecticut and
serves a most important function, it was determined that an interlocal
commission encompassing Danbury, Ridgefield and Redding be formed.

Mr. Bundy made the following motion:

"The committee recommends to the Common Council that an
interlocal agreement be made between the City of Danbury and the Town
of Ridgefield and the Town of Redding whose purpose shall be to
examine the protection of aquifers located within or abutting to the
boundaries of the three towns consistent with the construction of
Super 7. Environmental impact assessments on such aquifers, with
specific attention to the Sugar Hollow Aquifer, should be considered
before any decision on construction is made. Seconded by Mr. Godfrey.
Motion passed unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

ROGER M. BUNDY, Chairman

.ROBERT D. GODFREY MARI ANN DANISE



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

February 7, 1989
Certification #18

TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller

We hereby certify the availability of $106,528.00 to be
transferred from the Contingency Account to the Fire Department
Overtime Account #02-02-110-010500.

Previous balance of encumbered Contingency Acct. $969,721.60

Less pending requests -0~
Less this request 106,528.00
Remaining encumbered Contingency balance $863,193.60

o DAL

_ /7 X
Dominic A.’ﬁétaroz7ﬁk.

DAS:af



CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request for Funds for Overtime Account - Fire Department

The ad hoc committee appointed to review the Overtime Budget
in the Fire Department met on January 26, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. in Room 432
in City Hall.- In attendance were committee members Connell and Esposito.
Committee Member Renz was absent. Also present were Comptroller Dominic
Setaro, Fire Captain Tom Morris, Fire Chief Anthony Lagarto and Fire
Union President Louis Damici.

The discussion focused on the need for additional funding
for the Fire Department Overtime Account . Mr. Setaro advised that
this item is not negotiable and is covered by contractual agreements.
The requested amount of $106,528, which represents the necessary funding
for the Fire Department overtime for the balance of the fiscal year
{(projected), would have to come out of the contingency account or the
surplus. These funds are available according to Mr. Setaro.

Fire Department Overtime Account be approved pending certification by
Mr. Setaro. Seconded by Mr. Connell. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

BARRY J. CONNELL, Chairman

JOHN J. ESPOSITO

GARY D. RENZ
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CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer -
Honorable Members of the Common Council . -

Re: Engine Company 6 Apparatus

The Common Council Committee appointed to review Engine
Company- 6 Apparatus (Fire Department) met on January 24, 1989 at
7:30 P.M. in Room 432 in City Hall. 1In attendance were committee

- members Connell, Danise and Esposito. Also in attendance were Fire

Chief Lagarto, Firefighter Jay Rotella, Richard Tomaino and Comptroller
Dominic Setaro.

After lengthy discussion which focused on the proposed purchase
of a backup fire pumper truck, Mr. Logarto gave an overview of the
circumstances surrounding the need for this vehicle. The committeen then
reviewed a written proposal by Mr. Tomaino which supported the need
for the pumper truck. The reasons for the proposed acquisition of said

truck focus on cost savings, preventive maintenance, safety and modernizec
compartmentation.

Mr. Esposito asked Mr. Setaro if the City's appropriation to
Citizen Hose Company could be increased by $10,000 per year for the next
four years to purchase this vehicle. Mr. Setaro initially stated that
he did not think this ceuld be done. However, in a subsequent conversatic
with Mr. Connell, Mr. Setaro stated that Mr. Esposito's suggestion could
indeed be accomplished if the Could authorifzed it.

Mr. Esposito made a motion that the committee recommend to the
Common Council that the City be authorized to purchase the fire pumper
truck at a cost of $40,000 upon certification from the Comptroller that
the necessary funds are available. Seconded by Mrs. Danise. The motion
carried with Mr. Esposito and Mrs. Danise voting in the affirmative and

Mr. Connell voting in the negative.

Mr. Connell stated that it is his opinion that although the
~vehicle in gquestion would be a good acquisition for our Fire Department,
it is a fact that the City has purchased two new pumpers over the past
two years at a cost of approximately $400,000 (a new one was delivered
the week of 1/21/89), and at this point in time it would be more prudent
to delay spending an additional $400,000 until the 1989-90 budget is
reviewed and submitted to the Mayor and the Common Council.

Respectfully submitted,




To: Common Council Subcommittee on Engine #6
From: Richard F. Tomaino, Superintendent of Apparatus
Date: @#1,/23/88

Re: Acquisition of Citizens Hose Co. Engine #86 Pumper

I have outlined what I feel are several very important
reasons why the career fire department should purchase
Citizens Hose Company s pumping engine at this time. First
and most important is our goal to reduce apparatus down
time. The department operates five engine companies. These
companies must remain in service at all times. We have
Just received a replacement pumper for Engine #21, an
eighteen-year-old unit that has served the city well and
Will continue to operate as a reserve unit. Unfortunately
this reserve unit is our only reserve unit and will remain
in service practically always. This is due to on-going
scheduled preventive maintenance as well as unscheduled
mechanical difficulties. Therefore, when another rumping
engine goes down we have no maintenance back-up unit. This
situation usually forces us to borrow a volunteer unit
when we can. As maintenance records will verify, in more
cases than not when a volunteer unit is borrowed,
unscheduled maintenance problems of various natures do
occur of which we take care. We have an obligation to do
this since these problems occur while our department is
utilizing the equipment and we have no problem with this
setup. But there is a cost factor, a cost factor that can
be high at times. The department s policy is to return the
unit in at least the condition it was in when we borrowed
it, if not better.

Ancther reason to consider acquiring their unit is
whenever it is not being used as a fill-in pumper it can
be utilized as a “"temporary" truck company, filling in for
Truck #2 until a new unit is received.

The final reason is the return on our cost. This is a 1975
Ward LaFrance in excellent condition. We have borrowed
this unit many times and our firefighters are familiar
with its operation. They have modernized compartmentation
and have had other updating procedures performed on it. I
- feel their asking price of $49,000. 00 is at the top end of
the scale but its condition can command it. Additionally,
at this time, given our situation, it’'s definitely worth
pursuing.

Thanking you in advance for your consideration,

fgzi/é;kjuj< ;Z;%ﬂZQﬁQJ

Richard F. Tomaino,
Superintendent of Apparatus



571

CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Petition regarding Fairview Drive

The committee appointed to review the petition concerning
Fairview Drive met in the Fourth Floor Lobby in City Hall on January 18,
1989 at 8:00 P.M. In attendance were committee members Moran, Regan
and Zotos. Also in attendance were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer,
Director of Public Utilities Bill Buckley and Frank Cavagna, Highway
Superintendent.

Mr. Cavagna stated that the City has replaced culverts and
patched potholes in the area in question and would plow the street
when required. However, due to the parking of the residents on both
sides of the street a City snowplow cannot get through. This is a
violation of the Fairview Condo Association's regulations. Mr. Cavagna
showed the committee a copy of said regulations. The committee also
was presented with a letter from Dan Minahan dated July 25, 1988 which
stated the work the City would and/or has done on this street.

Mr. Moran made a motion that this committee take no action
on this petition due to the above situation. Seconded by Mr. Zotbs.
Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Lo oo

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

;@,ﬁw~ ™
AQ%L /)/%Wyﬂ;m ,
r

NIGHOLAS ZOTW




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request for Sewer Extension - 25 Oliﬁe Street

- The committee regarding the above captioned matter
met on January 10, 1989 . 1In attendance were committee members
Nimmons, Danise and Gallo. Also attending were William Buckley,
Jack Schweitzer and David Bratz.

It is the recommendation of this committee that the
petition be granted with the following conditions and restrictions:

1. The petitioner shall bear all costs relative to the
installation of said sewer line. .

2. The petitioner shall submit as-built drawings of
this extension, prepared by a licensed Connecticut Land Surveyor,
for approval by the City Engineer.

3. Detailed Engineering Plans and Specifications are
to be approved by the City Engineer and the Superintendent of
Public Utilities prior to the start of construction.

4. 1If required, a Warranty Deed in a form satisfactory
to the Corporation Counsel shall be executed by the petitioner
conveying to the City, all right, title, interest and privileges
required hereunder, and said Deed shall be held in escrow for
recording upon completion of installation.

5. That upon completion of installation, title to
said sewer line within City streets, and any necessary
documents be granted to the City in a form which is acceptable to
the City Engineer and Corporation Counsel.

6. The petitioner shall convey ownership of and easements
to all or such portions of the sewer lines as the City
Engineer's Office determines are of potential benefit to other
landowners in the City.



.

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 08810

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT R S JOHN A. SCHWEITZER, JR.
(208) 7974641 | Septenber 29, 1988 - CITY ENGINEER

Mr. Howard P. Rubinow III, P.E.
P.O. Box 236
Bethel, CT 06801

Dear Mr. Rubinow:

Sanitary Sewer Engineer
Olive Street-Therese A. Servas

This office has reviewed the plan and profile submitted under
cover of your September 7, 1988 letter of transmittal.

The plan and profile are generally acceptable. We offer two
minor comments which should be included in the final plan.

1l.) Please show a lateral rm to the edge of the road for
the house across fram 25 Olive Street.

2.) Please remind the contractor that the City recently re-
vised its manhole frame and cover detail to call for a webbed frame.
(The Campbell Foundry frame specified comes webbed.)

When and if Common Council approval of the extension is granted
we will send a copy of the plan to DEP for review and approval.

Please send us 3 copies of the final plah addressing the two
comments above.,

If you have any questions, please -give us a call.

JAS/PAE/sd
c: William Buckley, Jr.
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7. No Certificate of Occupancy shall be issued until
the above requested forms, documents, plans, etc. are received
and the City owns the extended sewer lines.

8. This approval shall expire eighteen (18) months
following the date of Common Council action.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES E. NIMMONS,Chairman

MARI ANN DANISE

BERNARD P. GALLO
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CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Germantown Plaza Easement, Germantown Road

The ad hoc committee appointed to review the reqguest for a
drainage easement for Germantown Plaza met in Room 432 in City Hall on
January 25, 1989 at 8:00 P.M. In attendance were committee members
Moran and Butera. Also present were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer,
Superintendent of Public Utilities William Buckley, Paul Jaber and
Gary Hawley, Mike Mazzucco and Council Mamber Louis Charles, ex-officio.

Mr. Schweitzer explained the change in the easement as ,
shown on the submitted map. He stated that the Engineering and Highway
Departments have no problem with this request.

Mrs. Butera made a motion that the committee recommend to the
Common Council granting the request and that the Corporation Counsel
prepare the necessary paperwork for the easement change. Seconded by
Mr. Moran. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Mok S g

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

vt Bt

NET & BUTERA

BARRY J. “€0ONNELL
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor- Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

: Germantown Plaza Basament,; Germantown Road

7

D
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The ad hoc committee appointed to review the request for a
drainage easement for Germantown Plaza met in Room 432 in City Hall on
January 25, 1989 at 8:00 P.M. In attendance were committee members
Moran and Butera. Also present were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer,
Superintendent of Public Utilities Willdiam Buckley,. Paul Jaber and
Gary Hawley, Mike Mazzucco and Council Mamber Louis Charles, ex-officio.

Mr. Schweitzer explained the change in -the easement as
shown on the submitted map. He stated that the Engineering and Highway
Departments have no problem with this request.

Mrs. Butera made a motion that the committee recommend to the
Common Council granting the request and that the Corporation Counsel
prepare the necessary paperwork for the easement change. Seconded by
Mr. Moran. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

JANET D. BUTERA

BARRY J. CONNELL



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request for Sewer Extension on Deer Hill Avenue

. The committee regarding the above cdptioned matter

met on January 25, 1989 . " In attendance were committee members

Regan and Zotos, City Engineer Jack Schweitzer and Superintendent
of Public Utilities William Buckley. ‘

It is the recommendation of this committee that the
petition be granted with the following conditions and restrictions:

1. The petitioner shall bear all costs relative to-the
installation of said sewer line.

2. The petitioner'shall submit as-built drawings of
this extension, prepared by a licensed Connecticut Land Surveyor,
for approval by the City Engineer.

3. Detailed Engineering Plans and Specifications are
to be approved by the City Engineer and the Superintendent of
Public Utilities prior to the start of construction.

4. If required, a Warranty Deed in a form satisSfactory
to the Corporation Counsel shall be executed by the petitioner
conveying‘to the City, all ri@ht title, interest and privileges
reguired hereunder, and said Deed shall be held in escrow for
recording upon completlon of installation.

5. That upon completion of installation, title to
said sewer line line within City streets, and any necessary
documents be granted to the City in a form which is acceptable to
the City Engineer and Corporation Counsel.

6. The petitioner shall convey ownership of and easements
to all or such portions of the sewer lines as the City
Engineer's Office determines are of potential benefit to other
landowners in the City.
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7. No Certificate of Occupancy shall be issued until
the above requested forms, documents, plans, etc. are received
and the City owns the extended sewer lines.

8. This approval shall expire eighteen [18) months
following the date of Common Council action.

Respectfully submitted,

[M&/L >/ o

ARTHUR D. RE ANéchalnm A

. /Z' ,‘
/ﬁ;; AS Z0T0S '
/ A / /, v(//h//é

ROGER . BUNDY P4




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL REPORT

.February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request for Sewer Extension on Deer Hill Avenue

.. The committee regarding the above captioned matter
met on January 25, 1989 . In attendance were committee members

Regan and Zotos, City Engineer Jack Schweitzer and Superintendent
of Public Utilities William Buckley. )

It is the recommendation of this committee that the
petition be granted with the following conditions and restrictions:

1. The petitioner shall bear all costs relative to-the
installation of said sewer line.

2. The petitioner shall submit as-built dréwings of
this extension, prepared by a licensed Connecticut Land Surveyor,
for approval by the City Engineer.

3. Detailed Engineering Plans and Specifications are
to be approved by the City Engineer and the Superintendent of
Public Utilities prior to the start of construction.

4. If required, a Warranty Deed in a form satisfactory
to the Corporation Counsel shall be executed by the petitioner
conveying to the City, all right, title, interest and privileges
required hereunder, and said Deed shall be held in escrow for

recording upon completion of installation.

5. That upon completion of installation, title to
said sewer line line within City streets, and any necessary
documents be granted to the City in a form which is acceptable to
the City Engineer and Corporation Counsel.

6. The petitioner shall convey ownership of and easements
to all or such portions of the sewer lines as the City
Engineer's Office determines are of potential benefit to other
landowners in the City.
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7. No Certificate of Occupancy -shall be issued until
the above requested forms, documents, plans, etc. are received
and the City owns the extended sewer lines.

8. This approval shall expire eighteen {18) months
following the date of Common Council action.

Respectfully submitted,

ARTHUR D. REGAN, Chairman

. NICHOLAS ZO0OTO0S

ROGER M. BUNDY



155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Lakewood Condominium Association - Reguest to Use
City Land :

The ad hoc committee appointed to review the request of
Lakewood Condominium Association to use City owned land adjacent to
the condominium as a recreational area for the residents of the building
met on January 10, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. in the Fourth Floor Lobby in City
Hall. 1In attendance were committee members Regan, Cresci and Gallo.
Also in attendance were Superintendent of Public Utilities William Buck-
ley and City Engineer Jack Schweitzer.

Mr. Schweitzer stated that he had sent a letter to the
petitioner requesting additional information on September 26, 1988 after
an initial telephone request on August 18, 1988. Both times the response
was that further information was imminent. Mr. Schweitzer has not
received any additional information and feels that the request should be
denied due to a lack of information. Mr. Buckley said that the land in
question is a public watershed area and that he does not condone any
development on this type of land. He recommended denial of this request.

Mr. Gallo made a motion to denj the request. Seconded by Mr.
Cresci. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

ARTHUR D. REGAN, Chairman

ARTHUR CRESCI

BERNARD GALLO
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

Repaving of Pondcrest Road February 7, 1989

The committee appointed to review the petition for re-paving
of Fond Crest Road met in the 4th floor lobby at 7:30 F.M.
in City Hall. In attendance were committee members DaSilva,
Bourne and Fazrio. Also in attendance were Frank Cavaana,
Supt yof Highways, Dan Minahan, Director of Fublic Works,
approximately 20 taxpayers from Fond Crest Road and
councilmen Connell and Bundy ex-officio.

Mr. Cavagna stated that he was familiar with the existing
condition of Fond Crest Road and presented the situation
from the city’s perspective. Even though the condition of
the road is very poor in the opinion of the attending
taxpavyers, it rated a 3.6 on a 0 to 5 scale in a recent
survey of the condition of all city roads.

The worst road in the city rated as 1.8. He also stated
that since the overall rating was not as bad as the worst
36% of Danbury’s roads and since it was considered a local
street as are 7%% of Danbury’‘s 228 miles of roads, it is
not on the priority list for re-paving.

According to Mr. Cavaana, the city has spent only 400,000 /
year for the last 8 years on paving and since that

amount can only pave approximately & miles of road, then it
would take approximately 35-40 years to pave evelry road in
the city once.

Since it is obvious that roads dorn‘t last that long, Mr.
Cavagna has proposed an aggressive 5 year plan to re—-pave
the worst 346% of the cities roads accomplishing about 20% of
that number esach year at an estimated annual cost of
¥2,000,000, Therefore the best that he could hope for was
to possibly pave Fond Crest in the fifth year; but even
that would be contingent on the availability of funds and
only if Pond Crest fe211 into the worst 36%.

This was deemed unreasonable and unacceptable by the
residents who stated that they wanted to know why they pay
higher taxes and get little to no services from the city
other than education? They repeatedly asked where their
taxes are being spent? Several more questions were raised
concerning the options available to solve their problem.
Dthers criticized the city departments for not communicating
in alowing construction to be done in a way that dosen’t



W’

be done to curbs and city strests during construction before
issuing a £.0..

Mr. Minahan agreed to send a Tetter to Mr. Null’s office to
see 1f the building inspectors could coordinate with the DFW
and issus a report beforse a U.0. is issued to cut down on
some of the costs to the oity.

Additional complaintes included the partial repairs dong on
potholes, that is, that some are lTeft not filled while
others are filled on the same street on the same day. Mr.
Cavagna responded with his apology stating "there is no
grcuse for shoddy workmanship.®

Mrs. Notaro a resident of Pond Crest, asked why the city
could pave the street she used to Tive on (Btuart Drive), 7
times in a 7 yvear period? Mre. Minahan indicated that he
wasn 't aware that it had been since he was not involved at
that time and Mr. Notaro responded with a complaint that he
belisved it was done because a city hall emplovee lived on
Stuart rive.

After a lTenathly discussion Mr. Cavagna offered to try
expedite the situation in the spring. He propossd that at
imast the potholes bes repaired and also wedging along the
sides of the road whers the greatest damage has occurred.
He also proposed to repair damaged curbs and back them with
s01l if there are sufficient funds available. Hes also
stated that he would Tike to chip seal providing the funds
arg available. He noted that in the future he would Tike to
use chip seal only on &1l local streets and reserve paving
dollars for roads catagorized as major, minor and coliector
roads .

The approximate cost for all the above mentioned work
xoluding paving on Fond Orest wouwld be $60,000 according to
. Lavagna.

Mr. DaSilva made & motion to recommend that Me. Cavagna
pertorm the necessary work as outlined contingent on the
availability of funds in the spring. Mir. Fazio then
stated that some of the necessary funds may be avaiibale
from the snow removal account i we continue to enjovy a mild
winter. Second by Mrs. Bourne, motion carried unamiously.



Respectfully submitted,

7, o A .\’! -
~7, S 2
Michael S. Fazi o —"FT 5/} g2 y
e . { X P - - y /
Chairman S j’[fli&@ A CZédd/ﬁﬁi%%w .

Lovie Bowrne

ﬁmfuu;lu

Joseph Da Silva




CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

Repaving of Pondcrest Road February 7, 1989

The committee appointed to review the petition for re-paving
of Fond Crest Road met in the 4th floor lobby at 7:30 P.M.
in City Hall. In-attendance were committee members DaSilva,
Bourne and Fazic. Also in attendance were Frank Cavagna,

' Supt ,0f Highways, Dan Minahan, Director of Fublic Works,
approximately 20 taxpayers from Fond Crest Road and
councilmen Connell and Bundy ex—-officio.

Mr. Cavagna stated that he was familiar with the existing
condition of Fond Crest Road and presented the situation
from the city’s perspective. Even though the condition of
the road is very poor in the opinion of the attending
taupayers, it rated a 3.6 on a 0 to 5 scale in a recent
survey of the condition of all city roads.

The worst road in the city rated as 1.8. He also stated
that since the overall rating was not as bad as the worst
36% of Danbury’s roads and since it was considered a local
street as are 754 of Danbury’s 228 miles of roads, it is
not on the priority list for re-paving,

According to Mr. Cavagna, the city has spent only $400,000 /
year for the last 8 years on paving and since that
amount can only pave approximately 6 miles of road, then it

would take approximately 3%-40 years to pave every road in
the city once.

Since it is obvious that roads don’t last that long, Mr.
Cavagna has proposed an aggressive 5 year plan to re-pave
the worst 364 of the cities roads accomplishing about 20% of
that number esach year at an estimated annual cost of
¥2,000,000., Therefore the best that he could hope for was
to possibly pave Fond Crest in the fifth year; but even
that would be contingent on the availability of funds and
only if Fond Crest fell into the worst 3&6%.

This was deemed unreasonable and unacceptable by the
residents who stated that they wanted to know why they pay
higher taxes and get little to no services from the city
other than education? They repeatedly asked where their
taxes are being spent? Several more questions were raised
concerning the options available to solve their problem.
Others criticized the city departments for not communicating
in alowing construction to be donme in a way that dosen’t



be done to curbs and city streets during construction before
issuing a C.0.. )

Mr. Minahan agreed to send a letter to Mr. Null’‘s office to
see if the building inspectors could coordinate with the DFW
and issue a report before a C.0. is issued to cut down on
some of the costs to the city. .

Additional complaints included the partial repairs done on
potholes, that is, that some are left not filled while
others are filled on the same street on the same day. Mr.
Cavagna responded with his -apology stating "there is no
excuse for shoddy workmanship.”
Mrs. Notaro a resident of Fond Crest, asked why the city
—could pave the street she used to live on {Btuart Drive),
times in a 7 year period? Mr. Minahan indicated that he
wasn’t aware that it had been since he was not involved at
that time and Mr. Notaro responded with a complaint that he
believed it was done because a city hall employee 1ived on
Stuart Drive.

X
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After a lengthly discussion Mr. Cavagna offered to try
expedite the situation in the spring. He proposed that at
lTeast the potholes be repaired and also wedginma along the
sides of the road where the greatest damage has occurred.
He also proposed to repair damaged curbs and back them with
s0il if there are sufficient funds available. He also
stated that he would like to chip seal providing the funds
-are available. He noted that in the future he would like to
use chip seal only on &11 local streets and reserve paving
dollars for roads catagorized as major, minor and collector
roads .

The approximate cost for all the above mentioned work
excluding paving on Fond Crest would be #60,000 according to
Mr. Cavagna.

Mro DaSiltva made s motion to recommend that Mr. Cavagna
pertorm the necessary work as outlined contingent on the
availability of funds in the spring. Mr. Fazio then
stated that some of the necessary funds may be availbale
from the snow removal account if we continue to enjoy a mild
winter..-Second by Mrs. Bourne, motion carried unamiously.



Respectfully submitted,

Michael 8. Fazio
Chairman

Lovie EBourne

Joseph Da Silva
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CITY OF DANBURY
155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 08810
COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT

East Starrs Plain Road February 7, 1939

The committee to review the request of Mrs. Katherine
Gallagher concerning E. Starrs Flain road met on January
23,1989 in the fourth floor Tobby at City Hall.

In attendance were committee members [aSiiva, Danise and
Fazio. Also in attendance were Assistant Corporation Rick
Gotshalk, Supt. of Highways Frank Cavagna, Director of

Fublic Works Dan Minabhan Attorney Frizzell and Mr.
Gal1agher. '

A brief review of the problem was presented by Mr. Frizzell.
who stated that Mrs. Gallagher could not develop a parcel of
land on E. Starrs Flain Road because she could not get get a
permit due to & lack of frontage on a public highway.

It was the contention of Mr. Frizell that E. Starrs Flain
road remained a public highway even though a former Common
Council had rulled that it was abandonned by the city.

But his argument was that the road had never been formally
abandonned and that the road did not meet all the tests to
be considered an abanonned road by statute.

Mr. BGallagher stated that it was not his intention to have
the city improve the road and he only wanted permission to
access E. Starrs Flain Road in a way that would allow him to
transfer clear title with access.

After a lengthly discussion of the probiem it became evident
that the best solution for both Mrs. Gallagher and the city

would be to have the city formally discontinue a section of

E. Starrs Flain Road since it had been a town road and never
was formally discontinued by action of the Council.

It was also discussed that by éur formal discontinuance of
the road beyond the Gallagher property, and our

acknowl edgement that the short piece that runs in front of
the Gallagher parcel is still a public road would not in any
way trequire the city to improve the road but would make the
city responsible in a way that it is for any public highway.

Mr. DaSilva made a motion that the committee recommend to
the council that since E. Starrs Flain is a public highway
that the council discontinue that portion of E. Starrs Flain
Road form the southerly line of the Gallagher




property[ 1-2500%] as shown on assessors maps I-25 and H-23

{zee attached schedule for specific discription’ in a
couthely and westerly direction to the resumption of the
improved portion. Second by Mrs. Danise. Motion Carried

unamiously.

Regpectfully submitted,

Michael S, Fazio
Chairman

Marianne Danise Joseph DaSilva
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

January 31, 1989 COMMON COUNCIL

Homnorable Members of the Common Council
Honorable Mayor Joseph Sauer

RE: Traffic Signalization, Route 39 and East Gate Road
December 1988, Item #25

The committee assigned to review the above met on January 18, 1989 at 7:35 P.M. in Room
432 of City Hall. In attendance were committee members-Bourne (Chair), Fazio, Cassano,
and ex-officio member Charles; also, City Engineer, Jack Schweitzer and Public Utilities
Director, Bill Buckley.

The Chair begin by making the following statements:

o The original request was made by the Police Chief to the State DOT following the accident
involving a school bus at the intersection.

« The DOT findings show that traffic volume is so heavy that traffic on minor intersecting
streets suffer excessive delay or hazard entering the major street.

« During 4/1/84 - 3/30/87, 11 accidents took place resulting in two personal injuries.
« The cost of installing the light is $26M, with the City and State contributing equally ($13M).
o The signal design includes, "when flashing stop ahead" signs for both Rt. 39 approaches.

« Per John Vivari (DOT), the design for the tratfic control signal is virtually complete.
Therefore, baring any unforeseen circumstances it will be installed prior to the end of 1989.

o This is not a signal that affects just those individuals living in or around the Rt. 39 and East
Gate Road area, but all families in the City whose children attend Danbury High School.

After intense discussion of the above, the merits of the proposal and review of the Traffic
Engineer’s report (copy attached), Mr. Fazio moved that we recommend to the Council the
installation of a traffic light at East Gate and Route 39 pending certification of funds.
Seconded by Mrs. Bourne. The motion passed with Mr. Cassano voting in the negative.

Respectfully submitted,

@ ) fosans V)

Lovie Bourne Michael Fazio
Chair .




CITY OF DANBURY
156 DEER HILL AVENUE |
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

January 31, 1989 COMMON COUNCIL

Honorable Members of the Common Council
Homnorable Mayor Joseph Sauer

RE: _ Traffic Signalization, Route 39 and East Gate Road
December 1988, Item #25

The committee assigned to review the above met on January 18, 1989 at 7:35 P.M. in Room

432 of City Hall. In attendance were committee members-Bourne (Chair), Fazio, Cassano,

and ex-officio member Charles; also, City Engineer, Jack Schweitzer and Public Utilities
~ Director, Bill Buckley. ' ]

The Chair begin by making the following statements:

« The original request was made by the Police Chief to the State DOT following the accident
involving a school bus at the intersection.

e The DOT findings show that traffic volume is so heavy that traffic on minor intersecting
streets suffer excessive delay or hazard entering the major street.

« During 4/1/84 - 3/30/87, 11 accidents took place resulting in two personal injuries.
o The cost of installing the light is $26M, with the City and State contributing equally (§13M).
« The signal design includes, "when flashing stop ahead" signs for both Rt. 39 approaches.

o Per John Vivari (DOT), the design for the traffic control signal is virtually complete.
Therefore, baring any unforeseen circumstances it will be installed prior to the end of 1989.

o This is not a signal that affects just those individuals living in or around the Rt. 39 and East
Gate Road area, but all families in the City whose children attend Danbury High School.

After intense discussion of the above, the merits of the proposal and review of the Traffic
Engineer’s report (copy attached), Mr. Fazio moved that we recommend to the Council the
installation of a traffic light at East Gate and Route 39 pending certification of funds.
Seconded by Mrs. Bourne. The motion passed with Mr. Cassano voting in the negative.

Respectfully submitted,

(L A foosrna—

Lovie Bourne Michael Fazio Anthony Cassano
Chair _
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

r

-memz;ggggsgﬂ’cﬁmm January 18, 1989 , : JOHN A. SCHWEITZER, J
CITY ENGINEER
MEMO TO: John A, Schweitzer, Jr., City Engineer
FROM: ~Abdul R, Mohamed, Traffic ‘Engineer
SUBJECT: Traffic Control S:Lgnal/Clapboard Ridge Road

at East Gate Road

This is relative to a request for information by the Cammon Council
Committee appointed to authorize the Mayor to enter into an agreement
with the State at the above noted intersection. .

A: BACKGROUND:

A request for installation of a traffic control signal at the
East Gate Road intersection has been made by the Chief of Police to the
STC on or &about Septenber. 23, 1987. The request was based on the increase
of traffic volume and an accident involving a school bus at the inter-
section. A similar request had been presented to the State Traffic Com—
mission in 1983. However, due to a failure of the intersection to meet
signal warrant, the request was turned down. It was recammended that the
intersection be re-studied when traffic wolumes increase.

B: TRAFFIC CONDITIONS:

In November 1987 the State Department of Transportation investigated
traffic conditions at the intersection. The findings indicated that the
intersection satisfies the Interuption of Continuwous Traffic Warrant. This
warrant applies to operating conditions where traffic volume on a major
street is so heavy that traffic on a minor intersecting street suffers
excessive delay or hazzard - entering the major street.

Traffic safety conditions at the intersection indicate that eleven (11)
accidents took place during the period from April 1, 1984 through March 30
1987. An average of approximately three (3) accidents per year. The
accidents resulted in a total of two (2) personal injuries.

The STC Report and accident data relative to this subject is enclosed.
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Wayno J. Andelin
Checked By Date__ 8788 |  TRAFFIC INVESTIGATION | Loc No. = 934259

ST.C. Notified____ REQUESTED, BY 7 MFID
o ) . Date_jJ*

Memo No.___ ‘ JAN 11 1989

See Previous S.7.C. Report |

No.

. TOWN ___ Dambury . .
Recgive
A. LOCATION o “
Signals ' Signs Route 39 (Clapboard | D
) Ridge Road) at East Gate, d'\
Markings ; \ Y qu\ i’.’;,-g

4 vt. . . N 4 2 ‘l%e;ﬁ
' RA-T0 i€V, 7/83 ' ‘ Xe
M . h STATE OF CONNECTICUT
Report By " pate__8/88 | DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION |STL.No. 034-8709-03

REPORT TO THE
———— | STATE TRAFFIC COMMISSION ] Date to S.T.C.

-Completion Dates-

N

Executive Segetarﬂ :

034-8308-03 :  DATE __9/23787

Recommendations

signal at the intersection of Route 39 (Clapboard Ridge and East Gate

Approve the installation of a fully actuated traffig -control
Road. % (
The Department of Transportation andyth ¢ f Danbury will
a

installation.

a
participate in the cost of the signal e ui%
The Department of Transpggt 'xl 1 provide normal maintenance

for the signal.

The City of DaW\pay for the electrical energy required to

operate the signal,.

Danbury, was inlgrmed of the above recommendation on August 25, 1988 and
concurred.

Chiefso - Macedo, Legal Traffic Authority for the City of
n.

EXISTING CONDITIONS:

——

In a September 23, 1987 letter to Mr. William W. Stoeckert, Chief
Nelson F. Macedo requested that a traffic study be conducted at the subject
location citing a serious accident involving a school bus and an increase
in traffic volumes as the reasons for the request.

BY

m

DIVISION OF TRAFFIC [



w4

City of Danbury

Route 39 (Clapboard Ridg® Road)
at East Gate Road

STC No. 034-8709-03

Page 2

A previous STC report approved in October, 19834recommended

that a signal not be installed at this location, however, it gas noted
in the report that the intersection should be re-studj i e future
if traffic volumes increased.

Traffic counts taken on Nov n November 10,
1987 indicate that the Iﬂterrupt; s Iraffic warrant is
satisfied at this locatlon. 51gna1 warrant sheet is

attached.

C 1 &bury has agreed to overlay the East Gate Road
approach to R provide an adequate surface for detector.
The signal design includes '"When Flashing Stop Ahead" signs

for both Route 39 approaches to alert approaching traffic to the
intersection. :



State of Connecticut : &"g
Department of Transportation i__g
Bureau of Planning
Planning Inventory and Data

ACCIDENT DATA CONTENT

Data in the attached report reflects that which was contained in our computer
files on the date that this report was generated and represents accidents occurring
during the period April-1, 1984through March 31 y 1987. -

RECORDING CRITERIA . ) .
Only accidents which have been reported to the Connecticut Motor Vehicle
Department have been reviewed for inclusion in the Accident Records System.

Operators involved and investigating police authorities are required to file
an accident report subject to the following. Any accident in which a person is killed
or injured, or in which damage to the property of any one person, in excess of four

‘hundred dollars ($400), is sustained, On October 1, 1984, the property damage value
was increased to six hundred dollars ($600). During the Current Period, all operator
reported accidents, which meet the criteria of a reportable accident, as noted above,
and all police reported accidents were reviewed and recorded.

RECORDING LIMITATIONS :

: The Depariment of Transportation devotes considerable resources to the
analysis of each accident received from the Motor Vehicle Department and to the
codification of the dvnamics and location of each accident. Each accident prior to .
entry into our computerized system is reviewed for accuracy and completeness. Computer
programs have been developed which monitor accident data and generate reports containing
suspect data for review and correction, however the user of data contained in the
attached report, should be aware of certain limitations.

All accidents which actually occurred within the area covered by the report:

May not have been reported to the Motor Vehicle Department and/or
subsecuently received by the Department of Transportation;

May not have contained sufficient information to have been properly ’
located in the physical area covered by this report; or

May not have been properly located by the Degartment of Transportation -
during codification, data entry, file maintenance or data retrieval
activities.

Accidents contained within the attached report may not have actually

occurred within the physical area covered by the report, but have

been placed there due to, either, insufficient or incorrect information

contained in the accident report or to imprecise handling of the .

accident during codification, data entry, file maintenance or data

retrieval activities.
CONTRIBUTING FACTORS

The contributing factors indicated on the accident experience and/or accident
- summary have been determined by the Department of Transportation's Accident Records
Section and are used by the Department in its ongoing engineering evaluation of Connecticut's
Roads and Highways. Each contributing factor has been determined subjectively and ~
is not meant to assign legal responsibility. '




ATION: _foun of Danhury - Roure 39 ar Fast Cate Road - v
’ RUNAL WARRANT VALUES ' '

nimum Vehicular Volume

] Chag_k)

ol

FERCENT SATISFIED ¥0. OF KOURS
FOR EACH HOUR _ SATISFIED TC:

One Lane . - 100% 80%

nber of vehlcles per hour for 350 veh, m 1..314 5,188

*h of any 8 hours of an average . - 2,246 6,187

y on the major street (total Two or More ~[:] 3, 169 7,216

both approaches). 420 veh. 4, 158 8, 276 - _ 8 8

. One Lane

nber of vehicles per hour for 105 veh. E] 1._185 _5..1186

ch of the same 8 hours on the 2._34 _6.166

gher volume minbr street -Two or More D 3._52 T34

proach. - 140 veh. o 4._79 8. 51 3 4
terruption of Continuous Trafﬁi'g ) )

. One Lane '

nber of vehicles per hour for 525 veh, E . 1,209 5, 125

ch of any 8 hours of en average’ 2,115 6,125

v on the major street (total Two or More O 3,113 7, 144 .

both approaches). 630 veh. 4. 195 g, 183 8 8

' One Lane

mber of vehlcles per hour for 53 veh. @ 1..366 _5..230

ch of the same 8 hours on the 2.147  6..328
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proach. 70 veh. 4. 157 8,102 8 8
nirmim Pedestrian Volume :

' Undivided Hty.

mber of vehicles per hour for L20 veh. J 1. 5.
ch of any 8 hours of an average 2,___- 6.
y on the major street (total Divided Hwy. [j 3. 7.

both approaches). 700 veh. . 4. 8.

Undivided Hvy. .

mber of pedestrians per bour 105 ped. | 1. Se

r each of the same 8 hours 2. 6.

ossing the major street on the Divided Hwy. 3. 7.

ghest volume crosswalk, 105 ped. O 4o 8.

‘ ) NUMEER
. » n

mbination of Warrants VLREHNE’LVALUE SATISFIED
mber of warrants satisfied to
e exte=t of 80 per cent or _
re of the stated values. 2 .

gnal Justification under this
rrant should be decided on

e basis of a thorough analysis
" facts,

te of Count November 9, 10, 1987
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CONNECTICUT Uﬂﬂ»»q:NZq OF TRANSPORTATION ACCIDENT EXPERIENCE

TOWN OF DANBURY ROUTE NUMBER 39 LOCATION 0O01.13 001.42
PREPARED 10 09 87 PERIOD FROM Oy 01 84 To O3 31 87
MON DA LIGHY 5URF COLLISION INJURIES RAMP TOT
LOCATION RDWY. FACT. CASE # DAY TH TE YR HOUR COND [COND WEATH TYPE K A BC TYPE INJ

AEGHEURDEX ARG ARG AR EY X EE XS GF A E RIS FAGA XD G XY AV EE

¢

MILEAGE ALPHA DESCRIPTION OF ACC.
SO ERBAEREREGAAGRADBFUEEBHR LR EAERELE SRHBGB T

CH TN RD UNDIVD 126666 SUN JUL 13 86 2029 DARK/WO WET RAIN FIXED OBUJ

Gﬁ####ﬁ##*ﬁ##**é*#&##Qﬁﬁ###*##*###%&*&%é#**6

hUw 001.40 AT € GATE RD
VEHICLE HAD MECHANICAL FATILURE
SB AUTO PAS VEHICLE GOING STRAIGHT ) s

STRUCK MISC OFF RD RIGHT

001.40 AT E GATE RD CM TN RD UNDIVD 130817 THU AUG 30 84 1746 DAYLT DRY CLEAR TURN-INTS

NMHV DRIVER FAILED TO GRANT RIGHT OF WAY
WB AUTO PAS
NB AUTO PAS

\\ 001.40 AT E GATE RD

VEH TURNING LEFT FROM PROPER LANE
VEHICLE GOING STRAIGHT

CM TN RD UNDIVD 146637 THU NOV 27 86 2236 DARK/W ICE CLEAR FIXED 0BJ

DRVR UNABLE TO COPE W/COND, DRYR LOST CONT
NB AUTO PAS VEHICLE SKIDDING IN ROADWAY

i
STRUCK MISC OFF RD RIGHT
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT
February 7, 19389

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Tarrywile Park Authority

The ad hoc committee appointed to review the ordinance
creating the Tarrywile Park Authority met on February 1, 1989 at
7:45 P.M. in the Fourth Floor Lobby in City Hall. In attendance
were committee members Regan, DaSilva and Bundy. Also in attendance
were Council Member Stephen Flanagan, ex-officio; William Buckley,
Jack Schweitzer, Dominic Setaro, Richard Palanzo, Dennis Elpern,
Paulette Pepin, and Edward Prybylski.

The ordinance establishes the powers and responsibilities
of the Authority while at the same time retaining final approval for
a number of decisions by the Common Council.

In order to insure that all citizens are considered in the
decisions of the Authority, one member of the Authority shall be a
member of the Parks and Recreation Commission and the Director of
Parks and Recreation shall be an ex-officio member of the Authority.

Mr. DaSilva made a motion to recommend to the Common Cauncil
that the Ordinance creating the Tarrywile Park Authority be approved.
Seconded by Mr. Bundy. Motion carried unanimously.

Resp)ect ull§ submitted,:

é&f LA Etf P

ARTHUR D. REGANC,/ Chairman

UL\,

O S P DaSIL
5/1 b /7 //M/W

ROGER /M. BUNDY




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer -
Honorable Members of the Common Council - ) -

Re: Tarrywile Park Authority

The ad hoc committee appointed to review the ordinance
creating the Tarrywile Park Authorlty met on February 1, 1989 at
7:45 P.M. in the Fourth Floor Lobby in City Hall. In attendance -
were committee members Regan, DaSilva and Bundy. Also in attendance
were Council Member Stephen Flanagan, ex-officio; William Buckley,
Jack Schweitzer, Dominic Setaro, Richard Palanzo, Dennis Elpern,
Paulette Pepin, and Edward Prybylski.

The ordinance establishes the powers and responsibilities
of the Authority while at the same time retaining final approval for
a number of - dec151ons by &he Common Counc1l

In order to insure that all citizens are considered in the
decisions of the Authority, one member of the Authority shall be a
member of the Parks and Recreation Commission and the Director of
Parks and Recreation shall be an ex-officio member of the Authority.

Mr. DaSilva made a motion to recommend to the Common Cuouncil
that the Ordinance creating the Tarrywile Park Authority be approved.
Seconded by Mr. Bundy. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

ARTHUR D. REGAN, Chairman

JOSEPH DaSILVA

RDGER M. BUNDY
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CITY OF DANBURY

1566 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Compratt Enterprises - Acceptance of Parcel X on Map 6863

The committee appointed to review the request for the City to
accept Parcel X on Map 6863 met in Room 432 in City Hall at 7:00 P.M.
on January 10, 1989. In attendance were committee members Moran and
Charles. Also in attendance were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer and
John Constantino.

Mr. Schweitzer gave the committee a history dating back to
1987 and said that the Engineering Department had no problem with this
proposal. A letter from the Corporation Counsel was read which stated
that this is required by sub-division regulations and that the appropriate
legal documents have been submitted and reviewed are are in order.

Mr. Charles made a motioh to recommend to the Common Council
that the land offered as Parcel X on Map 6863 be accepted by the City

for road widening purposes. Seconded by Mr. Moran. Motion carried un-
animously.

Respectfully submitted,

/SZW/// I ot

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman
(\7ééi;yﬁa{7// (57/£ﬂw%ﬂ762%§7

~ LOUIS T. CHAREES™ _
NSy )
L\ ap 2

/ MARI ANN DANISE




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council ) -

Re: Compratt Enterprises - Acceptance of Parcel X on Map 6863

The committee appointed to review the request for the City to
accept Parcel X on Map 6863 met in Room 432 in City Hall at 7:00 P.M.
on January 10, 1989. In attendance were committee members Moran and

Charles. Also in attendance were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer and
John Constantino. -

Mr. Schweitzer gave the committee a history.dating back to
1987 and said that the Engineering Department had no problem with this
proposal. A letter from the Corporation Counsel was read which stated
that this is required by sub-division regulations and that the appropriate
- legal documents have been submitted and reviewed are are in order. '
. , Mr. Charles made a motion to recommend to the Common Council
that the land offered as Parcel X on Map 6863 be accepted by the City

for road widening purposes. Seconded by Mr. Moran. Motion carried un-
animously.

Respectfully submitted,

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

. LOUIS T. CHARLES

MARI ANN DANISE



CITY OF DANBURY

15656 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Resolution regqgarding City Historian

The ad hoc committee appointed to review a resolution con-
cerning the City Historian met in Room 432 in City Hall on January 30,
1989 at 7:00 P.M. Committee Members present were Moran and DaSilva.
Also present were Assistant Corporation Counsel Eric Gottschalk, City
Historian Jerrold Davis and Council Members Louis Charles, ex-officio.

A discussion took place regarding Section 2-34 of the City
Ordinance, specifically Section B, PARAGRAPH 5 pertaining to expending
funds, obtaining contributions and grants and salary, if at some future
time the position becomes a paid position. Mr. Gottschalk explained
that if this position were to become paid the position and/or its staff
would come under Civil Service Regulations and funding would need
approval by the Common Council

Mr. DaSilva made a motion that the committee recommend to
the Common Council that it take no action at this time due to the fact
that the establishment of a salary for the City Historian or of a
separate City Department actdon by the Comman Council and the Civil
Service Department would be needed". Seconded by Mr. Moran. Motion
carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Nante jsbe—

HANK S. MORAN,, Chairman

L
J BPH DASILVA
/f/%ﬁf’r //%u?/

ROGER M. BUNDY




CITY OF DANBURY

1565 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL = _
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Resolution regarding City Historian

The ad hoc committee appointed to review a resolution con-
cerning the City Historian met in Room 432 in City Hall on January 30,
1989 at 7:00 P.M. _ Committee Members present were Moran and DaSilva.
Also present were Assistant Corporation Counsel Eric Gottschalk, City
Historian Jerrold Davis and Council Members Louis Charles, ex-officio.

A discussion took place regarding Section 2-34 of the City
Ordinance, specifically Section B, PARAGRAPH 5 pertaining to expending
funds, obtaining contributions and grants and salary, if at some future
time the position becomes a paid position. Mr. Gottschalk explained
that if this position were to become paid the position and/or its staff
would come under Civil Service Regulations and funding would need
approval by the Common Council

Mr. DaSilva made a motion that the committee recommend to
the Common Council that it take no action at this time due to the fact
that the establishment of a salary for the City Historian or of a
separate City Department actdon by the Common Council and the Civil
Service Department would be needed". Seconded by Mr. Moran. Motion
carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

JOSEPH DASILVA

ROGER M. BUNDY
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CITY OF DANBURY

1656 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT
February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Counail

Re: Review and Renew Condemnation of Land at Eagle Road and
Federal Road

The ad hoc committee appointed to review and renew the
condemnation of land at Eagle and Federal Roads to make a new entrance
and exit to Commerce Park met on January 19, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. in the
Common Council Chambers in City Hall. In attendance were committee
members Regan and DaSilva. Also attending were City Engineer Jack
Schweitzer and Director of Public Works Dan Minahan.

This condemnation had previously been granted by the Council
but has since expired. It has also been determined that additional land
is needed to meet with width reguirements of Eagle Road and to provide a
right turn lane on Federal Road from Eagle to White Turkey Road Extension.
The Planning Commission voted a positive recommendation for this request.

A purcell Associates estimated the cost at $685,000. The City
received $500,000 from the State in 1987 for this project. Approximately
$422,000 remains in the account. The developer of the Berol property

nas indicated that he would contribute to the project in order to
complete it.

Mr. DaSilva made a motion to recommend to the Common Council
to acquire, either shrough negotiations or eminent domain, parcels B,
D, AR & CR on the "proposed taking map Eagle Road Connector" dated
September 23, 1987 Revised October 21, 1987, June 7, 1988 and December 28
1988, prepared by New England Land Surveying. Secondad by Mr. Regan.

Motion carried unanimously.
i;gpj;ﬁfull submitted,
£ 2/ D

ARTHUR D. REGAN/ Chairman

e

A

LOVIE D. BOURNE




155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT

February 7, 1989
Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer .
Honorable Members of the Common Counoil

Re: Review and Renew Condemnation of Land at Eagle Road and
Federal Road

The ad hoc committee appointed to review and renew the
condemnation of land at Eagle and Federal Roads to make a new entrance
and exit to Commerce Park met on January 19, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. in the
Common Council Chambers in City Hall. In attendance were committee
members Regan and DaSilva. Also attending were City Engineer Jack
Schweitzer and Director of Public Works Dan Minahan.

A This .condemnation had previously been granted by the Council
but has since expired. It has also been determined that additional land
is needed to meet with width requirements of Eagle Road and to provide a
right turn lane on Federal Road from Eagle to White Turkey Road Extensior
The Planning Commission voted a positive recommendation for this request.

Purcell Associates estimated the cost at $685,000. The City
received $500,000 from the State in 1987 for this project. Approximately
$422,000 remains in the account. The developer of the Berol property
has indicated that he would contribute to the project in order to
complete it.

Mr. DaSilva made a motion to recommend to the Common Council
to acquire, either snhrough negotiations or eminent domain, parcels B,
D, AR & CR on the "proposed taking map Eagle Road Connector" dated
September 23, 1987 Revised October 21, 1987, June 7, 1988 and December 2
1988, prepared by New England Land Surveying. Seconded by Mr. Regan.
Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

ARTHUR D. REGAN, Chairman

JOSEPH DaSILVA

LOVIE D. BOURNE
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL REPORT

Ffebruary 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request for Water Extension - Farm Street

. The commlttee regarding the above captioned matter
met on January 30, 1989 . 1In attendance were committee members
Bundy, Cresci and Zotos. Also in attendance were William Buckley
and Hans Otto who represents the owner Joseph DaSilva.

It is the recommendation of this committee that the
petition be granted with the following conditions and restrictions:

1. The petitioner shall bear all costs relatlve to the
installation of sald water line.

2. The- petltloner shall submlt as-built draw1ngs of
thls extension, prepared by a licensed Connecticut Land Surveyor,
for approval by the City Engineer. :

3. Detailed Engineering Plans and Specifications are
to be approved by the City Engineer and the Superintendent of
Public Utilities prior to the start of construction.

4, If required, a Warranty Deed in a form satisfactory
"to the Corporation Counsel shall be executed by the petitioner
conveying to the City, all right, title, interest and privileges
required hereunder, and said Deed shall be held in escrow for
recording upon completion of installation.

5. That upon completion of installation, title to
said water line within City streets, and any necessary
documents be granted to the City in a form which-is acceptable to
the City Engineer and Corporation Counsel.

6. The petitioner shall convey ownership of and easements
to all or such portions of the water lines as the City
Engineer's Office determines are of potential benefit to other
landowners in the City.
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7. No Certificate of Occupancy shall be issued until
the above requested forms, documents, plans, etc. are received
and the City owns the extended = water lines.

8. This approval shall expire eighteen {18) months
following the date of Common Council action.

Respectfully submitted,

ROGER M. .BUNDY, Chairman

ARTHUR CRESCI

NICHOLAS 70TO0S



CITY OF DANBURY

1565 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request to Purchase Aerial Ladder Truck

The Common Council Committee appointed to review the above
captioned matter met at 7:30 P.M. on February 2, 1989 in the Fourth
Floor Lobby in City Hall. In attendance were committee members Gallo,
Nimmons and Connell. Also attending were Chéef Lagarto and 24 Fire
Firefighters.

Since this matter is a non- partlsan subject, Mr Nimmons
asked Mr. Gallo to chair this meeting.

After some discussion and closing remarks by Chief Lagarto
and Union President Louis DeMici, Mr. Connell moved this committee to
recommend to the full Council that we purchase a new aerial ladder on
- the basis of a lease- purchase agreement with the purchase prlce of
$340,000, ‘cost overruns mnot to exceed ‘10% of the purchase price and
with the sale of the old ladder truck the funds received should be
applied to the first payment providing this agreement can be worked
out with the Comptroller. Seconded by Mr. Nimmons. Motion carried
unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES E. NIMMONS

BARRY J. CONNELL

BERNARD P. GALLO



E CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

January 30, 1989

Fire Chief Antonio Lagarto
Danbury Fire Department

New Street

Danbury, Connecticut 06810

Dear Chief Lagarto:

Please be advised that the ad hoc committee appointed to
review the request to purchase an aerial ladder truck is in.fawvor
of the proposal. However, before we can make an informed presentation
to the full Common Council, we will need responses to the following
guestions:

1. Why the cost went from $28,500 to $450,000 in thirty
days as the initdal request for funds considered the $28,500 purchase
an "excellent buy"?

2. How could the "cost to repair and refurbish our
current older aerdial ladder truck run from $70,000 to $200,000?

3. The Tarrytown Truck has 16,000 miles. How come our
truck has 32,000 miles on it?

4., Excessive usage of the ladder truck caused the City
to spend $40,000 for rust repair. Would it not be wiser to keep
the ladder truck "in house™ except for actual need and training to

cut operational costs and preserve its longevity as other fire
companies do?

5. The ladder truck goes to most fires, not for its use
but for the manpower on the truck. Please explain.

6. 40% of the calls are false alarms. This again creates
wear and tear on our ladder truck, a very expensive piece of equipment.

7. With a call on a nine or ten story building, you are
rolling with the ladder truck because that may or may not be a 500
gallon fire. However, since most fires are extinguished with 500
gallons of water, what kind of support is needed for 500 gallon fires?

Specifically, equipment and manpower - certainly not the aerial ladder
truck.
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8. Finally, we need hard numbers on the cost and design
of the new ladder truck.

If you could respond to these questions as soon as possible,
we will then be able to present the proposal with our recommendation to
the full Common Council.

-Sincerely,

- James E. Nimmons
Chairman

cc: Councilman Bernard P. Gallo
Councilman Barry J. Connell
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CITY OF DANBURY
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

FIRE DEPARTMENT ANTONIO L. LAGARTO, CHIEF
19 NEW STREET ' (203) 796-1550

January 31, 1989

James E. Nimmons, Chairman
Common Council - i}
City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Jim: . : T
I am setting forth the answers to the eight questions your
Committee has requested regarding the request to purchase an Aerial
Ladder Truck. My answers are as accurate and concise as I can make
them.

Question #1: The answer to why the cost went from $28,500.00 to
$450, 000, 00: o T | | : -

The initial cost of $28,500.00, which was considered by us to be an
"excellent buy" was for a 1968 Maxim 100” Aerial Ladder,5-man Custom
Cab, with new ground ladders and other equipment.  This Aerial Ladder
was for sale by the Tarrytown Volunteer Fire Department, Our
Apparatus Superintendent went to Tarrytown, NY to look the unit over
and reported that it was in good shape and would be a good temporary
solution to our aerial ladder needs. After we submitted our request
to the Mayor for the $28,500.00, and before your Committee met, we
found out that the ladder was sold. We -expressed this to your
Committee and also that the present 1965 Maxim Aerial Ladder owned by
the City is no longer worth spending money on. We requested that the
Committee recommend the purchase of a new Aerial Ladder at a cost of
approximately  $340,000.00. We also suggested a  five-year
lease purchase plan.

Question #2: In regard to the question of how could the cost to
repair and refurbish our current, older Aerial Ladder Truck run from
$70,000.00 to 5200,000.00:

The $70,000.00 figure is the cost provided to us by the Maxim Company
to replace the upper three fly sections of the Aerial Ladder and to do
all other necessary repairs in order to meet U. L. Requirements for



certification. It is the opinion of our Apparatus Superintendent and
also my opinion, that this 24 year-old Aerial Ladder is not a
candidate for this kind of expenditure of funds. If the Council
Committee felt that they wanted to repair the Aerial Ladder, then the
truck should be totally refurbished, and the cost would then be over

$200,000.00, We do not recommend that -any money be spent on this
Unit! i

Question #3: This question asks why the "Tarrytown Truck has 16,000
miles and our truck has 32,000 miles on it":

First, our Truck has almost 39,000 miles on it; second, it is 3 years

older; third, Tarrytown has about 5 square miles of area to cover

while Danbury has almost 45 square miles; - fourth, Tarrytown~’s
population is about 20,000 and Danbury”s is 70,000. I think that all
of these factors are the reasons why Danbury”s truck has more miles on
it.

Question. #4: The City has not spent $40,000.00 for rust repairs as

indicated, but there 1is rust damage to the Ladder Tower that will
require an expenditure of approximately $40,000.00. It is our opinion
that the rust is due to poor design of the unit and not due to
exposure to the weather alone.

As far as keeping the Ladder Truck "in house" except for actual need
and training to cut operational costs and preserve .its longevity as
other companies do - It -is my educated opinion that the Truck Company
doesn”t respond or leave the building except for actual need, and we
evaluate on a "as need" basis where and when it does respond. There
is no doubt that if we kept the ladder "in house" almost all of the
time, there would be less damage from wear and tear. However, our
operations at the scene of a fire require the Truck Company as part of
our Standard Operating Procedures. It also seems to me that our
Department has done quite well in preserving the longevity of our
present Aerial Ladder which is in its 24th year and should have been
replaced during its 20th year. The Tarrytown Fire Department replaces
its equipment on its 20th anniversary even if it is in very good shape.

Question #5: The Ladder Truck responds to all reported structure
fires and automatic alarms. The response of the Truck Company is mnot
just for the manpower but for the functions that the Truck Company
performs such as forcible entry, search and rescue, ventilation,
salvage and overhaul, laddering of building, etc. The Truck Company”’s
function has a direct result on the total firefighting.operation and
without this coordinated effort of both the Truck Company and the
Engine Companies, there i1s no doubt that there is a greater threat to



life and potential for greater property damage. Manpower 1is always
important whenever we have a working fire on arrival, especially when
there 1is a severe life threat. Time 1s our enemy and it is always
better to have enough help on arrival then to have to call for more
help and ‘then to have to try to play "catch up".

Question #6: The response to false alarms is about 25% of the calls,
not 40%, as stated. When the alarm comes in, we must assume that
there 1is a fire and respond, prepared to operate as a complete team,
incorporating all factions of the firefighting effort. -

Question #7: The question about fires requiring less than 500 gallons
of water and what kind of support 1s needed - specifically, equipment
‘and manpower - certainly not the Aerial Ladder Truck:

The answer to this question mudt take into account where the fire is;
how big is the building; What is burning; Is there a severe threat to
life and property; Is there easy access to the fire; Can we get the
water omnto the fire? Why are all these things important for a fire
that cam be put out with 500 gallons of water? The reason 1s quite
simple — If I can”"t get the 500 gallons of water directly on the
fire, I can”t put it out and then I will need a lot more than 500
gallons of _water. - How does the Truck Company play their part in -

making - £ possible to get water onto the fire? First by doing search o

and rescue, proper ventilation, so the Engine Company can get water to
the seac of the fire - raising ladders for ventilation.

A good example of a fire that didn"t require a lot of water but
required full wuse of the Truck Company was the fire at the Federal
Correctiional Institution that claimed 5 lives and injured 65 inmates.
Another example of the need for the Truck Company for the purpose of
getting water to the seat of a fire that, most times, won”t need more

than 500 gallons to extinguish, would be a fire in the Ives Mamor or
Martha  Apartments. There isn”t water available inside of these
buildingrs and our Standard Operating Procedure calls for the use of
the Trmiczk company to get a supply of water to the upper floors as
quickly as possible. This requires the raising of the ladder to the
floor woof the fire so that hose lines can be advanced from the ladder
into thes building and to the seat of the fire.

You must: understand that 500 gallons of water can put out a very large
fire 1iff the water can be applied directly to the seat of the fire.
This takkces the efforts of all manpower at the scene of the fire doing
their asasigned tasks with the proper equipment which must be available
to them on their arrival.



Question #8: The estimated cost to replace our Aerial Ladder 1is
$350,000.00 - This is a fairly accurate cost estimate for a unit
designed to meet our requirements. The cost may vary slightly in
either direction when bid. However, based on current cost projections
provided by a major fire apparatus manufacturer, we feel this is an
accurate figure. Delivery would be approximately 10-12 months from
i1ssuance of the purchase order. i

The  Aerial 1ladder Truck has to be designed as a "midship"
mounted Zevice, similar to our old one. This 1is required due
to clearaaces necessary to negotiate the Like Avenue and Rose Street
railroad »ridge overpasses.

spec ful:;;ggpmii//)s

- ) Antonio-L. Lagart
Chief Fire Executiive

ALL:mw
#26

c:Mayor Jcaseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Councilmman Bernard P. Gallo
Councilzman Barry J. Connell
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(203) 798-0018 P.0O. BOX 901
DANBURY, CT 06813

January 23, 1989

Members of the Common Council Committee:

Re: Funding for Repairs and/or Purchase of a 2nd Aerial
Device

Dear Members:

The Union recognizes that it is the sole responsibility
of this committee in determining the need to allocate
funds to repair and/or purchase a 2nd Aerial Device,
based on recommendations from the Fire Department
Administration.

We are here this evening to represent the Health and
Safety issue that not only impacts members of the
bargaining unit, but also the Community.

Over the years we have experienced numerous occasions on
having a 2nd aerial at the scene of a fire. which as a
result has proven to be a significant factor in fire
ground operations.

For example, the Main Street fire, the Assistant Chief
on—duty recognized immediately upon his arrival, that he
was confronted with a serious life hazard situation. and
further realized that the first arriving Truck Company
would be committed to rescue operations. Therefore, he
reguested that the 2nd Ladder Company be dispatched to
the scene to establish a defensive position to control
the spread of fire. This action prevented the possible
lost of the entire block.

On other occasions, we have experienced fire scene
situations were the Truck Company would be in operation
for a lengthy period of time. And by having a 2nd
Ladder Unit at Headquarters wculd enable the
Officer—in—-Charge to place this unit into service, to
cover the City in the event of a 2nd fire.

Another factor that must be considered by this
committee, as a result of Truck-2 being disabled, is the
restrictions placed on Truck-1 (81 LTI) because of its
size.



For example, 0Oil Mill Apartments located off Lake Ave.,
is approximately on One (1) minute response from Fire
Headquarters. This unit would have to use an alternate
route, due to the Lake Ave., bridge which may place this
unit at the scene 3 to 5 minutes behind the first
arriving Engine Company, and therefore alter fire ground
tactics in a fire situation.

I have eluded to a few situations that we have
encountered over the years, but I hope these incidents
will show the significant ' need of having a 2nd Ladder
Company available.

I WOuld like at this time to thank members of this

committee, for allowing the Union to express their
concerns on this issue.

Very truly yours,
¢

A U e

Lotis P. DeMici
President

file: pers-1
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To: C.J.Monzillo, Chief Fire Executive
From: R.F.Tomaino, Fire Apparatus Division
Date: 11/10/88

Re: 1965 Maxim 10@° Aerial Ladder Truck

Chief:

This memo is to advise you that effective immediately I am
recommending restricted use of Truck 2, as per our
previous discussion. The truck’'s main hydraulic aerial
ladder system has been disabled to prevent its use. Qver
the next several days I will be working with the
manufacturer in obtaining a cost estimate to verform all
necessary repairs needed to return the truck to service,
as well as studying the feasibility of such a costly
project vs the cost of a complete refurbish or total
replacement of the unit.

As soon as I compile the necessary information I will
forward it to you along with the preliminary U.L. report,
defining all the discrepancies found during the
examination on 11/09/88 and my recommendations based on
that information. If you require additional information in
the meantime, please let me know.

Thanks,

Rich
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To: C. J. Monzillo, Chief Fire Executive
From: R. F. Tomaino, Superintendent of Fire Apparatus
Date: 11/22 /88

Subject: Report on 1965 Maxim Ladder Truck

Chief:

I have received an estimate from The Maxim Motor Company,
the manufacturer of our ladder truck. After conversing via
telephone with Mr. Earl Everhart at Maxim, he agreed to
visit Danbury, at which time we reviewed the preliminary
findings of the Underwriters examination and discussed
what options we have in dealing with these areas. I
expressed my concern as to the amount of downtime we could
expect and the cost of the project given the fact that
the unit is twenty-three years old.

Mr. Everhart stated that the manufacturer will not
authorize any field repair of any metal fatigued areas
and/or resultant cracks in the ladder base rails. The
manufacturer will not perform any repairs to a cracked
base rail at their facility either. The entire ladder
section, in this case the second section, has to be
replaced. Any attempt to repair base rail cracks on any
section of the aerial ladder is deemed "not permissible"
by the manufacturer, the manufacturer will not assume
liability and the ladder will not be certified by U.L..
This is a generally accepted practice throughout the
industry and is not unique to Maxim units.

The bottom line - Any repair or replacement of any ladder
section of this unit must be performed at the Maxim
facility in Middleboro, Mass. or by a major bonded fire
apparatus manufacturer capable of assuming liability for
the repair and replacement of defective components. The
Replacement ladder sections and associated repair parts
can be furnished only by The Maxim Motor Company.

axim’s estimate to make all the necessary repairs as
outlined in the UL report is $7@,9000.90. Their estimated
turn-around time is approximately 1@ to 12 weeks once the
truck is scheduled into their facility.

I have presented for your consideration under separate
cover, my recommendations regarding this matter. Please
advise.

Thank you,

R.F.Tomaino



To: C. J. Monzillo; Chief Fire Executive
From: R. F. Tomaino; Superintendent of Fire Apparatus
Date: 11/22 /88

Subject: Recommendations on 1985 Maxim Aerial Ladder Truck

Chief:

As stated in my memo to you dated 11/19/88, 1 removed from service
the aerial device on Truck 2. I am now in receipt of the cost
estimate from Maxim to make all the repairs needed to put this
unit back in service and am recommending to you that effective at
once, we do not expend any additional funds towards the repair of
this unit and to explore post haste the options I have outlined.
My concern for a "priority one" action on this matter is not
focused directly on fire suppression logistics. My main concern is
with the accelerated wear and tear on our Ladder Tower which is
now being required to respond to areas where there is very limited
or no accessibility for a unit of its size and for which its
design was not intended. Maintenance costs on this unit will more
than double because of what it is being subjected to as the result
of the Maxim Ladder being out of service. The Ladder Tower was
purchased with Federal HUD funds in 1981 to complement the Fire
Department’s existing ladder and to enhance its operations by
servicing the inner city’s elderly and high rise conmplexes and not
intended as a replacement unit for the Maxim. With the situation
that now exists, we can expect increased down time with no back-up
unit in the city. Therefore I strongly recommend that we pursue
the following couse of action:

Immediately set in process an emergency request for appropriation
of funds to do one of two things: either refurbish the existing
unit, as was approved, bid and awarded several years ago but then
rescinded; or to purchase a replacement ladder truck. Either
project will take approximately 8 to 12 months to complete. The
refurbishing project is usually more cost effective and a very
good alternative to total equipment replacement, especially with
apparatus costs as they are today, and in this case it was an
excellent program several years ago when first addressed by the
city. But after several more vears of extended use, I am fearful
that it will be a lot more difficult to justify the refurbishing
project because the difference in the cost of refurbishineg vs that
of a new unit will be a lot closer. Had the city followed through
as originally planned, the life of this unit would have been
extended at least another ten to fifteen yvears. But we must decide
what direction we are to take immediately.

Please advise.

Thank you;

R~



CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Couneil

Re: Public Works Leased Equipment

The Common Council Committee appointed to review the request
concerning leased equipment for the Bublic Works Department met on
January 31, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. in Room 432 in City Hall. In attendance
were committee members Renz, Regan and Esposito. Also attending were
Dan Minahan, Warren Platz, Frank Cavagna and Dom Setaro.

A Statement was made by Mr. Minahan describing the current
status of equipment in the Public Works Department. He further gave
a scenario of equipment being purchased under a lease/purchase plan.
Mr. Setaro gave an illustration of costs including interest over the
life of the purchase. Discussion ensued regarding, among other things,
the best and cheapest way to procure equipment, how the equipment came
to be in such condition, expense Of interest payments, types of equip-
ment planned to be purchased.

It was the desire of Mr. Minahan that the idea of lease/PMmLMSe
equipment be one that is considered during the budget process and a
motion was made by Mr. Regan, seconded by Mr. Esposito, to recommend
the consideration of ‘lease purchase to facilitate equipment replacement
in the Department of Public Works. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully supmitted,

Mi e

ARTHUR D.” REGAY

WAV %
nj’o"HN J\) ;/POSITO




CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Couneil

Re: Public Works Leased Equipment

The Common Council Committee appointed to review the request
concerning leased equipment for the Bublic Works Department met on
January 31, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. in Room 432 in City Hall. 1In attendance
were committee members Renz, Regan and Esposito. Also attending were
Dan Minahan, Warren Platz, Frank Cavagna and Dom Setaro.

A Statement was made by Mr. Minahan describing the current
status of equipment in the Public Works Department. He further gave
a scenario of equipment being purchased under a lease/purchase plan.
Mr. Setaro gave an illustration of costs including interest over the
life of the purchase. Discussion ensued regarding, among other things,
the best and cheapest way to procure equipment, how the equipment came
to be in such condition, expense Of interest payments, types of equip-
ment planned to be purchased.

It was the desire of Mr. Minahan that the idea of lease
equipment be one that is considered during the budget process and a
motion was made by Mr. Regan, seconded by Mr. Esposito, to recommend
the consideration of lease purchase to facilitate equipment replacement
in the Departmant of Public Works. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

GARY: D. RENZ, Chairman

ARTHUR D. REGAN

JOHN J. ESPOSITO
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CITY OF DANBURY

166 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL
REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Energy Conservation Study Agreement

The Common Council Committee appointed to review the above
captioned matter met at 7:00 P.M. on February 6, 1989 in Room 432 in
City Hall. 1In attendance were committee members Nimmons, Renz and
DaSilva. Also in attendance were Richard Palanzo, Dominic Setaro,
Dr. Anthony Singe, Eric Gottschalk, Esqg., and Kevin O' Connor from the
Ventana Corporation, Art Jones and Walt Skronski.

Mr. DaSilva moved to recommend to the Common Council that the
City enter into an Energy Conservation Agreement with the Ventana
Corporation and apprppriate $64,000 to the Department of Public
Buiildings. Seconded by Mr. Nimmons. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES E. NIMMONS, Chairman

GARY D. RENZ

JOSEPH DaSilva



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

February 8, 1989

Certification #20

TO: Common Council via
Mayor Joseph H. Sauer

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Acting Director of Finance/
Comptroller

Per Common Council approval, we hereby certify the avail-
ability of $64,000.00 to be transferred from the General
Fund fund balance to Public Buildings, Professional Service
and Fees Account #02-03-116-020100.

The above request for funds was approved by the Common
Council on February 7, 1989 pending this certification.

Estimated Balance of G.F. Fund Balance $333,090.84

Less this request 64,000.00
$269,090.84

Dominic A. Sétaizfjﬁr.

DAS:af
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CITY OF DANBURY

165 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7,1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Review of Section 17-34 of the Code of Ordinances

The ad hoc committee appointed to review Section 17-34 of the
Code of Ordinances met in Room 432 of City Hall on January 30, 1989 at
7:30 P.M. In attendance were committee members Moran and Bourne. Also
in attendance were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer, Corporation Counsel
Assistant Eric Gottschalk, Director of Public Works Daniel Minahan and
Highway Superintendent Frank Cavagna. Also present were members of the
Hawthorne Cove Homeowners Association.

Mrs. Bourne asked Mr. Schweitzer if, in his opinion, this
ordinance worked as it was intended. He stated that it did not and
that siince 1974 only two or three roads had been accepted under this
ordinance. Mr. Minahan and Mr. Cavagna stated that there are 874 road
in Danbury and of those the City maintains 692. They also stated that
of 874 roads, 8 are State roads, one is maintained by Bethel and one is
maintained by New Fairfield. The balance 6f 172 roads is the issue
being addressed. All those present conceded that Ordinance 17-34 is not
working, but no one could address the problem.

Mrs. Bourne made a motion that the committee recommend to the
Common Council that it take no action regarding this ordinance at this
time. Seconded by Mr. Moran. Motion carried unanimously.

The discussion continued as to how this ordinance could be
more effective. Mr. Gottschalk stated that as the ordinance now reads,
the liability of the City would be to maintain the road as it was
accepted according to sub-section E, page 318.15 in the Code of Ordinances.

Mr. Kuhn made a recommendation that this committee consider
looking into the feasibility of a phase-in program of accepting these
roads over a 10 or 15 year time period for limited maintainence including
plowing, sanding and paving, but excluding those items that are rgquired
by Section 17-21 through 17-34 which are required for a remad to be fully
accepted.
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It was requested of Mr. Minahan that he put together a
synopsis of the various unapproved roads, their types and conditions.
Mr. Minahan stated that he would do this but it would take time. The
committee granted 60 days for completion of this project.

Respectfully submitted,

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

(:;é;%ézf)ééa//ézg%4&44&&\

VIE D. BOURNE

ANTHONY JZEQKSSANO




CITY OF DANBURY

165 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7,1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorabhle Members of the Common Council

Re: Review of Section 17-34 of the Code of Ordinances

The ad hoc committee appointed to review Section 17-34 of the
Code of Ordinances met in Room 432 of City Hall on January 30, 1989 at
7:30 P.M. In attendance were committee members Moran and Bourne. Also
in attendance were City Engineer Jack Schweitzer, Corporation Counsel
Assistant Eric Gottschalk, Director of Public Works Daniel Minahan and
Highway Superintendent Frank Cavagna. Also present were members of the
Hawthorne Cove Homeowners Assocdiation.

Mrs. Bourne asked Mr. Schweitzer if, in his opinion, this
ordinance worked as it was intended. He stated that it did not and
that since 1974 only two or three roads had been accepted under this
ordinance. Mr. Minahan and Mr. Cavagna stated that there are 874 road
in Danbury and of those the City maintains 692. They also stated that
of 874 roads, 8 are State roads, one is maintained by Bethel and one is
maintained by New Fairfield. The balance 6f 172 roads is the issue
being addressed. All those present conceded that Ordinance 17-34 is not
working, but no one could address the problem.

Mrs. Bourne made a motion that the committee recommend to the
Common Council that it take no action regarding this ordinance at this
time. Seconded by Mr. Moran. Mction carried unanimously.

The discussion continued as to how this ordinance could be
more effective. Mr. Gottschalk stated that as the ordinance now reads,
the liability of the City would be to maintain the road as it was
accepted according to sub-section E, page 318.15 in the Code of Ordinances

Mr. Kuhn made a recommendation that this committee consider
looking into the feasibility of a phase-in program of accepting these
roads over a 10 or 15 year time period for limited maintainence including
plowing, sanding and paving, but excluding those items that are required
by Section 17-21 through 17-34 which are required for a reoad to be fully
accepted.



Lt was requested of Mr. Minahan that he put together a .= .
synopsis of the various unapproved roads, their types and conditions.
Mr. Minahan stated that he would do this but it would take time. The
committee granted 60 days for completion of this project.
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Respectfully submitted,

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

LOVIE D. BOURNE

"~ ANTHO
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable“Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Transfer of Lease from Scott-Fanton Museum to Community Action

The Common Council Committee appointed to review the transfer
of a lease from the Scott-Fanton Museum to the Community Action Committee
met on January 24, 1989 at 8:10 P.M. in Room 432 in City Hall. 1In
attendance were Danise and Connell. Committee Member Flanagan was
absent. Also in attendance were Mayor Joseph Sauer, State Sanator James
Maloney, Mayoral Aide Diana Burgos, Lynn Taborsak, Bernard Fitzpatrick,
Dorothy Outlaw and Council Member Gene Eriquez, ex-officio.

Mr. Eriquez read sections from the booklet put together by
the Mayoral Task Force on Daycare of which he is the Chairman. Roberts
Rules of Order were suspended to give the people present an opportunity
to address the committee. After hearing the testimony of those present
who desired to speak, a motion was made by Mr. Connell to accept the
report of the Mayor's Task Force and upon necessary approvals by the
Environmental Impact Commission, the Planning Commission, the Engineering
Department and upon the Corporation®Counsel's approval of the lease,
within thirty days, the committee will meet again to.take final action.
The report was given to the committee at the start of the meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

MARI ANN DANISE, Chairman

BARRY J. CONNELL -

STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Mambers of the Common Council

Re: Proposed Ice Skating Rink

The committee appointed to review the proposed ice skating
rink met on January 24, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. in the Fourth Floor Lobby
in City Hall. 1In attendance were committee members Bundy, and DaSilva.
Also in attendance were Comptroller Dominic Setaro, Director of Parks
and Recreation Robert Ryerson, Planning Director Dennis Elpern, Assistant
Corporation Counsel Eric Gottschalk, Superintendent of Public Utilities
William Buckley, and Council Member Hank Moran, ex-officio.

Discussion was focused on the original bond ordinance approved
by the voters and the appropriation of $2,909,000 to be used to construct
an ice skating rink on City property at Hatters Park. Mr. Gottschalk
responded to a request in a report dated November 29, 1988 (attached).
The City's Bond Counsel also responded to the committee's questdions
in a letter dated December 5, 1988 addressed to Mr. Gottschalk and
forwarded to the committee (attached). In essence these reports support
the fact that a change in the siting of the proposed ice skating rink
cannot be made without a new referendum. After much discussion of the
facts presented in the November 1, 1988 Progress Report, Mr. DaSilva
made the following motion:

"This committee will pursue within the scope of its authority
a site selection process specifically designed to didentify a suitable
site meeting all requirements for accomodating the proposed ice skating
rink. The criteria to be used in selecting a site will be:

traffic and mass transit;
utilities:

soil;

environmental constraints;

land use conflicts;

convenience of lacation:
engineering considerations;
comparison to Hatters Park Site.

00 ~d U W N

Seconded by Mr. _,Bundy. Motion carried unanimously.

b M ncl Lo =g s

ROGFR M. BUNDY, Chairman JG‘S\EPﬁ DaSILVA BARR% CONNELL



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA

CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:

ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK .
LASZLO L. PINTER _
JOHN JOwDY November 29, 1988
GEORGE S. SAKELLARES - :
ASSISTANT CORPORATION
COUNSEL

DANBURY, CT 06810

Councilman Roger M. Bundy
Common Council

City of Danbury
Connecticut

Re: Ice Rink
Dear Roger:

The following is in response to your request for a report
in connection with the above. This item appeared on the
November Common Council agenda as item #50.

) As you have observed, the bond ordinance approved by . the
voters authorized the appropriation of $2,909,000 to be used to
construct an ice skating rink on City property at Hatters'
Park. In the past, we have always taken the position that
questions 1like the ones you posed should properly be addressed

to bond counsel. In this instance, however, I feel rather —

comfortable telling you that it is my impression that our bond
counsel, Atty. Frank D'Ercole, is likely to advise us that if
we wish to change the conditions upon which the referendum was
based, we need to resubmit the question to the voters.

Accordingly, although the final word should be left to Mr.
D'Ercole, I believe that any proposed change in either the
amount to be borrowed or the location of the rink (since the
location was also fixed in the ordinance) must be resubmitted
to the voters. By copy of this letter, I am requesting that
Mr. D'Ercole review the matter and advise both of us.



Councilman Roger M. Bundy
Re: 1Ice Skating Rink ,
Page 2. November 29, 1988

Finally, you asked about the Common Council's responsibil-
ity regarding the appropriation; 'as it now stands. As I see
it, since you have determined that insufficient funds exist to
accomplish the project, it is up to the Common Council to
determine whether or not to support an increase in funding or
to drop the concept. The ramifications of a decision to let
the plan lie dormant might also be worth reviewing with bond
counsel.

If you have any other questions in the meanwhile, please
let me know. As soon as we hear from bond counsel it will
probably be a good idea to sit down and review where we stand.

Sincerely,

ottschalk
Corporation Counsel

ic
Assis

ELG:g
¢c: Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr., Mayor

S. Frank D'Ercole, Esq.



ROBINSON & COLE | o “’}f@

ONE COMMERCIAL PLAZA
HARTFORD. CONNECTICUT 06103.3597
203-275-8200

FINANCIAL CENTRE
POST OFFICE BOX 1030s
S. FRANK D’ERCOLE STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 069042305

HARTFORD 203-964-i200
203-273-8246 —_— ’

TELECOPIER HARTFORD 203-275-8299
TELECOPIER STAMFORD 203-35 9-857¢
TELEX BOTH OFFICES 99-4407

PLEASE REPLY TO HARTFORD

December 5, 1988

Eric L. Gottschalk, Esq.
Assistant Corporation Counsel
City of Danbury

P.O. Box 1261

Danbury, CT 06810

Dear Rick:

In reply to your letter of November 29, 1988 addressed to
Councilman Roger M. Bundy, please reference my letter of Decem-
ber 1 to Mr. Robert G. Ryerson, (copy enclosed) which covers the
matters raised in your letter. Further, you are correct in
assuming that changes in the scope of the project or any change in
the estimated cost of the project above the amount of the appro-
priation must be submitted to the voters at referendum to approve
an amendment to the ordinance.

Very truly yours,

SN

S. F k D'Ercole

SFD:epm
Enclosure
cc: Councilman Roger M. Bundy

Dominic A. Setaro, Jr., Comptroller



ROBINSON & COLE LAW OFFicES

ONE COMMERCIAL PLAZA.

L

HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT O6i03.3597

203-275-8200
FINANCIAL CENTRE

POST OFFICE BOX 10305
S. FRANK D'ERCOLE

HARTFORD
203-275-82486

203-964-1200

STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT O€904.2305

TELECOPIER HARTFORD 203-27%-8299
TELECOPIER STAMFORD 203-359-887¢

TELEX BOTH OFFICES 99-4407

~“PLEASE REPLY TO HARTFORD

December 1, 1988

Mr. Robert G. Ryerson
Director, Parks & Recreation
City of Danbury

Hatters Community Park

7 E. Hayestown Road

Danbury, CT 06810

Re: An Ordinance Appropriating $2,909,000 For The
Planning, Acquisition And Construction Of An Ice
Rink And Authorizing The Issuance Of $2,909,000
Bonds Of The City To Meet Said Appropriation And
Pending The Issue Thereof The Making Of Temporary
Borrowings For Such Purpose »

Dear Mr. Ryerson:

In reply to your inquiry by memorandum of November 21, 1988
to Eric Gottschalk which was forwarded to me under cover letter
from Mr. Gottschalk, dated November 28, 1988, the appropriation
made under the captioned bond ordinance may only be used for an
ice rink to be constructed in Hatters Park. Further, the appro-
priation shall be null and void if the project is abandoned by
action of the Council or if three fiscal years shall elapse with-
out expenditure from or encumbrance of the apprepriation, in which
case the project shall be deemed to have been abandoned. City of
Danbury Revised Charter, Section. 7-9(g).

Very truly yours,
r¢

S. Frank D'Ercole

SFD:epm
cc: Eric Gottschalk
Dominic Setaro



155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Update on City's Garbage Disposal Position

The Common Council Committee appointed to update the City's
Garbage Disposal Position met on January 18, 1989 in Room 432 in City
Hall. 1In attendance were Committee Members Bundy, Fazio, Flanagan,
Regan and Eenz. Also attending were Michael Cech, Daniel Minahan,
Dave Gervasoni, Frank Cavagna and Council Member Charles, ex-officio.

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the siting of a
proposed incinerator ‘in the City of Danbury. However, since a recently
released State of Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection
(DEP) report has Suggested that an ash landfill be located in the City
of Danbury, the discussion focused on the ash issue. Mr. Minahan and
Mr. Cech had only recently reviewed fthe DEP report and were not prepared
for an indepth disgussion. Therefore, it was decided that the Chairman
of the committee will obtain copies of the DEP report and distribute
them to the committee members for their review.

The committee will reconvene in approximately two weeks &a
discuss the recent developments tegarding the siting of an incinerator
and the siting of an ash dump in the City of Danbury.

RZE€§btfully sub‘:;;;%4
/067‘9"7’/%., /(Z;

Rg’ M//B NDY, Chaj*man

MICHKEL /8 —RAINO
S|
GARY B._RENZ —_

/Mu 7 %/‘*‘»’“’7(1/‘/

STEPHEN T. FLANAGAN

ROBERT D. GODFREY



CITY OF DANBURY

1556 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Update on City's Garbage Disposal Position

The Common Council Committee appointed to update the City's
Garbage Disposal Position met on January 18, 1989 in Room 432 in City
Hall. 1In attendance were Committee Members Bundy, Fazio, Flanagan,
Regan and %enz. Also attending were Michael Cech, Daniel Minahan,
Dave Gervasoni, Frank Cavagna and Council Member Charles, ex-officio.

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the siting of a
proposed incinerator in the City of Danbury. However, since a recently
released State of Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection
(DEP) report has suggested that an ash landfill be located in the City
of Danbury, the discussion focused on the ash issue. Mr. Minahan and
Mr. Cech had only recently reviewed the DEP report and were not prepared
for an indepth discussion. Therefore, it was decided that the Chairman
of the committee will obtain copies of the DEP report and distribute
them to the committee members for their review.

The committee will reconvene in approximately two weeks to
discuss the recent developments regarding the siting of an incinerator
and the siting of an ash dump in the City of Danbury.

Respectfully submitted,

-ROGER M. BUNDY, Chairman

MICHAEL 8. 'FAZIO

GARY D. RENZ

STEPHEN D. FLANAGAN

ROBERT D. GODFREY



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request to Change Rolf Drive to a permanent
Cul-de-Sac

The committee appointed to review the request to change
Rolfs Drive to a permanent cul-de-sac met in the Faurth Floor Lobby
in City Hall on January 18, 1989 at 7:30 P.M. In attendance were
committee members Moran and Charles. Also in attendance were City
Engineer Jack Schweitzer and Director of Public Utilities Bill Buckley
and Council Member Art Regan, ex-officio.

A letter from Daniel C. Leppo, Associate Planner was read
which raised some legal questions regarding accuracy of maps on. file
and undeveloped land in the area (copy attached). - .

Mr. Charles made a motion that this request be referred to
the Corporation Counsel to review the questions raised in Mr. Leppo's

letter and report back to this committee in thirty days. Seconded by
Mr. Moran. Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

¥/@éw4( 4239#1/”’

HANK S. MORAN, Chairman

Acely Ofertley

LOUIS S. CHARLES




155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

JAMES E. DYER, MAYOR

PLANNING & ZONING DEPARTMENT
(208) 797-4525

TO: Councilman Hank Moran
FROM: Daniel C. Leppo, Associate Plannerégzﬁ/
RE: Request to Change Rolfs Drive

to a ”Permanent-Cul—de—Sac”

DATE: November 17, 1988

In reviewing the present situation, it was noted that on the
Tax Assessor's maps there is a certain parcel connecting to
the end of Rolfs Drive titled "Ye Olde Road." While this
tract is undeveloped in this area, the maps do show it runs
down until it connects with the existing Ye 0Olde Road. Prior
to making a decision, the committee should have Corporation
Counsel determine the legal ownership of this tract. Is the
tract a City road in disuse? Was it ever a City road? 1s it
a private road that through the years came to be shown errone-
ously as a City road on the Tax Assessor's maps?

In addition to the above, it should be noted that there is
undeveloped land surrounding Rolfs Drive development. Cor-
poration Counsel should also determine if any of the owners
of the undeveloped land have a right to pass and repass over
the above mentioned tract. If such is the case, what are the
legal ramifications of closing Rolfs Drive to that tract of
land. The Committee should consider that by making Rolfs
Drive a permanent cul-de-sac, they are taking away a possible
way of access to assist in the development of the surrounding
land.

The above issues should be considered by the Committee prior to
making a decision.

¢: Carolyn 0'Boyle



CITY OF DANBURY

1565 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

February 7, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Request for Sewer Extension - Shannon Ridge and Fairlawn

The ad hoc committee appointed to review the request for a
sewer line on Fairlawn Avenue and Shannon Ridge met on January 18,
1989 at 8:30 P.M. in the Fourth Floor Lobby in City Hall. 1In attendance
were committee members Regan and Charles. Also attending were City
Engineer Jack Schweitzer and Superintendent of Public Utilities William
Buckley and the petitioners Frank Radeschi, Ray and Ndjrah Antous and
R. A, Baldwin. :

Mr. Regan stated that he had checked with the Healkh Department
and they had no reported septic failures in the Fairlawn - Shannon Ridge
survey area. The survey results of the area indicated 14 for sewers and
16 against with 7 not responding. Mr. Schweitzer stated that a no
response indicated a lack of interest in the sewer. Based on these facts
it appears that the request should be denied. The petitioners asked
that an additional survey be conducted due to the fact that some people
were unaware that the sewer line could be paid off over a 14 year perdod
and they felt this would change the survey-results. Also, they requested
that the possibility of going out Fairlawn Avenue to Westville Avenue
and tying into the new sewer line at Edgewood Street be looked at.

Mr. Regan made a motion that a new survey be conducted by
the Engineering Department and also to see if Fairlawn Avenue could be
tied into the sewer line on Westville Avenue. Seconded by Mr. Charles.
Motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

T d v
1 5{,’/ ,/Z.&W" D f/(jc':’,',é:}v
ARTHUR D. REGAN,” Chairman

ey
Aoceed [, fpir-Ced
LOULS CHARLES | -

i ;{ 5 :“p., Céb < “

i L % :
e Wy o
MARI ANN DANISE




CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

FProgress Report

COMMON COUNCIL
1-11-89

The committee appointed to review the proposal to lease the
railroad station on White St. from the DOT met on January
11,1989 at 7FM in room 432 in City Hall.

In attendance were committee members Erigquer and Fazio.
Aiso in attendance were Compiroller Dom Setaro, LDirector of
Fublic buildings Rick Folanzo and Councilman Hank Moran
ex—officio.

A brief outline of the charge of the committee and
correspondence to date were presented by the chair. It was
stated that the committee should either recommend or reject
the concept of entering into a lease agreement with DOT for
the RR station on white street for #1.00/year to be used by
the city or a sub leasees.

Several problems with the lease were outlined by the chair.
A1l agreed that these problems should be resolved prior to
the committes making their final recommendation. Mr.
Eriquer advised that recognizing these problems: the major
one being the apparant lack of sufficient parking to make
subleasing a viable option, the committee may wish to take
the following steps before making a final recommendation:

1) Have the city building inspector and director of
public buildings complete a walk through inspection of the
building and provide the committee with a written estimate
of the cost of all potential improvements necessary for the
city to subliease the building as an attractive rental
property. All interior leasehold improvements necessary to
open a business would be born by any potential leasee.

2Yask that the comptroller provide estimates of
potential costs and /or savings to the city in the event an
existing city lease could be shifted to the RR station
facility.

3)Arrange for the committee to meet with State DOT
officials to discuss potential uses that they might approve
as well as which ones they would discourage.

4)Request that the mayors office explore the interest
level in the property and possibly seek to stimulate
additional interest through a press release.



%ﬁ

GlResearch the possibility of obtaining state fundinag
to refurbish the building if it were to be used by one of
the city shelters or social agencies.

&) Check to see if the parties that had proposed the
railroad museum are still interested in the potential of
that proposal .

M. Erigue: then moved to adjourn, second by Me. Fazio,
motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,

Michas!l 8. Fa
Chairman

Fro
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CITY OF DANBURY

' 155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

REPORT
January 30, 1989

The Committee appointed to review the Downtown Redevelopment
Project met on Monday January 30, 1989 at 8:15 P-me. in the Common

Council Chanmbers of City Hall. | In attendance were connittee
menbers Roger lI. Bundy Chairman, Barry Connell, Gary Renz, Joseph
‘Di&alva and Steven Flanagan. Also attending the meeting were
Councilmen Arthur Cresi, Louis Charles and Hary Ann Danise (all
ex— officio). Others present at the meeting included City
Conptroller Dominic Setaro, City Corporation Counsel Robert Resha,
Esquire, Chairman of the Redevelopnent Agency (RDA), Jack

Sullivan, Attorney Ward Mazzucco, RDA Attorney Neil HMarcus, and
Errichetti Representatives Scott Ziegler and Robert Marano.

Mr. Bundy opened the neeting by highlighting the results of
the meeting of this conmittee held on January 17, 1989. Wherein
specific requests were made vis a vis a notion contained in a
Progress Report (attached). In particular was a request made to
fr. Errichetti through lir. Sullivan that substantial proof Dbe
provided to the committee as regards his inability to obtain a
letter of credit as the security instrument (described in the
llaster Agreement) to insure the completion of the redevelopment
project, Mr. Errichett@) was also requested to provide updated
financial data and the rating of the company providing the
performance bond (i.e. ‘A.E. Best Rating) The aforementioned
requests were to be addressed and answered by Mr. Errichetti or a
rq@bresentative for this project at a meeting held on January 27,
1989, attended by Chairman Bundy,; Mr. Setaro, HMr. Resha, lr.
Gottschalk (Assistant Corporation Counsel), HMr. Sullivan, Mr.
Marcus, Mr. Robert Peat (member of RDA) and Mayor Sauer. Mr.
Sullivan acting as "emissary" delivered to fhose present a
package (attached) consisting of:

(1) Cover letter from John Errichett#}ﬁ@ssociates signed by
Scott M. Ziegler. ’ '

(2) A letter from Bank of Boston, Conmnecticut.

(3) A letter from Connecticut National Bank (for an
overview of what was contained in the above cited
letter, see attached Progress Report).



155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

(4) A document citing Mr. Errichetti”g financial situation
1987 - 1988 whcih is not to be divulged or disclosed).

(for an interpertation of iten #4 see attached letter
from Mr. Setaro and Attorney Resha dated January 30,
1989).

(Ten minute recess - Committee reconvened at 8:30 p.m.)

Mr. Setaro addressed the Committee and focused his remarks
on the material provided by Errichetti Associates which addressed
the problems of securing a letter of credit and his financial
position. A vigorous discussion ensued with 1Hr. Resha, Qpﬂ-\
Mazzucco, Mr. Marcus and Mr. Sullivan addressing the committee 'by W
essense, the result of the discussion was that: -

(1) Errichetti is in a better financial condition now than
when the project was first awarded or bid out.

(2) The 1letters provided from the two banks do not
constitute denials. Rather they state refusals for
consideration of a letter of credit based on the fact
Mr. Errichetti wished to use the project itself as
collateral instead of established assets. The requests
were never even sent to underwriqging.

(3) The company providing the bond proposed by Errichetti
to RDA is purpdt@d Reliance of Philadelphia which
carries an A+ ratfﬁg. This information was not given
to the committee in Writing{by}was expressed orally by
Mr. Jack Sullivan. o :

(4) To date, there is no proof that a letter of credit was
ever actively pursued and for denied.

Vd

During further discussion it was revealed that Errichetti
would have to pfovide)if a letter of credit was used, an amount
equal to or exceeding (100% - 200%) the value of  the entire
project, Thowever @hgiﬁ still 1is no proof of this and no
documentation to suppoft this claim.

It appears that Mr. Errichetti 1is unwilling to pledge
sufficient assets to build the project in question, which may or
may not require 100%Z - 200% in real estate assets and there is no
proof that providing a letter of credit would create an undue or
unreasonable hardship to Mr. Errichetgﬁu In short)it is readily
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COMMON COUNCIL

apparent that Mr. Errichetti did not Provide the information
requested of hin by this committee. This committee nust therefore
conclude that either Mr. Errichetti 1isg unwilling to Provide the
data or the data does not exist. )

Mr. Sullivan stated that it is hisg opinion that neither g
bond nor a letter can be obtained that would nmeet the
requirements as ourlined in the tlaster Agreenent. Mr. Sullivan
went on to state however, that a letter of credit can be obtained
if Mr. Errichetti would pledge $18 million in assets in addition
to 'an §18 million nortgage., Mr. Sullivan feels that this
scenario would be an undue hardship,an over commitment of assetg.
He (lr. Sullivan) feels that a bond provided by Reliance 1ig
acceptable to RDA and a8 prudent businesgs decision by HMr.
Errichetti.

It should be noted that the performance bond also requires
collateral, however the amount of collateral Was not revealed to
the committee when the Chairman asked Mr. Marano what the figure
was, Mr. lMarano stated that he did not know how nuch collateral is
being required to secure the bond. ,

The Chairman commented that 4ip Previous communications
both written and oral, Mr. Setaro, Mr. Resha, Mr. Robinson, and
Mr. Cole (City Bond Counsel) have cxpressed the fact that 4
letter of credit is a superior instrument for Securing the
redevelopment Project and it is an obtainable commodity in the
marketplace. ’

"As regards the propocsed bond, the—attached Progress Repor
and letter fron Attorney Resha accur@t%lxdescribes this security

the Master Agreement (see document). fﬁére is according to Mr.

described in the Master Agreement and the bond being proposed by
Mr. Erichetti for acceptance by RDA. Acceptance of this bond
would necesitate a change in the Master Agreement which must be
approved by the Common Council. - The bond, it is agreed, does
meet the objective of the Master Agreement which is to oprovide
Protection to the city in the event of an unforseen circumstance
i.e. default. ~. However, not only does the bond differ
substaqﬁ}ally fqrﬁ what was asked for it also changes the
beneficiaries and these beneficiaries place in line in the event
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a default is declared. Instead of being the just beneficiaries
the city becomes the third or fourth obligee. When the 1llaster

Agreement and its inherent requirements was adopted it was viewed
as a document that any potential builder would have to adhere to
this was done by design to protect the city. When the initial
process Dbegan fourteen different contractor/builders availed
themselves of the opportunity to review the particular of the
project including the Master Agreement and original plans, four
of those contractors/builders submitted bids with Mr. Errichetti

being selected as the contractor based to a great degree on his,

financial situations which was considered excellent “to
outstanding and it must be remembered that Mr. Errichetti after
nearly five years has failed to put forth a good faith effort to
adhere to the Master Agreement be signed. The/deaplte the fact
that he is accordlng‘the RDA and Hr. Setaro (it jis a better
finanicial position than he was five years ago. Tf a change in
the Master Agreement 1is indeed authorized by the counsel\and the
change 1is enacted to benefit the redeveloper, we thel city are
running the risk of being challenged in a court of law’ by the
companies that originally expressed an interest in our project,
but, in one reason or another felt they could not complete it
within the constuction proposed in the Master Agreement.

The Counsel has to remember that there is in place an
alternate form of security which ©pursued agreement. That

security is a letter of credit. Hr. Errichetti refuses to make
an effort to secure a letter of credit and has steadforthify

stonewalled our project quite successfully, I might add. By his
refusal to abide by the Master Agreement that he signed with both
eyes opemned.

Mr. Renz made the following motion:

This counmittee recomnends that the Comnmon Counselmlook at
the proposed bond ©presented by Errichetti Assoc1aﬂed5 to the
Redevolopment Agency in a favorable light in that it meets the
Corporation Counsels approval that said bond meets the objective
and awend the Master Agreement to accept this bond or Corporation

Counsel deens necessary.

The nmotion was seconded by Hr. DaSilva. The motion was
defeated by a vote of 3 to Zu with Mr. Renz and HMr. DaSilva
voting in the affirmative and Mr. Bundy, Mr. Connell and Mr.

Flanagan voting in the negative.



A motion
was adjourmned.

CITY OF DANBURY
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COMMON COUNCIL
was made and seconded to adjourn and the meeting

Resﬁe tfully Subunf#tted,

‘\)‘%nf %

Stephen T. Flanagan

Mﬂ’\ / %W?Vw



CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

COMMON COUNCIL

PROGRESS REPORT

January 17, 1989

Honorable Mayor Joseph H. Sauer Jr.
Honorable Members of the Common Council

Re: Downtown Redevelopment Project- Errichetti

Project net on Tuesday January 17, 1989 at 8:00 p.m. 1in the

Common Council Chambers of City Hall. In attendance were
Committee Menbers Roger 1. Bundy, Chairman, Barry Connell, Cary
Renz, Joe DaSilva and Steven Flanagan, Also in attendance were

Common Councilman Michael Fazio (ex—officio), City Comptroller
Dominic Setaro, Corporation Counsel Robert Resha, Jack Sullivan,
Chairman of the Redevelopment.Agency (RDA), Robert Peat, IMenber
of RDA, VWard Mazzucco, Attorney for John Errichetti, Dr. Robert
Fand and others.

Mr. Bundy began the meeting by Presenting an overview of the
meetings he . had attended as Chairman of this conpittee with
Attorneys Resha and Gottschalk (Corporation Counsels Office) at
City Tall and with Attorney Neil Harcus (representing RDA),
Attorney Eric Gottschalk, Jack Sullivan and Attorney Ward
llazzucco at the offices of Neil Marcus on Deer Hill Avenue and
the most recent{gédevelopment Agency meeting at thedir offices on
Deer Hill Avenue. ’

Discussion then focused on the written response from
Attorney Resha to a request from the committee at ftg last
meeting. Mr. Resha“s letter was not informative and answered to
the committeés questions in a most fprofessional Danner (copy
attached). Brieﬂ# there are five areas of concern which needed
to be addressed and are covered quite adequate in the attached
letter. Mr. Resha was asked to go through his findings and he

did so, noting that he wasg unable to uncover any evidence per se
that supported the fact that Mr. Errichetti ever tried to obtain
a letter of credit and was rejected. This was disturbing to the
conmittee in that g letter of credit was the alternative means of
" Security to conplete the Project as outlined in the Haster
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performance bond. As regards the bond being proposed to Mr.
Errichetti, it dis Mr. Resha”s opinion and the opinion of Mr.
Marcus and Mr. Sullivan that it (the bond) meets the objective or
intent of the Master Agreement. However it is also the opinion of
Mr. Resha, Marcus, Sullivan, and Bundy that acceptance of this
bond would require a change in the wording of the QMaster
Agreement. Since the bond offered differs substantially with the
bond specifications. This change in the Master Agreement would
have to be made by the Common Council in order to effect the
proposed bond as acceptable security for the project.

The commnittee feels that before any changes in the Master
Agreement are addressed all questions regarding the original
agreed upon security options be answered as throughly as possible
In that regard Mr. Flanagan made the following motion:

The <committee requests that the redeveloper (Errichetti)
produce proof that he was unable to obtain a letter of credit as
security for the redevelopment project as outlined in the Master
Agreement, such proof exhibiting the fact that Mr. Errichetti did
not qualify for said letter of credit or obtaining said letter of
credit would have put Mr. Errichetti at undue hardship as regards
his assets proof of which is to be supported with an updated
recent finanicial statement from Mr. Errichetti. In addition it
is requested that the redeveloper (Errichetti)Aprovide to the
conmittee the exact name and bond rating (i.e. A.E. Best Rating)
of the carrier that is to provide the bond proposed as gecurity

of the redeveloper. All information requested in this motion is

to be delivered to the Chairman of this Conmittee Roger M. Bundy
with copies to the Corporation Counsel Robert Resha and City
Comptroller Dominic Setaro no later than January 27, 1989,

The motion was seconded by Mr. Bundy and passed unanimously.

A motion was made and seconded to adjourn and the meeting was
adjourned. '

Respectfully submitted,

Roger M. Bundy, Chairman
cc: Hayor Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.
Mr. Sullivan
Attorney Resha
Comptroller Setaro

AR
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155 DEER HILL AVENUE
DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

DEPARTMENT
OF FINANCE

January 30, 1989

MEMO TO: Councilman Roger Bundy

FROM: Dominic A. Setaro, Jr.
Acting Director of Finance/Comptroller

Robert T. Resha, Esq., Corporation Counsel
RE: Redevelopment Project

As you know, both Bob Resha and I were recently asked by your
committee to investigate what financial hardships Mr. Errichetti
would suffer if he had to obtain a letter of credit as required
in the phase agreement. The committee also requested that
information be submitted to them by John Errichetti Associates
in reference to any applications that may or may not have been
made for a letter of credit and any other financial information
that would show your committee whether or not there would be
financial restrictions placed on Mr. Errichetti that would be
prohibitive.

A letter was sent to all parties concerned on January 23, 1989
by Mr. Scott M. Ziegler of John Errichetti Associates in which
Mr. Ziegler indicated that Connecticut National Bank and the
Bank of Boston have responded to recent requests for letters of
credit in connection with the downtown redevelopment project.

We must point out to you that the cost of a letter of credit
versus the cost of a performance bond is not an issue as confirmed
by Mr. Ziegler in his letter of January 23, 1989.

In reference to the two letters that you have copies of from

the Bank of Boston and the Connecticut National Bank, it appears
from the contents of those letters that the requests for a letter
of credit made to the banks were based on the developer requesting
that the redevelopment project be used as a form of security.
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Councilman Roger Bundy
January 30, 1989
Page 2

However, for a letter of credit to be issued as called for in the
phase agreement, there must be a willingness of the developer to
pledge various assets other than the project itself. It should
be noted that Mr. Errichetti and Mr. Robert Murano, Vice President
of Mortgage Finance at John Errichetti Associates, have indicated
that it is not practical for them and they are not willing to
pledge the assets that the bank would require for a letter of
credit. It should also be noted that it is our understanding
that at no time has any bank indicated to Mr. Errichetti what
they would require from him as security for a letter of credit.
Mr. Murano indicated to me that, based on his business experience
and what is currently being required for other letters of credit,
he knows what the banks would be asking for and that they are not
willing to pledge those assets.

At the last meeting held by the subcommittee of the Common

Council I recommended that there be a review of the financial
statements that were submitted at the time the bid was awarded

and the most recent financial statement of Mr. John Errichetti.
This afternoon I met with Mr. Robert Durgy of the accounting

firm of Larsen, Durgy and Melillo who was retained by the
Redevelopment Agency to review those financial statements. It
should be noted that the 1987 financial statement was the most
recent statement available since the 1988 statement is currently
being completed. Based on my review of those statements, Mr.
Errichetti's net worth increased substantially from what it was

at the time the bid was awarded to Mr. Errichetti. Therefore,
assuming that a letter of credit was obtainable at the time of the
signing of the master agreement, it would appear that one could be
obtained now. I am sure that Mr. Errichetti as a business man
does not want to pledge assets to a particular project if he does
not have to, simply because he may want to use those assets for
other projects which may be ongoing right now or coming up in the
future.

Both Bob and I have been presented with no written documentation
as to what hardship Mr. Errichetti would suffer as a result of
the requirement in the phase agreement for a letter of credit.
We would be willing at your meeting to answer any financial and
legal questions you may have in reference to this matter.

bt o)

Dominic A. Setaro,
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CITY OF DANBURY

155 DEER HILL AVENUE

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810
ROBERT T. RESHA
CORPORATION COUNSEL PLEASE REPLY TO:
ERIC L. GOTTSCHALK
LASZLO L. PINTER
JOHN JOWDY
GEORGE S. SAKELLARES

ASSISTANT CORPORATION
COUNSEL

December 30, 1988 DANBURY, CT 06810

Councilman Roger M. Bundy
Common Council

City of Danbury

155 Deer Hill Avenue
Danbury, Connecticut

Re: Downtown Redevelopment Project (Errichetti)
Dear Roger:

This letter is specifically in response to the questions
presented to me by both your letter dated December 14, 1988 and
your committee meeting of December 21, 1988.

First, 1let me state the obvious - this is an extremely
complex case. The Pre-Development Master Agreement and the
Phase Agreement are sophisticated and lengthy legal documents.
The language wused in these writings does not lend itself to

simple answers or conclusions. Differing interpretations and
opinions have been issued by the principal parties to these
Agreements and their respective counsel. While I believe that

the opinions expressed in this writing are based upon solid
legal principles, we cannot overlook the fact that the language
of these Agreements may be subject to other interpretations.
Also, it would appear obvious that to explain legal opinions on
an issue this complex to anyone not having a working knowledge
of these instruments is most difficult. I would 1like to
commend you and your committee on your hard work in researching
these documents to the extent necessary to present challenging
questions and issues. I would also like to extend an offer to
you, as well as any other member of the Common Council, that I
will be available to review and discuss this or any other legal
matter that this office is involved with to help facilitate
your background research or understanding of that matter.



Councilman Roger M. Bundy -2 -
Re: Downtown Redevelopment Project
December 30, 1988

With regard to your letter of December 14, 1988, the first
guestion set .forth was as follows:

"Can the Danbury Common Council nullify and/or declare
null and void the resolutions of June 3, 1986 and
February 5, 1985 regarding the Downtown Redevelopment
Project?" : - :

I have attached copies of both the referenced resolutions
for your review.

The February 5, 1985 resolution resolves that the City of
Danbury enter into .an agreement with John. Errichetti,
authorizes the Mayor to sign on behalf of the City and sets the
sales price for Parcel A. Since the Agreement referenced in
this resolution has already been fully executed this act cannot
be nullified.

The June 3, 1986 resolution approves Step No. 5 of the
Pre-Development Master Agreement and grants the authority to
both the Mayor and the Redevelopment Agency to convey the land
and execute any deed necessary to accomplish same. It is my
opinion that the approval cannot be nullified since it 1is a
complete and accomplished act and reliance has apparently been
placed on that act by the developer. An attempt to nullify
this approval would certainly not enhance the City's position
either from a strictly legal or an equitable standpoint. With
regard to the authority granted to both the Mayor and the
Redevelopment Agency, although this authority could seemingly
be withdrawn or nullified, to do so would leave the City in the
somewhat hapless position of being bound by whatever effect the
Pre-Development Master Agreement provides, but yet being unable
to convey the properties or execute the deeds. This could
potentially place the City in a position of default.

The second queétion referenced in your letter of December
14, 1988 was as follows:

SRR



Councilman Roger M. Bundy -3 -
Re: Downtown Redevelopment Project
December 30, 1988

"Can the Danbury Common Council approve and enact
legislation specifically as proposed by me at the
December 6, 1988 Danbury Common Council meeting which
was:

"'Based on the report from the Corporation Counsel,
I and Councilman Stephen Flanagan would like to -
make a motion to recommend that the Mayor declare
John A. Errichetti 1in default under the Pre-
Development/Master Agreement and direct the
Corporation Counsel to take appropriate steps to
terminate said agreement and pursue whatever
remedies are available to compensate the City for
the damages it has sustained as a result of the
redeveloper's breach of contract?'"

I view the essence of this motion as a collective
recommendation to the Mayor that he take certain action.
Although I question whether this recommendation really
constitutes 1legislation, I am of the opinion that the Common
Council can voice its opinion and collectively make
recommendations to the Mayor. Rather than recommend that the
Mayor declare Errichetti in default, however, if you should
elect to pursue the making of this motion, I would suggest that
the language be changed to read as follows:

"Based on the report from the Corporation Counsel,

I and Councilman Stephen Flanagan would like to
make a motion to recommend that the Mayor take
appropriate steps to terminate said agreement and
pursue whatever remedies are available to
compensate the City for the damages it has
sustained as a result of the redeveloper's breach
of contract."

The next question was posed to me as a result of vyour
committee meeting of December 21, 1988:

"What was my opinion of the bond presented to the
Redevelopment Agency by the developer?"




Councilman Roger M. Bundy -4 -

Re: Downtown Redevelopment Project
December 30, 1988

Despite Sarah Passell's description of my verbal opinion
rendered at the last Common Council meeting i. e. "in nearly
incomprehensible language", I believe I stated very clearly
that, in my opinion, the offered bond does not meet the
requirements of the Phase Agreement (hopefully, Sarah's
description meant that my remarks were only incomprehensible to
her). The Phase Agreement calls for both a payment bond and a
performance bond. The payment bond generally assures the owner
that subcontractors and suppliers will be paid by the
contractor and therefore the property being built upon will not
be subjected to mechanics' (materialmen's) liens. The proposed
payment bond seems to satisfy the requirements of the
Agreement. With regard to the performance bond, however, the
Phase Agreement calls for a bond, typically called a completion
bond, that will provide to the City its full amount upon
default by the developer. The bond offered by the developer,
on the other hand, 1is a conventional performance bond which
effectively assures the owner that the project costs will not
exceed the price set between the developer and the owner.

Please keep in mind that the owner of the land is the
party who is usually protected by these bonds. However, here
the developer will be the actual owner of the property (subject
to the terms of the Agreements) and the Agreements provide that
the bonds protect the City (the 1lenders further require
protection as a result of their own lending policies).

Also, please keep in mind that although the offered
performance bond does not meet the terms of the Phase
Agreement, it appears that the type of bond called for in the

Phase Agreement may not be commercially available. If this is
the case, the developer may be excused from performing this
element of the contract as a matter of law. Further,

notwithstanding what the language of the Phase Agreement states
to the contrary, if the forfeiture of a bond or sum. of money
constitutes a penalty, a court will so declare it and most
probably will not enforce it. I believe you should test the
appropriateness and acceptability of the proposed bond by what
the City hopes to accomplish by its terms.



Councilman Roger M. Bundy - 5 -
Re: Downtown Redevelopment Project
December 30, 1988

The next question asked both at the last Common Council

meeting and at your committee meeting was basically, "If the
form of the bond is acceptable to the Redevelopment Agency,
does the Common Council have any authority to act?" To answer

this question we must first define the difference between form
and substance. Clearly, the Phase Agreement states that the
bonds have to be "in form acceptable to the Agency." With
regard to questions of form, the Common Council cannot
substitute its discretion for that of the Redevelopment Agency.
On the other hand, however, the Redevelopment Agency cannot
change the basic terms and conditions of the Agreements by
claiming that they have the right to determine form. Many
times a fine line distinguishes form from substance. In this
case, however, it is my opinion that what has been offered by
way of performance bond (all questions of reasonableness,
commercial availability, etc. aside) differs substantially from
what has been required by the Phase Agreement.

At this point, I believe the City of Danbury acting by its
Common Council and Mayor should consider the acceptability of
the proposed bond in terms of not only what the Phase Agreement
provides but also what is commercially reasonable and affords
safe and adeguate protection for the City. If found to be
acceptable, the Agreements should be altered to reflect that
fact and provisions that differ should be likewise modified.
If found to be not acceptable, the City should reflect that
finding and pursue whatever course it chooses in that light.

Finally, I was asked whether the developer's refusal to
pursue the Jletter of credit option has any effect on the
Agreements or the City's legal position. First, it must be
noted that the developer had a choice of providing the City of
Danbury with financial security in the form of either a bond or
a letter of credit. Given this alternative, it 1is not
necessary that he pursue one form of security if he can, in
fact, provide the other. Errichetti has offered a performance
bond which allegedly meets the requirements of the Phase
Agreement. If the City decides to accept this bond, then this
particular issue is necessarily moot. Secondly, it has not
been established to what extent the developer pursued or



Councilman Roger M. Bundy -6 -
Re: Downtown Redevelopment Project
December 30, 1988

otherwise tried to secure a letter of credit. Although told by
the developer that a letter of credit was not financially
feasible, I am not aware that anything was offered to the City
to substantiate that assertion. The City does not know for a

fact whether the developer either pursued or refused to pursue.

this form of financial security. Determination of that fact
must be made first. If it is found that the developer cannot
secure the type of performance bond called for in the Phase
Agreement, it certainly becomes relevant as to whether he
.can secure the letter of credit. In this regard, I find
Councilman Stephen Flanagan's inquiry to the Redevelopment
Agency most relevant: "Has the developer proven that he cannot
secure the letter of credit?" Once again, I do not believe
that question has been adequately answered. I personally
suggested to the representatives of the developer that they
provide current financial statements, applications to
commercial banking institutions and rejection letters (setting
forth the reasons for rejection). Although this would not in
and of itself relieve the developer from his contractual
obligations, it would substantiate his assertions and show good
faith in seeking alternative financial security. This, of
course, has not been done.

In summary, I would suggest the following sequence of
events:

That the Council determine the acceptability of the
proposed bond.

A. If found to be acceptable, then a motion would
be in order to so change the bond requirements
of the Phase Agreement; or

B. If found to be not acceptable, then a motion,
as set forth herein, would certainly seem
appropriate.

If you or any other member of the Common Council wishes me
to discuss any of these points any further, please contact me.

Very Yy yours

Robert T. Resha
Corporation Counsel

RTR:cr

Enclosures

Hon. Joseph H. Sauer, Jr., Mayor
Hon. Members of the Common Council



JOHM EFTICHETTI ASSOCIATES

ONE EXCHANGE PLACE, P.O. BOX 825, WATERBURY, CT 06725-0825
REAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT (203) 753-1000

January 23, 1989

-

/

Mr. Jack Sullivan

Chairman

Redevelopment Agency of the City of Danbury
142 Deer Hill Avenue

Danbury. Connecticut 06810

RE: Inverness Towers

Dear Mr. Sullivan:

Attached is a correspondence from Connecticut National Bank and
the Bank of Boston Connecticut in response to our requests for
letters of credit in connection with the downtown redevelopment
project. These letters will confirm the position that the banks
have taken during our conversations with them since the signing of
the Master Agreement. As you and I discussed, you will forward
copies to Robert Resha, Domenic Setaro and Roger Bundy. This should
satisfy the Common Council subcommittee reviewing the guaranty
requirements of the Phase Agreement.

I would also like to address a comment which has been made
continually with regard to our attempts to secure the letters of
credit. At no time has the cost of the letter of credit been an
issue. The fee for the letter of credit would be higher than the
cost of the bond but not enough to make it infeasible.

As you also requested, we will provide you with John
Errichetti's personal statement of financial condition which is
being sent under separate cover. We are sending the 1987 statement
since the 1988 statement will not be complete for a couple of months.

Please call me if you have any questions.

SMZ: jr 02622
Enclosure
cc: John B. Nocera
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January 10, 1989

Mr. John Errichetti
John Errichetti Associates
P.O. Box 825
Waterbury, Connecticut

RE Letter of Credit
Inverness Towers Project

Dear Mr. Errichetti:

Bank of Boston Connecticut has again reviewed your request for a
Letter of Credit in favor of the City of Danbury pursuant to the
Phase Agreements between John Errichetti, The Redevelopment Agency
and the City of Danbury. As we have previously discussed Bank of
Boston Connecticut is able to issue Letters of Credit for
construction projects.

As described in the Phase Agreement, the full amount of the Letter
of Credit will be available to the City of Danbury throughout the
entire construction process. 1In addition, the City and/or
Redevelopment Agency has certain reversionary rights with respect to
the project. There is no provision in the Phase Agreement which
considers the status of the project's completion and which can limit
recovery by the City of Danbury. Therefore, Bank of Boston
Connecticut would be unable to rely on the real estate to recover
funds drawn under the Letter of Credit. This represents a
fundamental source of recovery for any bank and is a key factor in
our underwriting criteria. Therefore, we cannot provide the Letter
of Credit you have requested. If the Letter of Credit can be
structured in a satisfactory manner, we would be prepared to submit
your request to our underwriting department for a thorough review.

Sincerely,
BANK OF BOSTON CONNECTICUT

K\FY\CU\ng{fS'r\\QU\L;G;>)

Marcia S. Narciso
Vice President

MSN/jm

81 West Main Street, Waterbury, Connecticut 06702



Connecticut Naponal Bank

777 Main Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06115

Real Estate Division

‘January 12, 1989

*

David Griffin, Esq.

John Errichetti Associates
One Exchange Place
Waterbury CT 06725

Re: Danbury Downtown Redevelopment Project

Dear Mr. Griffin:

The Connecticut National Bank has reviewed your proposal for the
issuance of a letter of credit in favor of the City of Danbury pursuant to
agreements between John Errichetti and the City of Danbury. Based upon the
scope of our knowledge of the rights and obligations of the parties to the
redevelopment agreements, we have concluded that the structure of the letter
- of credit described in the agreements provided to us does not meet standard
underwriting requirements of the Bank for issuance of construction-related
letters of credit and, therefore, we must deny its issuance.

Connecticut National is able to issue letters of credit in connection with
the construction of real estate projects; a requirement of such issuance would
be that Connecticut National would be in the position of recovering amounts
drawn through completion of development of the project and liquidation of the
project collateral. The documents provided to us appear to permit the City of
Danbury to draw upon the full amount of the letter of credit, notwithstanding
the status of completion or level of investment by the developer, retain the
full proceeds and, additionally, exercise its rights with respect to the project
under the redevelopment agreements. In addition to creating an assessment in
the nature of a penalty against the developer, the structure described above
would eliminate an essential avenue of recovery to the Banl and, Ltherefare,
make issuance of the letter of credit infeasible.



David Griffin, Esq.
January 12, 1989
Page 2

We are sorry that we are unable to assist you in the manner requested.
‘Very truly yours,

THE CONNECTICUT NATIONAL
BANK «

) .
By ,
Its ;nge/{;nunwﬂtvﬂ"
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Honorable Mayor Joseph Sauer, Jr. |
Honorable Members of the Common Council Feb., 7, 1989

The committee appointed to review the request for sewer and
water service for the Cyrstal Bay Yacht Club at Hayestown andb.
Pembroke Rds. met on October 24, 1988 and Jan. 31, 1989 in
City Hall at 7:30 and 7:00 p.m. respectively. Present were
committee members DaSilva, Moran, and Flanagan; City Engineer
Mr. Schweitzer, Sup. of Public Utilities Mr. Buckley, Mr. Attick 7e.
the developefs son, and Atty. Mr. David Glissman representing the
applicant. Arthur Regan and John Esposito attended ex-officio.

The committee reviewed the plan which calls for the construction
of 140 "luxury" condominiums on a 14 acre parcel on Lake Candlewood.
Included in the plan are a 280 car underground parking garage, a pool,
and docks for the condominium owners. The committee tabled the
application to study the extensive data presented and to permit the
engineering and public utilities depts. to examine the plans.

( Motion to table by Flanagan, seconded by Moran, passed unanimously.)

The committee reconvened on Jan. 31st to resume discussion of the
application.( Motion to take offtable by Moran, seconded by Flanagan,
unanimous.) Mr. Schweitzer could not attend this meeting due to a
prior commitment. Applicant was not present, but was notified , to
the best knowledge of the committee. Mr. Buckley explained that
the public utilities nor the engineering dept. had any problems
with the application. All normal criteria have been met in the plans
submitted. In addition, the water line will be extended down E.
Pembroke road to the intersection of Hayestown, improving service to th
residents of that area. A sewage pump station will be built on the
applicants property and an easement granted to the city for it. The
improved sewer system can potentially benefit the Town Park and the
surrounding area.

After much discussion Mr. Moran moved that the committee
recommend to the Common Council approval of the applications for
sewer and water service for the Crystal Bay Yacht Club with the
usual eight step criteria plus the addition of a ninth step:

The City Engineer and the Sup. of Public Utilities will take all
steps necessary during the development and construction of the
sewer and water systems to protect Lake Candlewood.Second by Mr.
DaSilva and passed unanimously. Meeting adjourned at 7:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Stephen Flgnagan, Chrm. Hank Moran Joseph DaSilva
i E / i
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CITY OF DANBURY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 06810

(203) 797-4511

STATEMENT
TO: Members of the Common Council
FROM: Joseph H. Sauer, Jr.;;>*@g

DATE: February 7, 1989

In the past few weeks, I have heard many discussions concerning the
responsibility for assigning Council Members to Ad Hoc Committees. One
of the reasons stated compared these committees to those at Federal and
State levels. This is not a fair analogy because State and Federal
governments have two houses and their committees are standing
committees.

One  of the questions in our attempt to revise the Charter addressed
the idea of forming standing committees and the idea was turned down by
the voters at the polls. In effect, this attempt to take away the
Mayor's responsibility of assigning committees is an "end run" around
the will of the people. "

In the one year and three months of our administration, we have
appointed some 300 committees, Only on 2 occassions did I use the
discretionary powers to appoint a person other than those suggested by
the Majority or Minority Leaders. As you cast your vote tonight, I hope
you remember this.

The voters seem satisfied with the system as it now exists.,





