MINUTES

WATERTOWN TOWN COUNCIL

REGULAR MEETING

POLK SCHOOL LIBRARY

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 2003, 8:00 P.M.

PRESENT:
Elaine Adams


Lee Archer, Chairman


Robert Kane


Jean King


Raymond Primini


Paul Rinaldi


Paul Valenti


Richard Wick

ABSENT:
Raymond Hebert, Jr., Vice Chairman

OTHERS PRESENT:
Meredith Robson, Town Manager


Frank Nardelli, Assistant Town Manager/Finance Director

1.
Call Meeting To Order
Mr. Archer, Chairman, Called the Meeting to Order at 8:00 p.m.

2.
Roll Call
Ms. LaForme, Board Clerk, executed the Roll Call.

3.
Pledge of Allegiance


Mr. Archer, Chairman, led the Pledge of Allegiance.

4.
Public Participation


Rico Ceniccola, 150 Pullen Avenue, Oakville, CT 06779


Mr. Ceniccola:  I’m speaking on behalf of my mom, at 150 Pullen Avenue.  Tonight I wish to address the Council to express our concerns over a real problem with the Bunker Hill Disconnect project in Oakville.  The problem is that the area between Capewell and Pullen Avenue, a little area between two streets, is scheduled to be paved and this is making the residents very upset.  I have some documents here that I want to present to the Council so that they can follow along, if that’s okay?
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Mr. Archer:  Sure, that’s fine.


Mr. Ceniccola:  This area that we’re talking about straddles the Waterbury/Watertown town lines and is located mostly in Watertown.  This area has been unpaved since around 1911 when Capewell Park first came into existence.  The (inaudible) for paving it after all these years based on a memorandum dated 10/29 by Mr. Connors, and you should have that document in front of you, is because Waterbury’s Mr. Lawler wanted it paved.  Waterbury’s Mr. Lawler is very intent on paving the area, however, Watertown’s Planning and Zoning already decided that the rationale for paving this area is unwarranted, and also Waterbury owns only a small portion of the road so we don’t think there is a good reason for paving the area at all.  Now you should have that tax map in front of you which shows what portion Waterbury owns and what portion Watertown owns.  So therefore the residents respectfully request that the area not be paved.


I’d like to give you some additional reasons why we don’t think it should be paved.  Watertown is being required to pave a road that is located in Watertown because Waterbury’s Mr. Lawler wants it paved.  First this doesn’t make sense, and also I believe that we were spending money that we don’t have for something the residents don’t want.  What is the reason for paving this area?  Is it warranted?  I believe the answer is there is no real good reason for paving this area, and the residents also believe there is no benefit to paving the area.  And I’ve presented the Council with a petition from some of the residents who oppose the paving as well.  You should have that petition in front of you as well.


Also paving this area would increase dangerous raceway conditions, creating a speedway and a real safety issue.  It’s already a draw for neighborhood kids who have nothing to do, and there’s a lot of open space there, and there’s a lot of speeding going up and down that road, and making this road open, there’s going to be 450 feet of straight, flat strip and it’s just going to make things 10 times worse than they already are.  It would also dramatically change the quiet characteristics of this neighborhood.  The children who play in the area would be affected by this raceway, particularly a special needs child, whose yard abuts the proposed street, and this child happens to be my nephew.  The road will get limited use because it’s just a little cross street, it doesn't access major streets like Davis Street or Bunker Hill Avenue that the residents use when they have to go any place.


Another reason we don’t want it paved is the senior citizen residents who have owned the abutting properties for as far back as the 1950’s would be affected because they have maintained this area for all these years.  They have improved it with lawns, a garden, open space that’s used for parking.  Paving would destroy these improvements and eliminate parking.  Also there are no safety, drainage, or maintenance issues that paving would resolve, however, paving may indeed create some.  Also some homes would indeed be as close as 5 feet from the proposed street and this is definitely going to be a hardship for these folks.  Are the residents, would it in effect lose a portion of their yards and this would likely result in a significant reduction in their property values.
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So these are just a few of the reasons why we’re opposed to paving this area and if the Council agrees to approve our request tonight, both Watertown and Waterbury would realize an increase in quality of life which is (inaudible) to both residents and towns.  There would be an initial cost savings by not paving the area, and these monies could be used for higher priority issues in the Town that need it more.  Watertown would also realize future cost savings by eliminated maintenance costs, snow removal, upkeep, etc.  This area is also an aid to snow removal during the Winter months because this is where the snow is piled up at the end of the runs.  So these are some benefits that the Towns will realize if the area is left unpaved.


And lastly, after personally speaking to the residents when I got this petition going, the consensus is they are very unhappy and do not want the area paved, and further the residents were never told about a public hearing for this paving and I think that this was inappropriate, therefore, we ask the honorable Council to approve our request because of the reasons I just stated, and because the benefits of leaving the area be clearly outweigh any benefits of paving it.  Thank you.


Freda Carrero, 70 Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. Carrero:  Those of you who were at the Planning and Zoning Board, this is going to be redundant, but I feel I need to speak in the same vein that I did there.  I have been a resident of Capewell Avenue since 1969 when the street was a dead end.  When the street was opened it became a link between Bunker Hill Avenue and Davis Street.  These neighborhoods surrounding both Bunker Hill and Davis Street take advantage of this link.  We are not just talking about a few streets that are using Capewell as access to other parts of Town.  The traffic has become very heavy and the speed at which commuters travel this street has increased.  The average speed is now between 40 and 45 mph, when the speed limit is 25 to 30 mph.  There are also blind spots for driveways as well as the slope of the street itself.  Capewell is also a narrow street which can only bear a certain amount of traffic. At times it is necessary to stop to allow other vehicles to pass, especially in the area of the street which is near the Waterbury line.  Opening up Overlook onto Capewell will just increase the amount of traffic that will use Capewell Avenue.  We have already had an increase on our street with two new houses being built and another in the works.  One house is in Oakville, and I believe the other two are in Waterbury.  Within the last couple of weeks there has been a water line break in the area where the new houses are.  In recent years the increase in foot traffic has also increased with a large number of youths walking on our street who are not residents of our area of Town.  Last Summer on a number of occasions I have had to stop on the road on my way to work to remove beer bottles and trash that have been left by these young people.  They have also been loitering on lawns and the sides of the streets.  I have contacted the local police to see about increasing patrols in our area.  These young people are coming in from the other end of Overlook and opening up this side of the street will just compound the problem.
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A number of retired people live on Capewell Avenue and they are becoming increasingly concerned about the safety of our street.  This road is not in good condition and needs to be resurfaced.  Too much traffic at too high speeds, and foot traffic that has no reason to be on this street are all issues that need to be addressed.  I would like to retire and stay where I am. I have never had any plans to sell my house and go elsewhere.  I want to be able to continue to be an active participant and taxpayer in our Town, I want to be able to walk on my street, sit on my lawn, and not feel threatened.  I want to be able to pull out of my driveway and not worry about being hit by someone driving too fast.  That has always been a nice street to live on with good neighbors and a community spirit.  I would like it to stay that way and I know my neighbors feel the same way.  I don’t see any benefit to our Town of opening up Overlook onto Capewell and Pullen.  We’re going to be paying more, as Rico said, in taxpayer dollars to keep that area clean and cleared.  I know that the Planning and Zoning Board said that they would suggest the abandonment of the street to the Town Council and we just wanted to be here tonight to tell you our issues and concerns.  Thank you.


Leo Buonocore, Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Buonocore:  I’m also a senior citizen on Capewell Avenue.  I’m in agreement with these two people that just spoke.  That road should not be opened.  That road should be planted with flowers.  I’ve been after the Chief of Police in this Town for over a year about the traffic on Capewell Avenue.  We’re going to have a serious accident on the corner of Spring Hill, I’m two streets down from where these people are talking about.  There is a serious situation on top of that hill, on the Waterbury/Oakville line.  I can’t see opening that street.  Waterbury is in dire needs for funds and they’re going to throw away a couple thousand to put some tar on a piece of woods?  I mean it’s crazy.  I’m here tonight to support these people and I will be until this thing is satisfied.


I’m also here tonight to find out from the Council are we addressing any of the serious things that are happening in this Town?  We have two empty buildings in this Town going on 3 years.  We’re heating Baldwin and Griffin.  The oil is $1.60 per gallon.  Where is this money coming from to heat these buildings?  Do something with them.  Either you put something in Griffin and Baldwin or I’m going to be here forever hollering.  Let’s see what we can do with that Town Hall that’s leaking.  We have to take these people out of the Depot Square.  Are we working on any of these things?  We were supposed to sit down with the Chief of Police on some of the speeding going on in Town.  Is there anything happening there?  I don’t know.  I don’t see anything in the paper saying it’s happening, so I say to you people, let’s get something resolved.  You’re doing a great job as far as I’m concerned, but let’s dig deeper into some of the important things.  I thank you for listening and I’ll see you again I’m sure.


Mr. Archer:  I bet.  We love having you here, Leo.  I’ll answer your question on the buildings shortly.
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Angelo Gizzi, 141 Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT 06779


Mr. Gizzi:  I’m also backing my neighbors on asking you for abandonment of the new proposed street.  I have two good reasons, and they’re both my children.  They play on the road, supervised all the time.  There has been numerous occasions where people are speeding up and down the street.  It’s almost become an altercation of sorts.  I’m just asking you tonight to give serious thought to leaving the area as it is.  It’s one of the reasons why I moved to the neighborhood, for a little peace and quiet, and I’m just asking you to give serious thought to keeping it that way.


Ardian Omeri, 151 Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Omeri:  I just bought a house at 151 Capewell Avenue and actually if they pave the road there it’s going to be like 5 feet away from house.  That’s not good.  I can’t even use my garage.  All the time the trucks when they’re plowing, or it’s going to be very bad for me and for the children too.  That’s all I want to say.  I don’t know the reason why they’re paving that because it’s a small area.  A couple of houses down it’s another connection from two streets and I know Town Hall has a plan and everything.  Thanks.


Mr. Archer:  The Overlook Avenue issue was brought to my attention last week and the Town Manager distributed about 50 pages of information on it.  Speaking solely for myself, as a member of the Council, I haven’t had time to go through it and get fully educated on it yet, which is (inaudible) explanation of why it’s not on the Agenda at this time.  I know a couple of you before the meeting asked if it was on the Agenda or not, and I just wanted to explain why it was not at this time.


Mr. Archer, Chairman, Closed Public Participation at 8:23 p.m.

5.
Minutes


A.
Public Hearing Minutes – February 3, 2003



MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Ms. Adams) to approve the Public Hearing Minutes dated February 3, 2003 as presented.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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B.
Regular Meeting Minutes - February 3, 2003



MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Ms. Adams) to approve the Regular Meeting Minutes dated February 3, 2003 as amended.



Discussion:
Mr. Wick:  The meeting was on Monday, not Tuesday.



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

6.
Sub-Committee Reports


A.
Business Development Subcommittee



Mr. Kane:  The Business Development Subcommittee had a meeting prior to the regular P & Z meeting on February 5th.  Actually it was quite productive.  We got to (inaudible) and talk directly with the P & Z members about the issues that businesses go through and processes they have to follow and talk about the Plan of Development, most importantly, which is coming up, which is going to have a large bearing on the businesses of this community and how we go forward, so I look forward to that discussion.


B.
Public Works Subcommittee



Ms. Adams:  Public Works met.  We had an update on the current status of projects, which of course nothing is going on right now due to Winter and the weather.  Two things we did discuss though, the first thing being is the street opening ordinance that I had reported on at the last meeting.  Roy Cavanaugh, the Town Engineer, came forward with recommendations on how we bring this from 1958 standards up to 2003 and we thought maybe you could refer it to the Ordinance Committee for further review and updating.



Mr. Archer:  Dick, you can consider that done.  I’ll take you up on that one.



Ms. Adams:  It’s $3.00 for an application fee, and I really think that’s just not really cost effective.  Another thing we had talked about was your charge for us to look at the unapproved roads.  Meredith was at our last meeting and she added some input also along with Roy, there’s seems to be 3 options here for us to consider to bring forward for a possible recommendation as far as the unapproved roads:
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1.
Not to plow them, to leave it the total responsibility of the developer.



2.
A charge, how much does it cost us to go in, salt, sand, and do what needs to be done.



3.
A planning statute 8-27 which done by ordinance would not allow any developer basically to build on an unapproved road.  They would basically have to go in and build the road, do their improvements, and then be able to build the houses.  The Subcommittee decided to put this over to Planning and Zoning just to get their input and feedback and see what they think about all of this.



Mr. Archer:  On the usage of that particular . . . .



Ms. Adams:  8-27 statute, right, so at that time we’re working on that too.



Mr. Archer:  That has been referred to them?



Ms. Adams:  Yes, we asked Meredith and Roy to put that forward to P & Z to look for their input on it, what they think, because basically the recommendation would have to come from them first, it being a planning statute, so we’ll see what happens.  It is an option to consider.

7.
Chairman’s Report

A.
Correspondence



None


B.
Facts and Fallacies



Mr. Archer:  I just wanted to read an excerpt from a letter fro Mr. McHale.  It reads: “engrained is the belief the old tax money tree will keep them forever basking in the sun, government employees wallow in denial, refusing to give back any part of their plush paychecks, benefits, or perks.”



So there are 3 town employees here, Frank, Meredith, and Lynn and I just wanted to tell you folks there will be no basking.



Ms. Adams:  Have you been basking?



Mr. Archer:  There will be no more basking.
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C.
Other



Mr. Archer:  Public Works, snow removal.  Meredith I wonder if you can give us an update on how the weekend went?  Are you prepared to do that?



Ms. Robson:  As of February 7th, and that’s the last date that we actually have the overtime records for just yet because Payroll is working on the last 2 weeks, but as of February 7th we were approximately $13,000 over the budgeted amount of $120,000. Obviously we have 2 weeks plus this weekend to add to that, and this weekend was approximately 26 hours of staff time, so when you turn that into overtime that’s a considerable amount of money.  Salt and sand we’re still okay on because actually with a storm like this they didn’t end up using a lot of those materials.  They were able to plow for the most part and just put that down on the last stretch.  Overtime we’re really getting hammered on.  The materials we’re still okay for a little while.



Mr. Archer:  So by the next meeting we should have some sense of what this cost us, I guess?



Ms. Robson:  I’ll continue to update you with the bad news.



Mr. Rinaldi:  26 hours of staff time?



Ms. Robson:  About 26 hours.



Ms. Adams:  Per person, right?



Ms. Robson:  Pretty much per person.  There may have been a couple that didn’t work that completely but . . . .



Mr. Archer:  Yea, but I imagine we had pretty much a full crew out battling this one.



Ms. Robson:  Pretty much, yes.



Mr. Archer:  Just an FYI for everyone, there is a, we don’t have the text of this bill but there is a proposed bill, #392 in the Connecticut General Assembly and essentially it would be that this is the recommendation that chapters 124 and 126 of the General Statutes concerning local Planning and Zoning be amended to authorize the imposition of impact fees on residential development that requires substantial expansion of public services, such as schools, sewage, public safety, and fire service and roads.  And the statement of purpose, as it’s written here, it to allow the imposition of impact fees by land use agencies in approvals of residential development.
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This is something that a lot of people that have come before this Board, and I guess P & Z as well about the idea of charging a fee to developer’s for the impact that their development has on the Town.  So if someone was putting up 80 or 100 houses, obviously that has an impact on the school system, and fire safety, and road maintenance and everything else, so although the test of this proposed bill has not been written yet, I think in theory I support it anyway, and I think it’s something we’re going to be looking, following pretty closely as it makes its way through the assembly.



Mr. Wick:  On that point would it be appropriate at our next meeting to have an Agenda item where we would consider a resolution to support this concept?  Admittedly the text of the bill hasn’t been written yet, but at least the concept seems fairly clear, and if we join some of the other towns that have notified their representatives and senators that we support the concept that might help  I would request we put it on the Agenda for the next meeting.



Mr. Archer:  I think as long as the letter states that you know, has a caveat that you know, we reserve the right to unsupport this if the language (inaudible).



Mr. Wick:  If they screw it up, yea.



Mr. Archer:  It’s kind of hard to say we’re for something that we can’t read yet, but I think in concept I think it makes sense, so if we could draft that for next meeting that would be great.



Leo, in answer to your question about the buildings, we will be having a public hearing on the buildings.  I know Lisa was trying to set that up today, but was having trouble getting through to some folks at the Board of Ed.  We are going to have one final public hearing and then we’ll have a recommendation on what to do with those, and probably go to referendum with something shortly.



Also coming up within the next few weeks we want to have a public hearing as well on the subject of senior tax relief.  It’s something that’s been talked about a lot in the papers and at the podium here and privately with a lot of citizens and we thought that that at least should get an airing as well.



Mr. Buonocore:  Could I answer (inaudible)?



Mr. Archer:  Leo, if you want to hang around until the second Public Participation, that would be great.
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Ms. King:  I wanted to make note, I guess it’s under Correspondence about the memo that we received from the Town Manager and Mr. Nardelli about the Grand List being done on time.  I add my congratulations to that, having spent a number of years asking when is the (inaudible) coming, so I’m really thrilled about that.

Mr. Nardelli was quoted in the newspaper on the issue of whether we’re getting our money from the State of Connecticut that would make up for the manufacturer’s personal property rebate, that the State offers about $1,000,000 . . . .



Mr. Nardelli:  $1,300,000.



Ms. King:  When I was reading the article in the paper, it appears to me that you were saying that if the State didn’t give us the money, that we would not let those people get that rebate, the manufacturers?  No?



Mr. Nardelli:  No, the rebate doesn’t go to the manufacturers, the rebate comes to the Town.  We were supposed to get that $1,300,000 back in December and we still haven’t gotten the money yet from the State.  They used to reimburse us 100% on that program, now they’re down to 80%, and we still haven’t even gotten the check for the 80%.  My concern was (1) what they’re going to give us this year, and (2) what are they going to do next year on that program.



Ms. King:  So we don’t have any ability to go back to the manufacturers and say the State hasn’t given us the money so you owe . . . .



Mr. Nardelli:  No we don’t, that’s correct.  When they passed that law, they said we’re only going to reimburse 80%, but, however the towns cannot go and tax the other 20% from the manufacturers, they won’t let us do that.



Ms. King:  And are we hearing anything about . . . . .



Mr. Nardelli:  No, and the Town Road Aid money hasn’t come through yet either.  We were supposed to get that in January, and we haven’t received that yet either.



Ms. King:  And how much is that?



Mr. Nardelli:  About $200,000.
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8.
Action Items


A.
Consider Appointments to Boards and Commissions


The terms of various Boards and Commissions have expired or are expiring.  Appointments must be made to fill these vacancies.



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Rinaldi) to Reappoint Renee McGee, 1274 Northfield Road, Watertown, CT to the Commission on Aging, Term to Expire January 31, 2005.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Rinaldi) to Reappoint Helen Lukowski, 389 Buckingham Street, Oakville, CT to the Commission on Aging, Term to Expire January 31, 2005.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Rinaldi) to Reappoint Wanda Witty, 136 Eddy Street, Watertown, CT to the Commission on Aging, Term to Expire January 31, 2005.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Valenti) to Appoint Mary Dezioba, 477 Colonial Avenue, Oakville, CT to the Conservation Commission/Inland Wetlands Agency, Replacing Anthony Velezis, Term to Expire January 31, 2007.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Valenti) to Appoint Maureen Kane, 59 Partridge Court, Watertown, CT to the Conservation Commission/Inland Wetlands Agency, Replacing Mary Salzer, Term to Expire January 31, 2007.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Rinaldi) to Reappoint Gerald Langlais, 89 Scott Avenue, Oakville, CT as a Constable, Term to Expire January 31, 2004.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Valenti) to Reappoint Patricia Reilly, 96 Middlebury Road, Watertown, CT as a Constable, Term to Expire January 31, 2004.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Rinaldi) to Reappoint Barbara Hymel, 45 Edge Road, Watertown, CT as a Constable, Term to Expire January 31, 2004.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Rinaldi) to Reappoint Remo Ceniccola, 44 Sills Drive, Oakville, CT, to the Public Buildings Committee, Term to Expire January 31, 2006.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Valenti) to Reappoint John Orsini, 54 Hillcrest Avenue, Watertown, CT, to the Public Buildings Committee, Term to Expire January 31, 2006.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Valenti) to Appoint Joseph Polletta, 262 Tucker Avenue Extension, Oakville, CT, to the Public Buildings Committee, Replacing Louis Rinaldi, Term to Expire January 31, 2006.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Valenti) to Reappoint George Velezis, 118 Cannon Ridge Drive, Watertown, CT, to the Water & Sewer Authority, Term to Expire January 31, 2006.



Discussion:
Ms. Adams:  I don’t think that’s theirs.





Ms. King:  I thought we had one.





Ms. Adams:  No, I don’t think so.





Ms. King:  I’m sorry, but I have my list in front of me, Elaine.





Ms. Adams:  That’s why I’m just checking here.  You currently have Mike Vernovai and George Valaitis.





Ms. King:  (Inaudible) alternate?





Mr. Rinaldi:  No, you’re reappointing George Velezis.





Ms. Adams:  No.  You have two right now.  You have Mike Vernovai and George Valaitis.





Ms. King:  Isn’t that a 3/4?
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Ms. Adams:  I checked that, I can’t be sure.





Mr. Rinaldi:  What is that, a 5 member board?





Ms. King:  7 member.  I thought we got 3, I thought it was a 3/4?





Mr. Archer:  Do you want to just hold on that one?





Ms. King:  I’ll withdrawn that nomination.  I’ll check on it.



MOTION WAS NEVER VOTED ON


B.
Consider the Request of an Abandonment of a Portion of Middlebury Road, Watertown


The Town Council will consider a request for abandonment due to the reconstruction of the intersection of Middlebury Road/Bunker Hill.



MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Ms. King) to approve abandonment of a portion of Middlebury Road in Watertown for the reconstruction of the intersection of Middlebury Road and Bunker Hill.



Discussion:
Ms. Adams:  Just a couple of questions here and a couple of concerns that I have, and maybe we can get an answer if we don’t have one tonight.  By giving him this extra piece of property, would that give him enough to possibly subdivide, then have enough for another lot?  Do we have an answer to that?





Ms. Robson:  I don’t have that off the top of my head.  I can check.  (Inaudible) before.





Ms. Adams:  Because if so I think I may have a problem with this; somebody gaining from the abandonment of a road, if it’s the way it is.





Mr. Archer:  It’s not a huge section, but that combined . . . .





Ms. Adams:  Well that’s the question.
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Mr. Archer:  Perhaps.  I don’t know how much it is or how much he had existing.





Ms. King:  The other point is there really is no alternative to this other than, I mean, the way the road was reconfigured the only alternative is for the Town to keep the property and maintain it.  It isn’t like we could do anything else with it.





Mr. Archer:  Exactly.  I mean it makes sense, but it’s probably worth just finding that out.





Ms. Adams:  Cause I know there’s another piece that I guess the State purchased, another triangle to this that . . . .





Mr. Archer:  That was on the other side of Bunker Hill, that’s not adjacent to his.  There was a triangle piece of property on the other side of Bunker Hill, the road forked, that the State purchased, so it has nothing to do with this, but no, I don’t know how large this piece of land is or what that would do to his property (inaudible).





Ms. Robson:  I’ll check on that.





Mr. Kane:  It’s only 250 feet.





Ms. Adams:  But is it enough?





Mr. Primini:  Just give him the frontage to create another lot.





Ms. Adams:  I don’t know, that’s my question.





Mr. Kane:  It says about 250 feet was moved and landscaped into our front lawn.  A piece of road was moved and the old was landscaped over.





Mr. Archer:  It’s not so much that you could take that piece of property that he would be gaining and make that into a separate lot, it’s whether or not the sum total of everything he owns goes up above the zoning size.
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Ms. King:  The point still being what are the alternatives?  Even if this does give this gentleman enough property that he could subdivide it, then that becomes a separate issue.  It still doesn’t mean that we should keep a hold of it or not abandon it.





Mr. Archer:  I don’t know whether that would have any bearing on my decision, but it’s a valid question to know.





Mr. Primini:  Well another point is if it can be subdivided into another lot, should it be looked at that to begin with which makes the land more valuable?  Just something I’m throwing out right now.





Ms. Adams:  Yea, the prices of lots these days in Town.





Mr. Archer:  It’s a good point.





Ms. Adams:  Should I make a Motion to Table?  Two weeks isn’t going to make a difference, let’s face it.





MOTION:
(Ms. Adams, sec. Mr. Wick) to Table.





Discussion:
None





MOYION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



ORIGINAL MOTION WAS NEVER VOTED ON (TABLED)


C.
Consider Authorizing the Town Manager to Sign Agreement with the State of Connecticut DEP Regarding the Steele Brook Flood Control Project


This agreement has been funded and was acted upon at the December 17, 2001 Town Council meeting.  Due to the most recent changes in administration, the State of Connecticut has requested an updated agreement reflecting the change.

RESOLUTION

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Watertown Town Council hereby authorizes the Town Manager, Meredith S. Robson, to sign the agreement entitled:
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“Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement for Development of a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the Steele Brook Flood Control Project, Watertown, Connecticut.”

Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 18th day of February, 2003.


Lee Archer, Chairman


Watertown Town Council



MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Ms. Adams) to approve authorizing the Town Manager to sign an agreement with the State of Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection regarding the Steele Brook Flood Control Project.



Discussion:
Mr. Archer:  This is a formality for the State, right, because now you’re at the helm?





Ms. Robson:  Right, it’s just a name change (inaudible).



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

9.
Public Participation


Leo Buonocore, Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Buonocore:  I’d like to, we can hear you people talking tonight so evidently something has been going with this thing.  I want to congratulate whoever fixed it.


Mr. Archer:  These guys have been working pretty hard on it every week, I know that.


Mr. Buonocore: I think it’s the best it’s ever been tonight.  Thank you boys.  I just want to ask you a question on Griffin School  I heard a rumor that Waterbury is getting involved in something down there?


Mr. Archer:  Waterbury submitted a request for quote, RFQ.  They’re short on classroom space and they submitted a request for pricing for us, for what we would charge them to use Griffin School.  My guess is that probably ultimately they would not be interested in it because they would have to do so much work to bring it up to code to begin using it again as a school.
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Mr. Buonocore:  But is it still on-going?


Mr. Archer:  It’s something they’re looking into.


Mr. Buonocore:  Do you understand that this Town is in need of room?


Mr. Archer:  Yea.


Mr. Buonocore:  Just wanted you to know.


Mr. Archer:  Oh, I mean if we said well it would cost 5 zillion dollars and they said okay, it doesn’t mean we have to do it.


Mr. Buonocore:  I heard from somebody that they were looking into some classrooms at Griffin.


Mr. Archer:  They were looking for classrooms all over and Griffin was one of the ones they had their eye on because it’s so close to the Town line.


John Bongiorno, 1254 Litchfield Road, Watertown, CT  06795


Mr. Bongiorno:  Good evening.  Amazingly enough it’s very short.  Bill #342, well it’s about time, thank goodness.  I hope they don’t screw it up as the guy so well put it.  Hopefully they won't and they’ll write it correctly so that it does serve the purpose that it’s supposed to serve, and that’s that the Town shouldn’t bear the brunt while these people leave with their $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 and leave everybody to bear their mess.


Secondly in regards to the individuals who don’t want their road paved, luckily enough I happened to be finishing up my meeting schedules and I happened to listen to their meetings, and the one thing that was brought up that I think is of pertinent information, skimming through your 50 or so pages, is that the gentlemen from the Sewer Commission who are now on the Zoning Board made it quite clear, and I don’t know as all these people heard, that the paving issue was never brought up in public hearing, ever.  It was a last second deal written on the bottom of the contract at the Sewer Commission meeting with Waterbury.  So the people in this Town never knew at all about it, period.  So basically, to put it clearly, it was a fast one, as bad as that sounds.  They didn’t know.  So when they came to the first Zoning Board meeting and they’re like well we don’t want it paved, we don’t mind the sewer line, they didn’t know it was going to be paved because the original plan didn’t have it being paved, it had it dirt, left alone with ripping the trees out and putting the sewer line in.  So from a litigation point of view the Town ought to go talk to Waterbury and say hey, somebody made a deal.
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They only have two choices before they pave it in my opinion, another public hearing or just leave it be and don’t pave it, because the guys who are on the Sewer Commission basically straight out said, they never mentioned it ever.  And they asked, everyone who came to the podium, and I didn’t bring my notes, I’m sick of carrying them, but they asked everybody who came to the podium, did you know about “x” and did you know about “y” and they went no.  And he said see, nobody was told, and they looked at the Agenda and it was never in there.  I’d like to thank Elaine.  Roy went up to speak to Mrs. Perugini and her and Tommy going to get her a sump pump and try to help her out.  She’s right in the flood plain, so even if they fixed all the drainage, even if the State fixed the drainage, the Town fixed Killoran Road, and everybody did everything, she would still be the only person who would probably get wet, so they got her a battery backup sump pump, they went and told her where to get one, and Roy was very nice, so I’d like to thank you for your help.  Thank you very much.


Rico Ceniccola, 150 Pullen Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Ceniccola:  When is the next Town Council meeting?


Mr. Archer:  It’s always the first and third Monday of the month; March 3rd .


Mr. Ceniccola:  I handed out some documents, and can you hold onto those or can I collect them now so I don’t have to make new ones.


Mr. Archer:  Everything you gave us we had in our packets, so if you need them back, sure, no problem.


Angelo Gizzi, 141 Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Gizzi:  Is your decision final on this project on Capewell Avenue?  Is that true or false?


Mr. Archer:  Well at this time we don’t have a decision to make, because as we knew it went through Public Hearing.  If there was some issue with whether or not it was ever brought up in Public Hearing, then that’s another thing we have to look into, but for now there is no decision for us to make because it’s a done . . . .


Ms. King:  But when we make a decision it’s the final decision.


Mr. Archer:  If we were to, yes it would be.


Mr. Gizzi:  But you’re stating that as far as you’re concerned it’s already a done deal that it would be paved?
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Mr. Archer:  Yea, unless we undo something that’s already been done, sure, which is not out of the realm of possibility either, but we have to do our homework on it.


Mr. Gizzi:  Will you go out and take a look at it?  Is that something you would do?


Mr. Archer:  I mean I’m familiar with the area.


Mr. Gizzi:  If you actually went and took a look you would see . . . .


Mr. Archer:  Rob went through there the other day.


Mr. Gizzi:  So you know another egress onto that road would make a big difference.


Mr. Archer:  It probably would, yes.


Mr. Gizzi:  Thank you.

Freda Carrero, 70 Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779

Ms., Carrero:  Will we know, you’re saying that this is a done deal now pretty much . . . .

Mr. Archer:  No, it’s a signed contract with Waterbury.  That doesn’t mean we can’t revisit it.

Ms. Carrero:  Because we want to know what’s happening before the trucks come in and pave it.  I know Rico has done an awful lot of work on this.  He’s really been the one who’s been pushing for this and he’s done an awful lot, including meeting with the Mayor of Waterbury.  I’d also like to know about the schools – there will be a public . . . .

Mr. Archer:  Yea, as I said, we’re trying to schedule that today, but we weren’t able to.

Ms. Carrero:  Will that go to Referendum if it’s decided, or does the Town Council make a decision on whether Waterbury can come in and use our schools?

Mr. Archer:  Whether Waterbury could use them or not?

Ms. Carrero:  Yes.
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Mr. Archer:  I don’t know if that would have to go to Referendum.  I would have to check on that, but I would prefer that any use of either of the two buildings goes to Referendum.  I don’t think that’s for us to decide ultimately.

Ms. Carrero:  Thank you very much.

Ms. King:  We did have a letter in our packet from Mr. Jodaitis that says that they have delayed paving this whole section of the road until the Spring of 2003, so Spring is not coming for a long time at the rate we’re going.

Mr. Archer, Chairman, Closed Public Participation at 8:53 p.m.

10.
Old Business


A.
Code of Ethics (referred to Ordinance Subcommittee)


B.
Consider the Appointment of One or More Ordinance Enforcement Hearing Officers Pursuant to Ordinance #04-15-02-248


C.
Noise Ordinance


D.
Local Preference Ordinance


E.
Codification


Mr. Archer:  I don’t know if there’s anything here that needs to be discussed.

11.
Executive Session


A.
Personnel


B.
Litigation



MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Ms. Adams) to enter into Executive Session at 8:54 p.m. to discuss personnel and litigation, with the 8 Town Council Members, Ms. Robson, and Mr. Nardelli.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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The following people were present during Executive Session


Elaine Adams


Lee Archer


Robert Kane


Jean King


Raymond Primini


Paul Rinaldi


Paul Valenti


Richard Wick


Frank Nardelli


Meredith Robson


Mr. Archer, Chairman, Reconvened the Regular Meeting at 9:15 p.m.


No Motions Were Made; No Votes Were Taken.

12.
Adjournment


MOTION:
(Ms. Adams, sec. Mr. Kane) to Adjourn the Regular Meeting at 9:16 p.m.


Discussion:
None


MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY


Regular Meeting Adjourned at 9:16 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lee Archer, Chairman

Watertown Town Council

Approved:
_______________________________


Lynn M. LaForme, Clerk

