MINUTES

WATERTOWN TOWN COUNCIL

REGULAR MEETING

POLK SCHOOL LIBRARY

MONDAY, MARCH 3, 2003, 8:00 P.M.

PRESENT:
Elaine Adams


Lee Archer, Chairman


Raymond Hebert, Jr., Vice Chairman


Robert Kane


Jean King


Raymond Primini


Paul Rinaldi


Paul Valenti


Richard Wick

ABSENT:
None
OTHERS PRESENT:
Meredith Robson, Town Manager


Frank Nardelli, Assistant Town Manager/Finance Director


Joseph Summa, Attorney

1.
Call Meeting To Order
Mr. Archer, Chairman, Called the Meeting to Order at 8:03 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.


Mr. Archer:  I think we’re going to make a minor change to the Agenda.  We have Executive Session up front prior to Public Participation; I think we want to switch those two.  The reason why we have Executive Session at the beginning of the meeting is because we have an attorney here and we’re just trying to keep the costs down by not having him hang out all night until the end of the meeting, but the public should be first.
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MOTION:
(Ms. Adams, sec. Mr. Hebert) to Move Agenda Item 5, Public Participation, to Item 3A.


Discussion:
None


MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

3A.
Public Participation


Rico Ceniccola, 150 Pullen Avenue, Oakville, CT 06779


Mr. Ceniccola:  I’m here on behalf of my mom.  Good evening.  We’ve come here tonight to discuss the Overlook Avenue abandonment petition, but before I say anything I’d like to thank all the residents who’ve come out tonight.  It’s a frigid night out there and it took a lot of effort.  It would have been easier to stay home, I’m sure.


On February 18th we gave the Council some background.  I just want to go over it again a little bit.  We told you that the abutting property owners are requesting the abandonment of Overlook because we don’t want it paved.  Paving would change the quiet characteristics of the neighborhood, create a speedway, and cause hardship for some of the property owners.  Also if you remember we told you that Waterbury, particularly Waterbury’s Mr. Lawler is very intent on paving the road, even though the road is located in Watertown.  I told you that Mr. Lawler’s rationale for paving the road is unwarranted and that even Watertown’s Planning and Zoning unanimously voted that it is indeed not warranted, and I have to believe the Town Council will go along with their decision, at least I hope they will.  If Mr. Lawler had a good reason for paving the road, which has been unpaved since 1911 when it came into existence, I’m sure Planning and Zoning wouldn’t have shot it down, but he doesn’t.  For example one of the reasons he gives in his letter of February 11th, I’m going to pass that letter around so everybody has a copy of it, if that’s okay?


Mr. Archer:  We did have it at the last meeting, I actually brought it back with me.


Mr. Ceniccola:  We just want to take a closer look at that letter tonight and some of the reasons that Mr. Lawler wants to pave it.  One of the reasons that he gives is he states “according to Article C, Paragraph 7 of the Waterbury/Watertown Intermunicipal Agreement, Waterbury is responsible for the maintenance and ownership of all improvements”.  This is just not true.  According to Article C, Paragraph 7, which you have a copy of, Waterbury is only responsible for the sewer maintenance and operation; Watertown would be responsible for all other maintenance within Watertown boundaries.  As you can see this is very, very misleading and that’s what we’re going to talk about tonight and we’re going to talk about a little bit more those reasons.
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We respectfully request the honorable Council to approve this road abandonment tonight on grounds that there is no good reason to open the road.  The residents are very unhappy, Watertown doesn’t want the road opened, and the taxpayers, particularly the folks here tonight, my family who’ve lived on top of that hill for almost 50 years and the 67 residents who’s signatures we collected, you have a copy of that as well, do not want that road paved. Also paving of the road never came up at any of the Hearings, and this is just not fair.  Also if we’re going to connect Capewell to Pullen, then are we going to connect Capewell to the next street over?  There’s another paper street directly adjacent to this one and then there’s another paper street at the bottom of Capewell, and there’s probably hundreds of roads that we could connect, but it’s ridiculous to do all this; it’s not necessary.  The $17,000 that we save from paving this road could be better spent for areas that really need improvements.  And finally, paving this road is an insignificant part of the project, so we’re not asking for a lot, we’re just asking that this one little detail be changed.  Thank you.


Mr. Archer:  Do you or anyone else, actually I don’t even know if you’re adjacent to it, I can’t recall, but is there anyone who is adjacent to this unpaved road using it?


Mr. Ceniccola:  No, it’s not used.


Mr. Archer:  No one mows it, no one planted a tree on it, there’s nothing there but just (inaudible) grass?


Mr. Ceniccola:  There’s flowers there, grass, it’s used for parking.  I have some pictures that I would like to show you so you can get a better idea of it.


Mr. Archer:  So the second part of the question is, and I’m just trying to figure all of this out, if somebody goes and plants a vegetable garden, or they’re parking their car on it, and Waterbury needs to maintain the sewer line underneath and they can’t find the owner of the car so they can dig up that piece of the sewer line, because it needs maintenance, what do they do?


Mr. Ceniccola:  They would tow the car, I would imagine, if the owner can’t be . . . .


Mr. Archer:  Right, but they would be responsible for maintaining the sewer line, whether it’s in Waterbury or Watertown.


Mr. Ceniccola:  But it would be the same thing if the road was paved and somebody parked their car there.


Mr. Archer:  So how about if someone plunks their pool down on it?
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Mr. Ceniccola:  Well that’s illegal.


Mr. Archer:  Well it’s not illegal if it’s abandoned because we no longer own it, we don’t reside over who does what there.


Mr. Ceniccola:  There’s always going to be an easement there, which if a structure is built there it’s the owner’s responsibility to take it down at the owner’s cost.


Mr. Archer:  So if there’s water pouring out, sewage pouring out of the ground, the owner will get around to taking the pool down?


Mr. Ceniccola:  Absolutely, yes, (inaudible).


Mr. Archer:  So we could (inaudible) a public hazard for days until the owner gets around to taking the pool down?


Mr. Ceniccola:  He’d have to take it down right away?


Mr. Archer:  What if he’s not home?


Mr. Ceniccola:  Then somebody else would have to do it.


Mr. Archer:  What if he’s in Florida?  So then does Waterbury bring in a backhoe and take it down and too bad, or no, or does that open Waterbury to litigation?


Mr. Ceniccola:  Well I’m not really sure, but I don’t think that you can build any structures on an easement.  That’s my understanding.


Mr. Archer:  You’re parking on one.  There are people parking on land they don’t own right now.  So to suggest that people might use it for things that might be obstructions to easy access to the system is flawed, because there is already people parking on it and we don’t own it, so how would that change because we abandoned it?


Mr. Ceniccola:  Well there’s, the area has been kept this way and maintained by the owners since probably the 1950’s and we haven’t had a problem.


Mr. Archer:  But it didn’t have a sewer line under it.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Right.


Mr. Archer:  Right.  Okay.
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Mr. Ceniccola:  I mean if you pave the road and you had to dig up the pipe for some reason it’s going to be a lot more costly to dig up the road and then patch the road up.


Mr. Archer:  That would be Waterbury’s problem cause they have to maintain it.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Waterbury is responsible for the sewer, but, my understanding is . . . .


Mr. Archer:  Right, but any contractor who cuts into the road has to replace it.  I believe there is a Town Ordinance on that, that any contractor or anybody that comes in and cuts a hole in the road has to put it back the way it was, that’s their responsibility.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Right, but it would be less costly.


Mr. Archer:  To who?


Mr. Ceniccola:  To, if it’s in Watertown boundaries, I would imagine Watertown.


Mr. Archer:  No, Waterbury has, you read it yourself, Waterbury has to maintain that sewer line, so if they have to cut into that road to maintain the sewer line they have to pave it back again.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Okay.


Mr. Archer:  I’m not arguing with you, I’m just playing devil’s advocate here.  I don’t know whether or not these are things that have been totally thought through.  In response to you saying that the, we checked into what was brought up at Public Hearing and what wasn’t, and the attorney for Watertown that negotiated the contract for this said that the reason why it wasn’t brought up at Public Hearing specifically was because it’s been a road since 1911, it’s just a paper street, and obviously you guys knew that because otherwise you wouldn’t be there cause you wouldn’t know that it wasn’t a road before, cause it wasn’t paved before, so that’s why it wasn’t brought up at Public Hearing.  It wasn’t anything underhanded or sneaky or trying to slide one by or anything like that, so characterizations of that sort are inaccurate at the very least, but . . . . . it is part of an existing contract with the City of Waterbury right now, and to just undo that, I would imagine, open the Town up to some sort of litigation because we would be in breach of contract.  Now does that mean that we can’t do this?  No, but I guess I’m asking what would you have us do, given that circumstance?


Mr. Ceniccola:  I’m not sure I understand.
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Mr. Archer:  Well we have an existing contract with Waterbury.  Do we breach the contract and not pave it, or do we not finish the sewer line, do we just stop?  What would you have us do?


Mr. Ceniccola:   Well I think the sewer line is in place already, and this paving is a very insignificant part of the whole project, so all we are asking for is to change this little detail.


Mr. Archer:  Right, but it’s an existing signed contract between two government bodies.  What would you have us do?


Mr. Ceniccola:  I would ask for, request a change.


Mr. Archer:  Of Waterbury?  Okay, and if they say no, then what would you have us do?


Mr. Ceniccola:  Then I would say what’s the reasoning for it.  Do they have a good reason for paving this area, and we don’t think they do, and the residents aren’t happy and don’t want it paved.  It’s not necessary.


Mr. Archer:  So do we litigate, do you guys want to pick up the cost of litigation?


Mr. Ceniccola:  I don’t think so.


Mr. Archer:  I wouldn’t imagine you would.  I’m just trying to figure out all the options here.  Maybe we abandon it and then you can fight it out with Waterbury.  I don’t know.  You’re asking us to abandon it, so I’m just trying to figure out what exactly would you have us do.  It’s an existing, signed contract.  I’m asking you to help me out here because we don’t know what to do.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Well the residents aren’t happy with this road.


Mr. Archer:  I get that.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Planning and Zoning agreed that paving this road isn’t warranted.


Mr. Archer:  Well Planning and Zoning doesn’t like pavement anywhere.  If they had their way we’d be driving on dirt roads.


Mr. Ceniccola:  I don’t know what else to say.  We don’t want it.  This is Waterbury’s idea. Waterbury wants this road paved, Watertown . . . .
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Mr. Archer:  So that they have access to a sewer that we are using, you will be using, and they want to have access to it when and if they need to do maintenance on it.  It seems like a fairly reasonable reason to me.  I mean I understand the fact that you guys have been using the property tax-free and stuff like that for years and now you don’t want to lose that, but that makes sense to me too, but I don’t know how to fix this.  That’s why I’m asking, what would you have us do?  Do you want us to go and request of Waterbury that they drop this requirement from the contract?


Mr. Ceniccola:  Yes.


Mr. Archer:  Okay, we’ll ask them, that’s what we’ll do.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Thanks.


Mr. Archer:  We’re here to represent you, and you’ve made a case that you guys don’t want the thing paved.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Absolutely, right.


Mr. Archer:  So it’s our job to go to Waterbury and say the residents don’t want it paved, which we will do, and we’ll see what their response is.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Okay.


Mr. Archer:  All right?


Mr. Kane:  Mr. Ceniccola, when you come you speak on behalf of someone else.  Are you not the property owner?


Mr. Ceniccola:  That’s correct, my mom.


Mr. Kane:  It’s your mother that’s the property owner.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Yes.


Mr. Archer:  So we’ll make that request and we’ll see what happens after that.  You’re asking us to request that that be removed from the contract, right?


Mr. Ceniccola:  Yes.
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Mr. Archer:  Well we’ll make that request and see what happens.  I have no idea what their response will be, but I have a good idea of what their response will be, but I don’t know for sure.  We’ll take it from there afterwards; I guess, that’s all we can do.


Ms. Adams:  After we, I assume we’ll send them a letter; we also, when we get the response back just forward a copy as a courtesy to Mr. Ceniccola, this way he knows what they’ve told us exactly.


Mr. Archer:  Sure.


Ms. King:  Could I ask a question here?  I realize this is Public Participation, but you were saying something was going to happen.  Without a vote of the Council you intend to just send this letter to Waterbury?


Mr. Archer:  Well no, I was hoping we’d actually maybe . . . . I thought maybe we would amend the Agenda or get to it next week, but it seems like a reasonable, they’re requiring that we do that so . . . .


Ms. King:  We have not discussed the issue.


Mr. Archer:  Yea, I understand there are procedural things, yea.


Ms. King:  Not even just procedure, in doing it procedurally right, but we have not discussed among us the pros and cons of why this is being done one way or the other, that’s my point.


Mr. Archer:  Okay, no, point taken.  Mr. Ceniccola, let me just revise what I was saying, what we will do is discuss this amongst us to determine whether or not we want to send a letter to the City of Waterbury to request that change in the contract.  Is that more accurate?


Ms. King:  Well (inaudible).


Mr. Archer: You’re right, you were right.  Is that, I mean does that make sense?


Mr. Ceniccola:  That makes sense.


Mr. Archer:  Cause we can’t put it on the Agenda to take a vote to abandon it because we don’t have a right to do that because it’s a contract.  However, I guess we could discuss sending a letter to Waterbury asking them to relent on that particular item in the contract.  That’s but our only choice I think right now.
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Mr. Ceniccola:  That’s okay with us.


Mr. Archer:  Okay.


Mr. Ceniccola:  I’d like to refer to that letter of February 11th again as well.  One of his reasons for wanting to pave the road is he states here “public safety will be improved because emergency response times will be lowered to those Waterbury property owners who live on Capewell Avenue.”  Well we don’t think emergency response times will be lowered because the fire department and ambulance use the shortest direct routes.  Overlook is a little cross street and it’s not a direct route to Waterbury property owners on Capewell Avenue or any place else.  It hardly gets used, it doesn’t get used by anybody, nor would it.  It’s just a . . . . . it doesn’t make sense.


Mr. Archer:  Well I’m not sure what would happen in the future, but it’s certainly not being using by anyone now because it’s not paved.  Yea, as I say, we can amend the Agenda right here and now to discuss whether or not we want to send that letter, and under Action Items we’ll get to that if someone wants to make that Motion, if that’s workable.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Okay, I think some other people want to speak as well.


Freda Carrero, 70 Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. Carrero:  I just want to speak to the issue of the easement, the easement on that property.  If someone were to want to put a permanent building where that easement is, wouldn’t they not have to go through the Planning and Zoning before they could do something like that.  I mean a fence or a garden can be ripped up very easily, but something like you said a pool or . . . .


Mr. Archer:  However nobody would be happy having a fence or a garden ripped up.


Ms. Carrero:  No, but I mean they would have to understand that if there was an easement on the property that that’s what’s going to happen.


Mr. Archer:  Right, but if we abandon the property it’s not an easement anymore, someone is going to own it.


Ms. Carrero:  Okay, but can’t you have an easement like the CL&P has easements to be able to . . . .


Mr. Archer:  I guess, yea, probably.
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Ms. Carrero:  Okay and I just want to speak, and I haven’t asked his permission, but this poor gentleman just bought the house that’s 5 feet . . . .


Mr. Archer:  The one on the corner, right?


Ms. Carrero:  Yea, 5 feet away, and he was not aware that that street was going to be paved.


Mr. Archer:  Right.


Ms. Carrero:  When he bought that property, so I’m not sure if he has an issue, if there’s anything he can do personally about it, but it just doesn’t seem fair to me that this has happened to him, and we do have a certain responsibility, even though it’s owner beware, I know . . . .


Mr. Archer:  Well yea, I was just going to say.  It hasn’t happened to him; he bought the house, we didn’t make him buy the house.


Ms. Carrero:  I know, but I just wanted to make that point about the easement.


Mr. Archer:  Point taken, yea.


Ms. Carrero:  Thank you.


Loretta DiBrino, Waterbury, CT


Ms. DiBrino:  I want to thank the Town Council for letting us speak here tonight.  I want to bring up some issues too about the paper street.  I myself spoke to one of my neighbors who objected to the street being paved for various reasons.  I wrote a letter and I’m going to read it to you, what I’ve written up previously okay?


As a resident of Waterbury it’s a great concern and to my neighbors both on Pullen and Overlook that the City of Waterbury intends to pave the strip of land that borders Waterbury ad Oakville on Overlook Avenue.  I have personally spoken to almost all of my neighbors on Pullen and Overlook Avenues on the Waterbury side, and everyone that I spoke with strongly objects to the paper street being paved.  There are no electric, phone, cable lines or any poles on that strip of land, and the Fire Department does not need to use it.  There are 4 houses that border that strip of land; 3 of the houses are in Oakville, and only 1 is in Waterbury, which is a 4 family house.  Each of the owners are very upset by what is happening.
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One of the houses on the Oakville side that borders that land is, according to land records, only 5 feet from the street, which Ms. Carrero just brought up a minute ago, much too close to be built to the land, if they open up that land to passing traffic.  Is that strip of land wide enough to pass two cars going in the opposite direction at the same time?  There are liability questions.


One of the issues my fellow citizens and neighbors in Waterbury are concerned about is that our in use neighborhoods, city streets are in disrepair.  My neighbors and I would rather see the City and Watertown spend any money it has on repairs for Overlook Avenue and Capewell.  Residents on Overlook Avenue have been dealing with crumbling sections and potholes for years.  Those loyal taxpayers would rather see that street repaired than a plot of land inhabited only by trees, bushes, and gardens, and only trespassed by squirrels, cats, and dogs.


There are people who have lived in that neighborhood for over 40 years who can tell you about what it’s like living on a hilly street that is increasingly becoming a major thorough way between two towns, Waterbury and Watertown.  At 6:00 a.m. in the past those trucks were out there making a lot of noise putting in the sewer lines.  Although that alone has upset the neighborhood, everyone I have spoken with has no objections to the sewer lines being put in, however, all the neighbors that I’ve spoken with in Waterbury and Oakville agreed with me that they object to the paving of the land, they object to the City stepping in to change the structure of the neighborhood before consulting with the residents, a neighborhood that had problems.  This proposed street will make those problems worse.


It is bad enough cars are careening down Pullen Avenue.  It is becoming a major thorough way between Waterbury and Watertown.  Pullen Avenue is a steep hill, and as cars are coming down the hill, the drivers are focused on the horizon at the middle base of the street, because of the middle point, which is where the proposed side street is being paved, there is a steep drop-off.  Local people know how steep and treacherous that drop-off is in the icy Winters, but also in the Summers because Pullen Avenue narrows at that drop off.  It is almost too narrow for two cars to pass at the same time.  There are no sidewalks alongside of it.  The private property along each side is hilly, rocky, with trees, brush, and undergrowth right up to the street so that the cars could not swerve if they needed to.  What’s worse would be to add a cross street at that mid point.  There are no sidewalks anywhere in the Pullen Avenue area or on the proposed side street.  There is no streetlight on the proposed side street.  There is already one side street at that mid point.  The cars at that corner are blocked from view by Pullen Avenue drivers, but with this proposed cross over there will be two side streets blinded from the driver’s view coming down Pullen Avenue because of the tall multi-dwelling apartments on one side and by an embankment on the other side.  The proposed side street has only 5 feet from it to the nearest private house, that is a house itself creating a snow glut in the Winter.  There are many children in this area.  The street is unnecessary.  The proposed street is a recipe for a disaster in a residential area where many children play.

Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

March 3, 2003

Page 12


That pretty much sums up what’s going on.  Like Rico said, we have pictures we could show you what the proposed street looks like, the patch of land looks like.  There are 4 houses that border that land, like I said, and this would give you an idea of what we’re talking about here.  I have pictures, well both sections going up and down Overlook Avenue and up and down Pullen Avenue, both, (inaudible).


Mr. Archer:  Are those copies?  Can we keep them or the record?


Ms. DiBrino:  These are the original pictures.


Mr. Archer:  Okay, we can pass them around.  It looks like someone else wants to speak, so while we’re . . . . .


Ms. DiBrino:  That’s all I have to say right now.


Mr. Archer:  Okay, appreciate it.  Thank you.  Is there anyone else wishing to speak in Public Participation?  Going once, going twice, I’m sorry, I thought there was somebody else.


Mr. Archer, Chairman, Closed Public Participation at 8:32 p.m.

4.
Executive Session


A.
Litigation



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to enter into Executive Session at 8:32 p.m. to discuss litigation, with the 9 Town Council Members, Ms. Robson, Mr. Nardelli, and Atty. Summa.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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The following people were present during Executive Session:


Elaine Adams


Lee Archer


Raymond Hebert


Robert Kane


Jean King


Raymond Primini


Paul Rinaldi


Paul Valenti


Richard Wick


Frank Nardelli


Meredith Robson


Joseph Summa


Mr. Archer, Chairman, Reconvened the Regular Meeting at 9:07 p.m.


No Motions Were Made; No Votes Were Taken.

5.
Public Participation


Moved to Item 3A.

6.
Minutes


A.
Regular Meeting Minutes - February 18, 2003



MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Ms. Adams) to approve the Regular Meeting Minutes dated February 18, 2003 as presented.



Discussion:
None



In Favor:
Ms. Adams, Mr. Archer, Mr. Kane, Ms. King, Mr. Primini, Mr. Rinaldi, Mr. Valenti, Mr. Wick



Opposed:
None



Abstained:
Mr. Hebert (due to absence)



MOTION CARRIED (8-0-1)
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7.
Sub-Committee Reports


A.
Ordinance Subcommittee



Mr. Wick:  We met last Wednesday night.  We went over four items that are on our project list.  The Street Opening Ordinance will be considered in more detail at our next meeting.  The date that had been reviewed was an old ordinance, it turned out, so that has to be compared to the current one.



The Codification process is moving along slowly.  A multipage set of comments that Randy prepared were sent to the codification organization in Florida, they’re considering them, and we should have something back within 60 to 90 days.



The Municipal Ethics Ordinance - we have a draft that Meredith prepared for us after reviewing a lot of the information that we’ve been collecting during the last year, and we hope to have something for presentation to the Council probably within a month, 6 weeks perhaps, depending on how much time we spend during budget season for the rest of this month.



The Local Preference Ordinance – we considered some of the issues relating to that topic and came to the conclusion that no action needs to be taken at this time, and that really is, I guess, more accurately described as the consensus of the committee.


B.
Finance Subcommittee



Mr. Kane:  Our meetings being tomorrow night, every Tuesday and Wednesday for the month of March, so we’ll be beginning that budget process.  Those meetings are at 7:00 p.m. at the Town Hall Annex.

8.
Chairman’s Report

A.
Correspondence



None


B.
Facts and Fallacies



None
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C.
Other



Mr. Archer:  Meredith, a couple of citizens who come to these meetings regularly have asked if it’s possible to have other meetings televised, like P & Z, particularly the Land Use Boards, they asked about, so I don’t know what is involved in that, or what we would have to do to make that happen, if it is even possible, but if we could look into that, that would be great.



At a couple of public participations recently, last meeting and last Thursday when we were talking about the buildings, there were a couple of people who came up who referred to people from Waterbury as those people, and we don’t want those people coming to our neighborhood, and we don’t want those people coming to our schools, Griffin School, and I just want to make a note of how kind of disheartening that is because that’s the kind of thinking that led to “whites only” drinking fountains, so I don’t think we want to go there, so if we could refrain from any comments like that in the future that would be great.



Ms. Adams:  We got this memo in our packet regarding the State budget cuts.  Are those in stone right now?  Do we have to come up with that money in this year’s budget?



Ms. Robson:  We haven’t gotten anything from the State itself, so we’re relying on the figures, unless, have you gotten any other . . . .



Mr. Nardelli:  No, from CCM.



Ms. Robson:  We’re just relying on the figures right now from CCM.  In fact, we’ll be meeting with the department heads tomorrow to go over (inaudible) and see if we can get by (inaudible).



Ms. Adams:  That’s a lot of money.  I heard $347,000 (inaudible), but there’s $387,000 in the, CCM told us?



Ms. King:  And $398,000 in the Hartford Currant.



Mr. Nardelli:  Yea, CCM gave us a blurb that showed $307,000 in cuts, about $55,000 from Town Road Aid, $41,000 from the Mohegan Grant, and that Pilot Manufacturing Equipment, $210,000.



Ms. Adams:  That’s why you didn’t get the check, right Frank?
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Mr. Nardelli:  We still haven’t gotten the check.  It’s not even in the mail.



Ms. King:  I thought that in the muttering that’s going on up there as people were passing this Legislation there was something in there potentially about us being able to collect the taxes on the manufacturing of the piece that they’re not going to collect.



Mr. Nardelli:  That’s still being tossed around.  We haven’t (inaudible) final on that.  That’s right.



Ms. King:  I thought, there was some, there’s a lot of complicated, I was reading the budget, which just shows what kind of a life I have, I was reading the budget, but couldn’t determine what that really meant, but it sounded like there was language in there that somehow said if they won’t give us the money then we could go back and tax these people.



Mr. Nardelli:  Yea, I believe that would be for the next fiscal year though.



Ms. King:  Oh, but not for the current year we’re in.  Thanks.



MOTION:
(Ms. Adams, sec. Mr. Hebert) to Add Agenda Item 9A1, that the Town Council send a letter to the City of Waterbury requesting that they change their mind regarding paving Overlook Avenue.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

9.
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. Valenti) to Appoint George Velezis, 118 Cannon Ridge Drive, Watertown, CT to the Water and Sewer Authority, Term to Expire January 31, 2006.



Discussion:
Ms. LaForme (Clerk):  Who is he replacing?





Ms. King:  He wasn’t, he was on there, he’s replacing himself.
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Mr. Rinaldi:  I don’t know, is he the one who resigned?





Ms. Keane (Water & Sewer Authority member sitting in audience):  George Valaitis is the member who resigned and his term is up, I believe, in 2004.  I could be wrong on that.





Mr. Rinaldi:  We’ll get back to you.





Ms. King:  We know who we want to appoint, the question is the length of time.  The question is whether Mr. Velezis is continuing the term he’s in, or whether we’re replacing Mr. Valaitis.





Mr. Archer:  So it doesn’t matter if we wait a week and do it next meeting?





Ms. King:  Ms. Keane was concerned about having people at meetings, so they could vote at meetings.





Ms. Adams:  It’s not a resignation until the Town Clerk gets the resignation.





Ms. King:  I’ll Withdraw my Motion.



ORIGINAL MOTION WAS NEVER BROUGHT TO A VOTE (WITHDRAWN)


A1.
Town Council Send a Letter to the City of Waterbury Requesting that they Change their Mind Regarding Paving Overlook Avenue


MOTION:
(Ms. Adams, sec. Mr. Hebert) that the Town Council send a letter to the City of Waterbury requesting that the 100 feet of Overlook Avenue not be paved.



Discussion:
Ms. King:  We did have, in the information given to us, information from the Water and Sewer Authority saying that they believe this road should be paved.  Is that correct?





Mr. Archer:  I think so.





Mr. Kane:  Was it the Authority or the Superintendent?
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Ms. King:  I believe the Authority voted.  I can’t remember cause I didn’t bring all the pieces of paper back.





Ms. Robson:  (Inaudible).





Ms. King:  How did it get to Planning and Zoning?





Ms. Adams:  There was a petition to abandon that section of the road.





Ms. King:  But the issue of abandoning it is separate from the issue of paving it?





Ms. Adams:  They asked not to pave it.





Mr. Valenti:  Well if you abandon it they won’t pave it so (inaudible).





Ms. King:  If you abandon it, somebody else owns it other than the Town of Watertown, right?





Mr. Archer:  Correct.





Ms. King:  But right now the Town of Watertown owns this paper street?





Mr. Valenti:  Right, and if you were to abandon it, it would not become a road because it’s not our property anymore, right?





Mr. Archer:  Right.





Mr. Kane:  I myself took a ride up to that area and a number of citizens talked about congestion and traffic concerns and speed and maybe they could re-enlighten us on that because if there is congestion and traffic, maybe opening the road could ease that.  I would look at that in the opposite way rather than saying that it would create more, I would think that would ease traffic and congestion because it would provide another way for the people to get through to the two streets in question.
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Secondly I think the Town Manager has come out and said that this is a correct idea, the Director of Public Works has said this is the correct thing, the Water Superintendent said this is correct, and the City of Waterbury, so my feeling is that we would not breach the contract with the City of Waterbury and go ahead as planned.





Ms. Adams:  Basically I think what’s on the table right now is us just asking the City of Waterbury, because of concerns with breaching the contract, if they’d change their mind and not have the road paved.  I think that’s what we’re asking them right now, in response to the citizen’s concerns that we’ve received here.  We haven’t gotten to the point of whether or not they say no.





Mr. Rinaldi:  I think I would tend to agree with (inaudible).  I think there are some legitimate concerns up there based on what I’ve seen and heard here, and I think the first step to remedying the situation is to write to Waterbury and see what they say, and then see what our options are and take it from there.  That doesn’t mean at this point that we have to favor one solution or the other, it just means that we’re going to get a firm stance from Waterbury, consider our options past that point.





Mr. Wick:  I think it would be helpful if we included in the letter that we understand the reasons that have already been given to provide some degree of accessibility in the event of the need to do some maintenance on the sewer line in the future, and to try to approach it from the standpoint, letting them know that we are not unaware of that need, I think the arguments that we were provided made some sense, but it is possible perhaps to achieve the kind of accessibility that they are looking for without necessarily paving the road, and so maybe there’s a way to re-design that admittedly minor part of the entire project, but certainly not a minor issue with respect to the folks who bothered to show up both tonight and two weeks ago, and just to try and get the folks who make these decisions in Waterbury to reconsider, try to achieve their objective in another way, rather than just say we want you to reconsider paving the road, try to see if there’s a way to redesign that phase of the project.





Mr. Archer:  Meredith, the letter that we have here from Mr. Lawler to Mr. Cavanaugh, our Public Works Director, was this as a result of just such a request?
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Ms. Robson:  Yea, we had a meeting to try and clarify what their position was and find out if there was any way to try and come to some agreement that would satisfy the residents and they felt very strongly about the need to pave, they continue to feel very strongly about it, as do our staff members, so that second letter was a result of that conversation.





Ms. Adams:  Wasn’t the first found out in the newspaper when P & Z said recommend to the Town Council to abandon the road, isn’t that what got them all upset?  You were away that day, Roy had called me up and said he had gotten a call from Lawler saying that he read in the paper that P & Z wants to abandon that section of the road, and I think that’s where that first meeting, he wanted to meet with you, you weren’t available . . . .





Ms. Robson:  Well I did meet with him.





Ms. Adams:  No, he wanted that day, that Monday, I think it was a holiday or something.





Ms, Robson:  I don’t remember the timing of it.  I believe that the engineer sent a letter prior to the Planning and Zoning Commission meeting, that wasn’t a cc on this, the second letter that they sent.  (Inaudible).





Mr. Archer:  So we’re pretty likely to get the same response back as we got the first time.





Ms. Robson:  Your guess is as good as mine.





Mr. Archer:  Cause the letter opens, per the Town of Watertown’s request.





Mr. Hebert:  Does it have to be paved as wide as a road?





Ms. Robson:  Well if you want to use it as a road.





Mr. Hebert:  Use it to get access to work on the sewer.





Ms. Robson:  Well no, they’re talking about emergency services and general maintenance, snow plowing, those sorts of things as well.
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Mr. Hebert:  (Inaudible) because there’s other cross streets down there, okay, the emergency service is part of it, the one nature of getting in there to repair access to the sewer if there’s a problem, the one question we might want to ask is does it have to be as wide as a road?  (Inaudible) some type of paved walk path or something, just wide enough for a truck to get down there.





Mr. Archer:  Well if they need to pave over the line that they put in, to get access to it if it ever needs to be repaired, and to make sure the people aren’t going to put vegetable gardens on top or whatever, I don’t know if any of you are gardeners, isn’t paving the width, with one car width space over that, does it need to be a through street or can it just be if there’s an egress there that’s paved over a portion of the (inaudible).





Ms. Adams: It’s easier to just dirt than it is pavement.





Ms. Robson:  It still doesn’t answer some of their concerns, or some of their reasons for wanting the road, but . . .





Mr. Archer:  Right, but the only one that matters is the one that’s contractual, because the other ones wouldn’t have happened if there wasn’t the sewer contract.  The other ones are ancillary.





Ms. Robson:  Yea, I mean I’d like to check with the engineer to find out what his thoughts or concerns might be on that, but I can certainly do that.  I can’t give you an answer (inaudible).





Mr. Archer:  Right, exactly, but I’m just thinking if there’s some compromise thing here to pave it, you know, 18 feet wide so the trucks can get in to dig if they have to or whatever, but it’s not a through street, that’s all.





Mr. Kane:  Part of Mr. Lawler’s letter says that Waterbury, in dealing with Watertown, would make it much easier in doing maintenance and repairs rather than dealing with private citizens, which makes a lot of sense as well, so if we abandon the road they would have to deal with private citizens to make repairs and changes so that would be more difficult for them to fix.
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Mr. Archer:  Right, I’m not suggesting that we abandon it, I’m just saying we just don’t make it into a through street, that’s all.  It seems like sort of a happy medium.





Mr. Hebert:  Block off each end so they can’t put a car down there unless something has to get in to fix the sewer.





Ms. Adams:  Or a one way.





Mr. Hebert:  Block off both ends, cause it would solve the problem of the houses built right on the, 5 feet away from where the road is supposed to be.





Mr. Archer:  Based on these kind of thoughts, I wonder if we could revisit this with Mr. Cavanaugh and whoever else needs to be revisited and maybe we can just Withdraw the Motion for now until we get more information on it.





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





Discussion:
None





MOTIONPASSED UNANIMOUSLY



ORIGINAL MOTION WAS NEVER BROUGHT TO A VOTE (TABLED)


B.
Consider Resolution Expressing Conceptual Support of Bill No. 32 – “An Act Concerning Impact Fees for Residential Development”


The Council will consider a Resolution supporting Bill No. 392, which amongst other things, provides for the ability to apply appropriate impact fees to developments, which compensate the Town for financial burdens currently now borne by taxpayers for increases in various services, including education, traffic, open space preservation, police, fire and emergency services.

RESOLUTON



WHEREAS, the Town Council of the Town of Watertown is concerned about the potentially significant impact of residential development on the community; and
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WHEREAS, such impact can and has been felt in the areas of educational costs, traffic impacts, loss of existing open space, police and other emergency services, and the like; and



WHEREAS, the burden of these impacts must currently be borne by the taxpayers of the community and not from the developer benefiting from such development; and



WHEREAS, the Town Council of the Town of Watertown is desirous of legislation that would allow for the appropriate application of impact fees that would compensate the Town for the financial burden now borne by the taxpayers for necessary increases in various services;



NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Town Council of the Town of Watertown, that it hereby supports the concept of legislation permitting impact fees for residential development to compensate specifically for increases in educational costs, traffic impacts, necessary funding for open space preservation, and police, fire, and emergency services.



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Town Council of the Town of Watertown looks forward to following this legislation as it develops in the State Legislature and will provide further written comment regarding such legislation as the language is more fully developed;



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this Resolution be sent to Representative Flaherty, Senator DeLuca, Connecticut Conference of Municipalities, and the Council of Governments of the Central Naugatuck Valley.



Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 3rd day of March, 2003.









Lee Archer, Chairman









Watertown Town Council



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Ms. Adams) to approve the Resolution expressing conceptual support of Bill #392, An Act Concerning Impact Fees for Residential Development.
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Discussion:
Ms. King:  There was more than one Bill, and I believe there was a Hearing last Wednesday on these, and I don’t know what happened with it.  I’m a little bit uncomfortable with supporting a Bill when I don’t know what’s in it, even if it’s conceptual, and maybe I could be more comfortable if instead of a Bill #392, we were just talking about legislation which does that, and not citing a particular bill.





Mr. Archer:  I agree with that.





Ms. King:  Maybe it’s nitpicking, but I’m just afraid that #392 might turn into something that we hate, and somewhere along the line it would look like we supported it.





Mr. Archer:  I agree with that; I think that makes sense.





Ms. King:  I know there were 4 or 5 different Bills, none of which had any language to them when they went to Hearing.





Mr. Archer:  Right.  Any further discussion on that?  Anybody agree with that, disagree, make sense?





MOTION:
(Ms. King, sec. Mr. Valenti) to Amend this Resolution to say expressing conceptual support of  legislation concerning impact fees for residential developments, and taking out reference to Bill #392.





Discussion:
Ms. King:  Does that work, cause the words that were written don’t talk about the Bill number?







Mr. Archer:  It makes sense to me.







Ms. King:  It would be expressing conceptual support of legislation concerning impact fees of residential developments.





MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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C.
Consider Resolution Authorizing the Town Manager to Execute On Behalf of the Town a Personal Services Agreement with the State of Connecticut for Financial Assistance for Reconstruction of the Watertown High School Track


The Town has been awarded a $500,000 grant through the Small Town Economic Assistance Program for the expansion and reconstruction project for the track at Watertown High School.  This grant agreement requires authorization to sign the grant on behalf of the Town.

RESOLUTION

I, Virginia M. Stewart, do hereby certify that I am the Clerk of the Town of Watertown, a municipal corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Connecticut, having its principal place of business at 424 Main Street, that I am the keeper of the corporate records and seal.  That the following is a true and correct copy of resolutions duly adopted and ratified by the Watertown Town Council, on March 3, 2003, in accordance with the Constituent Charter of the Town of Watertown; and that the same has not in any way been modified, repealed, or rescinded, but is in full force and effect.

RESOLVED, that the Town Manager of Watertown be and hereby is authorized to execute on behalf of this municipal corporation a Personal Services Agreement with the State of Connecticut for financial assistance to Watertown High School, Track Reconstruction STEAP 2003-22.

IN ADDITION, that Meredith S. Robson, Town Manager, is hereby authorized to enter into such agreements, contracts, and execute all documents necessary to said grant with the State of Connecticut.

BE IT FURTHER KNOWN that Meredith S. Robson was appointed Town Manager.  Her term of office began on January 6, 2003 and will continue indefinitely.  As the Town Manager, Meredith S. Robson serves as the Chief Executive Officer for the Town of Watertown, and is duly authorized to enter into agreements and contracts on behalf of Watertown.

Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 3rd day of March, 2003.


Lee Archer, Chairman


Watertown Town Council

Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

March 3, 2003

Page 26



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to approve the Resolution authorizing Meredith S. Robson, Town Manager, to execute on behalf of the Town a personal services agreement with the State of Connecticut for financial assistance for the reconstruction of the Watertown High School Track.



Discussion:
Ms. King:  Question – is this the budget, do we have a budget for this?  The reason I’m asking the question, when this was discussed at one point, it was discussed about an additional cost or match that somehow might be provided by the Town when this went in, a commitment that simply we would consider that if it came up.  I now see that they’ve given us a contract for $500,000 that makes no mention, we’re not required to come up with a match?





Ms. Robson:  There is a grant application, there was a spot for $100,000 from the Town.  There is (audible) in the grant agreement.





Ms. King:  So if we could do this for $500,000 we wouldn’t have to come up with any other money.





Mr. Nardelli:  That’s correct.





Ms. King:  And it’s 3 years from when they approved it?  Does D.O.A. mean Date of Approval?





Mr. Archer:  Date of Acceptance?





Ms. King:  It says D.O.A. plus 3 years so, when the Bonding Commission passed it maybe?





Mr. Archer:  It’s got to be Date of Acceptance I would think.





Ms. King:  So we have 3 years.





Ms. Robson:  Yes.





Mr. Archer:  Yea, it looks that way.



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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D.
Consider Resolution Authorizing the Appropriation of Funds for a Third Party Review



From time to time the Planning and Zoning Office is presented with applications that are either complex or time consuming that a third party review of the application is necessary.  In such instances the applicant is required by local ordinance to participate in the cost of this review.  Funds are collected from the applicant, deposited into the Town’s General Fund, and subsequently appropriated into the correct departmental account.

RESOLUTION



WHEREAS, an application has been placed for the construction of 40 age restricted residential housing units on a private roadway system on a 23.3 acre parcel located on Ice House Road.



WHEREAS, the Conservation Commission has requested that a third party review be in accordance with Section 2.2 of the Fees Ordinance which requires that the applicant pay for the third party review; and



WHEREAS, funds have been deposited in the amount of $1,869.20 for the above.



NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Council of the Town of Watertown hereby appropriates $1,869.20 from the General Fund for a third party review of a proposal for the construction of 40 age restricted residential housing units on a private roadway system on a 23.3 acre parcel located on Ice House Road.



Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 3rd day of March, 2003.









Lee Archer, Chairman









Watertown Town Council



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to approve the Resolution authorizing an appropriation for a third party review for the proposal for the construction of 40 age restricted residential housing units located on Ice House Road for the amount of $1,869.20.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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E.
Consider an Appropriation for Tax Refunds



The Tax Refund line item has been depleted due to Council approved refunds.

RESOLUTON



WHEREAS, taxpayers have applied for Tax Refunds pursuant to Section 12-129, Refund of Excess Payments; and



WHEREAS, the Tax Collector recommended that the Refunds be made in accordance with the provisions of Section 12-129; and



WHEREAS, in order to refund taxpayers who have been approved for their Refunds, monies must be appropriated into the budget line item to expend the funds.



NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Council appropriates $24,404.97 to line item 010-50341-043-0102 from the General Fund.



Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 3rd day of March, 2003.









Lee Archer, Chairman









Watertown Town Council



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to approve the Resolution authorizing the appropriation of $24,404.97 for Tax Refunds from the General Fund.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY


F.
Consider Tax Refunds



The Town Council is being asked to approve the refunding of the overpayment of property taxes.

RESOLUTION



WHEREAS, Taxpayers have made application for the property Tax Refunds in accordance with Section 12-129 Refund of Excess Payment; and
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WHEREAS, the Tax Collector recommends that the Refunds be made in accordance with the provisions of Section 12-129;



NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Council approves the following Tax Refunds:



1,259
Primus Auto Financial

Amount of Refund:
$  152.17




P.O. Box 680030


Type:
M




Franklin, T  37068-0030




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1261
Mazda American Credit

Amount of Refund:
$  131.40




P.O. Box 680030


Type:
M




Franklin, TN  37068-0030




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Prorated



1262
Mazda American Credit 1

Amount of Refund:
$  157.31




P.O. Box 680030


Type:
M




Franklin, TN  37068-0030




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Prorated



1274
Ford Motor Credit


Amount of Refund:
$  238.55




P.O. Box 105704


Type:
M




Atlanta, GA  30348-5704




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Deleted



1282
Mazda American Credit

Amount of Refund:
$    57.92




P.O. Box 680030


Type:
M




Franklin, TN  37068-0030




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Prorated



1292
Goncalves, David


Amount of Refund:
$  250.06




473 Davis Street


Type:
M




Oakville, CT  06779-2239




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Prorated
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1294
Mazda American Credit

Amount of Refund:
$  171.41




P.O. Box 680030


Type:
M




Franklin, TN  37068-8003




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Prorated



1298
Ridings Ouellette, Tara or Scott J.
Amount of Refund:
$  133.66




78 Parkland Avenue


Type:
S




Waterbury, CT  00000-0000




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Deleted



1299
Ridings Ouellette, Tara or Scott J.
Amount of Refund:
$  266.48




78 Parkland Avenue


Type:
M




Waterbury, CT  00000-0000




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Deleted



1302
Urbano, Maya, K..


Amount of Refund:
$  260.05




162 Williamson Circle


Type:
M




Oakville, CT  06779-0000




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Deleted



1306
Grosso, Michael J. Sr.


Amount of Refund:
$    11.34




47 Highwood Avenue


Type:
S




Oakville, CT  00779-9152




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor; Account Prorated



1311
Transamerica Real Estate Services
Amount of Refund:
$      4.58




58 South Service STE 210

Type:
R




Melville, NY  11747-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1314
First American Real Estate 1

Amount of Refund:
$1,257.19




3445 Winton Place, STE 219

Type:
R




Rochester, NY  14623-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment
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1316
First American Real Estate 2

Amount of Refund:
$2,510.84




3445 Winton Place, STE 219

Type:
R




Rochester, NY  14623-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1317
First American Real Estate 1

Amount of Refund:
$1,119.90




3445 Winton Place, STE 219

Type:
R




Rochester, NY  14623-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1318
First American Real Estate 1

Amount of Refund:
$2,135.98




3445 Winton Place, STE 219

Type:
R




Rochester, NY  14623-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1319
First American Real Estate 1

Amount of Refund:
$  874.75




3445 Winton Place, STE 219

Type:
R




Rochester, NY  14623-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1320
First American Real Estate 1

Amount of Refund:
$    66.17




3445 Winton Place, STE 219

Type:
R




Rochester, NY  14623-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1321
Transamerica Real Estate

Amount of Refund:
$1,733.72




58 South Service Road, STE 210

Type:
R




Melville, NY  11747-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1322
Banc One Acceptance Corporation
Amount of Refund:
$    42.32




100 East Broad Street


Type:
M




Rochester, NY  14623-0000




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated
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1329
Gritt, Thomas, P.


Amount of Refund:
$  182.69




211 Woodbury Road


Type:
M




Watertown, CT-06795-5212




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1330
Honda Lease Trust


Amount of Refund:
$    64.09




470 Granby Road #S2


Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3218




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1331
Honda Lease Trust 1


Amount of Refund:
$  192.78




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA  01075-32158




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1335
Nelson, John



Amount of Refund:
$  235.53




54 Chestnut Court


Type:
M




Watertown, CT  06795-5190




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Deleted



1336
Nelson, John



Amount of Refund:
$  222.31




54 Chestnut Court


Type:
S




Watertown, CT  06795-5190




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Deleted



1337
Bartley, Linda



Amount of Refund:
$  279.74




19 Breezy Knoll Drive

Type:
R




Watertown, CT  06795-5132




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Assessed Value Decreased



1340
Transamerica Real Estate 1

Amount of Refund:
$1,737.38




58 South Service Road STE 210
Type:
R




Melville, NY  11747-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment
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1342
American Savings c/o Karen Bixby
Amount of Refund:
$5,534.97




P.O. Box 174



Type:
R




New Britain, CT  06050-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1343
Transamerica Real Estate 3

Amount of Refund:
$1,169.29




58 South Service Road, STE 210
Type:
R




Melville, NY  11747-0000




Reason for Refund:  Duplicate Payment



1347
Honda Lease TR


Amount of Refund:
$    25.28




470 Granby Road #S2


Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3218




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1348
Honda Lease TR 1


Amount of Refund:
$  235.05




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3215




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1349
Honda Lease Trust


Amount of Refund:
$    79.46




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3215




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1350
Honda Lease Trust 1


Amount of Refund:
$  144.95




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3215




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1351
Honda Lease Trust 2


Amount of Refund:
$  144.95




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3215




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated
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1352
Honda Lease Trust 3


Amount of Refund:
$    64.09




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3215




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1353
Honda Lease Trust 4


Amount of Refund:
$    27.38




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3215




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1354
Honda Lease Trust 5


Amount of Refund:
$  145.97




470 Granby Road STE 2

Type:
M




South Hadley, MA 01075-3215




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1355
LeClerc, Michel, A.


Amount of Refund:
$  160.37




9 Squire Court



Type:
M




Oakville, CT  06779-9154




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1356
Penta, David, A.


Amount of Refund:
$    21.05




46 Dunrobin Lane


Type:
M




Watertown, CT  06795-5171




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1357
Mango, Frank



Amount of Refund:
$    57.57




112 Ice House Road


Type:
S




Oakville, CT  06779-9151




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Account Prorated



1358
Transamerica Real Estate 4

Amount of Refund:
$  280.74




58 South Service Road STE 210

Type:
R




Melville, NY  11747-0000




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Assessed Value Decreased
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1359
Bartley, Linda



Amount of Refund:
$  264.58




19 Breezy Knoll Drive

Type:
R




Watertown, CT  06795-5132




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Assessed Value Decreased



1360
Bartley, Linda



Amount of Refund:
$  275.81




19 Breezy Knoll Drive

Type:
R




Watertown, CT  06795-5132




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Assessed Value Decreased



1361
DiSisto, Bruno & Mary L.

Amount of Refund:
$  437.67




1404 Buckingham Street

Type:
R




Watertown, CT  06795-5160




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Assessed Value Decreased



1366
DiSisto, Bruno & Mary L.

Amount of Refund:
$  431.52




1404 Buckingham Street

Type:
R




Watertown, CT  06795-5160




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Assessed Value Decreased



1367
DiSisto, Bruno & Mary L.

Amount of Refund:
$  413.95




1404 Buckingham Street

Type:
R




Watertown, CT  06795-5160




Reason for Refund:  Per Assessor, Assessed Value Decreased



TOTAL FOR ALL REFUNDS




$24,404.97



Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 27th day of February, 2003.









Lee Archer, Chairman
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Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

March 3, 2003

Page 36



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to approve the Resolution authorizing the Tax Refunds as presented.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY


G.
Consider the Request of an Abandonment of a Portion of Middlebury Road, Watertown (Tabled February 18, 2003)


MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to approve the abandonment of a portion of Middlebury Road, this approval with the condition that petitioners pay for all costs including legal and engineering survey costs leading to the abandonment of the portion of the roadway.



Discussion:
Ms. Adams:  A thank you to Meredith, the answer to my question whether or not this would make a second building lot (inaudible).





Mr. Wick:  Are we basically giving this land away?





Ms. Robson:  Yes, (inaudible)





Mr. Wick:  Is this normal?





Ms. Robson:  Yes, when you abandon (inaudible).





Ms King:  And then he’ll pay taxes on it.



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

10.
Public Participation


John Bongiorno, 1254 Litchfield Road, Watertown, CT  06795


Mr. Bongiorno:  With regards to the Overlook Road, I was happy to see you got on the width thing with the road.  After reading as much as I could about it, I found that Waterbury really wants that to be a through street more for emergency vehicles than anything.  It’s kind of their policy, but if all else failed, it’s quite possible that maybe we could make that just a regular 24 foot road with swales.  It would help the gentleman with the house; instead of a regular Town 30 foot road, most of the new developments are at 24 and 26 foot road space so if they could just get a waiver on road width it would at least buy them 6 feet and they could still put the road through, instead of being a 30 foot wide road. There’s no need for one, you could do a 24 foot wide road, which has been approved in many other places in Town.
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Secondly, I guess my seat is different, but you approved funds for a third party review for Ice House Road, so the applicant is not paying for the whole thing on this?


Mr. Archer:  No, the applicant is.


Ms. King:  They gave us the money.


Mr. Bongiorno:  They gave you the money, so then that just gets re-appropriated back to Planning & Zoning?  Okay.

Mr. Archer, Chairman, Closed Public Participation at 9:36 p.m.

11.
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.
Local Preference Ordinance


D.
Codification


Mr. Archer:  There’s a couple of things here, but I think Dick touched on them in his Subcommittee Report.

12.
Adjournment


MOTION:
(Ms. Adams, sec. Mr. Hebert) to Adjourn the Regular Meeting at 9:36 p.m.


Discussion:
None


MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY


Regular Meeting Adjourned at 9:36 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lee Archer, Chairman

Watertown Town Council

Approved:
_______________________________


Lynn M. LaForme, Clerk

