MINUTES

WATERTOWN TOWN COUNCIL

REGULAR MEETING

POLK SCHOOL LIBRARY

MONDAY, APRIL 21, 2003, 8:00 P.M.

PRESENT:
Elaine Adams (arrived at 8:04 p.m.)


Lee Archer, Chairman


Raymond Hebert, Jr., Vice Chairman


Robert Kane


Jean King


Raymond Primini


Paul Rinaldi


Paul Valenti


Richard Wick

ABSENT:
None
OTHERS PRESENT:
Frank Nardelli, Assistant Town Manager/Finance Director


Meredith Robson, Town Manager


Harry Ward, Parks Director

1.
Call Meeting To Order
Mr. Archer, Chairman, Called the Meeting to Order at 8:02 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.
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4.
Public Participation


Jim Carrah, Watertown/Oakville Chamber of Commerce


Mr. Carrah:  Should I read the letter as well into the Minutes?


Mr. Archer:  Yes.


Mr. Carrah:  Councilman Archer, Council Members, Town Manager, Ladies and Gentlemen:  My name is James Carrah and I’m the Chairman of the Watertown/Oakville Chamber of Commerce, which as you may know is affiliated with the Greater Waterbury Chamber of Commerce.  I’m joined by Lynn Tamascar of the Waterbury Chamber and tonight we are asking that the Town Council members pass a Resolution, or at least discuss a Resolution for passing the relocation of the Post Office on Woodruff Avenue.


Mr. Carrah read the following letter into the record:


“There are several reasons of concern of which the most important is safety.  The Post Office is located directly across from the school during where early morning traffic and afternoon hours is overcrowded with school buses, parental, and teacher traffic.  Due to the proximity of the post office to the bank and credit union, employees, customers and anybody in these areas, exacerbate the traffic congestion.  Another major problem facing the facility is inadequate parking.  The lack of parking forces customers to park on the street or in the parking lots of neighboring businesses causing parking problems for those businesses as well.  Additionally we believe that the current post office location is not conducive to meet the needs of the private and business sectors of our community.  The Chamber of Commerce is supportive to the Town in retaining and recruiting new business to the Watertown/ Oakville Chamber and of reducing the overall tax burden.  We believe the establishment of a post office facility that can meet the needs of this growing population is essential in this endeavor, therefore we respectfully request that the members of the Town Council pass a resolution in support of relocating the post office and upon approval of the resolution we’ll be seeking the support of our State and Local legislators.  Thank you”.


Mr. Archer:  Any questions?


Mr. Kane:  I too am involved with the Chamber of Commerce and have been to a few of Jim’s meetings where they talked about local businesses having difficulty with the current setup, especially the amount of mailing they do and the type of businesses that are in the area and that are growing.  I’d like to see the Council pass a resolution in favor of this change to the post office and I don’t know if we can amend the Agenda tonight or if it needs to be done at a future meeting, but I’d like to see the Council go through with this resolution.
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Ms. Adams:  Has anyone talked to the Post Office?


Mr. Carrah:  Yes, I’ve spoken to the Post Master, Michelle Turtle, and she was in favor of our support in relocating the post office.  We haven’t met with her superiors as of yet, but we wanted to come to the Town.


Mr. Archer:  I guess the physical relocating of a post office isn’t something that we have to do, but how does that happen?  Does the U.S. Postal Service find a new site and determine where it should be?


Mr. Carrah:  That’s our understanding.  The Postal Service will have to help in establishing where the new post office will be.


Ms. Robson:  Typically what they do is they come in and work with the community to try and find the locations that would work the best and that the community would like to see.  They check out different sites and they have to get all the funding on their end and secure all the approvals and that type of thing on their end.


Mr. Archer:  Our passing a resolution, does that just, is that sort of a formal indication to them, that we’d like them to begin that process?


Mr. Carrah:  Absolutely.


Mr. Archer:  It doesn’t mean it’s going to begin but . . . .


Mr. Carrah:  No.  Showing Town support that you’re in favor of doing it.


Mr. Rinaldi:  How is this going to affect the Oakville Post Office?


Mr. Carrah:  We’re not asking at this point to make any change to the Oakville Post Office at all.  The major concern right now is the safety of Woodruff Avenue in that area, and we’re just looking to relocate the Watertown Office.  If the Postal Service deems that it may be necessary to do something at a later date, that would be their decision, not ours.


Mr. Archer:  But that’s not within the scope of your request?


Mr. Carrah:  We’re not looking for that at all.
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Mr. Wick:  I can certainly agree that some of the problems you mentioned are real.  I frequently go to the Post Office at the wrong time.  I’d just like to know whether a study has been made of any way of solving the problems at the existing site by reconfiguring the roadways or something that wouldn’t require relocation?


Mr. Carrah:  I think because they’re landlocked.  I don’t know if there’s a formal study that’s been done, to be quite honest with you, I haven’t looked into that as well, but knowing the situation where they are landlocked between the Webster Bank parking lot, and then the Credit Union is right behind them, the school right across the way, I don’t know if there is much of a way of widening that street or making it so that it would be more accessible, plus they’re very limited on parking spaces in their own space.  I think they have about 8 parking spots I believe.


Ms. King:  Is it also true that some of the problems you were talking about is because the facility isn’t large enough besides the parking?  I thought Rob had mentioned some of that.


Mr. Carrah:  Rob had indicated that.  There have been some business people in the area who have said that they are not able to handle the workload and they often times have to bring work down to the Waterbury Post Office.


Ms. King:  So it isn’t just a matter of having more parking places, that they need more space to do post office work?  That’s what I had understood.


Mr. Carrah:  From some perspectives, not ours.  Our perspective is that it’s fine, it’s just that it’s not conducive to doing work right now.


Mr. Archer:  Anybody else have any questions?  Okay, great.  Thank you.


Mr. Carrah:  Thank you very much.


Mr. Archer:  We will probably Amend the Agenda; we’re going to get a Motion to do that to at least open it up as a discussion item and then perhaps a resolution at the next meeting.


Leo Buonocore, Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Buonocore:  Just one comment to the Chamber.  Have you made a study of the Oakville Post Office?


Mr. Carrah:  No.
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Mr. Buonocore:  You have never seen the situation we have down there?


Mr. Carrah:  I know it’s not great.


Mr. Buonocore:  I would advise you to look at both of them, because we have a bad situation in that one down there too.  It’s a bad intersection, there’s no parking, so thank you.


Rachel Saucier, 333 Falls Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. Saucier:  I spoke to Senator DeLuca.  I have two issues here.  One of them is widening Sunnyside Avenue and opening up that culvert and what are you going to do with the people who live down on Skipper Avenue, drown them out, because you can’t replace a culvert down there because Turkey Brook’s project isn’t completed?  As I understood it when I started this whole project many years ago, was the fact that the project on Sunnyside Avenue would go along with the Turkey Brook project, and if the Turkey Brook project doesn’t pass, then I can’t see why you have widened Sunnyside Avenue.  Those people are not getting flooded.  On top of that if you put a bigger culvert in on Sunnyside Avenue you’re going to drown the people down on Skipper Avenue.  I spoke to Senator DeLuca about this, I spoke to the Town Manager, and I’ve also spoken to the Town Engineer on this situation and I thought this situation would be brought up today, but evidently it’s not even on your little limelight as far as widening Sunnyside Avenue.  If there is a problem with the intersection I can’t see why you can’t put a traffic light there if people are complaining about the intersection.  It would be cheaper to put a traffic light there than it would be to widen the road that doesn’t need to be widened, because I think it’s pretty wide enough as it is, and you’re losing the little business on the corner.  The State has to relocate all those businesses. I can’t understand where the State doesn’t have any money, the Town doesn’t have any money, and you people are going along asking the State to widen the street and put in a bigger culvert, cause that culvert is going what, the State is going to put in because that was all part of Turkey Brook’s project, and I can’t understand that Jean King could put in the paper that she didn’t even know that we were losing the funding of the money when she’s been on this Board since we started from day one.  And that’s something that I can’t understand, how that was put in the paper and how she didn’t know that $500,000 was going to be lost, because you Board members, I thought are supposed to know what’s going on, and the way I look at it, you people don’t know what’s going on here.  You hire Town Managers from out of Town that don’t know anything about the Town, you hire Town Engineers that know absolutely nothing about the Town, instead of hiring people within the Town so they know what’s going on in the Town.  
So that’s my issue, and then I want to know is that $500,000 going to be lost.  According to Senator DeLuca that $500,000 is going to be lost; it’s going back.  Does anybody know?

Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

April 21, 2003

Page 6


Mr. Archer:  I don’t think that’s been determined at this point.


Ms. Saucier:  What are you going to do about the brook?  Are people still going to be flooded out?  I have old timers next door to me that can’t even put up a board anymore.  They fell in their driveway already.  Tonight it’s going to rain and that guy is going to be out until 4:00 or 5:00 in the morning walking back and forth down to his driveway, and that’s sad, when I have senior citizens that live on my street and nothing is being done, and you people all sit here and you’re supposed to know all this and nobody knows anything, and that’s pretty sad.


Ms. King:  On the specific reference that you make to this, my point was, and we have a packet of background materials that we have tonight on minutes of meetings that we have going back a year and a half, where each time the issue of Turkey Brook came up, someone, usually the Manager, Acting Town Manager, the Manager told us in this public session that the money had been restored by Senator DeLuca and Brian Flaherty, the money was not at risk, the money was not at risk.  I can show you page after page of that.  So I’m not quite sure why any of us were supposed to believe that the money was at risk.  We were bringing up the issue cause we were concerned cause nothing was happening, and each time it came up someone said the money is not at risk; we have that on record.  I’m very unhappy about this.  It isn’t as if I’m not aware of what’s been going on in that project or anyone else here, but the fact of the matter is the people we rely on, including our State elected representatives and the people we hired to run this Town were telling us that it was not at risk.  I’m not quite sure how much further we can go with that.


Mr. Archer:  And that person lives in Town.


Sharon DeFederico, Skipper Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. DeFederico:  Can I say something?  30 years ago I bought my home.


Mr. Archer:  Ma’am, you haven’t been recognized.  We can’t have multiple people talking at the same time cause it’s difficult for the Clerk to transcribe it.


Ms. Saucier:  Okay, I understand that but what I’m trying to say, Jean, this project has been, I started this project in 94.  In 96 we got the funds for 96 we went to referendum okay cause Butterly sat as the Chairperson and said if the referendum passed he would push for the brook to be done.  He know longer exists; he passed it over to another person.  I mean he exists but he’s not on the Board, he passed it over to another person and it never went anywhere.  I just feel that being Board members you people hire these people.  You people should be informed or at least find out what’s going on . . . . .
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Ms. King:  (Inaudible).


Ms. Saucier:  Regardless, and if you don’t get anywhere with these people you should ask these people, what’s going on with the brook, nobody said anything . . . .


Mr. Archer:  We asked every single meeting, since we’ve been elected.  We asked every . . .


Ms. Saucier:  Well what you’re telling me is the Town Manager and the Town Engineer, actually 3 Town Managers really.


Mr. Archer:  No.


Ms. Saucier:  There was Salamone that was here when it first started . . . .


Mr. Archer:  No, no, no, no, no.


Mr. Kane:  No.


Mr. Archer:  No, no no,  No, no no.  We asked the Acting Town Manager every meeting what was the story, and as Jean said we were told that the money was secure and we providing almost every single meeting we were providing more information to DECD that they requested to see if they could come up with additional funding that we needed to meet the cost of the project, and suddenly now that’s not the case, and that is someone who lives in our Town, by the way.


Ms. Saucier:  Who did you ask, Charlie Frigon?


Mr. Archer:  Correct.


Ms. Saucier:  Yes, and let me explain something.  Charlie Frigon has done more than John Salamone, than Charlie O’Connor and Butterly . . . .


Mr. Archer:  And that’s great, but I’m just telling you . . . .


Ms. Saucier:  Because I’ve talked to Senator DeLuca . . . .


Mr. Archer:  Right.


Ms. Saucier:  On several occasions and he told me the only one that he got a response from was Charlie Frigon.
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Mr. Archer:  That’s great, and he has done a lot, and I’ll be the first to recognize him for that, but the minutes reflect that we asked week after week after week, or month after month I guess because we only meet twice a month, what was the story with Turkey Brook and we were providing more information, we supplied Hartford with more information and DECD wanted this and they wanted that, and we copied them and sent it to them and the money was secure while we were going through this betting process with DECD to see if we could get more funding, and then boom, it’s gone.  Or we get a letter that says that it’s gone and it’s not clear whether or not that’s certain for certain yet, but . . . . .


Ms. Saucier:  Well I think it’s gone because I’ve already spoken to Senator DeLuca.  They are going to take it back, and the only way it could be gotten back again is the Town would have to reapply.  But as Town Council members I personally believe that when you hire somebody as a Town Manager at least you should find out more than what they say here at the meeting.


Mr. Archer:  And whether or not they live in Town?


Ms. Saucier:  Pardon?


Mr. Archer:  And whether or not they live in Town?


Ms. Saucier:  Well whether they live in Town, people that come from out of Town, they don’t know everything that goes on in this Town.


Mr. Archer:  Well apparently people who live in Town don’t either.


Ms. Saucier:  Well I do.  I know a lot of what goes on in this Town.


Mr. Archer:  Well . . . .


Ms. Saucier:  I read newspapers.


Mr. Archer:  Yea . . . .


Ms. Saucier:  I hear a lot of what’s going on.


Mr. Archer:  (Inaudible).


(Council members whispering to themselves - inaudible)


Ms. Saucier:  I attended meetings with Phil Deleppo and Elaine Adams.
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Mr. Archer:  Yea.


Ms. Saucier:  I went to those meetings.  And I attended those meetings, so what I’m hearing now is even those meetings weren’t accurate because nothing was done, nothing happened.  They were supposed to do something, that’s what I’m hearing.  I’m hearing that the Town Manager and the Town Engineering Department is mostly in fault, but you people are the ones that voted these guys in.


Mr. Archer:  I don’t hear that, but okay.


Ms. Saucier:  Well that’s what I’m hearing because I’ve already called and talked to (inaudible), and that’s what I’m hearing.  It’s previous Managers that gave you wrong information and it’s also previous Town Engineering that gave you the wrong information.


Mr. Archer:  Right.


Ms. Saucier:  And that’s what I’m hearing.


Ms. King:  Are we going to discuss this more fully later on the Agenda?


Mr. Archer:  Yea, it is on the Agenda for later.


Ms. Saucier:  I’ll be here.  I’m not going anywhere.  I just want to hear what you have to say, and I just want to know what’s going on with the Sunnyside Avenue issue, because I don’t think that road should be widened, and I don’t think that culvert should be opened, and if there is a problem with that intersection I think it’s a lot cheaper to put a traffic light up over there than it is to, and I’ve seen cars, there was a car tonight that went through a stop sign, so they’re not going to obey stop signs.  If there’s a traffic light you might have a better okay with a traffic light, but if that’s an issue there that’s my dilemma as far as settling that, but I don’t think that road should be widened and put a culvert in to drown Skipper Avenue people out because they will be drowned.  All right?  Thank you.


(Council members whispering to themselves – inaudible.)


Mr. Archer:  Just as a sideline though, I don’t think, I mean it’s my belief that there is no one who is pulling the wool over anyone’s eyes, and I don’t mean, I don’t want to imply that anyone was.  We were supposed to get, just within this fiscal year we were supposed to get $430,000 some odd thousand more from the State than we will be getting and that’s been yanked so it’s not unusual for the State to promise and then pull things back, so in the budget crisis that we’re in, that stuff happens.
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Sharon DeFederico, Skipper Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. DeFederico:  I’ve been there 30 years and I’ve been to these so called meetings with all you people who are supposed to know something.  You have never done anything for Turkey Brook over there, never.  About the flooding very time we came to meetings we were told to either sit down or something would be done.  You people had the darn money.  You should have done it immediately.  We don’t have good people in our Town anymore that are on our boards.


Mr. Archer:  I have to stop you for a moment.  We people have never told you to sit down.


Ms. DeFederico:  No, I’m talking, I was at meetings before where I was told to sit down.  Okay?  I’m just talking in general, I’m not talking about, you know if you fall into that category I can’t help it but what I’m trying to say is that for 30 years you promised to do something over there.  If this was in Watertown it would be done.  When they needed water up there, we voted fine, they got their water (inaudible) up there.


Mr. Archer:  I don’t understand the distinction.


Ms. DeFederico:  The distinction is Oakville always gets it behind, we never get what we need.  Now if you vote on like the Watertown Post Office . . . . .


Mr. Archer:  I don’t buy that.


Ms. DeFederico:  It’s the truth, talk to anybody who lives in Oakville.


Mr. Archer:  Okay.


Ms. DeFederico:  Talk to anybody who lives in Oakville, and if anybody disagrees they’re not being truthful.  You probably do more . . . . .


Mr. Archer:  I’ve been driving around Town for a few years and I’ve been trying to see where the line is, the Mason/Dixon line.


Ms. DeFederico:  I’ll tell you something, there is a Mason/Dixon line.  Talk to anybody.  Talk to anybody.  If you need something in Watertown, you’ll get it quicker than we will in Oakville.  I’ll bet you you’ll straighten out that Watertown Post Office before you do Turkey Brook.  It’s 30 years that I’ve been there.
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Mr. Archer:  Well you see we don’t straighten out the Post Office, the U.S. Postal Service does that.


Ms. DeFederico:  You’ll still do the referendum on it won’t you?


Mr. Archer:  No, we don’t build it.


Ms. DeFederico:  Well whatever you do.  I’m not saying you build it.  You got my point.  You don’t have to be smart with me.  I’m just trying to say that I live in a flood zone.  When I bought the house they didn’t tell me it was a flood zone.


Mr. Archer:  Right.


Ms. DeFederico:  And it’s wrong that 30 years go by and you come to meetings and for what good?  There’s always new faces on there after awhile, nobody has done a thing for us and it’s not fair, it’s not fair, and that’s all I have to say.


MaryEllen Byram, 266 Falls Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. Byram:  We’ve owned it for 24 years and it is right on the corner of Sunnyside and Falls and our driveway is abutting to the culvert which they want to change, which we never found a problem with that drain as long as nothing gets stuck in it, and its due to the fact that people put things, branches get in there, the Town doesn’t come and clean them up.  Nobody goes by there, the road crews don’t go by like on a weekly basis and look at anything.  We tried to put a wall up cause our wall was falling down.  What we had to go through with the Planning and Zoning to reinforce our wall just so that we wouldn’t get flooded and people down below us wouldn’t get flooded, just to reinforce our wall, they came up and they stopped the project 3 times.  The wall was there when we bought the house, it has to stay up, if it doesn’t stay up something is going to get clogged.  My husband goes in there every year and cuts all the bamboo out from the side that it grows on that actually believe belongs to the Town, one little strip right there is supposedly owned by the Town, my husband cuts it out every year.
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My husband’s cousin just bought the building with the businesses in it a few months ago.  Now they’re going to take his business away from him to widen Sunnyside?  That street is a highway already, why do we have to widen it?  Put a stop light in.  They put a stop light in up the street and the crossroad on that street is not going up and down Buckingham is busy but going across Falls Avenue and Sunnyside Avenue are both very busy.  People never stop. You come around that corner, you’re just going to make the road worse.  I’ve been there 24 years, lived in the house there and the way people speed through there, the only time they slow down is maybe when there is a Cop parked over by the old store there.  These people here are sitting here in the hole right now not knowing what’s going on, if they’re going to take their business or not, that they just bought and spent so much money on, relocated a hairdressing salon, my cousin just put her hairdressing salon in there, spent all the money to put it in there, they don’t know.  They just went and rented another place up on Main Street so that the wife can move in there if they take their building.  I mean we’re the two closest places to this culvert and to this widening of the road, and there’s no need for the road to be widened.  I don’t know what purpose it’s going to serve the Town to widen that road, just to make it a faster place for people to fly through?  There’s kids over there playing all the time.


Mr. Archer:  Can I stop you for a second?  Elaine, what’s the story on that as a Public Works project?


Ms. Adams:  That goes back what, 3 or 4 years ago that project?  It’s 90% State, 10% Town which we’ve already spent half of our 10% allotment.  It’s not only to redo the culvert, it goes farther up Sunnyside there’s a really bad curve there, over by Vichis’, I don’t know if you know where the Vichis’ live over on the other side, they’re going to try and straighten that out so it’s not just the culvert down the bottom which needs to be repaired because as time goes on you get less safety with that culvert, you know, it just wears away.


Mr. Rinaldi:  The State said in order to get all the culverts in and get them properly installed, that building would have to be razed.  I think that’s the building you’re talking about.


Ms. Byram:  The whole building has to be removed for a culvert?


Mr. Rinaldi:  That’s the State, not us.


Ms. Byram:  Yea, because the back part they had discussed in the beginning just taking the back part of the building off, which was okay with my cousin and everything, take the back part . . . .
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Mr. Rinaldi:  That may be, maybe they changed it, I don’t know.


Ms. Byram:  No, this is not, they’ve told them they’re going to take the whole building.


Mr. Rinaldi:  I understood the whole building, that’s what I understood.


Ms. Byram:  The whole building for what?


Mr. Rinaldi:  I have no idea.


Ms. Byram:  To widen Sunnyside, to make it worse?


Mr. Rinaldi:  And then they claimed that when they’re done, they’re going to have a chunk of real estate there about the size of the Oakville Green that they don’t know what to do with.  They may put a park there, or whatever.


Ms. Byram:  This family is up in the air, they don’t even know what’s going on.  I mean that’s their business there, that’s their livelihood, they don’t even know what’s going on, no one is telling them.  They could take the back part to do the culvert, but what do they have to take the whole corner for?


Mr. Rinaldi:  I don’t even know the status of that project, do you?


Ms. Saucier:  That was supposed to be done along with the brook as far as the brook goes, tat was supposed to coincide with the brook.


Ms. Byram:  No, with the brook only the back of the building was supposed to come off.


Ms Saucier:  (Inaudible).


Mr. Archer:  (Inaudible)up here.


Ms. Byram:  With Turkey Brook the back of the building was supposed to come out so that they could put the new culvert in and widen it there, but like I said, as far as that culvert, unless branches get stuck in there, I mean I live right there and I’ve only gotten flooded once, and it was when we had the, 1992 when we had a really big storm and a lot of branches came down and people’s property got, somebody’s cap from their truck that was on the opposite property washed down and blocked it, and we got flooded.  I mean it was the lowest point.
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Mr. Rinaldi:  Are you right underneath that bridge there?


Ms. Byram:  Yea, right there, that’s where my property is right there, and that’s when the water came into the basement and garage and things like that.  I don’t see widening Sunnyside is just going to make it more of a speed trap than it already is right now.  I mean even if you stop at the stop sign, you better hope that nobody just decides to slide through it. There needs to be a traffic light there.  There are kids getting off of school busses there, people flying past busses that have flashing lights on, I mean it would be for safety reasons and it would save the Town a lot of money to just put a traffic light in and leave the businesses the way they are, and if they have to replace the culvert, then replace it.  I mean they came and talked to me about an easement on my property which I was okay with, I never heard from anybody ever again.  I was supposed to hear from them within 2 months; that was 7or 8 months ago.  I mean is that the way the business is run?  I’m glad I don’t run my business like that.  Maybe next time I’ll say no, although they’ll take it anyway because that’s the way things are done around here.


Mr. Rinaldi:  Get a hold of Cavanaugh and see what . . . . he probably knows the latest status of that thing.


Ms. Robson:  I talked to Roy about the impact of the culvert redesign and what he said is that the engineering is such that they estimate that there would be, the impact further down would be about 3 inches in terms of the water level from this project and in terms of the status of it I know that the field survey work is in progress right now.


Ms. Byram:  There’s a runoff drain coming down Sunnyside into the brook, right at the culvert. That thing is all overgrown every year.  My husband goes out and does the best he can cleaning it out.  I mean it’s things that the Town should be taking care of.  We have to call and have them take bushes out of there or branches out of there, the bamboo grows over the whole thing, so of course if you get a big rain, it’s going to backup and if the Town isn’t going to maintain what they already, putting a new culvert in isn’t going to solve the problem either, cause all the stuff is going to grow over it again, branches are going to get stuck in there again.  I mean we have a Street Department here, they should go by and check these things out once or twice a week.


Mr. Archer:  Last I checked none of them are sitting around.


Ms. Adams:  We just cut the extra people.

Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

April 21, 2003

Page 14


Mr. Archer:  In fact we just cut the extra people that they requested in the budget because we have to get the budget down so that people will actually vote for it, so I would suggest to anyone who has issues like this that additional labor could help to solve a lot of these problems.


Ms. Byram:  Do you want to hire some people?  I’ll find some for you.


Mr. Archer:  With what money?


Ms. Byram:  But what I’m saying is . . . .


Mr. Archer:  It’s not an issue of being able to find people, there’s people out of work but . . . . .


Ms. Byram:  It’s not even that, it’s like this Town, like I said, my husband takes good care of the property, tried to fix the wall because it’s all falling into the brook, we had to go through so much.  Sometimes you just say just leave it, just leave it, let it all fall apart, and then the yard is going to fall into the brook and then they’re going to have to take care of it, not me.  By right it’s my responsibility, it’s my property, I want my driveway to stay there, but if the wall is washing down and they give me a hard time every time we try to put it up or try to fix it, and you go and we say listen, we’re taking care of the property, we maintain it, put a nice fence up there, just to put a fence up so the kids getting off the school bus wouldn’t fall into that brook, was like a 7 month project because when the water rises it’s going to go into other people’s land.


Mr. Archer:  Well it’s been the overall attitude of the people in Town actually what you say, after a while you say . . . .


Ms. Byram:  No, it’s been one person actually that lives on the back property line that complains all the time.


Mr. Archer:  No, the idea that (Tape #1, Side A ended – may have missed some).  We’ve done that with our schools, we’ve done that with our school parking lots.  Everyone says you know what, they’re a little bumpier this year, but it’s okay, because I have an SUV and I have higher ground clearance no.  I don’t know what people’s logic is that they can see the Town falling apart around them, and yet they don’t want to fork over a couple of dollars this year.
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Ms. Byram:  Well maybe it’s the attitude of the people because when they go to do something to better their property they get so much flack.  For 24 years to better my property, I own 3 different properties in this Town, you would not believe what they’ve put us through for stupid things, for stupid things.  I wanted to put a fence up, there was a chain link fence, but I wanted to put a secure fence up so that the kids getting off the bus and the kids that live there can be safe.  What did I have to go through, 7 months?  To do anything in this Town is a major project, so maybe that’s why the attitude of the people in the Town is like just let if fall apart.


Mr. Archer:  That’s a chicken or egg discussion that could go on all night, but I don’t know that that’s going to get us anywhere.


Ms, Byram:  I mean do you guys have any answers for this family over here that doesn’t know where their livelihood is going to come from next week, or are they taking that building?  I mean they’ve already rented another business because they don’t know they’re in bedlam.  They have no idea what’s going to happen in their life.


Mr. Archer:  How old is the planning on this project?  Isn’t it like 3 or 4 years old?


Ms. Adams:  It predates us.


Mr. Rinaldi:  3 or 4 years ago when I was Chairman of the Public Works Subcommittee we were told then that building was going to be razed.


Mr. Archer:  So 3 or 4 years ago that was already set.


Ms. Byram:  That was already set that that building was going down?


Mr. Hebert:  Yea.


Mr. Byram:  And they let them sell it to people, why wasn’t there a public notice put out?


Mr. Archer:  Because there are some people out there who will screw people for anything.


Ms. Byram:  You know the Town could have informed anybody who was planning on buying that building.  I mean they just sunk $30,000, $40,000 into one business there plus other work around the outside of the building and inside the apartments.  And they are not going to recoup that money.  They weren’t even given money to move their business from one place to another.  Their lawyer doesn’t even know what’s going on because nobody seems to know what’s going on.
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Mr. Rinaldi:  If you remember when Montagno’s moved out of there, I live in Oakville so I drive by there a lot, so the building was empty and I said great, they’re going to level the thing, and then I went by maybe 6, 8 months ago and I saw businesses in there and I said wow, and I think I questioned it at Public Works, I said why are businesses moving in there if we’re planning on knocking that building down and I don’t recall really getting an answer at the time, but I didn’t understand it myself.


Ms. Adams:  I didn’t know anything about I (inaudible).


Ms. Byram:  But you live in Oakville and you know that corner?


Mr. Rinaldi:  Sure.


Ms. Byram: Do you think widening Sunnyside Avenue is a good thing?  It’s going to be a super highway.


Mr. Rinaldi:  Yea, I can agree, I can’t disagree with you.


Ms. Byram:  And we have stop signs that people don’t obey.  Why can’t the Town get together and put a light in there so everybody is a little bit safer.  My daughter got hit after she stopped at a stop sign, was slowly going through it and some guy came down the hill and hit here.  Where do the citizens of the Town go to get a light put in there?


Mr. Archer:  Here.  Meredith, can you guys hook up at some point after tonight to address some of these things?  I mean I don’t know what kind of answers you’re going to have but (inaudible).


Ms. Robson:  Sure.


Ms. Byram:  I mean if that’s the point and you want to take the property there and you want to make Sunnyside larger take my property too and we can make it a 4 way highway.


Mr. Archer:  Well I don’t want to take anybody’s property, but 4 years ago someone said that building was going and some unscrupulous person apparently sold it to them and it’s awful and I’m sorry . . . .


Ms. Byram:  We know it’s not your fault, but it’s not going to better the area to take the building and at least if they knew where they were going and what was going on and somebody could keep them (inaudible) what’s going on and where their life is going, I mean this is a young couple that has a family and this is where they make a living.
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Mr. Archer:  Your point is well taken and I . . . .


Mr. Rinaldi:  I agree with you as far as the intersection goes and I’ll tell you why.  It’s a 4 way stop sign, but it’s not a close 4 way stop sign, so when I pull up there myself you have to look both sides, and if there are 4 cars at this intersection no one know whether they should go or not.


Ms. Byram:  If you’re smart you let everybody go and then you take you turn last.


Mr. Rinaldi:  You’re right, but it’s not a very comfortable place to drive through, especially at certain times of the day.


Ms. Byram:  Like I said, unless there is a visible policeman on the corner there, nobody goes slow on that road.  I’ve been there for 24 years and it’s a highway now, without being widened.


Mr. Archer:  As I said point taken, so Meredith if you guys could hook up maybe we can get some of those things answered.


Ms. Robson:  Yes, just give me a call.


Ms. Byram:  All right, thank you.


Enrico Rinaldi, Saunders Avenue, Oakville,  CT  06779


Mr. Rinaldi:  I have one question I’m going to ask first – the United States Government, (inaudible) remember you people could remember, when John Salamone was here, they were waiting for the Government engineers for this brook.  Does anybody remember that?  Could you people tell me if anybody remembers that?  Give me an answer.


Mr. P. Rinaldi:  Yes.


Mr. Rinaldi:  Remember when I asked that question, and John was not here no more, he said I don’t want you guys to come back here in 6 months and ask me what happened to the plans.  Now John is not here no more, so this was supposed to be moving along, so what happened?  Who went to sleep on this?


Mr. Archer:  That’s all in public record so I mean it’s . . . .
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Mr. Rinaldi:  But who went to sleep on it?  This Board is (inaudible) 4 or 5 years ago, I don’t come to any meetings anymore because I took my old hobby back, bowling, but you people remember that?  The government engineers ever come to the brook?  Did they ever come, yes or no?


Mr. P. Rinaldi:  Yes.


Mr. Archer:  Paulie who is here already answered yes.


Mr. Rinaldi:  What did they do about it?


Mr. P. Rinaldi:  They designed what was then called a 100 year storm event and that was a pretty elaborate project, then it went to Public Hearing and it was reduced to a 50 year event, which means they had to change all the design work.  Then it went to a Public Hearing again and they reduced it to a 25 year event.  Then it was reduced to a 10 year event, so there was several different changes in the engineering.


Mr. Rinaldi:  And then what happened after that?  The people they just went to sleep.


Mr. Archer:  No.


Mr. Rinaldi:  Please, this thing has been asleep now for the past 10 years, maybe longer.


Mr. Hebert:  That’s not true.


Mr. Archer:  We’re going to end your time at public participation sir because we’re not having a what I consider to be a polite discussion from you.


Mr. Rinaldi:  Well I’m sorry to say but somebody is sleeping.


Mr. Archer:  Sir this is my meeting and I will determine who speaks when, okay?


Mr. Rinaldi:  In other words I’m all done, right?


Mr. Archer:  Okay, thank you.


Mr. Rinaldi:  I’m all done.  Thank you for your time and thank you for your sarcasm, okay thank you, because when we ask questions over here we can’t get a straight answer.


Mr. Archer:  I’m trying to answer you sir, but you will not let us answer.
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Mr. Rinaldi:  Because you didn’t give me a straight answer.  I’m sorry you said I’m all done, but I’m sorry, you didn’t give me a straight answer.


Mr. Archer:  I can’t give you a straight answer when you interrupt me.


Mr. Rinaldi:  I didn’t interrupt you; you interrupted me because when I asked the questions everybody looked around.  I’m sorry of your time and I beg your pardon if I made a mistake about it, but that brook has been going on for years and years and years and nobody did nothing about it.  Don’t tell me I’m out of order; you are all out of order.


Mr. Archer:  Great, thank you very much.  Is there anyone else wishing to speak?  Just for the record, I did not go to sleep.  After that design and the last Public Hearing it went to referendum and the citizens of the Town agreed to a certain amount of money, and the engineering study apparently turned out to be flawed because the amount of money that was approved at Referendum did not cover the amount to do the construction.  That is what occurred sir.  Yes sir?


Michael Achlioptas, Owner of Falls Avenue Package Store


Mr. Achlioptas:  For your information that building wasn’t vacant since Montagno’s.  Falls Avenue Package has been there since (inaudible).


Mr. Rinaldi:  The liquor store has always been there.


Mr. Achlioptas:  The reason why I’m here today is I had been informed by the State also that they were going to raze the building and the issues that were brought to me for the improvement on Sunnyside Avenue was like Mrs. Adams was saying, the top corner of Sunnyside Avenue.  The brook as you have been hearing all day long and which you will hear forever is definitely an issue that was addressed years ago and it was never acted upon and fixed.  Now that you guys want to spend money to fix a road, which like everyone is saying is like a highway, I didn’t want to elaborate on that but seeing as everyone did say that, the State also advised me that 32 homeowners on Sunnyside Avenue will be affected by this widening of the road, that’s everybody that’s on my side of the building, I don’t know what numbers they are going up, but it’s 32 property owners.  I think it’s kind of foolish to have 32 property owners affected for a corner on the top of the road which can easily be widened at the top of that road, from whoever owns the property at the top corner.  You could either put a stop sign on either end of that corner if need be to slow traffic down, you could put another stop sign at Shaw Farm Road, I’ve seen this done in Bunker Hill, you can take a ride up Bunker Hill Avenue that’s a street that’s been wide open and they put several stop signs, at Bunker Hill Park and Our Lady of Loreto Church to slow traffic down, and like other people were saying they definitely need a street light there.
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I’ll give you a small example, if you were to take a ride from the gazebo where the center of Town is around the corner to Taft School there are 4 traffic lights in a half mile radius.  Falls Avenue and Sunnyside Avenue, if you were to take a study, I hear a lot of people talking about surveying and taking studies, I would be willing to be anybody that there are more people living in Falls Avenue and Sunnyside per mile in that area than probably anywhere else in this Town.  And we deserve a traffic light there.  There are only 3 or 4 traffic lights in all of Oakville, but yet there are like 30 of them in Watertown.  You can solve the problem and spend a lot less money than taking property from 32 property owners redoing the road, putting up new telephone poles, electrical poles, and spend that money to fix the brook.  Dredge out where you’ve got to dredge out, do whatever you can cause these poor people are all dying.  There’s 48 homes that are affected by the brook and those are the people who need to be addressed.  Widening the road is not an answer.  Obviously I mean I have an interest because I do own the liquor store on Falls Avenue, I mean but yes, I mean I have an interest and obviously like these poor people here I have $40,000 that I owe and the State informed me that I would probably be getting $20,000 and I would be out of my business so I mean I plan to lose an awful lot, but I mean these people have been living there for years and years, they are the ones that are going to lose out, and by fixing the road, and spending all that money, the road is in good shape.  I mean I am a firefighter in Waterbury I can show you roads that are half the size of that, and there are people parking on both sides of the road and it’s not an issue.  I mean the issue means to be addressed.  Do you want to fix the corner, fix it, put stop signs up there?  I mean it’s cost effective and by razing our building the electricity or whatever the cost to maintain that street light would be paid for by the taxes that you guys are going to lose by razing our building and aside from I don’t know what else to say, but there are a lot of different issues, a lot of other ways that you can solve the problem on that corner and our corner where cars are speeding through and a traffic light would be a good start.


Mr. Archer:  I appreciate you coming up and all of you folks are obviously frustrated on one issue or another and rightfully so, but I appreciate people coming up and presenting the issues to us in a polite way, so I appreciate that.  Again if you can get together with them, maybe just the group, the whole (inaudible) but it sounds like there are a lot more issues up there than we would have imagined.


Ms.King:  Could you tell me, sir, when did the State tell you they were going to take your property?


Mr. Achlioptas:  (Inaudible).


Ms. King:  But it was a long time ago?


Mr. Achlioptas:  No, it was very recently.  I was informed about 6 (inaudible).
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Ms. King:  So you’ve been there a long time, but you didn’t know that the property was going to be taken like 4 years ago?


Mr. Achlioptas:  (Inaudible) about 2.5 years ago and I was never informed, ever.  Just like these poor people here, when they bought, even the people that owned the building that I paid rent to never mentioned it to us.


Ms. Byram:  The building was only purchased a year ago.


Mr. Archer:  Hold on, we can’t, its not a round table cause the Clerk will go, Lynn will go nuts trying to transcribe this later.


Ms. Byram:  You said you appreciated us being here and I guess what we’re here for is we want to know what you, as a Town Council, Town members are going to do?

Mr. Valenti, left the room at this time 8:48 p.m.


Mr. Archer:  Right, but we don’t have an answer in like 2 minutes.


Ms. Byram:  Well you must have some idea what’s going on.  I mean you know why you called the meeting tonight and why the people are here.  You have to make us walk away from here feeling something, something that you’re behind us, and you talk about people don’t want to pay $2.00 more in their budget, then maybe we don’t want to pay it because this is what we get.


Mr. Archer:  The purpose of the meeting tonight is not about this subject; it is on item on a list of (inaudible) things we have to do.


Mr. Byram:  Right, but it seems to be the most talked about item on the list.


Mr. Archer:  Right.


Ms. Byram:  I mean give us some answers.


Mr. Archer:  But it’s on the Agenda, Item 9A, it will be discussed amongst us tonight; we haven’t gotten to it yet.
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Kathy Welsh, 6 Bismey Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. Welsh:  We were talking about the culvert because it’s undermining after a few years.  That bridge on Skipper Avenue has been there for the30 years plus that I’ve lived there and it’s falling apart.  The Towns come in and says it’s undermining, they pour dirt down a hole and they pave over it, that’s all they do.  There’s no safety railings on it.  That is not one of the bridges that you’re going to be doing, or a culvert, it’s being forgotten.  We’re going to be flooded and we’re going to be washed away and it’s not going to stop the water from backwashing up.  We’re still going to get flooded because there is no place for that to get clogged.  I’ve called the Town because the bridge is again this week, there’s a lot of sticks and things that have collected, you’re on the list, but you’re not a priority.  What’s a priority? When I get flooded and wash away and I end up dying or a kid falls off the brook because there’s no safety railings?  Someone better take a good look, the whole issue.

Mr. Valenti returned to the meeting room at 8:50 p.m.


George Valaitis, 647Linkfield Road, Watertown, CT  06795


Mr. Valaitis:  There are so many things I want to talk about I don’t know where to start, because this when I found out what the Agenda is when I came to the meeting.  The first thing, the notice of the meeting, I checked at 2:15 was not posted at the Town Hall.  I wanted to see what was on the Agenda, and I think according to Charter it’s supposed to be notified 24 hours.


Mr. Archer:  That’s correct.


Mr. Valaitis:  So actually I could question whether this is a legal meeting; I won’t do that.  I lived on Shaw’s Hill since 1949.  I remember that brook and the bridge and when the homes were built.  The whole problem is that it was closed in the bridge as a little bit bigger at the bottom of Falls Avenue and Sunnyside.  My question is, and I’ll give you some statistics that are very interesting.  With the development that’s put in on the Herb Shaw’s property and the one that’s going in on the opposite, halfway down the hill, another 18 building lots that’s been approved, the water does not go into the ground, it drains on the street and comes down, it influences the brook so any study you make today after 18 homes go up and the wetland drains off of Sunnyside Avenue into the brook you’re going to have another study.  The problem is that nobody in Town that is supposed to be following the planning does not follow, doesn’t know if the project has been started or not.

Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

April 21, 2003

Page 23


I have a few other items.  Widening Sunnyside Avenue is only going to help the contractor when they put in 18 homes, better traffic.  I went out and looked in the public records and the statistics were very interesting.  In 10 years we had 3 Superintendents of Education.  In 3 years we had 2 Town Managers and 1 Acting Town Manager, but the better is why the Town is in financial trouble, and I don’t want to be wrong on this one, in this Town in the Town booklet it’s advertised real estate firms, 17 real estate firms, 9 of them are Watertown real estate firms.  Out of 17 real estate firms they have 57 real estate agents, out of those 39 are Watertown residents.  They don’t have any other telephone number but Watertown number.  It’s very interesting, especially when you go down the line where the money and how the money is spent in Town.  You’re trying to save $2.00 and you spend $100.00 to do it.  Very simple.  A contractor puts money in for the Sidewalk Fund.  The contractor will never put in the full amount of what that sidewalk costs on the project.  5 or 10 years later you have to put a sidewalk where that project was, so now you’ve got to spend a lot more money.  Example – take Kimberly Lane – 80 homes in that area and I’m not going to say that about the drainage pond that’s more or less like  a garbage dump.  Sidewalks are on one side of the street and water mains are on the opposite side of the street where there is no sidewalk.  No problem, they probably put a condition that you didn’t have the sidewalks there, but now when you look at the fire hydrants, they have a specification, the break away flange for safety and the measurement of that flange is within 6 inches from the surface so now when you going to start putting the sidewalks later on and those fire hydrants are in (inaudible) all over the place, yea maybe the contractor put in money in the sidewalk fund but now when you going to have to put that sidewalk, it’s going to cost you a lot more money than what it is.  Some of these sidewalks that are required in Town on the Main Street, why weren’t they not put in by Planning and Zoning and the Town Planner to put in when the strip mall went in, they could have put in the sidewalks?  They could have put them in a lot of places that when the business opened up to put a sidewalk right in front of there.  I mean you have to look ahead.  And I looked at the budget, 24 mills, actually if you handle it right, right now, maybe it’s not too late because I’ve been like 4 months before you people trying to say that planning, planning, planning, planning.


Route 63 – there is a property that is going to be developed or coming under development. There is already a suite filed at it because it was not done through the Wetlands Commission.  That property, the high point is 950 feet above sea level, one of the higher points in Watertown, and if you look at that high point and you look at the triangulation of the water tanks, the Buckingham and Bunker Hill and then you apply that location, those 2 locations on 63 on that property it’s almost a perfect triangular for water supply.  The Town is growing.  74 homes are projected to go on there.  Also I would say a third of it is in the wetlands and it neighbors with the Watertown Fire District.  If you plan and you look ahead, that’s where the Town could buy the property.  The contractor already pre-conference I think had mentioned what he’s going to make on it.  And where that property is located across the street the firemen want to put a firehouse.
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Now think, if you go with the land conservation and open space and the Town buying that property you could save 74 homes about 150 kids that are going to go to school at $7,300 a year saved a year per child.  You might not need to have a new school.  Also the Town would have the ability to put a Town Hall, fire station, and not only that another high water tank to supply (inaudible) the area of Guernseytown, Taft School and all that with the water, because you’re going to be needing it.  As I understand from the Federal Water Study that the Watertown Fire District wells are already maxed out, so if they put anything else they might have problems.  And if you go that route then the property that is right now in the fire department could be sold as a down payment in to get some money probably from the funds, but if you’re going to go like Turkey Brook and lose $500,000 somebody is asleep on the job or we need a new person, new position somebody has to stop everything and plan which way the Town wants to go, because it’s ridiculous when an industry wants to move in and wants to put in a steel building because that’s the best for their place, they say no, you’ve got to put one wall brick.  That’s extra money.  Business looks, steel building goes up and once it’s up they’re making money. When the construction is being delayed the company is losing money.  And with that many real estate people in Town, they should be able to bring in some industry if they’re really on the ball.


And the last item you’re going to put in 700 pounds of copper sulfate in Lake Winnemaug to control the weeds?  And I believe that this is the third time, 2001, 2002, I don’t know how much it was, but it was put in, but this year it came up before because the State had planned down because Planning and Zoning and the Wetland Commission were not giving the State monthly reports so this time it came up and that’s where I saw the figures, 700 pounds of copper sulfate.  That’s quite a bit near one shore to put that much in.  That’s all I have.


Robert LeBlanc, 78 Highland Avenue, Wat4ertown, CT  06795


Mr. LeBlanc:  I’m going to make this about 6 quick questions concerning F.O.I. and the cancellation of meetings.  On April 7th you had a Special Meeting planned at 6:00 in the Library, I believe it was.  That was cancelled, and it wasn’t cancelled correctly because when you cancel it you didn’t specify when the new meeting would take place and what time it would take place, nor was it posted publicly on the front door which you must do, according to Article 1-228.  I’d like to know why that wasn’t done?


Mr. Archer:  Since you know the ordinances so well, is there anything in there about if it’s up on the door and it falls off?
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Mr. LeBlanc:  Well I was here and it wasn’t there.  I came up, and it has to be done for 24 hours, but anyway we can play games like that, but let’s go to the next meeting.  The next meeting you had a Regular Meeting the same night which was never cancelled.  You had a 6:00 Special Meeting concerning Swift Junior High, I believe, and then a Regular Meeting at 8:00.  That meeting was never cancelled, never posted, and never said when the meeting would be held.  Therefore you had confusion on Wednesday night; nobody knew where they were going.  You had one or two at your Town Council.  I came up here and I was told there was no meeting by the maintenance men here and they told that to quite a few people, so I’d like to have that cleared up rather than go to Hartford.


Mr. Archer:  Cleared up in what way?


Mr. LeBlanc:  Well I’d just like to know if you will not do it anymore, you will do it properly is what I’m asking the Town Council?


Mr. Archer:  Well my intention is always to do things properly but . . . .


Mr. LeBlanc:  Well I’d like to have the Town Council follow F.OI. rules so we know what’s going on in Town.


Mr. Archer:  Agree.


Mr. LeBlanc:  I want to be very brief on this.  Last week there was an article in the paper about raising the tipping fees rather than raise some taxes or something, Mr. Kane made a statement like that.  Is that besides the 12% that C.R.R.A. raised the tipping fees 3 months ago to all the haulers?  Is that above that, or is that included in that 12% that was raised?


Mr. Kane:  C.R.R.A. raised the fees to the Town up to 63.75 a ton, $63.75 a ton.


Mr. LeBlanc:  That was 12%, am I correct?


Ms. Adams:  It was $6.75; I can do the math I guess.


Ms. King:  It’s got to be 12%.


Mr. Kane:  On our end of it we have not raised fees to the haulers to recoup some of that so that’s what we’re looking to do.  Rather than raise taxes we’re looking to raise revenue that way.


Mr. LeBlanc:  So the monies that you were speaking about in the paper is that 12% that C.R.R.A. raised?
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Mr. Kane:  What we’re talking about is not in the proposed budget.  The fees that were raised to us that’s true, we have not raised the tipping fees to the haulers as of yet, it’s not in this proposed budget no.


Mr. LeBlanc:  But we will?


Mr. Kane:  Well that (Tape #1, Side B ended – may have missed some).


Mr. LeBlanc:  Up front, is that still on litigation or is that a dead issue because the gentleman just got charged $17,000 for a sidewalk fee on Gilbert Lane and I’d like to know if this is appropriate or is it illegal as the attorney had said a year or so ago.


Mr. Archer:  I’ll tell you what my understanding of it is and if anybody else wants to chime in please do.  It is still in litigation.  That’s a fact.  My understanding is that when it was determined to be illegal or determined that it needed to be determined if it was illegal, that permits that had been signed prior to that date that included contributions to the sidewalk fund would still be collected and that’s why there have still been collections going on.


Ms. Adams:  They lost their right, their time to appeal.


Mr. Archer:  Their State determined time to appeal that decision had already passed, therefore, those fees would still be collected until such time as it was determined that they had to be given back or not.


Mr. LeBlanc:  Those contributions would still be collected?


Mr. Archer:  If you wish to call them that.


Mr. LeBlanc:  I just want to clarify that. I don’t want to take up any more of your time, but I just hope that the F.O.I. rules are followed because I’m just learning about them so thank you.


Mr. Archer:  Always a pleasure Bob.
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Rico Ceniccola, 150 Pullen Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Ceniccola:  Good evening.  I’m speaking on behalf of my mom.  We respectfully request the Town Council to approve our petition to abandon the paper street from Overlook to between Pullen and Capewell Avenues.  The reasons are the Town doesn’t want this road or need it.  The residents have possessed that property, have maintained it, have had gardens there, parked their cars there, for probably 50 years.  The Town never accepted it since 1911. That’s about 90 years.  Women didn’t even vote that far back.  So now it’s not theirs to use anymore, we believe.  I know the Council is reluctant to approve our petition because of the contract with Waterbury, but what about the taxpayers who have been paying taxes for 40, 50, 60 years?  Are you here to support the residents or the contracts?  We spoke to some of our lawyers and it came to our attention that Water & Sewer never went to Planning and Zoning for this and they ever got an approval, or they went and they got denied.  So now I’m going to read something . . . . I want to read something from a previous Planning and Zoning meeting where Mr. Velezis spoke about this issue, and I’ll start with Page 3.  You can read along with me if you like:


Mr. Ceniccola said that all that he knows is just as Mr. Velezis just said, it wasn’t part of the agreement.  There was nowhere in the agreement.  Mr. Velezis’ comment is that he Chaired that meeting and he knows it was not included in that part.  Mr. Velezis said that it was done afterwards, that is the paving of the paper street was added after the contract was agreed to.


Page #2 – Mr. Velezis asked to clarify this.  He said that he is not speaking as a Planning and Zoning Commissioner, but as former Water & Sewer Authority Vice Chairman.  Mr. Velezis said that he Chaired the Public Hearing that this was presented at.  Nowhere in that Public Hearing was that part of the contract discussed, whether the people were present or not, whether they were notified or not.  That was never discussed.  Ms. Wick asked that the road would be paved.  Mr. Velezis said that the road would be paved, but it was not part of the detail, it wasn’t presented to the residents in the area from a legal standpoint.  The residents may have cause to go back and get legal counseling to address what was absent from the contract.  That’s between the Town, the City, and the Water & Sewer Authority.


Well we went back and we got legal counseling and we’ve been trying to avoid going to court, but now we have Planning and Zoning’s support and Water & Sewer didn’t even get this approved.  I’ve been advised that the court may see you didn’t even get this project approved, which would be in our favor I believe, so that’s where we’re at and I came to discuss it and see what you think.
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Mr. Archer:  If I can just read a couple of other things from what you handed out.  Mr. Ceniccola stated that the other thing he wanted to say is there was never a Public Hearing on this issue either.  Mr. Skyrme, Mr. Skyrme is a member of the Planning and Zoning Commission, advised that there would not have to be, if the Town wanted to pave a paper street they would not have to be a Public Hearing about that.  Paper street means the street exists; the paving of it is simply an improvement to that existing street per say so there would be no reason to have a Public Hearing about that, just as there would be no reason if they decided to come to French Street and repair a section of it.  It is an existing street; they are just maintaining it at some level.  Then it concludes by saying Mr. Ceniccola thanked the Commission.

Mr. Ceniccola:  Can we respond?


Mr. Archer:  You’re here, please.


Mr. Ceniccola:  I disagree with Mr. Skyrme.  They’re not just maintaining it at some level; they’re constructing it.  It wasn’t a road at all.


Mr. Archer:  Not according to the way the State regulates the abilities of Planning and Zoning Commissions in the State.  That’s not how the State sees it.  It’s not a question of whether or not you disagree.  Then also Ms. Van Deusen commented that she was trying to suggest to Mr. Ceniccola, she thinks it is in his best interest to get a copy of the entire contract.  Now I suggested that to you a couple of meetings ago, at least at the last one, to get a copy of the contract and just look at it.  Is that in there or not?


Mr. Ceniccola:  It’s in there.


Mr. Archer:  I asked Khrystyne Keane who is the Head of the Water & Sewer Commission to come and let us know whether or not that is, because at the last meeting you told us that everyone on the Water & Sewer Commission was kind of aghast to find that this thing was being paved and they didn’t know that.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Just as I read tonight.


Mr. Archer:  Yea, so if you could just step aside for a second and give the floor to her she can explain that.


Khrystyne Keane, Chairman, Water &Sewer Authority


Ms. Keane:  I’m here at the request of Mr. Archer.
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Mr. Archer:  Is the paving of this section of Overlook Drive a portion of the contract?


Ms. Keane:  Yes, it is.


Mr. Archer:  Is it a shock to the Water & Sewer Commission (inaudible)?


Ms. Keane:  No it is not.  Anything else?


Mr. Archer:  No.


Ms. Keane:  Let me also state that it has the unanimous approval of the Water & Sewer Authority to pave this.  Waterbury wanted to initially do a 50 foot width of pavement that includes their 38 foot regulation street width plus 6 feet of curb and walk on each side, 50 feet, and we have negotiated that down, the Town has rather, with the City of Waterbury, with the curb and no walk, reduction of 52%.  It is the opinion of the Water & Sewer Authority that we have met them more than halfway.


Mr. Archer:  So at the request of the citizens we have reduced this thing over half?


Ms. Keane:  52%,yes.


Mr. Archer:  So 52% less impact on a street that we (inaudible)?


Ms. Keane:  The street does exist, if you look at your deed.  No matter where we pave, what the width is of the street, property ends still where the paper street is, so the paper street could be say 50 feet wide.  We only paved 24 feet.  Your property still ends at that same spot, maybe right on that 50 foot line, so just because it’s 24 feet width paved does not mean you have that extra land for your property.  That is still part of the paper road, it is just not being chosen to be maintained, in Mr. Skyrme’s words, at the present time.


Mr. Rinaldi:  I read that passage about Bill Skyrme, he said you don’t need a Public Hearing and there was no Public Hearing cause we didn’t need one, but then over here it says that Mr. Velezis said that he Chaired the Public Hearing.


Mr. Hebert:  For Water & Sewer.


Ms. King:  It didn’t come up at the Public Hearing about the paving, that’s the point.


Ms. Keane:  We did not have a Public Hearing for paving.
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Mr. Archer:  Frankly I don’t know that Mr. Velezis has a legal background and has no authority to tell people that they may have legal recourse because the Town paves property that they own.


Ms. Keane:  The Authority explained to Mr. Ceniccola and his group that we do not have Public Hearings on specifically paving and specifically x and y and z.  If, and we had a lot of Public Hearings at this one point, 2 years down the road, so I can’t differentiate between one or the other at this point, but I don’t remember anyone coming into any Public Hearing and stating anything, saying they did not want a potion of any part of the street paved or not.


Mr. Rinaldi:  I’m still not reading it that way.  It says Mr. Velezis said he Chaired the Public Hearing.  Mr. Velezis said that the road would be paved but was not part of the detail.  There’s conflicting stories here.


Mr. Archer:  He’s saying it was not part of the detail of the Public Hearing, but it is part of the contract, that’s what Khrystyne is saying.


Mr. Rinaldi:  So who had the Public Hearing?


Ms. King:  Planning and Zoning, a long time ago.


Ms. Adams: No, no, no, he is speaking as the former Water & Sewer Authority’s members’ Vice Chairman, that’s how he’s speaking.  He said he Chaired that meeting.


Many people talking at once (inaudible).


Ms. Adams:  He was speaking not as a member of the Watertown Planning and Zoning, but as a member of the Water & Sewer.  Mr. Velezis used to be on both of those, he is (inaudible).


Mr. Valaitis:  Point of information?


Mr. Archer:  No, oh okay, come on.
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Mr. Valaitis:  I was the Secretary at that time for Water & Sewer and my suggestion is to check very accurately the dates when the meetings were held against the Agenda and when the public participation took place and when the people pertaining to this project came for the public participation.  There is, if my memory serves correct, there is some discrepancies. There is something in that the contract was in already written up, and then there was the Public Hearings afterwards and since what (inaudible) the end of the year and Chair and a few other people and we didn’t have any meetings for 3 months because we didn’t have quorums or members on the Committee, that created some problems and right now that’s what it is, but my memory serves right that there was the post factum hearings, public participation.  That’s all.


Ms. Adams:  Do we have Minutes of the Public Hearing?


Mr. Archer:  If someone wants to do that leg work they can knock themselves out, but . . . .


Ms. Adams:  He was just saying that there was a problem with the Public Hearing.


Mr. Archer:  I think, I mean I don’t have a legal background either, but I think it comes down to does the Town have the right to pave the road if they choose to, and we’re not spending the money to pave it, by the way.  It’s not costing us a dime but . . . . .


Mr. Ceniccola:  But why do you say that?


Mr. Archer:  Well it’s never not cost you a dime, but we’re not paying for the paving of the road.  The question comes down to whether the Town has the right to pave it, and if the Town does, and does the Town have to have Public Hearings to pave a road, to pave property that they own for a 100 or so years.  That’s about the only legal question left.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Like I said earlier, I don’t know if I explained myself clearly but the residents possess that property, maintained it, have gardens there . . . . .


Mr. Archer:  You don’t possess that property.


Mr. Ceniccola:  And park their cars there that probably over 50 years.  Now the Town just can’t come and say we want it back now.


Mr. Hebert:  Yes, then can.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Oh no they can’t.
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Mr. Hebert:  It’s a paper street.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Oh no, they can’t.  No they can’t, they never accepted it.


Mr. Archer:  Wait, everyone stop.  Meredith can we get Randy to write a legal opinion please, or get a legal opinion on this?


Ms. Robson:  Yea, I have a verbal from Paul Jessell that it did not need to be the subject of a Public Hearing, but I can certainly get something in writing.


Ms. Adams:  That’s going to cost us money.


Mr. Archer:  That’s going to cost us money so . . . .


Mr. Ceniccola:  They didn’t even get this approved.  It was never approved.  They went to Planning an  Zoning and they denied them.


Mr. Archer:  Planning and Zoning didn’t deny them, they issued an opinion.


Mr. Ceniccola:  It got denied by Planning and Zoning.


Mr. Archer:  They issued an opinion; they can’t deny the paving of the road.  It’s right here in the stuff you handed to us.


Mr. Ceniccola:  They went to Planning and Zoning to get the approval and it was denied.  This is what I was told, so they went some other route.  They tried to get the road paved through some ordinance, which was used inappropriately.


Mr. Archer:  There’s no conspiracy here, Rico.


Mr. Ceniccola:  I’m just telling you what’s happening, I’m telling you the facts.


Mr. Archer:  But everyone has better things to do than conspire against people on Overlook Street.  I mean that’s just crazy.  There’s no conspiracy here.


Mr. Ceniccola:  I’m not saying there was a conspiracy, I’m saying things were done inappropriately.


Mr. Archer:  Well show me.
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Mr. Ceniccola:  I’m bringing them out, I’m saying that . . . . .


Mr. Archer:  I  don’t want you to say it to me, I want you to show me.  I want you to bring me a paper that says here is the law that was broken, here is the regulation that wasn’t followed and (inaudible) because I don’t see it and everything Meredith has done I don’t see it, and the attorney who worked on the project, they approved it all.


Mr. Ceniccola:  The first thing is the people lived there for 40, 50 60, years.


Mr. Archer:  That’s not the issue, Rico.


Mr. Ceniccola:  And they maintained the property.


Mr. Archer:  Well they shouldn’t have done that, because it wasn’t theirs.


Mr. Ceniccola:  The Town didn’t maintain it; the people did.


Mr. Archer:  The Town didn’t have to maintain a paper street until they choose to.


Mr. Ceniccola:  The Town never accepted it.  That’s one point, okay?  And then for this project that they worked on, they went to Planning and Zoning and got denied.  They never got approval for it.


Mr. Archer:  Rico, you do not have the support up here right now to support your petition period.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Well you asked me to explain it and . . . . .


Mr. Archer:  I didn’t ask you to explain it, I asked you to bring in documentation that someone did something underhanded or incorrectly or wrong.


Mr. Ceniccola:  And I’m trying to tell you . . . .


Mr. Archer:  I don’t want you to tell me, I want you to show me because nobody else has been able to find that.


Mr. Ceniccola:  I have pictures I could show you of people, how they maintain their property there, is that what you want?
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Mr. Archer:  Rico, listen to me, I’m going to say it one more time, if someone did something incorrectly show me that they did something incorrectly.  I don’t care if people have been growing vegetables on it for 50 years, I don’t care.


Mr. Ceniccola:  I can show you, I can tell you something.


Mr. Archer:  No, I need documentation that someone screwed up and that this was done all wrong.  If you cannot do that we have to stop talking because this is just silly.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Can we ask Meredith a question?


Mr. Archer:  We . . . . please.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Meredith, was there ever an approval for this?


Ms. Robson:  It’s my understanding that there is no approval needed since it’s a paper street.


Mr. Ceniccola:  That’s our attorney’s interpretation, Mr. Jessell’s interpretation, but that is wrong according to the lawyers that we saw.  That’s the problem.


Mr. Archer:  Then have them come in and show us the statute and where we’re wrong or file a suite, file something to stop the road from being built until such time you can prove that.  I don’t know what else to tell you Rico.  I’m not going to go and lay down in front of the tractor, I’m not going to do it.


Mr. Ceniccola:  What else would you like to know?


Mr. Archer:  I don’t want you to tell me anything.  I want you to, if you feel that we’ve done something wrong, that the Town is in error, they prove it to me so I can take some action but we’ve already looked at this 15 different ways.  You’ve been coming to us for 5 meetings now and we’ve looked at this every possible way we can look at it and the Town didn’t do anything wrong that we know of, unless the attorney you’ve spoken to has come up with something else, but I don’t know what that is and I can’t act on it unless I know what it is.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Well I’m telling you they don’t have an approval for it.


Mr. Archer:  We don’t need one.


Mr. Ceniccola:  You don’t need one.
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Mr. Archer:  It’s a paper street, the Town owns it, they can pave it.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Well I guess the court will have to decide.


Mr. Archer:  I imagine they will and I guess, I don’t know, but we’re not accomplishing anything here right now.


Mr. Ceniccola:  Okay, thank you,


Mr. Archer:  Is there anyone else wishing to speak, who hasn’t already spoken?


Leo Buonocore, Capewell Avenue, Oakville CT 06779


Mr. Buonocore:  If you’re going to decide something on that road, you better decide in the next couple of days because that road is almost done.


Mr. Archer:  I saw that.  I actually drove by there Saturday.  Is there anyone else wishing to speak?


Mr. Archer, Chairman, Closed Public Participation at 9:29 p.m.


Mr. Archer, Chairman, called a 5 minute Recess at 9:29 p.m.


Mr. Archer, Chairman, Reconvened the Regular Meeting at 9:41 p.m.

5.
Minutes


A.
Regular Meeting Minutes - April 9, 2003



MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Mr. Wick) to approve the Regular Meeting Minutes dated April 9, 2003 as presented.



Discussion:
Ms. King:  On Page 37, Ms King:  I was struck by the irony that we sat here and read a Proclamation about how wonderful the Small Business Program is, it was the Small Cities Grant Program which is the same as the Community Block Grant, small cities instead of small business.  And the rest was inaudible.



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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6.
Sub-Committee Reports


None

7.
Chairman’s Report

A.
Correspondence



1.
Watertown – Oakville Chamber Commerce, April 9, 2003




Mr. Archer:  This essentially says what Jim Carrah did during Public Participation so I don’t think we need to read it.  It’s regarding the Post Office on Woodruff, but for the record he did submit it in a letter.



2.
Watertown Land Trust Invitation




Mr. Archer:  It’s a fairly lengthy newsletter, but they just wanted to read a part of it:  Our February meeting with Jim Gibbons generated a great deal of discussion as a follow-up to his informative talk about resource based planning.  He invite you to attend a panel discussion specifically concerned with Watertown’s future entitled “Where Are We Going and Do We Really Want To Go There?”  Based on discussions tonight it should be a full house.  This meeting will take place Wednesday, May 14, 2003 at 7:30 p.m., downstairs at the Oakville Library, 55 Davis Street Oakville.  If you haven’t been there yet it’s a great facility.


B.
Facts and Fallacies



Mr. Archer:  I hate doing this but because there’s been, the Minutes for this meeting are already probably an inch thick once they’re transcribed, but when I started this segment, Facts and Fallacies, I was trying to accomplish 3 things:



1.
To add a little levity to meetings that sometimes are contentious, or at best dry.



2.
Attempt to correct misconceptions about what we’re doing as a Town.



3.
To directly respond to frequent misinformation that appears in the local and regional papers in the form of letters to the Editor.
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Anyone who reads our papers or attends these meetings, or watches them on television knows that I tend to focus on letters written by WOTA, the Watertown/ Oakville Taxpayers Association because first of all they write a lot of letters, and like any political action committee, and they are registered political action committee, they frequently put their own spin on the truth attempting to move public opinion in the direction they desire.  All political action committees do that.



Very recently a letter published by Jack Walton, the Media Director of W.O.T.A.. moved beyond spin and in the realm of untruth, more bluntly referred to by some as lying, just flat out lying to the public.  This letter inaccurately quotes members of both the Town Council and Board of Education.  It inaccurately reports how certain members of the Board of Education voted on the recently awarded teacher’s contract, it inaccurately attributes the awarding of a new teacher contract of the Superintendent and it inaccurately paints a picture of a meeting between the Board and the Council in which the bodies schemed to put one over on the taxpayers at budget time.  I supposed it’s understandable that Mr. Walton presented all of this information incorrectly, though as he did not attend the meeting that he wrote about. There were only 5 people who came to observe this meeting and Mr. Walton was not one of them, so it’s easy to see from my vantage point that he wasn’t there.  I’ll admit that the letter agitated me and Mr. Walton and myself exchanged words at a Budget Subcommittee Meeting, so if you hear that from him I’ve already admitted it. When asked how he could quote people from a meeting he did not attend, Mr. Walton said he had sources who called him to report on the meeting.  When I explained to him that there were only 5 people at the meeting, and 2 of them were from the press and the other 3 were school system employees, he backtracked and admitted that he got his information from Mr. Valuckas’ article from the Republican American and he simply rewrote it.  In the process, though, he added some of his own harsh rhetoric criticizing members of the Board and Council for their brazen attitudes toward the electorate that they displayed at the meeting that he did not attend.  In addition he truncated some of the quotes that were in Tommy’s original article and simply deleted others for the benefit of his position framing them in a way that would achieve maximum impact.

Now granted when I and my 8 colleagues up here on the Council, as well as the Board of Education members ran for office in 2001 we expected to receive our share of criticism.  We all know you cannot please everyone and there will always be someone who is unhappy with the decisions that we make or the ones we choose not to make.  This kind of goes with the territory.  We have a great right of free speech in this country and any citizen can criticize their elected officials all day long if they want, in the papers, on the street, or at the podium here.  As the Chairman of the Council I’ve tried at these meetings to make sure that citizens can come to the podium and say what they like, for as long (Tape #2, Side A ended – may have missed some).
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As a citizen and taxpayer of the Town and a lot of people come to the podium with suggestions, and some of them have already been implemented and working well, and thank you to those who have.  During my 1.5 years presiding over this meeting though, I have yet to hear one member, just one, of the Watertown/Oakville Taxpayer’s Association come to the podium and offer a single suggestion for how to achieve the year over year zero tax increases that they demand.  Not one.  Not one cost saving measure, not a suggestion for a specific cut, not even one piece of constructive criticism.  They’ve offered nothing, except complaints, rhetoric, and demands.  Perhaps their abbreviation, W.O.T.A. actually stands for With Out The Answers.  Last year in conversations with the W.O.T.A. leadership I asked them what line items they think we should cut from the Town and Board of Ed budgets.  And by the way I’m all for zero tax increases too, I just can’t figure out how to achieve them, and I asked them where they think the waste is?  Their angry response was that figuring out where to cut is the Council’s job and not theirs.  Unfortunately this position flies in the face of what our government is all about.

W.O.T.A. members seem to have forgotten we are a government for the people and by the people.  Watertown is a democracy, last I checked, which means that people have a say in how they’re governed and in how their taxes are spent.  Democracy requires participation and action, democracy is an interactive process, it is advanced citizenship.  There is an old saying that if you are not part of the solution you are part of the problem.  W.O.T.A. has certainly not shown themselves to be willing to be part of the solution, so what conclusion are we to draw from this?  Perhaps the answer can be found in Mr. Walton’s own statement made at a budget subcommittee meeting two weeks ago.  I pressed him as to why he does what he does, and his response to me was, and I quote, accurately, “I’m just trying to protect my own assets”.  This statement is world’s away from the high ideals of protecting all the taxpayer’s and keeping politicians honest that are regularly espoused in the group’s barrage of letters.

At this time I would like to invite W.O.T.A., and Mr. Walton was here earlier but he left, I passed on some materials to him before he left.  At this time I would like to invite W.O.T.A. to stop being part of the problem and be part of the solution.  Mr. Walton attended each and every one of the Town Budget Subcommittee Meetings and reviewed each and every line item along with us, as they were presented by the department managers.  Although there were other citizens who attended some of these meetings and offered input during this process, Mr. Walton chose not to contribute although asked on numerous occasions to do so.  As mentioned earlier Mr. Walton did not attend the review of the Board of Education budget, however, just to be sure that I am being clear.

Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

April 21, 2003

Page 40

I had a big pile of stuff here you may have seen earlier.  There was a big green bar paper, that’s the Town budget line by line, there was a larger ring binder of the Board of Ed budget, and I gave him, I passed all of these along to him during the break.  Now according to the Governor’s proposed cuts to State aid, Watertown will receive $1,200,000 less in combined Town and School aid in the upcoming budget year.  That’s money we would have gotten, but now we’re not going to.  The choices are fairly clear; cut services, cut staff, raise the mill rate, or a combination of all of these.  Since W.O.T.A. always insists on a zero mill rate increase they would likely suggest that our course of action is to eliminate $1,200,000 from the Town and Board of Ed budget, no matter the consequences.  According to them it should be an easy task.  After all they might say the budget is riddled with fluff and waste, the Town employees are living high on the hog, etc., etc.

So at this time I offer a challenge to W.O.T.A. and I did so in the hall to Mr. Walton.  My challenge to W.O.T.A. is this, I will provide you with all of the budget materials.  As experts on budgeting and government spending, your challenge is to tell us specifically what line items you think we should cut to achieve a $1,200,000 reduction in the 2003/2004 budget.  Whether it’s teachers, road paving, Parks and Rec programs, the Senior Center plowing, whatever it is, tell us.  Don’t tell us in a Letter to the Editor or by seeding rumors on the streets.  Put it down on paper and submit it to us by our next meeting.  Two weeks may seem like a short period of time to achieve this, but it should be easy for them, as they have been scrutinizing the budget process for over 10 years and surely have a firm handle on it by now.  I’m sure we all look forward to their suggested cuts and I’m sure Watertown will be very thankful for their wisdom.  And just to clarify that despite the fact that I corrected Mr. Walton on that particular point about that meeting that he didn’t attend, this is just this past Thursday’s paper, and Mr. Walton suggests in here that Board and Council members who supported the teacher’s raises, that 17.5% increase that we’re all raging about, both the Board and Council unanimously rejected those raises, we did not vote for them so Mr. Walton is blatantly lying to the public.  I don’t know what his goal is or his purpose is.  It’s not tax reduction, cause he told us himself, he’s looking out for #1, him.  It says Board and Council members supported the teachers raises and we didn’t.  And we asked Atty. Summa, who is our Labor Attorney, what the alternative was if we chose simply not to pay it, and he said you all would be held in contempt and go to jail.  I don’t know; I didn’t sign up for that.
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I think when people read the things that are put in the paper they have to look at them with a grain of salt and say am I getting the real story from these people who have a personal agenda?  And you can say that some of us have a personal agenda, great, but simply because we’re elected and Mr. Walton is not does not necessarily mean he doesn’t have one, so I just wanted to clarify that and there will probably be a letter coming out shortly from the Chairman of the Board and the Chairman of the Council jointly refuting that we supported those raises.



Mr. Rinaldi:  Since well to this item on the agenda, I want to make a bipartisan statement.  It was also in that Town Times . . . . since I was a kid I’m real sensitive to name calling and I’ve never seen anyone on this Council laying belly up on a Thanksgiving table, so I resent the fact that we were called turkeys, if you saw it in the paper.



Mr. Archer:  I think that was Mr. McHale’s letter.



Mr. Rinaldi:  Yea, but you know if people disagree with us here, that’s fine, I have no problem with someone disagreeing with me, but once you start getting personal, you know, name calling, I think you’ve crossed the line, I think it’s childish.



Mr. Archer:  It is childish.



Mr. Rinaldi:  Yea, I mean if you want to argue with me on the facts that’s fine, I mean I can handle that.


D.
Other



None


MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Mr. Hebert) to add Action Item 8D, Resolution supporting the Watertown/Oakville Chamber of Commerce in the relocation of the Watertown Post Office.


Discussion:
Mr. Valenti:  I’m not saying I’m not supportive of supporting their resolution.  My only concern is that we’re adding it to the Agenda tonight and maybe there are other people in the public who we haven’t heard from who might want to weigh in on it, so I put that out as a suggestion only.  Maybe we could make it a regular Agenda Item next time, if time is not of the essence, just so we can hear back from other people with maybe different points of view.
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Mr. Kane:  Well I don’t think we’re discussing the fact of the actual post office per say, we’re just passing a Resolution in support of the Chamber of Commerce because it’s the business leaders of the Watertown/Oakville Community that are asking us for this, so in support of local business that’s why I feel that it should be on the Agenda.  I’m not, in any way are we talking about the actual relocation of the Post Office, it’s just a Resolution in support of the Watertown/Oakville Chamber of Commerce.




Ms. King:  I would disagree with your interpretation saying again probably with Paul, I’m in favor of this but I think we ought to have an opportunity for other people to come and talk.  And I think if I were called to vote on what we’re saying tonight supporting it I would interpret that, if I were someone outside of here, as saying the Council supports the moving of the Post Office, and we may well want to do that, but I think it is something that other people may want to have input on.  So I would really prefer to discuss it at the next meeting.




Ms. Adams:  Would 2 weeks make a difference?  Is there any type of timeframe or timeline?




Mr. Kane:  Well no.  I just feel that part of the frustration that you hear from the public tonight is that government moves too slowly and that when they ask us for something and nothing gets done.  Here’s where an opportunity where someone came to the podium and asked us for something and we’re not going to do it.




Mr. Hebert:  That’s not entirely true.  Will 2 weeks make a difference?




Ms. Adams:  That’s my, I don’t know.  You’re a member of the Chamber, you’re really up on this, I’m just looking . . . . .




Mr. Kane:  Well again, will 2 weeks make a difference, probably not, but again it was brought to the Council, it was brought up last meeting actually, if you go back to the Minutes, I brought it up last time and said that the Chamber would be forwarding correspondence to us looking for our support, and Jim Carrah, the President of the Watertown/Oakville Chamber, came tonight and spoke and he’s looking for this Resolution and I figured we would Amend the Agenda to put it on there.




Mr. Archer:  I don’t expect anyone to come in and say I think the congestion on Woodruff Avenue is great, let’s keep it there.
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Ms. Adams:  Well I’ll support it being put on the Agenda . . . 




Mr. Archer:  I mean the Resolution is to say that we support the Chamber’s efforts to make something easier for the business community, and I think that’s a good message.


In Favor:
Ms. Adams, Mr. Archer, Mr. Kane, Mr. Hebert, Mr. Primini, Mr. Wick


Opposed:
Ms. King, Mr. Rinaldi, Mr. Valenti


Abstained:
None


MOTION CARRIED (6-3-0)


MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) you add Action Item 8E, Approval of Resolution authorizing a grant application to the State of Connecticut for a Historic Documents Preservation Grant.


Discussion:
None


MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

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.



None

B.
Consider Setting Special Town Meeting Date for an Appropriation of Funds for Snow Removal, Sand, and Salt


Due to the harsh Winter, funds have exceeded original budgeted amounts.  A Special Town Meeting is required to appropriate additional funds.



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to set a Special Town Meeting date for May 5, 2003, at 7:45 p.m. at the Polk School Library to approve an appropriation for snow removal, sand, and salt.



Discussion:
Ms. Adams:  Just a superstition, I’m just thinking that we’re supposed to get rain and . . . .
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Ms. King:  No ice, there will not be any ice allowed.





Ms. Adams:  Okay, you’re going to (inaudible)?





Ms. King:   Do we have to set the amount tonight?





Mr. Nardelli:  Yea, you have on your handout, . . . . .

Ms. King:  I mean it wasn’t part of Ray’s Motion, that’s my concern.

Mr. Nardelli:  You probably should set the amount on the overtime, $108,421 for the overtime, and for sand and salt it’s $57,174.

MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to Amend the Motion to approve an appropriation for snow removal overtime, $108,421 and sand and salt to the cost of $57,174.

Discussion:
None

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



Mr. Archer:  Just for the record, I meant to mention just for the benefit of the public, what this is is that due to the Winter we had, we exceeded our snow budget for plowing and salting and sanding and so we have to appropriate money from the General Fund and it exceeds the amount we can do ourselves, so we have to have a Town Meeting for that purpose.


C.
Consider Setting New Public Hearing Date on Town Budget



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Ms. Adams) to set a new Public Hearing date on the Town Budget to Wednesday, April 30 2003 at 8:00 at the Watertown High School Auditorium.



Discussion:
Mr. Nardelli:  8:00 or 7:00?

Mr. Hebert:  You want to amend that to 7:00, Frank?





Mr. Kane:  I won’t be there.
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Mr. Nardelli:  The previous one was scheduled for 7:00.





Ms. Robson:  Yea, I know (inaudible).





Mr. Kane:  Why are we moving the Public Hearing when we already have it listed in both newspapers, as well as publicly known?





Ms. Robson:  There was just discussion that came up that since this was the week that school was out, we may not have a number of residents in Town, because they might be on vacation, so we discussed it amongst ourselves to see if you did in fact want to move the date, so it’s your call.





Mr. Nardelli:  If you move the Public Hearing date, then you’re going to have to move the Referendum date, everything has to be moved a week, the Budget Town Meeting date would have to be moved a week, and the Referendum Day would have to be moved a week, and the new Referendum date would be May 27th.





Ms. King:  If we move the Referendum date, for part of the reason which is to give more time to present things to the public, even after the Hearing, but kept the Hearing the same, if you feel it’s necessary, I don’t know.  It’s a hard night for me, the 30th, I didn’t realize when I got that email.





Mr. Nardelli:  If you move the Public Hearing date, then the Referendum date definitely gets moved.





Ms. King:  But you could not move the Public Hearing, still move there Referendum if people wanted more time in between, that’s what I was trying to say.





Mr. Nardelli:  But you have to have a Special Town Council Meeting immediately following the Public Hearing to set the budgets, so once you set the budgets, I mean you can have another discussion, but the budget has already been set.





Ms. King:  No, I don’t mean we would have more discussion, I meant between the time that we set the budget and people voted on the budget, there would be more time for public presentation other . . . . .
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Ms. Robson:  If we kept the May 7th Town Meeting date, is that what you’re saying?





Ms. King:  What I was trying to say is that we change the Referendum date, but we not change the Public Hearing, cause the 23rd is a better date for most of the Council.





Mr. Rinaldi:  Yea, I’m committed on the 30th.





Mr. Nardelli:  You can’t do that with the budgets, cause there are all timeframes involved here with the Budget Town Meeting date and . . . .





Ms. King:  But we’re adding time in between; we’re making it longer.





Mr. Nardelli:  Yea but it’s not more than 5 or less than, no less than 5 or no more than 14 days after the Budget Town Meeting.

Ms. King:  Oh, I didn’t know there was parameters that way.

Mr. Nardelli:  Yea, there’s all . . . . .

Mr. Hebert:  It’s been brought to my attention that if we move the date the Budget Chair is not available.

Ms. Adams:  And since he’s the star of the show . . . ..

Mr. Hebert:  And since he’s the one that has to give it . . . .

Ms. Adams:  Then we vote no.

Mr. Hebert Withdrew His Motion.

Ms. Adams Withdrew Her Seconding of the Motion.

MOTION WAS WITHDRAWN

Ms. Adams:  So we’re meeting Wednesday?
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Mr. Nardelli:  And there will be a Special Town Council Meeting Wednesday immediately following the Public Hearing to set the budgets so we can move forward and do the postings and stuff for the Budget Town Meeting and the Referendums.

Ms. King:  What time is the Hearing, 7:00?

Mr. Nardelli:  Yes.


D.
Resolution Supporting the Watertown/Oakville Chamber of Commerce in the Relocation of the Watertown Post Office.

RESOLUTION


WHEREAS, the Watertown/Oakville Chamber of Commerce has formally requested the assistance of the Town Council in supporting the relocation of the Watertown Post Office and,


WHEREAS, the major reasons given for the need for the relocation are the lack of postal service building space, the lack of parking, and inadequate traffic circulation, and,


WHEREAS, the Town Council shares the concerns raised by the Watertown/ Oakville Chamber of Commerce and supports the relocation of the Watertown Post Office.


NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town Council of the Town of Watertown does hereby request the United States Postal Service relocate the Watertown Post Office to a site that is more conducive to postal operations and customer needs.


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Council does hereby pledge its full support to the U.S. Postal Service in order to accomplish this project.


Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 7th day of April, 2003.



Lee Archer, Chairman



Watertown Town Council
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MOTION:
(Mr. Kane, sec. Mr. Hebert) that the Town support a Resolution for the support of the Watertown/Oakville Chamber of Commerce’s efforts to relocate the Watertown Post Office. (Mr. Kane read aloud the Resolution, outlined above.)



Discussion:
Mr. Archer:  Have we already discussed this?  Yes, we have.



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



Opposed:
Mr. Rinaldi



Abstained:
None



MOTION CARRIED (8-1-0)


E.
Approval of Resolution Authorizing a Grant Application to the State of Connecticut for a Historic Documents Preservation Grant
RESOLUTION

BE IT RESOLVED THAT:  Meredith S. Robson, Town Manager of the Town of Watertown is empowered to execute and deliver in the name and on behalf of this municipality an application and contract with the State Library for an Historic Preservation Grant.

Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 21st day of April, 2003.







Lee Archer, Chairman







Watertown Town Council



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to approve the Resolution authorizing the Town Manager, Meredith Robson, to sign a grant application on behalf of the Town with the State Library for an Historical Preservation Grant.



Discussion:
Ms. Adams:  This is what the Town Clerk has spoken with us about at a previous meeting.
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Ms. Robson:  Yes.





Mr. Archer:  This is to allow her to store more documents in the vault than she currently can.





Ms. Adams:  In the closet really, it’s not really a vault.



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

9.
Discussion Items

A.
Turkey Brook

Mr. Archer:  Obviously we’ve heard a lot about this tonight.  I guess the item at this point is where do we go from here, so I will open the floor to suggestions or anything, comments.


Ms. King:  One thing which was brought up tonight which I am not clear on and I certainly would like to know more from the Engineer from the Town is the relationship of this Sunnyside Road project to Turkey Brook.  I had thought they were two separate projects.  People are trying to say to us now that they think if we’re not going Turkey Brook we shouldn’t do Sunnyside either.  I think that’s what I was hearing, but I wasn’t certain.



Mr. Archer:  That there wasn’t a point to it, yea.



Ms. King:  Yea, and I had understood them to be separate that doing the work on the culvert would help improve flooding conditions whether or not you did the other part, we may be wrong, but it is something I would like to know more about.



Mr. Rinaldi:  I think Ray will remember the discussions going by.  When this was presented to the Public Works Subcommittee several years ago, it’s a separate project, a totally separate project, but it was considered at that time to be complimentary to the Turkey Brook project, because once they opened up Turkey Brook and got it functioning properly all that water going through, if they don’t fix, you know if the other end of it doesn’t get fixed you’re going to have a big problem down the other end, so like Phil said, even though they’re separate projects, one will compliment the other, the extra volume of water will be able to be handled down in that, if they put the box culvert in there and everything else.



Mr. Archer:  I guess if there is some sort of verification that it would be . . . . .
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Ms. Robson:  Yea, I spoken to Mrs. Byram, and I got her number and I will set up a meeting with a number of the residents in the area, with Roy Cavanaugh our P.W. Director, Chuck Berger our Town Engineer, and also I’ll try and get a State engineer there as well, cause there were some things brought up that I hadn’t heard as concerns yet, so we’ll get that set up as soon as we can and then get the information to you cause I do need to act on the letter that I got from the State as soon as possible regarding Turkey Brook, so we’ll try and set the other meeting up as soon as possible so you can make a decision on that.



Ms. King:  Are we left with any decisions to make about Turkey Brook at this point and the State?



Ms. Robson:  Well I guess it depends upon how you look at it.  I mean certainly the State is saying the money is gone and they want me to sign off on the letter, but I held up on signing the letter which was the termination of convenience as they call it. There really is no decision frankly, the money is gone, so I suppose I could sign off on it, I just wanted all of your to be aware of where things stood before I signed it.



Mr. Archer:  Frank, what becomes of a Referendum that was passed and . . . . . ?



Mr. Nardelli:  Well we went to Referendum for $3,275,000 for the project.  The Town took out Bond Anticipation Notes for $2,300,000, with the Manufacturer’s Assistance money of $400,000 and the Small Cities money for $500,000 so basically the total of those 3 findings make up the $3,200,000.  We’ve spent a couple hundred thousand dollars with engineering and appraisals on easements.  If this project does not move forward, that $200,000 that we’ve spent, is going to have to be bonded, and the balance, we’ll have to bond the $200,000 basically cause we already spent that money.  But there is approval for $3,200,000 still there that the Town, whether we get the funding from the State or not, we still have approval to spend $3,200,000, it’s just that the State money was obviously going to offset some of the Town’s costs, but the approval is still there to spend the money.



Ms. King:  Does the $200,000 (inaudible) we not get that money from the Manufacturer’s Grant?  Are we going to have to pay that money, or is it going to come out of the State money that we were allocated?



Ms. Robson:  As I understand it, we’re not going to have to pay back the funds that we’ve expended.



Ms. King:  But we haven’t expended, the State didn’t give us any money, did they?
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Mr. Nardelli:  Well these are draw down grants, and like the Manufacturer’s Assistance, as you needed the money the State would draw down and give us the funds.



Ms. King:  So we’ve done that?



Mr. Nardelli:  Yes, on the Manufacturer’s Assistance.



Ms. King:  So that we don’t have to bond $200,000 and pay it back then?



Mr. Nardelli:  If we don’t have to pay . . . . .



Ms. Robson:  It’s my understanding that we will not have to pay that back.



Mr. Nardelli:  Yea, I mean we need something in writing to that effect before we sign it.



Ms. King:  So what you were saying before was only if we had to pay it all out of our own expenses?



Mr. Nardelli:  That’s correct.



Ms. King:  But if in fact the State doesn’t come back to us . . . .



Mr. Nardelli:  That’s correct.



Ms. Robson:  Let’s just clarify one thing, I have not heard about the manufacturer’s money yet, although the word that I get that it will likely be taken as well, but I’ve not been contacted.  I did have a call in, well actually somebody at the State called that individual that’s responsible for that for me to call and I have not gotten word on that yet, but the only one I know about right now is the one before you.



Ms. King:  That’s a separate office, right, is it an OPM grant?



Ms. Robson:  I don’t know.



Ms. King:  It’s not DECD?



Ms Robson:  No, I don’t think so.



Mr. Archer:  But the spirit of the referendum that passed was it specific to a specific engineering project that, in other words, did the Town say we are approving $3,200,000 so that . . . . .
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Mr. Nardelli:  I have the actual ordinance here that was approved at Referendum.  It says an ordinance appropriating $3,275,000 for design and implementation for Turkey Brook flood control improvements and authorizing the issue of bonds or notes and temporary notes in the same amount to finance said appropriation.



Mr. Archer:  I’m just thinking that if we have $3,200,000 that’s approved, is there something that can be done to help these people out, or are we locked into that specific engineered design?



Mr. Nardelli:  It says hereby appropriated for design and implementation of flood control including channel work, culvert replacement in Turkey Brook from Sunnyside Avenue to Falls Avenue near Sylvan Lake Road.  There is a big description here of what the monies can be used for which was the ordinance that was passed.



Ms. Robson:  We can bring that up when I talk to the engineers, our staff, w can bring that up and see if there is way that we can do something based on that language and then ultimately we’ll have to get bond counsel to say yes (inaudible).



Many people talking at once (inaudible).



Ms. Robson:  In the meantime from the engineers, what they think can be done.



Mr. Archer:  I’m not an engineer; I have no idea what can be done, but I’m just curious as to whether or not, because we’re not doing that specific project, the whole thing is dead or not.



Ms. King:  But before this happened, the 3 point whatever million dollars was not enough to do the project as designed which only increases, only lessened the thing to a 10 year flood and a number of people as I understood it were not willing to give easements.



Ms. Saucier:  2.



Ms. King:  Some people.



Mr. Hebert:  But if the (inaudible) culverts and things like that that can help alleviate the situation . . . .



Ms. Adams:  Scale down the project.



Mr. Hebert:  Look at he alternatives and maybe we can do something that helps instead of saying no, we’re not doing anything.

Watertown Town Council

Regular Meeting

April 21, 2003

Page 53


Mr. Archer:  Is there anything that can be done with the money that was approved, that’s . . . . . maybe it can’t but . . . .



Mr. Rinaldi:  I’ve been of the opinion since the referendum passed that we at that point made a commitment, we made a commitment to the people down in that area to try and help them the best way we can.  Obviously things didn’t work out as we thought, we were short monies.  I don’t think who is to blame is even important anymore.  I think what’s important is how you get the job done.  My opinion has been bring it back to Referendum for the difference.  (Tape #2, Side B ended – may have missed some).  Didn’t want to put it out to Referendum, I don’t understand why.  I think if it passes then we move forward with the project, because we have to understand something, this project is never going to go away, it’s always going to be a problem.  If anything it’s going to get worse and I got a feeling it’s going to get worse downstream.

Even this other project they’re talking about, if they fix it maybe it will work okay, but up this end you’re always going to have problems up there and I think that until we get them straightened, it’s just going to languish, it’s going to go on and on, so I think what we need is some sort of a solution, try and find some sort of a solution.  Obviously we lost the grants or whatever, but yea, I think we should look at some options.  Maybe the Referendum is one option.



Ms. Adams:  The second issue too is the low bid, Watertown Construction is no longer in business, so whether or not we go to the next bidder, and the difference was I think $300,000 between the first and second bidder, and whether or not to be able to get some solid numbers to be able to put it back out.



Mr. Archer:  Let’s find out whether or not we can do this as is, and we would need to go you Referendum for an additional amount or whether we would need to start all over again with a whole larger amount to Referendum.



Mr. Rinaldi:  As far as getting some prices, the engineering work is done, so the plans are done.  That was part of the problem in the beginning, there was no plans obviously until they engineered the thing, so everybody was winging it as far as prices go, but at this point I think we’re pretty solid, I think they can probably get some solid answers as far as that goes.



Ms. Adams:  Just what the engineering is going to be.



Mr. Rinaldi:  Yea.
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Mr. Archer:  So why don’t we take that as a first step, you see which way we would have to do it, go for the whole amount or something we could tack onto this.  I don’t know the legalities on that.



Mr. Valenti:  I disagree with Paul in one regard.  I sat on this last Council when the Referendum went out on Turkey Brook and was approved.  That was the previous Council to this one.  This Council, my recollection is and it’s actually supported by the Minutes that we have, that we were notified in November of 2001 that there was this discrepancy between what was approved at Referendum and what was bid, and we’re all to blame on that to some extent.  But I want to address a point that Rachel had raised about how could Ms. King not know, cause I could understand where you’re coming from, but at least some insight from where we’re coming from, or at least where I’m coming from, and I’m not going to speak for Ms. King, but perhaps where she’s coming from as well.

We were given a slew of Minutes as Lee had indicated before, and I’ll go through a few of them for you.  Back in January 7, 2002 we were told that the Acting Town Manager did talk with Brian Flaherty and Senator DeLuca and both are very receptive, I have to say in helping us find additional funds.  So we were talking about getting additional money.  January 22nd, Ms. Adams talks about there will be an update and more funding from Brian Flaherty, Lou DeLuca, and Phil Deleppo will talk about it.  Further in that meeting the Interim Town Manager at the time said they have agreed, and they being Senator DeLuca and Rep. Flaherty, they have agreed to pursue the additional funding and are in the process of doing that now.  All right, so they’re looking for more funding.  There are other Minutes to that effect throughout 2002 and getting to, I’m not going to bore the Council nor you with all the details, but if you want to look at it later, getting to January 21, 2003 which was just a couple of months ago, where it was indicated, and it doesn’t say who this is actually, but we are expecting a letter hopefully within the next week or two regarding just what the status is with the State funding on that and if there is going to be any additional money from them, I guess meaning the State.  So for quite some time, at least as I recall it and as recorded in the Minutes, we were being told that additional money was being sought and there was no, at least that I knew, inkling that we were going to lose this money.

Then I read the Waterbury Paper, I don’t now if you read the article, it actually quotes you in here, cause we were being told that extra money is being sought, then in the Waterbury paper from Monday, April 14, 2003, I’m sure you’ve seen the article and Rep. Flaherty is quoted as saying if anybody was trying to get more money for Turkey Brook it would have helped if they had called either one of the two legislators involved.  We had been told that was going on all along.  So I’m not sure where the communication breakdown went down, and yes you know what, we are the Council, I don’t think we should be ducking responsibility for our role in it, but I guess there’s just a lot that goes into these things, and maybe that gives you some overview.
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Ms. Adams:  So there’s two questions then that Meredith is going to, just for clarification, we’re going to look to see if we have to put the whole thing back to Referendum, or we can just put the balance back of the dollars we needed and we’re going to see if we can, what we can get done with the money if it’s already been appropriated?  Is that where we left off?



Mr. Archer:  Yes.



Ms. Adams:  And if we could do it?



Mr. Archer:  Yes.



Ms. King:  And we’re also going to try and understand the relationship to this to the Sunnyside Avenue project because I am concerned about what the linkage is between them.



Mr. Archer:  Yes.


B.
Discussion and Possible Action on an Increase to Refuse Back Charges


Mr. Kane:  What happens in our budget process we discuss obviously revenue items as well as expenses and on the expense side of the ledger, CRRA has increased the tipping fees to the Town to $63.75 a ton of waste.  What we discussed in the meeting and I think Jean came up with the Motion, if I remember correctly, and I agree with you, to increase the fees levied on the trash haulers so that the Town can recoup some of these monies.  The last time they were raised was back in 1996 from $20.00 to $30.00 so that was 7 years ago.  This time what we’re talking about is raising them just another $5.00 so over a 7 year period we raised, we haven’t raised in a 7 year period and the increase that we’re looking for right now is just $5.00, but in order to keep up with the increased costs on the other side coming from CRRA.  In previous discussions we mentioned that rather than raise taxes we are looking for ways to raise revenue.



Ms. Adams:  I just think it’s important to point out that that $5.00 doesn’t even cover the entire increase.  We’re still keeping the $1.75 as the Town is (inaudible) with your recommendation.



Mr. Primini:  I’d just like to add too there was CRRA raised their fees about $6.00 last year also and we didn’t raise anything then so (inaudible).
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Mr. Rinaldi:  That additional whatever it is $3.00, $5.00 that gets assessed off to Copes, and . . . .



Mr. Kane:  The haulers.



Ms. King:  Well it comes back to us.



Mr. Kane:  This is not in this current budget, but as you’ll see in the Public Hearing in 2 nights, that we’ve had a difficult budget process with the amount of revenues lost from the State, that we need to pass this budget as we see it, if not we have to look at things like this and increase revenue.  We found other ways to increase revenue, in the conveyance tax and things like that, actually with the help of Rep. Flaherty who helped us with the conveyance tax this year, but we are putting this forward as a future discussion because if this current budget proposal does not pass at Referendum, we need to look for other sources of revenue.


C.
Family Medical Leave Policy


Mr. Archer:  Meredith, this one is on the Motion Sheet.



Ms. King:  We’re not going to act on this tonight?



Mr. Archer:  No, no action on it.  It’s on the Motion Sheet as needing a motion, but it’s under Discussion Items, is that . . . .



Ms. Robson:  No, at this point I think what I’d like to do is just tell you what it’s about, and then you can have more time to take a look at it and then we can put it on again at the next meeting.  As I understand it, and Frank can correct me if I’m wrong, we have been informally following the F.M.L.A., which is the Family Medical Leave Act which was adopted, it became law in 1993.  We’ve done it again, informally, not formally through a set policy, and through what I consider to be the paperwork that we really should have in order to justify the leaves and document the leaves so I put this together, basically from what I’ve done in the past, so that you can see, almost all of it is Federal Law.
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There isn’t a lot that you can play with in terms of what the law requires that we provide or what the employees are required to do, however there are certain issues in there, for instance whether or not you choose to require the employees to use paid leave for the time that they’re on F.M.L.A. leave.  All the law says is that you have to provide up to 12 weeks of unpaid leave, but the law does give you the option to require that you use paid time.  Now there is some, I know Elaine had a question about the type of paid time, so we’ll double check on that, but it is my recommendation to you that you do require use of paid time, so that you don’t have a situation where someone could be out on 12 weeks of unpaid leave and then they come back and they’re out again because they have all this paid time.  Now most of the time it’s a moot point anyway because most of the time people would like to be paid, and so they use their paid leave, so it’s not normally in my experience, it hasn’t been a huge issue, but it is one that you have to decide on.  So I would just request at this point that you take a look at it carefully, get to me with any questions that you have, and then we’ll put it on again for the next meeting.



Ms. King:  I’m not familiar with this, but if an employee is asking for leave based on their personal medical condition, serious I guess, they’re required to get doctor’s certification.  If they’re asking for leave for someone else in their family, who has a serious medical condition, do they also have to get a doctor to give them paperwork on that?



Ms. Robson:  Yes.  We as the employer are permitted to get documentation as to why the employee wants to leave.  The level of it may be subject to the interpretation but they are allowed to (inaudible).


D.
Smallpox Clinic


Ms. Robson:  As you know we’ve been working for the last couple of months on setting up a procedure for a Smallpox Clinic.  The Clinic would only take place in the event of an actual exposure in the United States of Smallpox; we’re assuming the United States.  I supposed the federal government may say if there is exposure in some other country that they also want us to implement it, but as we understand it now it’s only if there is exposure in the United States.  Originally it started out to be there was going to be a pre-exposure opportunity for people and there was a post-exposure opportunity.  Now we’re really dealing with the post-exposure.  All of it is voluntary.  No one will be required to get the inoculations but it is being set up by the Torrington Area Health District.
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It comes from the Federal government to the State and then to whoever is your health agency, which for us is the Torrington Area Health District, and they’ve divided their 20 communities into separate caption areas.  Our caption area includes both Plymouth and Thomaston, so we’re working with those two communities to come up with a plan that could essentially inoculate up to 44,000 residents in a matter of 10 days, so it’s a very short time period.  And we would only get notice probably 24 hours in advance to implement the clinic, so we have been working very diligently the last couple of months.

I ended up as the Clinic Manager and we will have within the next 2 weeks a draft plan to provide to the Torrington Area Health District and basically we’re modeling what they have set up with Torrington, because they have taken the lead on this, but this has been an incredible exercise.  We need hundreds of volunteers as you can well imagine, cause the clinic, if it’s operating will be 16 hours a day, at least 10 days, in order to get those 44,000 people covered, if they choose to come for the inoculation, but there is no other way we can plan it other than to plan for the maximum.

I had put out a press release asking for volunteers.  Unfortunately in both papers it got buried; in one of them it was in the real estate section so unless you were looking for a house or an apartment, you probably didn’t read about the smallpox clinic, so I wanted to make the pitch again at a public meeting that we are in desperate needs of volunteers to fill all sorts of support type positions.  Anyone who volunteers will be offered the opportunity to get the inoculation for them and their families if they choose to do so, so if anybody is interested again there are all sorts of different positions that would help.  You don’t have to have medical background, although we do need people with medical background as well, but we do need hundreds of volunteers, but that’s where we are.  In a couple of weeks we should have a draft ready to go to the Torrington Area Health District and they are the lead on this clinic.



Ms. King:  And there has been no reimbursement for the Federal or State government for any of the time that communities are putting in to developing this?



Ms. Robson:  There is.



Ms. King:  Is there a possibility of that at some point?



Ms. Robson: There is discussion about it.  I guess at this point I’d say there is a possibility until something actually comes across my desk that says okay for all of this you’ll get it, but there may be some kind of money that comes (inaudible).
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E.
Discussion and Possible Action Regarding Crestbrook Park Trust Fund
RESOLUTION

AND DECLARATION OF CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND

CRESTBROOK PARK GOLF IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the Town of Watertown desires to establish a Capital Project Fund for Crestbrook Park Golf Improvements,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that a Capital Project Fund for Crestbrook Park Golf Improvements is hereby established; and is for the benefit of the Town of Watertown used for the sole purpose of financing Crestbrook Park Golf Improvements.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the funding for this Capital Project Fund is provided by a designated charge added to greens fees charged to individuals using the Crestbrook Golf Course.



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, for the purpose of making expenditures from the Fund that all appropriations, transfers and expenditures shall be performed in accordance with the current Town of Watertown budgetary procedures and generally accepted accounting principals.



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that expenditures from the Fund be made only after a recommendation by a majority vote of those Park and Recreation Commission members present at a meeting duly warned to consider said expenditure providing any single expenditure from this fund be for an amount not less than $2,000.



This newly created Capital Projects Fund supersedes and terminates the previously adopted Crestbrook Park Golf Improvements Trust Fund and all balances remaining in the Trust Fund shall be transferred to the New Capital Project Fund.



Dated in Watertown, Connecticut this 21st day of April, 2003.









Lee Archer, Chairman
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Harry Ward, Parks Director



Mr. Ward:  Basically in your packet you have a letter that I sent to Meredith requesting your approval of a new Resolution and Declaration of a capital projects fund for the Crestbrook Park Golf Improvements.  Basically what it’s about is back in 1987 the Parks and Recreation Commission established a trust fund that is generated by a golf surcharge charged to each golfer to pay for capital improvements on the golf course.  Some of the wording in the original document doesn’t coincide with what we do today as far as our budgeting procedures and basically they limit us, they have a maximum of $10,000 or more on capital improvements, and currently we’re doing capital improvements for less than that amount, so I’m kind of in violation of this original document and I need to get the amount changed down to at least $2,000.  This item was approved by the Park and Rec Commission at their last regularly scheduled meeting.  I have a long version if you want to go through all the changes, but basically all we’re doing is reducing it down to $2,000.



Ms. Adams:  This predates you, but when I was on the Park and Rec Commission we were having major discussions regarding the cart paths and the major improvements there.  Are all those finished now, we’ve gotten those all set?



Mr. Ward:  No, we still have at least two more years before we can finish all the cart paths.  This fiscal year coming up and then the next we should have it completed.  I’d like to say that there was a lot of concern too that we would use this fund for non-golf related projects, but it’s all strictly for the golf course and basically all the items on the 10 year capital improvement plan are golf related improvements and this is where the funding comes for those projects.



Ms. King:  And anything you want to do, you can’t decide to spend the money without going to the Park and Rec Commission?



Mr. Ward:  No, even under this new Resolution we still have to go before the Park and Recreation Commission approval and then Finance Subcommittee, then Town Council, then it goes to Referendum vote so there is lots of opportunity to voice your opinion on any changes you might want to make to any recommendations that are made.



Mr. Wick: I gathered from one you said about the $2,000 threshold that this revised language will simply be consistent with what you’re actually doing right now anyway.
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Mr. Ward:  Correct.  I’d also like to point out that at one time because of the way the original document is written they had to get a legal opinion to determine whether or not one of these capital improvement project was actually an improvement or simply maintenance so the new wording makes it a lot simpler for us to use and we probably won’t need an attorney to make these decisions anymore for us.



Mr. Wick:  We’ll save legal fees.



Mr. Ward:  Right.



Mr. Archer:  Well I don’t hear any opposition to it so we should probably put it on the next . . . . .



Ms. Robson:  Do you want to do it tonight, or do you want to wait?



Ms. Adams:  I’d like to see the full thing, it’s not here is it?



Mr. Ward:  Yea, they’re both there.  You have a new and an old.  The new is only about 2 paragraphs.



Ms. Robson:  Is it a problem if they wait?



Mr. Ward:  I don’t have any problem with it as long as you don’t.



Mr. Nardelli:  (Inaudible) try and spend $2,000 (inaudible).



Ms. Robson:  Do you have a problem with it tonight or do you still look at it?



Ms. Adams:  It’s fine.



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) that the Council approve the new Resolution regarding Crestbrook Park Trust Fund.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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F.
Local Option – Elderly Tax Relief


Ms. Robson:  Based on some initial conversations that you had, I’ve asked our Tax Assessor just to come up with a potential scenario for what an enhancement to the Elderly Tax Relief Program, the Circuit Breaker Program they already have, what that might look like.  Generally speaking you can do almost anything you choose to do in terms of raising the income limits, that you want to be able to qualify or raising the tax cuts themselves, the amount of the tax cut that you’d like to provide. She figured in additional income of $5,000 so that people with 5,000 more than currently exists could still qualify for the program and she left the maximum tax cuts as is, so doing that it would cost approximately an additional 416,000 to do it that way.  Now again you could choose to cut it up any way you want, if you want to do it at all, I was just trying to get from her some idea of what we were able to do and what the ramifications might be, so I guess the first question is do you want to do this in the first place and then do you want to work with the income limits or do you want to work with the maximum amounts that are permitted to be deducted.  There are some other caveats in terms of whether or not anybody who already in addition to this program would have other tax deductions likes veterans deductions, those sorts of things, you might want to cap it and say you can’t get more than75% off your taxes, so there are other pieces to it that are in the information I gave you but generally peaking what you’d want to at least consider would be the income limits and the maximum dollar amounts, again if at all.



Ms. Adams:  Are these number she came up with, are they following any programs like CONNPACE?



Ms. Robson:  Real they are following the existing circuit breaker program and just changing the income limits. They are exactly the same.



Mr. Archer:  And when you say changing the income limits, it’s sort of penciled in here with a $5,000 increase.



Ms. Robson:  Yea, that’s the only change she made.



Mr. Archer:  So it stopped at $31,900 before and now she has added another bracket?



Ms. Robson:  Right.
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Ms. King:  I thought that the first thing that they did was increase the credit and then also increase the income limits, so I thought increasing the credit of $200 so doubling the credit increases it by what she just figured out.  Right now we get reimbursed $157,000 so to double the credit would cost us $157,000 more and then to increase the income limit by $5,000 adds another $16,000 so the total cost to double the credit to the people who are already on it and increase the limitation by $5,000 is $173,000, so even if we didn’t increase the income limits, we just doubled the credits which was somebody Mr. Cefaretti and I had a conversation about it when he was testifying here, and I asked him whether he’d have more people get the money or just more to the people who’ve already got it, which is fair, because these are people who are really low income, but this would cost us at least $157,000.



Ms. Robson:  $157,000 is already what we have in the Circuit Breaker Program.



Ms. King:  No, but she’s talking about doubling the Circuit Breaker Program



Mr. Nardelli:  That’s right.



Ms. King:  That’s the first proposal, is you double the Circuit Breaker Program by adding another $200 credit, that’s where she gets $157,000 plus $16,000 comes to $173,000 on the second page.



Ms. Robson:  Well she’s using the Southbury one as an example.



Ms. King:  But right now our Town costs us $157,000 which we are reimbursed by the State.  If we matched what the State was doing it would cost us another $157,000 they’d all get $200 more, and if we added more people on it would be $16,000.



Ms. Robson:  But if you only add the income limit then you’re only talking about . . . she was just trying to give you options.



Ms. King:  I didn’t think there was an option of only adding the income, that’s what I was trying to say.



Ms. Robson:  Yes.



Ms. King:  So you would increase the income, I see.



Ms. Robson:  You could do anything you wanted to.  It’s very flexible, it really is based on local options.
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Ms. King:  The other thing I remember when Mr. LeBlanc and others were looking at this before is that if we go forward with this and decided to explore it and setup some kind of committee that there is a time limit from when you being.  You have to do a study.



Ms. Robson:  Yes.



Ms. King:  And once you start the study you have to end it within a certain time period.



Ms. Robson:  Yea, I don’t know all the specifics of it but yea, there is a committee that would have to be formed.  Once the study committee determines the needs of fiscal impact and so on the ordinance must then be drafted and adopted.  I don’t have them right in front of me but (inaudible).



Ms. King:  It was just that there was a time limit, that’s all.  So the most these people get is $200, no that’s not true, some of them get more.



Mr. Archer:  This is not an Action Item, it doesn’t require a vote, but we were just trying to get some idea of some direction for Meredith as to whether or not we want to pursue this further.



Mr. Kane:  It says here that the applicant must be a legal resident of the property.  They must also be the homeowner correct?  This leads me to believe that you can just be a resident and apply for this.



Ms. Robson:  No, you have to own the property.



Ms. King:  But you can’t apply for it if you own the property and don’t live in it, the other way.



Mr. Kane:  Right, a 3 family home, an investment property.



Mr. Archer:  Right, it has to be owner occupied.



Ms. Adams:  That’s a better word, owner occupied.



Ms. King:  I think it’s a really good idea, but I can’t see .15 mills on our tax rate at this point when we’re talking about losing $1,200,000 from the State.



Mr. Kane:  I think it’s a good idea.
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Mr. Nardelli:  It’s .15.



Ms. King:  .15, I’m sorry.



Ms. Adams:  That’s a big difference.



Mr. Archer:  Like I said we can’t really take a vote, but I’m hearing that we at least want to take it another step, to get some more detailed information about . . . . .



Ms. Robson:  Well just give me some idea of where you want us to go with this because you can go anywhere.  I’m not sure . . . .



Ms. King:  Is there another option which is what was presented at discussion at one point which is a tax freeze for certain people of certain incomes, in other words you don’t give them any more money back, but you say you will not be affected by any further tax increases.  We freeze your taxes at a certain level which is what happened a long time ago in the State and we have a few people left on the program.



Ms. Robson:  I think there are 7 people left.



Mr. Archer:  I would bet that’s a lot more than .15 mill though, that’s going to increase every year.



Ms. King:  Well it’s only for the people that you put on it, you don’t put new people on every year.



Ms. Robson:  She did look into that, but I’m trying to think if we’re able to do that now.  I’ll double check.



Ms. King:  We may not be able to.  I know that people were interested, various people who have brought this up have often, that we propose that we freeze their taxes.  I’m not necessarily agreeing with that.



Ms. Adams:  That was in the 70’s. That was in response to very, very high inflation. My grandmother was on it, but the Towns got back the difference I think from the State, who paid it back, so it was just with the mechanism the Town was put into effect and of course the paperwork.



Ms. Robson:  Well maybe that’s what stopped then, the reimbursement from the State.  Something changed, I’ll double check.
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Mr. Nardelli:  Yea, the State (inaudible) program (inaudible).



Ms. King:  I know that some of the people in the Taxpayer’s Association who are interested in his did not seem to be voicing (Tape #3, Side A ended – may have missed some) tax freeze, it would just help to know a little bit about what that would mean.



Ms. Robson:  So increase the limits instead of the income group?



Ms. King:  No, you just don’t you say for a certain number of people at certain incomes, I guess, you freeze your taxes and you don’t pay anymore ever while you own that house.



Ms. Adams:  There was also talk about I guess you freeze the taxes as long as they own the home and stay there, but you kind of like put a lien against the property so the owner could stay there and when the owner either sold the house or is no longer in the house, at a time when the house was sold, the Town would get their money back owed, this way they wouldn’t have the current financial obligation; it would be against the assets.



Mr. Rinaldi:  That’s the way I remember it.



Mr. Wick:  Deferring the taxes.



Ms. Robson:  Are there maybe a couple of you who are interested who would with Carolyn.  It’s hard to come up with something because there are so many options, if a couple of you are interested we can sit down and (inaudible).



Ms. King:  I know at one point the registrar of voters, Mr. LeMay started collecting information about the age of people on the tax rolls, cause we were talking about going at this from another point of view, of how you’d know how many people there were.



Mr. Primini:  They have to apply for it.  Just because of their age they might . . . . .



Ms. King:  But for us to know the maximum impact, we need to know how many would be eligible and how much it would totally cost us.



Ms. Robson:  Well theoretically we have census information but that doesn’t really quite do it.
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Mr. Valenti:  Whatever we do I think we should take as many possible permutations under consideration only so that would preclude people from saying how come you never thought of this, and you know we’ll hear that.



Ms. Adams:  We had a public hearing on this and just a few people spoke.  The Commission on Aging came forward and supported the idea of elderly tax relief, but nobody had any preference as to how, they were just looking not to have to pay more taxes was my impression.



Ms. King:  Well I heard a couple of people say the word tax freeze when they were here.  They may not have understood, and I don’t mean to mean that they didn’t understand what they were saying, but I mean because people throw different phrases around, and a tax freeze is different.  This really simply helps a certain, it basically helps approximately at most 440 people.  367 plus 80.  I think some people thought there would be more (inaudible) so we just need to be clear.



Mr. Archer:  Well if anyone would like to work with Carolyn on that let me know.  We’ll make like a little itty-bitty ad hoc subcommittee just so things don’t get out of control.



Ms. King:  Can’t we communicate by email?



Mr. Archer:  Yes, we’ll talk on this one further.


G.
Discussion and Possible Action on a Resolution Supporting Amendments to Binding Arbitration

RESOLUTION



BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED, THAT:



WHEREAS, the State of Connecticut is attempting to reduce funds that go to local communities and towns; and



WHEREAS, binding arbitration mandates are among the most significant financial burdens facing local communities; and



WHEREAS, the State in its negotiations with its unions has the statutory right under Connecticut General Statutes Section 5-278 (b) to reject an arbitration award by a two thirds vote of either house;
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NOW THEREFORE, we demand the State Legislature provide to local municipalities and Boards of Education the same right to reject arbitration awards that the State reserved for itself in its collective bargaining procedure.



More specifically that



Connecticut General Statutes Section 10-153f(c)(7) et seq. regarding teacher negotiations be amended to read “The award of the arbitrators may be rejected by the Board of Education or the Legislative body of the local school district, or in the case of a regional school district by the legislative bodies of the participating towns.  Such rejection shall be by a two-thirds majority vote of the members of such board or legislative body or, in the case of a regional school district, by the legislative bodies of each participating town, present at a regular special meeting called and convened for such purpose within twenty-five days of the receipt of the award.  If rejected, the matter shall be returned to the parties for further bargaining.”



And That



Connecticut General Statutes Section 7-473c(d)(12) et seq. regarding municipal employee negotiations be amended to read “Within twenty-five days of the receipt of an arbitration award issued pursuant to this section, the legislative body of the municipal employer may reject the award of the arbitrators or single arbitrator by a two-thirds majority vote of the members of such legislative body present at a regular or special meeting called and convened for such purpose.  If rejected, the matter shall be returned to the parties for further bargaining.”



Be it Further Resolved, that



The Town Manager send a copy of this Motion to all State Representatives and Senators in this area and to all municipalities and Boards of Education in Connecticut with an appropriate cover letter asking them to adopt a similar motion and forward it to their area State Representatives and Senators.



Dated at Watertown, Connecticut this 21st day of April, 2003.




Lee Archer, Chairman




Watertown, Town Council
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MOTION:
(Ms. Adams, sec. Mr. Wick) to approve the Resolution as presented.



Discussion:
Mr. Kane:  Don’t we have to put this on the Agenda first?




Ms. Adams:  It says discussion and possible action.




Ms. King:  Where is the Resolution?




Ms. Robson:  Under G.




Mr. Wick:  After the whereas, we say now therefore we demand the State Legislature provide, and I’m just thinking that if they don’t have to, are we shooting ourselves in the foot by demanding?  Should we maybe be a little more polite?



Mr. Archer:  I don’t think it’s very polite that they ram the current laws down our throat, so I think we should respond in kind.



Mr. Wick:  Let’s not win the battle and lose the war.



Ms. Robson:  Let me just point out one typo too on Page 2 of that it should say Monday, April 21st at the top there.



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



Opposed:
Mr. Valenti



Abstained:
None



MOTION CARRIED (8-1-0)


Mr. Kane:  On one of our back discussions on refuse charges Frank when would we have to take action on something like that, would that be after?


Mr. Nardelli:  You really should try to get it in place by July 1st, the fiscal year.
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10.
Public Participation


Leo Buonocore, Capewell Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Mr. Buonocore:  As a former member of W.O.T.A., I write letters once in awhile myself.  And I don’t think you people are turkeys.  I want to congratulate you on getting something done on Turkey Brook.  Even if you put a bulldozer down there so people can see it.  I still can’t understand why this job didn’t go out to rebid, but that’s another story.  This project should have been done and over with if somebody had made a decision, and it’s sad that people have to come up here over and over and over again to talk about Turkey Brook.  At your last meeting I think I was the only one there.  I think LeBlanc said you didn’t put it in the paper, but I knew it was at the High School; I made that meeting.


Ms. Adams:  Trish was there.


Mr. Archer:  Rico was there.


Mr. Buonocore:  There was a lot of folding chairs that were put up.  I asked you at my last meeting about the two empty schools.  Are you still working on something?


Mr. Archer: Oh, we always are.


Mr. Buonocore:  I mean you haven’t got anything to do, so let’s (inaudible) to these empty buildings because we’re still paying $68,000 in rents.  Close.  And we’re going to the taxpayers for a little increase in taxes.  I don’t mind paying taxes, but I want to see results with the money that you get from the taxes.


Mr. Archer:  If we could take the people out of Depot and move them into one of those buildings tomorrow we’d do it.  I’d help carry stuff.


Mr. Buonocore:  I’d help you too.


Mr. Archer: It’s just not that simple.


Mr. Buonocore:  I asked you a question at the last meeting about some of the lawsuits that are affecting the Town.


Ms. Robson: Yea, I’m still waiting for a response from the Attorney.


Mr. Buonocore:  Could the public be notified after these things are settled, what they’re settled for and what Commission the suit was against?
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Ms. Robson:  Yea, I’ll follow up again with the Attorney on that.


Mr. Buonocore:  Thank you. Good night.


Rachel Saucier, Falls Avenue, Oakville, CT  06779


Ms. Saucier:  I have a suggestion.  If you people can’t come up with the money and we still have the bond of $3,275,000 why can’t they dredge, find out what it would cost to dredge out the brook okay cause it’s never been dredged over the years and put the culverts in the places where they’re needed, the culvert to replace Skipper Avenue and the culvert up by Falls Avenue, the culvert down by the Senior Center, they have the places where all of these culverts were supposed to be put in.  Now as far as what Paul was talking about he’s right about one thing, Sunnyside Avenue, that construction was going to go along with Turkey Brook because it would affect the lower part of Falls Avenue, so that’s why they wanted to do the brook and then they would do Sunnyside Avenue so it wouldn’t have a big effect on the people down on Skipper Avenue, cause if you get an inch and a half of rain, and they get affected anyways now.  And the culverts that are there are only like 5 x 8’s and 6 x 10’s, they are not really big culverts that they have.  There are like 2 round culverts if you took a tour of the brook which are small so things can get clogged in them.  But if you can’t get the money my suggestion is, and many people will go for this because they’ve been saying this right along, why can’t the Town find somebody to dredge the brook and put the bigger size culverts in and see if that will take care of the, because many people think that by dredging the brook, okay, because where I live, I live next to the Senior Center, but I mean they have a driveway this (inaudible) my yard is like this, and when you come, the water hits around that 90 degree wall or driveway, it pushes through my yard and goes through everybody else’s yard, and that’s the big issue, but if it was dredged, cause my yard and the bottom of the brook is only 3 feet, it’s wide but it’s only 3 feet high, 3 feet in depth, so once it reaches over 3 feet it starts rolling in my yard there’s no stopping it.  People do have walls in the back of their houses where their land borders and it don’t go over the walls, it just goes around that 90 degree angle so maybe if it was dredged and bigger culverts were put in, it might alleviate a lot of the problems that you have.  And then the Sunnyside Avenue issue wouldn’t be much of a problem either, but by doing that first and not taking care of the culverts you’re going to have people building Noah’s Ark down below.  So this is just a suggestion that you might look into, because we do have the bond of $3,275,000 and we do have that bond, it did go to referendum and I did talk to Senator DeLuca on that $400,000 and they did not take that away from us yet, and the representatives are not going to mention that, only the $500,000 is what I know they’re taking away, so we still have that to work with also.  So it’s an idea that you people might look into and check it out and see.
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Ms. King:  My understanding was that no matter what we did on this project, whether you did what was designed or if you start talking about just dredging, we still had to follow the rules of the Army Corps of Engineers and D.E.P., and the Army Corps of Engineer would not let you do that.  Am I wrong?


Ms. Saucier:  No, you’re right.  You have to go back okay.


Ms. King:  We’d have to go back to the Army Corps of Engineers and get them to approve doing this.


Ms. Saucier:  To get them to approve to dredge it and put the culverts in.


Ms. King:  Why would they approve it if they didn’t approve it before?


Ms. Saucier:  Because the main issue here was is the fishery that they claim that’s in the brook, okay, . . . .


Many people talking at once (inaudible).


Ms. Saucier:  So that was the main issue, and see people talk about the 100 year storm, well to do a 100 year storm where we live, you would be right on our door stops.  That’s why everybody refused a 100 year storm.  To do a 50 year storm you would be almost 3/4 of our yard, so that’s why people refused that.  The 25 year storm it would take everybody’s property, cause like I only have a quarter of an acre, but I have 10 feet beyond the brook also, but it would take almost a quarter of the acre of property off so people would be losing their driveways, you know where they have to come around the corner to get into their garage, they wouldn’t be able to do that.  Cause most of the homes have garages underneath their home, so they would have to come down the hill like this and then they would have to have a sharp corner to go into their garage, so they couldn’t do the 25, so that’s why everybody settled for the 10.


Ms. King:  My point is that they wouldn’t let, I was told before that the federal authorities, the people who controlled waterways would not let us do just dredging.


Ms. Saucier:  Nobody asked them, nobody asked them.  Nobody had asked them whether they could just dredge it and put the culverts in.  That was not an issue that was even brought up.  It was strictly that we were told that it had to be done the way they wanted it done, but the issue was never . . . .
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Ms. King:  Yea, that’s what I mean, it had to be done the way they wanted it done.  I’m really not sure why they would want to do it the way they didn’t want it done.  They wouldn’t let us ever dredge Steel Brook no matter what, we had all kinds of, they wouldn’t let us do it there, I mean I don’t want to hold out things that are just saying why would they do something that they wouldn’t allow before.


Ms. Saucier:  If you took a walk along the brook, Jean, what you’ll find, and it’s late and I have to work and everybody else, if you took a walk along the brook, the brook is making its own path, it is uprooting trees.  Now if the brook was stopped and dredged and taken care of properly, they’re more worried about the fishery, about where the (inaudible) but the trees would be there, all you’re doing is dredging the junk that’s in here.  I’ve got rocks, boulder rocks that just slide right down, stone, dirt, everything.  My yard had sand bags all over it, just broken up all over my yard, broken up, I’ve got a little beach on the side of my house, okay, but if you took a walk, the brook is just eroding everything away, its just making its own big path, and it’s uprooting all the trees.  There is one tree I called the Town and wanted them to pick up because it’s broken right off, it’s laying there in the brook but it’s laying like if you go in the parking lot of the Senior Center you’ll see it, it’s rotted out and it’s just laying there, and this is what’s happening.  If something doesn’t get done with the brook, either dredge it and put bigger culverts so it will flow freely all right, and also put a culvert down on Skipper Avenue so that will alleviate some of the pressure that they have, I think it could solve a lot of problems, and it might not cost as much as what the Town night think it is.  That was something that you people would have to go back and find out whether we could do.


Ms. King:  I know how excruciatingly long, how many times we sat here and said we’re waiting for the Corps of Engineers to tell us blank on this, that’s what concerns me about that.  It’s just . . . . .


Ms. Saucier:  It’s just a suggestion for everybody if you want to look into that.  Try calling them and finding out, cause to me right now you don’t have the fish that you have in (inaudible) if you wait sooner eventually you will, but then again you’ve got the culverts.  Like where I live it’s supposed to be a 14 x 6, but right now it’s like a 14 x 4, because you’ve got all the muck and the dirt underneath it that kept on building up, and that’s what floods everything because there is no place to go.


Mr. Archer:  Thanks.

Mr. Archer, Chairman, Closed Public Participation at 11:10 p.m.
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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


Mr. Archer:  Anybody wants to bring up one of these, you’re in trouble.

12.
Executive Session


A.
Legal Matters


B.
Pending Litigation


C.
Personnel


D.
Land Acquisition



MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Mr. Kane) to enter into Executive Session at 11:11 p.m. to discuss legal matters, pending litigation, personnel, and land acquisition with the 9 Town Council Members, Ms. Robson, and Mr. Nardelli.



Discussion:
None



MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY


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


Mr. Archer, Chairman, Reconvened the Regular Meeting at 11:25 p.m.


No Motions Were Made; No Votes Were Taken.
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13.
Adjournment


MOTION:
(Mr. Hebert, sec. Ms. Adams) to Adjourn the Regular Meeting at 11:26 p.m.


Discussion:
None


MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY


Regular Meeting Adjourned at 11:26 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lee Archer, Chairman

Watertown Town Council

Approved:
_______________________________


Lynn M. LaForme, Clerk

