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DERBY BOARD OF ALDERMEN MEETING 
 

APRIL 22, 2004 - DERBY CITY HALL, ALDERMANIC CHAMBERS – 7:00 P.M. 
 

MINUTES 
 
Mayor Marc J. Garofalo called the meeting to order at 7:10 p.m.  All rose and pledged 
allegiance to the flag. 
 
Roll Call 
 
Present:  Sheila Parizo, Bruce Sill, John Orazietti, Joseph Bassi, Ronald Sill, Samuel Rizzitelli, 
Michael Flora (arrived at 7:20 p.m.) 
 
Absent:  Robert Gabianelli (Excused Absence) 
     Linda Fusco (Excused Absence) 
 
Also Present:  Richard T. Dunne, Executive Director, ODA 
  David L. Kopjanski, Building Official 
  Philip Hawks, Fire Marshal 
  Chief Andrew L. Cota, Jr., Derby Police Dept. 
  Richard Lutz, Mayoral Assistant 
  Warren Holcomb, Esq. 
 
ADDITIONS, DELETIONS, CORRECTIONS & ADOPTION OF AGENDA 
A MOTION was made by Mr. R. Sill and seconded by Mr. Rizzitelli to adopt the agenda 
as posted.  Motion carried. 
  
PUBLIC PORTION 
 
Diana LaPaglia, 20 Sheasby Road, Ansonia – My husband Joseph and I own the Derby 
Pizza House and regarding the issue in the meeting on the blight at that point in your 
meeting I’d like to speak… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – This is the time to speak.  You could speak on any item that’s on the 
agenda you could speak now. 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – Okay, thank you - I will learn.  I just would like it on record that in the 
meeting with the blight judge, the officer, that was appointed by Mayor Garofalo 
regarding our blight violation or we’re being sued for blight violations – the so called 
judge her name was attorney Desi Imetrovski informed us – when I asked why it took so 
long to get a hearing, we responded in November right away on the appeals but it 
took six months to get a hearing, her response was she was just appointed.  It’s very 
disheartening, very upsetting to think that the Mayor would take six months to appoint 
this person and I just want to express my disappointment in his lack of expeditious 
dealings here.  And we were fined (inaudible) be noted they said we were fined 
retroactive to ten months.  Had there been a hearing officer in place in November 
when this hearing came you know timely it might not have been a ten month fine 
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instead of three or four months.  So that’s the disappointment.  Secondly, regarding our 
blight there was an article put by a newspaper reporter about a month ago and I’m 
not from the Valley so it was something that this article came out by 7:30 that night I 
had thirty-six calls by people trying to lend support and understanding to what we were 
going through and some of the atrocities under the regime they said and I never 
thought it could be like that except for when I find out that it took six months to appoint 
this judge and it just added to more disappointment and I don’t want to say that all 
these people in the community are right but it points to a really bad taste in my mouth.  
I hope – I keep saying you win more with keeping peace than making war and that’s 
just something I wanted to state. 
 
Mayor Garofalo – Anybody else from the public? 
 
Joseph LaPaglia, 20 Sheasby Road, Ansonia – I just want to say I want to give a little 
background.  I’ve actually been at two meetings this past week and as I said at one of 
the meetings I just don’t understand what it takes to buy property in Derby.  I don’t 
know if you have to go in front of the board and then put your name in and say I would 
like to buy the building back there that looks pretty bad – you know I don’t understand 
how it goes but we, we went and took a shot and we bought this building in Derby.  We 
did it on our own.  We’re doing everything on our own.  We’re going to get our own 
private financing. We were steered in the way to maybe acquire some low interest 
loans before the election and it didn’t work out.  But I just want to say is that when we 
did buy this property soon after we bought the property we went down to the building 
official we presented ourselves, we introduced ourselves, and we stated what our 
intentions were on that property.  We had said that we had something going on out of 
state and we were finishing that up – it was another commercial venture – and then we 
were going to come over here.  We were not at that point led to believe that there was 
an urgency on correcting any issues.  That was never addressed to us.  In an issue of 
let’s say me becoming a preferred developer or something like that we were not 
steered in any way or told that there was a protocol you know showing your W-2 forms, 
your income statements and stuff like that.  We were not directed to that fashion at all 
so we assumed and it’s on our part that you know we were going to be allowed to 
have the time to collect our finances and proceed on with this project.  And we have 
always been in contact – you know we were misled.  We thought that we would just 
address our letters to the board, that the board would get it.  I don’t know how the 
system is downstairs if you have a mailbox – that things go in your mailbox – but we had 
issues that many, many letters and we corresponded with the building official, we 
corresponded with the Mayor, with Mr. Lutz and Mr. Dunne, we had corresponded – we 
spoke to all these people – this was way before we even got to the point of you know 
of having the hearing and we always (inaudible) and we always stated that our 
intention was to tear down and put back up again.  Never to do any renovation on this 
building because it just didn’t warrant it.  And also when we presented ourselves I have 
stated that I’ve built a few homes, so I’m not like a fly by night builder even though I 
don’t have per se a license I do construction.  I built my own house, I built the house 
that I own in Rhode Island and I do a lot of my own work.  And one of the reasons why I 
was encouraged to buy this particular property is years ago when I was a kid I went 
there and I had the steak grinders or I would have a pizza there.  And I love that place.  
And you know you speak to people and people tell you they would have their dates 
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there and stuff like that.  So we felt that it could be something to revive of Derby 
coinciding with what you were doing up at the top end – you know the Opera House 
and all the other fine things that are going on with the City of Derby.  But to our 
amazement, believe it or not, we were not afforded any consideration.  We were not 
given any leeway.  We were just stated that we had a $99.00 fine retroactive, so many 
violations, and just a point of order so I could just relay to you we were told that the 
windows were boarded up and that was just really unsightly and it happened 
(inaudible) and when we pulled the field card out we said well look at the dates on 
that it was ten years old and we just bought this property not even a year and a half 
ago and so I really want to stress we are really disappointed.  We just you know people 
will be disheartened you know and if they want to buy in Derby they’re going to see 
what we have gone through.  Like I said we’ve secured finances for this project.  We 
put our houses on the market – not on the market – we’ve mortgaged it out just so you 
can understand how dedicated we are to this project.  And we’re going to go through 
with this.  If we have to pay the fine, we’ll pay the fine.  But we really can’t see how you 
can fine us for trying to improve the City.  Not only are we going to improve the 
building, we’re going to bring manufacturing into the City of Derby.  One of the things 
that we do, we do upholstery, hosiery actually – what would you call it?  Knitwear – 
we’re going to bring certain mechanical machines.  We’ve gone to like trade shows – 
there’s certain machines that you can buy that will produce mass bulk quantities and 
that’s something that we’re looking to maybe do down the road.  We’re starting at a 
low venture in the beginning, but down below we’re going to revive the Derby Pizza 
House and hopefully bring that flavor back to Derby.  And so that’s our intentions.  On 
the third floor it’s basically slated for an apartment.  And that’s basically what we’re 
going to do (inaudible) reconstruct it.  We don’t see sense in trying to re-renovate it, 
which just isn’t worth it in my opinion.  I know the building department would probably 
reiterate my statement.  It’s not worth it to try to do that – so we’re not going to do that.  
We actually are in a process of we hired an architect and were going to go and meet 
with the building official on Tuesday and see what plans need to be devised and 
drawn up.  So we’re at that point there.  But again I want to say is like I’m really 
disheartened because I don’t understand.  Is it like you buy property in Derby – you can 
only tell me because I took a gamble.  And let’s say I do want to buy some other 
property in Derby, am I going to go through the same thing?  You know can I tell you 
look I mean I’m not like a Home Depot, I’m not your like Wendy’s or Subway who have 
a bankroll of money.  I put my own property on the line – that’s what I do.  And I just 
small time America.  And I know that you guys would like to see the corporate level 
thing, but you got to understand something – if you take away the little flavor that you 
have here in Derby and it’s all commercialized and it’s all big money it won’t be Derby 
anymore.  And that’s what you got to understand.  So, that’s all I really want to say to 
you and I really would like to speak at the point if our building is mentioned during the 
blight issue I think that I should be afforded the opportunity to speak that way I could 
candidly tell you if something is wrong or right.  So I would object to being told that I 
couldn’t speak.  As Robert’s Rules of Order would state that as long as you mention it 
now it would carry on in the future.  Thank you very much. 
 
Mr. Bassi – Can I ask you a question? 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – Sure. 
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Mr. Bassi - How long have you owned this building now – a year and a half? 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – Not even a year and a half. 
 
Mr. Bassi – Did you do anything?  Did you do anything to the building to make it, you 
know… 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – To the building itself we didn’t do that much.  But we tore down the shed 
in the back; we took like a retaining wall fence down.  As soon as we bought the 
property we cleared out all the debris and brush and we cut down the growth that was 
there.  And the growth rings were four to five years long.  You know when people tell us 
look they just got there – you know we cut the trees down – we can read.  So we did all 
that stuff… 
 
Mr. Bassi – You did do that then… 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – We did a lot of it. 
 
Mr. Bassi – You started to improve it.  In other words you didn’t just buy it and you just 
(inaudible). 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – No. Peter (inaudible) was resident at that time for two months when we 
bought it.  And for courtesy of him and the respect for his being there we did not push 
the issue.  We did not try to do anything there.  In February of the year when we bought 
it soon after he passed away and we – I went there – I had to break the door down.  
From that point on then there was a time delay of notifying the kin, getting rid of all that 
stuff.  But soon after like I say soon after we bought it four months into it you know we 
got our notice for blight and we presented ourselves like a month, two months into our 
purchase.  And we know that you know it’s kind of an issue.  I told my wife you know 
what everybody and I’m just going to be honest and candid – you know the previous 
owners told us look you’re in for a run.  And I would say to her I would say like I can’t 
believe that.  I cannot believe that these people would do anything crazy.  They want 
us to succeed; they want it to be good.  And everybody just keeps on telling us – no 
you guys don’t understand – you’re in for a run.  They’re going to block everything, 
they’re going stymie everything and I keep on saying I don’t believe that.  And I want 
to say I don’t believe it. And I really do want to believe this.  And I feel that as long as 
we present ourselves and tell you what we’re doing our timetable is fast approaching 
demolition.  We’ve done the abatement – this is like you know we’ve done (inaudible) 
we took the service – that was like months ago – it’s not like we just did it yesterday.  
You know we’ve been doing all this.  We’ve corresponded, we sent letters you know 
that’s all been done – certified blah, blah, blah – all that stuff.  You know I mean it’s not 
like you know we’re just coming over here today (inaudible) we just did it all yesterday.  
(Inaudible) right along we’ve mentioned who our demolition person was and all that’s 
all been on the table long ago and that’s why we’re really kind of puzzled at the 
urgency to you know do the blight and then to you know (inaudible) feel when we 
read the ordinance that possibly the taking of our property… 
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Mr. Bassi – Well if there was something done you know like when it’s visible to see but 
you can go by there – I’ve lived in Derby for over 70 years and that building was always 
a nice building.  I’ve eaten there many of times when it was a pizza house.  But nothing 
has been done and it looks like hell.  You know what I mean?  That’s the only reason 
why (inaudible).  It’s the center of town and people go in and out of that… 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – Let me say something.  I’m glad that you said that you’ve been here for 
70 years.  I look across the street – God rest his soul, Mr. Ippolito – but his parking lot is a 
junk parking lot.  We took pictures there yesterday.  There’s a couch that’s on the 
bottom of his land it’s been sitting there for two years.  I go and look at Housatonic 
Lumber and I see unsellable lumber and then I see that there’s debris and lumber on 
the municipal parking lot and I’ve been looking at that for many, many years.  And 
what I want to say is yes; you could say that that’s an eyesore.  You know but I look 
around and I have to say like you have tunnel vision or do you see the full picture all 
right?  And that’s… 
 
Mr. Bassi – People don’t go down Caroline Street and go look at the lumberyard.  They 
go on Main Street and see your building first before they see that down there. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – Are we going to be fair?  Are we going to say oh because that’s a 
corporate issue, because that’s Housatonic Lumber, we don’t see that far?  No we 
don’t do that.  We want to be fair and we want to be equitable and that’s what you 
got to say.  You can’t say oh because you’re on Main Street – well you know before, 
before you know we don’t want to say because the buildings that the City owns are 
exempt by whatever laws that are out there, we understand that.  But I mean you have 
to be fair when fair is fair.  It’s a battle zone just a few more blocks up the street – all 
right?  It really is.  You know I shoveled when there was snowstorms.  That was things that 
were never done at that particular property.  I went down to Caroline Street and I went 
across the parking lot I shoveled it completely.  I did it all the storms.   Those were things 
that were never done.  So if you couldn’t notice that, then you didn’t notice too much.  
Because those are things that I had to do that I did.  You know we closed the parking 
lot down and that was an issue because we were insuring that now and it was on our 
coverage so we had to close the parking lot down. 
 
Mayor Garofalo – But that was a separate lot, right?  You bought that lot. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – That was a separate lot… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – You bought that lot right?  After you bought the building. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – We bought that lot after we bought the building… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – Right so you bought that… 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – The only reason why we bought the lot is – and let me just say this – the 
only reason why we bought the lot is that when we got summoned there were certain 
issues – we talked to, we sent a letter to Mr. Varakas and then it came up that it would 
be better for us to buy the lot versus you know getting permission to do what we had to 



Board of Aldermen Meeting 
April 22, 2004 – Derby City Hall 

Page 6 of 15 

do.  It took us six months to negotiate the sale.  That takes time – you know I mean you 
would afford Duke Real Estate time if they had to do something.  They tore those 
buildings down in the back there – it took them a good two months to tear it down then 
you waited for the whole winter to settle and then just recently they went and they 
cleared it out.  And that’s all we’re asking for is just a reasonable amount of time and to 
treat us as any developer would be that if they wanted to come into Derby and 
purchase and develop Derby.  That’s all I’m saying is.  You could nitpick and say well 
that building is just right on Main Street – you could do all that.  And you’re right – that 
building is on Main Street.  But our intention is and like I said we put our, we put our life 
savings on the line.  We mortgaged our properties on the line.  We are there.  We’re 
doing all that.  And you know think about it as an entity what has the City really done?  
They haven’t done that much to say okay we’re putting this on the line; we’re putting 
that on the line.  We put a lot on the line and all we’re asking for is a fair shake.  That’s 
all we’re really asking for.  Again, all I want to say is like when I presented myself to you 
Mr. Garofalo that was before the elections you told me knock the building down, 
there’s no blight, you fill out this form you submit it to Mr. Dunne I make the approval.  
And that’s exactly what we did.  We did all that – we went there, we met with Mr. 
Orazietti at the meeting, which never happened.  We waited for the following month, 
which never happened.  And then we’ve been waiting.  But that issue is never brought 
up.  It’s never been like no I’m sorry that I did this, you can’t apply for this no more, you 
have to go this other avenue.  What I’m saying is if you don’t communicate those to us 
how do we know what’s going on also?  That’s all we’re trying to say is if you lead us in 
a direction and you tell us look there’s low financing money and you can have it and 
that will correct that issue and we’ll all be happy and then when we do it and it doesn’t 
happen, well then we need Plan B and Plan B was to go and get our own financing 
and that takes time.  It just doesn’t happen overnight.  And all we wanted was a little 
consideration – that’s all we wanted.  And for the officer to look at all the violations and 
then bring it down to an amount that was is because it was like a borderline.  We had 
done pretty much everything that had to be done.  And it came down to just an 
opinion that brought that to an issue and that’s all I want to say.  Because you know I 
don’t want to do this – I don’t want to go and say look how long have you seen this 
building in this condition and put it on as a survey as an editorial.  I don’t want to do 
that.  All I want to do is tear the building down and put it back up again.  Because I’ve 
been here in my life I’m 51 I’ve been here 46 years and every since I’ve been here it’s 
looked the same way. 
 
Mayor Garofalo – So you’re going to tear it down. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – But what I said is why whip us with the whipping stick?  This is what we 
don’t understand.  We want to tear it down.  We want to go ahead – we want to know 
is if we communicate to you why aren’t our communications accepted?  Why are we 
different than a prime real estate investor?  Why? 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – Or why didn’t the Mayor come and say that I’m not going to approve 
your loan?  You had us – you directed my husband to apply.  We did it immediately 
and then we’re waiting to find out, to find out, but yet you know we didn’t get any 
rejection notice.  We wait for the Mayor to wait six months to appoint his attorney to 
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have this hearing.  If we didn’t respond in November to the appeal – if we didn’t 
appeal in November we would have automatically been fined anyway (inaudible). 
 
Mayor Garofalo – I’m hearing you say two things.  You’re saying that we waited six 
months for blight hearing officer.  You’re saying you needed time to do this stuff.  Which 
way is it?  Either way it’s blighted.  If it’s blighted the fine would run after the appeal 
whenever it is… 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – As the Mayor… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – Look we’re not having a debate here. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – Well we’re not having a debate… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – You’re right – this is a public… 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – If this is the only place it could be on record… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – That’s what you want it to be on the record because if you want to 
get into the discussion we’re not going to get into it here.  You said you needed $10,000 
to tear the building down. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia - $24,000… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – No, you said you needed $10,000… 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – We have the loan application, you’re lying again. 
 
Mayor Garofalo – What did you say? 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – You’re lying again.  We have the application. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – We have the application. 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – You’re lying again. 
 
Mayor Garofalo – Look – I’m not having this discussion.  You asked for $10,000.  You 
have a blighted building.  There’s a process – you went through the process.  That’s it. 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – So you didn’t approve the loan?  You as Mayor who is the only one to 
approve the loan didn’t approve. 
 
Mayor Garofalo – There was nothing – nothing was ever forwarded.  The board did not 
act on any loans. 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – The application was given to Rick Dunne.   
 
Mr. LaPaglia – When you sign up (inaudible)… 
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Mrs. LaPaglia – And from there it was just thrown in the garbage?  Is that what you’re 
saying? 
 
Mayor Garofalo – No.  I don’t think it’s in the garbage. 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – (Inaudible) thank you for applying.  You were not selected at this point in 
time.  You must direct yourself to find other financing.  Why wouldn’t you do that?  Why 
can’t you be courteous?  Why don’t you say something like that?  If you’re telling us to 
do us why wouldn’t you say look you were not – we have decided not to do this.  The 
only way that we were able to get you was to track you down at Altimari’s and then 
bring it back home.  That’s the only way we could find you.  You know that’s how it 
goes… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – Look if you want to have a public display and create your own public 
record – if you have something that is relevant to the agenda tonight state what you 
have… 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – No, no, no – to you it may not be relevant – to us it’s very relevant. 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – And going back to the issue about the parking lot… 
 
Mayor Garofalo – You have a blighted building – it’s blighted.  There’s a whole stack of 
paperwork going back to… 
 
Mr. LaPaglia – (Inaudible). 
 
Mayor Garofalo – You had an appeal, you had your process.  You had the process – let 
the process take (inaudible). 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – The (inaudible) part of the building didn’t get blight in a year and a half.  
The previous owners – I attested in that hearing that ten years ago when my husband 
brought me to Derby he brought me down Main Street – my heart sunk.  I thought I was 
in the pit of Connecticut.  It was disgusting.  He pointed out the Derby Pizza House.  It 
was in the same shape it was ten years ago and when we bought it, only because Mr. 
Malerba was putting a dancing school there I thought this would be great to bring the 
arts back into this building and we would take and renovate it.  I talked to Mr. Varakas 
he would not give us permission to go in the parking lot – our demolition contractor said 
we need to get onto that parking lot to do the demolition.  He would not give us 
permission.  So we had to purchase the parking lot – that set us back.  We 
communicated that with the building official.  Mr. Bassi we can support, we can give 
you documents of all our communications with the building official.  The first letter we 
responded, we told him what we did upon the first level, what we were progressing to 
do.  My husband kept in communication – several letters – several, several letters.  If you 
didn’t get copies I could forward them to you. 
 
Mr. Rizzitelli – Excuse me… 
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Mayor Garofalo – Mr. Rizzitelli. 
 
Mr. Rizzitelli – If I can raise a point of order real quick Mayor, I don’t see this property on 
our agenda tonight.  And I know our Charter says that you can speak on matters on the 
agenda.  While the Blight Report is on the agenda tonight, this particular matter is not.  I 
would ask that we just refer this matter to the Neighborhood Committee, which 
oversees our entire blight program and then it’s something that we can engage in a 
dialogue in the Neighborhood Committee.  Mr. Bassi is on the Neighborhood 
Committee.  I’m on the Neighborhood Committee and we can continue this dialogue 
because I’m seeing more of a request for a dialogue here and that’s something that 
should be referred to committee so we could proceed with our agenda tonight. 
 
Mrs. LaPaglia – Perfect.  Thank you very much. 
 
Mayor Garofalo – Anybody else from the public that would like to address the board?  
Hearing none… 
 
PUBLIC PORTION CLOSED 
 
MINUTES 
A MOTION was made by Mrs. Parizo and seconded by Mr. B. Sill to approve the Minutes 
of the April 1, 2004 meeting.  Motion carried. 
 
MARCH POLICE DEPARTMENT REPORT 
Mr. Rizzitelli asked Chief Cota about the Clynch vs. the City of Derby case.  Chief Cota 
stated that the matter had been resolved and that the City prevailed.  Report placed 
on file. 
 
MARCH FIRE MARSHAL REPORT 
Mr. Hawks informed the members that in his report he has included a letter from the 
State Fire Marshal’s Office outlining his job duties and responsibilities.  He also included a 
section regarding conducting plan reviews.  He included a copy of the most recent 
plan review that he prepared to give the board an idea of how much time and detail 
goes into a plan review. Mr. Orazietti questioned the violation at 35 Fifth Street.  He 
asked if the City would be liable for the violations?  Mr. Hawks responded that 
Corporation Counsel could probably answer that question, however the City would be 
responsible.  Report placed on file. 
 
MARCH PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT REPORT 
There were no questions asked.  Report placed on file. 
 
MARCH BUILDING DEPARTMENT REPORT 
There were no questions asked.  Report placed on file. 
 
MARCH BLIGHT REPORT 
There were no questions asked.  Report placed on file. 
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MARCH REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY REPORT 
There were no questions asked.  Report placed on file. 
 
MARCH PARKS & RECREATION COMMISSION REPORT 
There were no questions asked.  Report placed on file. 
 
MARCH CULTURAL COMMISSION REPORT 
Mayor Garofalo noted that the commission met last week.   
 
MARCH OFFICE OF DEVELOPMENT & ADMINISTRATION REPORT 
There were no questions asked.  Report placed on file. 
 
MARCH PARKING DIVISION REPORT 
Mr. B. Sill asked Mr. Dunne how the weekend parking situation was working out?  Mr. 
Dunne said that the garage has been opened for evening hours on Friday and 
Saturday.  He has been tracking activity by what businesses the individuals are going to.  
He will report back after a month of tracking.  Usage for the most part is relatively light – 
perhaps 10 to 12 cars per evening.  He noted that there is not a lot of awareness that 
the garage is open.  Mr. Dunne said that our bigger problem is still having the 
employers, as well as their employees, parking on the street and taking up the spaces.  
We need to get those cars parked in the garage.  He noted that the folks who own 
Archie Moore’s called and were concerned about the garage just being opened on 
Friday and Saturday. Mr. Dunne assured them that at the time they are ready to open 
the garage would be able to accommodate them on a nightly basis.  Mr. Flora asked 
when are they scheduled to open?  Mr. Dunne said that they went back to Planning & 
Zoning this week and the rough target opening is this fall.  Mr. Orazietti asked when is 
the month up for the report?  Mr. Dunne said it should be another two weeks.  Mr. Bassi 
questioned the amount spent under property maintenance?  Mr. Dunne said at one of 
the previous meetings he informed the board that all of the lights on the Elizabeth Street 
stair tower were out.  All of the lights have been replaced, as well as two fixtures on the 
Olivia Street stair tower.  Mr. Bassi questioned the new computer.  Mr. Dunne said that 
we had to replace the computer that deals with the ticketing system.  It used to be a 
simple dial up system; we had to change to a VPN (Virtual Private Network) system.  Mr. 
Bassi asked how many people are working at the garage.  Mr. Dunne said that there is 
one supervisor, one person working on the street, one very part-time maintenance 
person, and five part-time employees working in the booth.  Mrs. Parizo questioned the 
negative numbers on the Profit & Loss Sheet.  Are we losing money each month?  Mr. 
Dunne said that those numbers represent the one-time capital expenses that we have 
made to do the study of the garage, the replacement of the light fixtures and the 
meter repairs.  Mrs. Parizo questioned out of curiosity what other income generated 
$.18?  Mr. Dunne said he doesn’t know, however he would be happy to find out.  He 
said that his best guess would be that it is an adjusted journal entry by the accountant. 
 
MARCH ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REVOLVING LOAN REPORT 
There were no questions asked.  Report placed on file. 
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APPROVE APPOINTMENT OF ENERGY SERVICES COMPANY FOR THE CITY OF DERBY 
Mayor Garofalo recognized Mr. Orazietti and Mr. R. Sill from the Downtown Committee 
and the Energy Savings Taskforce Committee.  Mr. Orazietti said that the Downtown 
Committee met last night and liked what they saw.  He said that the committee would 
ask the board to approve the appointment of Noresco, as the ESCO for the City of 
Derby.  He suggested that perhaps Mr. Lutz, Chairman of the Energy Savings Taskforce 
Committee, could give a presentation about the project. 
 
Mr. Richard Lutz – Let’s start off with the financials because Derby is a bottom line place.  
We’ll talk about how this affects the City and how we make money off of this.  If you 
look at the document that we passed out to you, you’ll see that we have the five 
figures across the top.  The five companies that bid on the job are Johnson Controls, 
Noresco, Select Energy, CCM/Siemens, and Trane.  You can see the first line is the total 
amount of capital improvements that they propose.  Just so that you know you might 
take a copy of this.  This is a massive property.  We’re going to be changing windows, 
doors, heating and air conditioning systems, all kinds of things.  So that each one of 
those items has an associated cost with it and an associated payback.  In other words if 
we change the windows in this building to double pane, which will be more energy 
efficient, how long would it take to pay back that improvement?  And the engineers 
are capable of determining all those things.  They can go back in and say to change 
these windows you’re going to save so much money.  So the list that is here are all the 
individual items for all the buildings that we’re tackling.  The total amount of estimated 
cost is on the first line.  You will see that Noresco is slightly less expensive – about $1 
million less expensive than some of the other companies.  The reason for that is they 
took the wish list and said some of these things don’t make any sense.  The payback is 
too low and we’re going to suggest to you not to make these changes because we 
don’t think that they’re really viable in your particular case.  They used a little bit 
engineering even in their response saying we really suggest you don’t consider these 
items.  So what they did is they cut out about $1 million worth of items that they 
suggested we do not change.  To give an example they said don’t change the kitchen 
equipment in the high school.  Don’t change certain doors – they have a list of the 
things that they suggested and they cut it back to $2.9 million.  The next line that you’re 
going to see it says net cost to the City of Derby.  The reason for that is there is money 
from the State that we can get on these improvements.  If it’s something in the schools 
that has not existed before, first time we’re doing it, let’s say air conditioning.  The State 
will reimburse us just like we were building a new school.  So at the present time it’s 70% - 
I think in June it drops down to 67% - it depends on how fast we go on this.  But the state 
will contribute about $1 million to the project for their portion of it.  The other line that is 
interesting is the projected annual savings.  For instance the company that we’re going 
to recommend to you tonight is Noresco, so I’m kind of keying in on that middle line – 
they’re suggesting if we make the changes that we’re talking about with all these 
different type of improvements that we’ll cut back our energy bill $141,000.00 a year.  
That’s a very significant number.  What you really do in this kind of a contract is you’re 
taking your savings and using the savings to pay for the amount of changes that you’re 
making.  So in this particular case the City is contributing $1 million because of the 
bonding.  Remember last year when we put the bonding on the referendum?  In that 
bonding was $1 million towards these kind of projects.  Take that $1 million and apply it 
towards the $2.9 million.  You then take the money that the state is going to put in, 
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about $1 million, you deduct that from the $2.9 million and there’s also a lot of grants.  
You’ll be seeing a ceremony I think in a couple of weeks where the Mayor is going to 
get a big check from the U.I. Company – I think that they are going to contribute 
somewhere around $150,000.00 for the project.  We have about $50,000 in federal 
grants for the project and we’re continuing to get those things.  So the bottom line is 
that we’re going to be actually financing after everything is said and done the only 
amount that is going to be left over is about $750,000.00 out of the original $3 million.  
The savings of $149,000 per year what will happen is that the ESCO, Noresco, will take a 
portion of that money and a portion of that money will stay with the City just as you 
(inaudible).  The bottom line is all of the improvements will be paid off in a relatively 
short period of time.  During that payoff time there will be an actual positive cash flow 
to the City of about $50,000 per year.  Once the payoff is completed then the whole 
savings is ours, which is approximately $150,000.00 per year. So that’s the finances in 
general as to what we’re doing with the project.   
 
Mr. Flora – Simple payback is? 
 
Mr. Lutz – Five or so years.  The (inaudible) you can see that the $866,000 – they put that 
down as the contribution from the City – it’s really a $1,070,000.00.  They were going to 
take a certain amount of money and apply it the second part of the project, which is 
municipal waste, but we can’t co-mingle City funds with wastewater funds it has to be 
kept separate.  So that whole $1 million will become (inaudible) after this project. 
 
Mr. Flora – How does the City track the savings? 
 
Mr. Lutz – That’s an interesting thing.  These are performance contracts so what we’re 
really asking you to do tonight is to approve the ESCO to do the detailed study.  Now 
the work that was done here – we had a bunch of engineers here for about two weeks.  
They examined buildings, went through plans – all kinds of things – and that’s what’s 
called the preliminary study.  The preliminary study is what produced these numbers.  
You select your company after the preliminary study and allow them to do the detailed 
spec.  So in other words if you select tonight and say we’re going to let Noresco do the 
detailed study then they’ll come in and they’ll do about a month’s very intensive 
engineering.  At the end of that they come back and make us a guaranteed contract 
that will say for instance we will guarantee you in writing that you will safe this amount 
of money.  (Inaudible) the Board of Aldermen, two people from the Board of Taxation, 
myself and Lou Rogowski.  Because these were very, very technical – for instance this is 
one of the responses.  We had five of these to look at.  It’s like 1,000 pages of technical 
information.  What we did was we understood right off the bat that it’s a smart person 
who knows what he knows and knows what he doesn’t know.  We realized right off the 
bat that we were going to need help with this.  So the Energy Taskforce convened 
some engineers as non-voting members to give us the advice as to what to do on this 
case.  So in that case we had the City Engineer, Celtic Energy had to P.E’s involved in 
the project as well as Lou Rogowski who is pretty technical himself.  The united vote 
from all the engineers was that Noresco had by far the best proposal.  So in other words 
four out of four of the engineers who looked at it all voted saying Noresco was the best 
thing for us.  We really examined some unusual technologies.  For example one 
company proposed geo-thermal systems.  If you don’t know how that works what they 
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would do is go to the high school, drill 80 wells 500 feet deep, line those wells with pipe, 
run water through the wells because the ground is always at 50°.  Now think about that 
– if you’re going to do air conditioning in the summertime and you can bring in a fresh 
flow of water into the building that’s 50°, you don’t have to pay anything to cool off the 
water.  Consequently in the wintertime what you’re going to heat instead of starting at 
0 you start at 50 and just do the increment from 50 to whatever temperature you want it 
to go to.  So we really liked the technology, it was very cool technology, but very 
expensive.  You could imagine how expensive it is to drill some of the wells.  Then you 
tear up the football field and the baseball field.  So we decided that with the 27-year 
payback even though it was very cool technology we just couldn’t afford it in the City 
of Derby so we let that go.  What I was going to show you very, very quickly is these are 
the engineering diagrams that were produced by Noresco for this particular project.  
This is a diagram of the high school.  What you see in yellow and what you see in green 
are two different things.  The system that they’re proposing for the high school is to 
completely abandon the electric system that is there now.  It will be left in the wall in 
case of a backup system; however, we won’t use it at all.  The items you see in green 
are new rooftop air conditioning units that will be placed on the roof of the buildings 
taking care of individual pods that are in the school.  The yellow area represents a 
water heating system.  They are going to install central boilers.  They will then have a 
piping system to pump hot water through the whole building.  There would also be 
heating coils in the air conditioning units so they can have fresh air coming into the 
building, which we don’t have enough in supply now – in fact we’re a little below code 
when it comes to that.  So that’s the project for Derby High School.  We’re also going to 
do extensive changes at Irving School (inaudible). (Inaudible) new boilers – the boilers 
are fairly new, but the controls are a mess.  If you know anybody who teaches at that 
school or goes to that school you hear complaints that it’s stifling in the wintertime in 
some rooms, too cold in other rooms. When they put the addition on there’s one 
thermostat in the whole building.  So consequently what you have is buildings never 
heat evenly.  You have to have individual thermostats in different places to be able to 
control them.  And what you see in green is they’re going to be installing a series of 
ducts in the building and some new rooftop units to assist the heat that’s already there 
and a major new control system.  I know that Lou Rogowski and the people from the 
Board of Education thought that was a particularly good piece of engineering.  They 
really liked the solution that produced by this company.  The only other thing that I can 
say about it is the second part of the project, the municipal wastewater plant, is 
another major part of the project.  This part of the project we were very happy to find 
that everybody that bid on it felt that we could really save a lot of money in that 
particular area and cut down on the smell from that plant.  The recommendations 
came back as both physical changes as well as an awful lot of process changes – 
suggesting a different way of running the plant, a different way of doing things.  The 
problem that we felt on the Energy Taskforce was that we didn’t have any engineering 
people on our (inaudible) that were capable of even interpreting what they were 
saying.  It was very long, it was very detailed.  So we referred this to the WPCA 
Committee and they are going to advertise to hire a consultant that will have to 
interpret what this is.  If in fact they move ahead, the estimated savings there would be 
about $50,000 per year in a very short payback.  About a three year payback to do 
that work.  So with that the request from the Downtown Committee as well as the 
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Energy Taskforce is that you approve Noresco as the Energy Company and allow them 
to go to the next step, which is the detailed analysis of Derby’s buildings.   
 
Mr. R. Sill – I would just like to add thank you Rich.  He’s been the Chairman of our 
committee and he’s done an excellent job.  We’ve been on this thing for months and 
you can see what we’ve gone through, but what an investment in our City’s 
infrastructure, our schools, where we really need it.  Noresco is local and their expertise 
and experience fits us perfectly.   I’m highly in favor of it. 
 
Mr. Bassi – How many years of experience do these people have? 
 
Mr. R. Sill – They’re in business a little over twenty years. 
 
Mr. Bassi – Twenty years of experience? 
 
Mr. R. Sill – They’re owned by a large utility company in Virginia. 
 
Mr. Bassi – So they’re not a fly by night company – they’ve been in business twenty 
years. 
 
Mr. R. Sill – Definitely not.  They have the largest number of total projects under contract 
of any ESCO.   
 
Mr. Lutz – They just finished all the government buildings in Washington.  We were very 
impressed – they sent their Executive Vice President to talk to us.  Our consultant tells us 
they’re the biggest and the most solid company in the world.  They started as a real tiny 
company in Bridgeport twenty years ago and they were so successful they were 
brought out. 
 
A MOTION was made by Mr. Orazietti with a second by Mr. R. Sill to approve the 
appointment of Noresco as the ESCO for the City of Derby.  Motion carried. 
 
DECLARE $15,110.40 AS UNAPPROPRIATED REVENUE OF THE CITY PURSUANT TO SECTION 
34 OF THE CITY CHARTER 
Mayor Garofalo said that all members should have received a copy of Section 34 in 
your packets.  He noted that this matter requires the approval of the entire board and 
since there are members absent this evening the item was marked off the agenda. 
 
APPROVE PAYMENT OF BILLS TO STANDARD DEMOLITION SERVICES, INC., FOR 
DEMOLITION OF BUILDINGS ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF MAIN STREET (REGULAR & EXECUTIVE 
SESSION) 
 
APPROVE PAYMENT OF BILLS FOR RENOVATIONS TO NEW CITY HALL AT 1 ELIZABETH STREET 
(REGULAR AND EXECUTIVE SESSION) 
 
A MOTION was made by Mrs. Parizo and seconded by Mr. Flora to go into Executive 
Session at 8:10 p.m. to review the bills to Standard Demolition Services, Inc. for the 
demolition of the buildings on the south side of Main Street and to review the bills for the 
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renovations to the new City Hall at 1 Elizabeth Street.  Richard Lutz and Atty. Holcomb 
were invited into the Executive Session.  Motion carried. 
 
The Board came out of Executive Session at 8:57 p.m. 
 
A MOTION was made by Mr. Flora with a second by Mr. Bassi to approve the payment 
of up to $262,000.00 subject to the discretion of the Mayor to Standard Demolition 
Services, Inc.  Motion carried. 
 
A MOTION was made by Mrs. Parizo with a second by Mr. Orazietti to approve the 
payment of $95,525.06 as approved by the City Engineer within the scope of the 
contract that we have approved and subject to the directive of the Corporation 
Counsel.  Motion carried. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
Without objection the meeting adjourned at 8:58 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Patricia Finn 
Temporary Recording Secretary 
 
/paf 
 
A TAPE RECORDING OF THIS MEETING IS ON FILE IN THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE  


