
 

DATE        August 26, 2018 

TO:         Mayor Rilling and Fellow Common Council Members 

FROM:      Ernest Dumas, Common Council member, District B 

SUBJECT: August 28, 2018 Common Council Agenda Item concerning SNCC 

 

 

Prior to the Common Council’s potential approval of allocating payment to the South Norwalk 

Community Center (SNCC) at tomorrow’s Council meeting, I have reviewed the information 

provided in the Council packet but cannot locate/identify backup materials that would support 

moving ahead with the agenda item regarding SNCC. Further, I do not see any information that is 

in direct response to the questions asked by to the BET or the questions many people asked 

publicly. In order for the Council to make an informed decision that addresses resident’s concerns 

and questions, I strongly suggest that discussion and answers be provided for the following inquiry: 

 Who was employed by SNCC after NEON dissolved? 

 What programs were operated out of the building for the community? 

 How much income was generated from the following: rental of the multi-purpose room, 

ABCD, AmeriCares, Sunday Church Services, BOE programs/activities, etc.?  

 Utilities and associated costs to keep the building open for the last three years? 

 Type and total of funding received for capital improvements to the building for the benefit 

of SNCC? 

 What was SNCC’s annual operating budget? 

 View 990 Form filed with federal government. 

Other concerns and questions revolve around the intent to allocate $200,000 for repairs to a 

building that has already received substantial funding over the past few years to make repairs and 

renovations. To that end, the following should be addressed and provided with answers. 

 Who were the contractor(s) used for the various repairs and renovations? 

 Received CDBG capital funding totaling over $200,000. Documents show $20,875.33 as 

SNCC’s share of renovations. Since SNCC had no income, was that amount paid or in-

kind? And if paid, by whom?  

 Documents show $80,000 for design work with no detailed work performed. Why? 

 Appears, a contractor did not pay employees the Davis Bacon wage rate, thus, HUD Boston 

had to intervene. Who was monitoring the contractor? 

 There was a change order in the amount of $8,916 that was unsigned by either of the parties. 

Why? 

 



Clearly, there must be answers to the many questions before sinking any more money, whether 

taxpayer dollars or some other source of funding, into SNCC.  Further, I suggest the $300,000 the 

City proposes to purchase the SNCC’s interest for should be reduced to the same amount of 

$125,000 the City purchased NEON’s interest in the building at 98 South Main St. during the 

bankruptcy proceedings.  

In order to make a prudent and informed decision in this matter, this agenda item request should 

be sent back to the appropriate council committee for in depth and transparent discussion, review 

and recommendation to the full Council for the appropriate course of action. 


