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STAMFORD URBAN TRANSITWAY (SUT) – PHASE  II 
RESPONSE TO WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
COMMENT 

 IDENTIFICATION 
COMMENT  RESPONSE

A. ELLEN BROMLEY   
 

A-1 Among the objectives of the SUT Phase II 
is to “provide transit oriented 
redevelopment opportunities.” (page 3).  
This raises the specter of gentrification. 
 
If economic benefits associated with this 
objective are intended to inure to current 
corridor residents, isn’t it reasonable to 
assume that some of them will become able 
to purchase vehicles? 
 

The objective of this project is to shift single occupancy vehicle users 
to use of public transportation and/or non-motorized vehicle modes of 
transportation whenever redevelopment occurs in the project corridor. 
Transit investment will promote mixed use, and transit oriented 
development, which in turn will induce transit ridership.  
 
Focusing development in the proximity of transit stations can create a 
functional urban center and diminish environmentally damaging 
urban sprawl.  
 
Transit demand generated due to Transit Oriented Development will 
be accommodated through CTTRANSIT, and the project does not 
take any private operating entities into consideration.  

A-2 Nevertheless, to facilitate curbside 
BUS/HOV lane operation, the design of 
SUT Phase II prohibits on-street parking on 
Myrtle Avenue at all times (page 11). 
 
The Assessment doesn’t touch on this issue, 
nor does it address making alternative 
locations available for corridor resident 
vehicle owners to park their vehicles, or the 
convenience or cost of any said alternatives 
within the context of low-income corridor 
residents. 
 

Myrtle Avenue is classified as a collector road/street. Collector roads 
collect traffic from local roads and link them with arterial roadways, 
in this case East Main Street (Route 1). The primary function of 
collector roads and/or arterial roads is to move traffic and on-street 
parking on such facilities is a privilege. The City of Stamford will 
meet and work with residents and businesses in the project area, and 
will make every effort to mitigate and implement feasible measures to 
address the concerns of property owners.  
 
In the Draft Environmental Assessment, Section 5.2 of the main 
document and Section 3.4 of the Reference Document discus the 
parking issues of Stamford Urban Transitway – Phase II. The project 
will address the parking concerns of local businesses and residents 
during the project design process. Improved transit access will result 
in reduced parking need. 
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A-3 On page 19 of the Assessment it is noted 
that 8 minority owned businesses (on Elm 
Street and Myrtle Avenue) will be relocated 
and 8 others (on East Main Street) will be 
affected by the removal of on-street parking 
directly in front of their businesses.   
 
The number of resident households (if any) 
affected by the 8 business relocations is not 
provided, nor is the number of resident 
households (if any) potentially affected by 
the loss of parking on East Main Street. 
 

All businesses and residences affected by the Stamford Urban 
Transitway – Phase II facility will adhere to and conform to the 
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970, as amended, generally known as Uniform Act. 
 
Also, loss of on-street parking on East Main Street will be replaced 
with off-street parking in the vicinity of the businesses.  

A-4 On page 20 the Assessment asserts that “the 
SUT Phase II Project is not anticipated to 
have a disproportionately high and adverse 
impact on minority and low-income 
populations. 
 
 

Section 3.21 of the Draft Environmental Assessment Reference 
Document is the Environmental Justice analyses of the project, 
detailing the possible project impacts and mitigation measures. 
 
 
 

A-5 I would like to obtain better quantitative 
data.   If, for example, parking is 
insufficient for corridor residents, now 
would be the time to cut some sort of a deal 
for free or reduced rate parking at some 
existing or “to be developed” sites. 
 

The Draft Environmental Assessment Reference Document contains 
the supporting data used in developing the project impact analyses. 
All sections associated with the Draft Environmental Reference 
Document can be accessed through the following web link 
http://www.cityofstamford.org/Engineering/UrbanTransitway/Phase2
/EnvAssessment.html  
 
The City of Stamford will meet and work with the residents in the 
project area, and will make every effort to mitigate and implement 
feasible measures to address the concerns of the residents to gain off-
street parking. All future developments shall satisfy parking 
requirements of the zoning regulations, and no deals or exemptions to 
reduce the number of parking spaces required by Zoning Regulations 
will be made as a part of this project. 
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B. FRANCES ZUPANIOTIS  
 

B-1 There is an option for placement of the bus stop. At 
the moment, the proposed new location, at the 
corner of East Main and Lincoln, would have 
serious impact on my business and future. 
 

Measures mitigating the impact of the bus-stop to the operation of 
your business will be evaluated during the design phase, and every 
effort will be made to minimize impacts to the operation of your 
business.  

B-2 There is a white line, parallel with the road, that 
marks off this space and it is here that our 
customers will pick up their vehicles and exit onto 
East Main. The current bus stop proposal cuts 
deeply into this "white line' pick up area and would 
prevent not only the continuance of an efficient 
operation but the continuance of a SAFE operation 
for both my customers and pedestrians. 

The project design consultants will include all necessary elements 
for safe traffic and pedestrian operation, associated with the bus stop 
location and  business operation. 

B-3 The presence of a bus stop here, after the light, 
would only increase the dangers. 

The safety of operation due to the proposed location of the bus stop 
in the vicinity on East Main Street at Lincoln Avenue will be 
carefully studied and designed.   

B-4 Currently the bus stop is at the corner of (I believe) 
GRANT and East Main. This is an ideal place for it 
to remain. This is a quiet corner, there is no side 
street on the other side of Rte 1 so there is no 
through traffic. It's present location would continue 
to remain a safe haven for the bus, the passengers 
and the pedestrians. 
 

The bus stop location at the intersection of Grant Avenue and East 
Main Street is outside the project area. However, your suggestions 
on bus stop location will be discussed with the CT TRANSIT 
authorities during the design phase.   

B-5 We would like to meet in the future, on site, with 
the designers and/or engineers that will make this 
final "bus stop" decision. 
 

The city and the design consultant will meet with you onsite during 
the design phase prior to making decisions on the location of the bus 
stop proposed at the intersection of East Main Street and Lincoln 
Avenue.     
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C. FRANCES SESSA 
 

C-1 There was never a 
proper presentation of 
the plan until February 
2006.  

The Myrtle Avenue project was discussed during public hearings for the 2002 Master 
Plan development, and East Main Street Corridor planning process starting in the 
Summer of 2004, and at the public hearings of the Planning Board, Board of Finance, 
and Board of Representatives for the City budget presentation process every year since 
the Fall of 2003. The adopted “Master Plan 2002” incorporates the Stamford Urban 
Transitway Phase II. The development of the Master Plan began with and was 
monitored by citizen/civic/business participants, and reviewed by the Planning Board 
and its staff.  The plan was initiated with one citywide workshop and then another five 
public workshops, held in the neighborhoods.  Draft neighborhood recommendations 
were later reviewed and revised in six more brainstorming sessions, also held in the 
neighborhoods. Additional workshop /meetings were held with the full civic and 
business community, the Chamber of Commerce, the Downtown Special Services 
District’s board and committee, the Glenbrook and Springdale communities, and others.    
 
The Master Plan Policy Report was summarized in a report that was made available to 
the public via the City’s web site, with an invitation for comment.  The Master Plan, 
along with the half-dozen background reports on which it is based, was made available 
both at the Government Center (in the Land Use Bureau) and in the Public Library. 
 
A Public Hearing was held by the Planning Board to consider the Master Plan for the 
City of Stamford on July 8, 2002.  The “Master Plan 2002” was approved as modified 
on October 22, 2002 and adopted as the general land use plan for the physical 
development of the community for the reason that the Board believes said plan will 
promote with the greatest efficient and economy the coordinated development of the 
municipality and the general welfare, health and safety of its people. 
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C-2 Before February 2006, 
the community of Myrtle 
Avenue was not aware 
of the plan, which would 
have enabled our 
community to have a 
clearer understanding of 
the plan, which would 
enable us to make a 
decision.  

The project was presented to the public through the East Side Partnership Neighborhood 
Association meeting in November 2005. The East Main Street Corridor planning process 
commenced in the Summer of 2004. The project was presented to public through the 
public hearings of the Planning Board, Board of Finance, and Board of Representatives of 
the City budget presentation process every year since the Fall of 2003. The City is 
committed to addressing the neighborhood residents’ concerns. The project design will 
include many components to enhance the neighborhood environment throughout the 
project including those in East Main Street neighborhood section of the project. The City 
will meet with and seek input from the neighborhood residents and groups throughout the 
project design process to refine the design to implement all feasible elements in 
enhancing the neighborhood environment. Please see the response to the Comment C-1.  

C-3 
 

The plan has also been 
presented in Phases 
instead of the whole 
overall plan at one time. 

The plan for SUT II was discussed at the public hearings of the Planning Board, Board 
of Finance, and Board of Representatives of the City budget presentation process every 
year since the Fall of 2003. The SUT project was presented as a multi phase project in 
public information meetings or hearings.  Prior to 2003, the current Stamford “ Master 
Plan 2002”  incorporated the Stamford Urban Transitway Phase I and II. Please see the 
response to the Comment C-1. 

C-4 This undertaking should 
be done where there is a 
definite need. 

The need for the Stamford Urban Transitway was identified long ago. The project went 
through the planning and approval process, and the City of Stamford was successful in 
securing required funds through a cooperative effort of Federal, State and City to 
implement the project. 
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D. PRAVIN RANA   
 

D-1 
 

A bike route is only 
used for about 3 
months during the 
year. 

The City of Stamford is committed to maintain the bike route facilities for year around use.   
 
 

D-2  
I cannot agree with 
the establishment of a 
bike path in the City 
of Stamford. 

The City has a policy of implementing bike lanes and enhanced sidewalks to motivate and 
encourage non-motorized modes of transportation in addressing quality of life in the city. 
The Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan survey of 1997 identified bikeways as 
the top priority.  In addition to economic and health benefits, the need for bike lanes, and 
sidewalks was identified as the highest priority element in the survey of 1997.  Also, the City 
of Stamford 2002 Master Plan identifies the SUT facility, and the East Main Street Corridor 
Neighborhood Plan identifies specifics of the street cross-section and identifies bicycle 
routes along Myrtle Avenue from East Main Street to Elm Street continuing along Jefferson 
street.   
 
One of the goals outlined in the neighborhood plan is to “Create a vibrant, seven-days-a-
week, pedestrian-friendly Downtown focused both on the Transportation Center and the 
historic core area to its immediate north”.   The strategy for achieving that goal is to “Carry 
out  and expand upon the Stamford Urban Transitway project.  This infrastructure project 
foresees a direct connection between Route 1 and Downtown’s Transportation Center 
(Myrtle Avenue, Jefferson Street and Dock Street).  It would enhance vehicular, transit, 
bicycle and pedestrian access between Cove-East Side and Downtown.  A Phase 2 
component would involve extending the Transitway eastward, along Myrtle Avenue to East 
Main Street.”     
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E. STATE OF CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION  
 

E-1 While not discussed in 
assessment, the Department 
recommends that a Pest 
Control Plan be developed 
and implemented prior to 
initiation of any construction 
or demolition activity.  
 

The City will develop a Pest Control Plan and make every effort implement the 
plan prior to initiation of any construction or demolition activity.  Each building 
demolition requires a demolition permit from the City of Stamford Building 
Department. A conditional requirement of that permit is to perform extermination 
prior to the initiation of demolition activities. 

E-2 
 

The plan should include a 
comprehensive survey of the 
project area that identifies 
rodent nesting/feeding areas 
and an extermination 
program developed in 
coordination with municipal 
health officials. 
 

The City of Stamford will develop a Pest Control Plan to include a comprehensive 
survey of the project area that identifies rodent nesting/feeding areas and an 
extermination program developed in coordination with City of Stamford Health 
Department officials. 
 

E-3 The Plan should also include 
a monitoring component to 
confirm the success of the 
extermination efforts and a 
procedure to investigate any 
reports of rodents, including 
potential responses. 

The Plan will include a monitoring component to confirm the success of the 
extermination efforts and a procedure to investigate any reports of rodents, 
including potential responses. 
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F. STATE OF CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION    
 

F-1 It is the understanding of the 
Department that this project 
is strictly a City project, and 
the Department has little 
involvement.  

East Main Street section of the project is a State facility. Therefore, the State 
Department of Transportation will be consulted during all phases of the project 
associated with East Main Street, and the project plans will be in conformance with 
State DOT guidelines. Also, the Bureau of Public Transportation will be consulted 
during all phases of the project to incorporate improvements to CT Transit 
operations.   
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COMMENT 
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COMMENT  RESPONSE

G. STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION AND MUSEUM DIVISION  
 

G-1 This office reaffirms its 
previous assessment, dated 
May 18, 2006, that the 
proposed undertaking will 
have no effect on historic, 
architectural, or archaeological 
resources listed on or eligible 
for National Register or 
Historic Places. 

The project does not have any effect on historic, architectural, or archaeological 
resources listed on or eligible for National Register or Historic Places. 
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  H. UNITED ATATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR  
 

H-1 We have no comment on, or 
issue with this document.  

The US Department of the Interior has no comment or issue with this document 
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  I. UNITED ATATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR – Fish and Wildlife Service 
 

I-1 Preparation of a Biological 
Assessment or further 
consultation with us under 
Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act is not required.  

The US Department of the Interior does not require any further input for this 
project. 
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  J. STEVEN BARON  
 

J-1 In the alternative, if the City 
does find it necessary to utilize 
the property for the purpose of 
widening Myrtle Avenue, the 
partial taking may still allow 
the property to be used for its 
desired purpose as a gas station 
by this Contract Buyer.  

The property referred in this comment is located at 136 Myrtle Avenue. After 
reviewing the plans, the City of Stamford will adjust the plans to reflect your 
request and identify this property as a partial take as originally planned.  
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K. STATE OF CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION   - EUGENE COLONESE 
 

K-1 We anticipate that the City 
will continue to coordinate 
its design with this Office 
and with Metro-North 
personnel.  

The State Department of Transportation will be consulted during all phases of the 
project associated with East Main Street, and the project plans will be in 
conformance with State DOT guidelines. Also, the Bureau of Public Transportation 
will be consulted during all phases of the project to incorporate improvements to 
CT Transit operations.  Also, the City will coordinate with Metro-North personnel 
when necessary.  
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L. FRAN SESSA    
 

L-1 What happened to State Street? 
State Street, you go up Canal Street 
and you can get onto the thruway 
there.  
 

“State Street” in this comment refers to South State Street. South State Street 
was considered and was not found to be a feasible alternative due to the 
following reasons: 

♦ Does not provide a two-way traffic operation 
♦ It is not a direct connection to East Main Street from the SUT facility  
♦ Inadequate vertical clearance at Elm Street and East Main Street 

railroad underpasses 
♦ South State Street is an eastbound two lane, one-way street .  
♦  Not a cost effective due alternative as it requires relocation of columns 

supporting I-95, and/or adjustments to railroad along the South State 
Street. 

 
The City of Stamford evaluated five (5) lane cross section, four (4) lane cross 
section shifted toward north, four (4) lane cross section shifted toward south as 
various build alternates, and SUT – Phase II presented at the public hearing is 
the preferred and economical alternate to address the project needs and project 
objectives. 
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M. SANDRA JOHNSON    

 
M-1 Why was Myrtle Avenue Chosen?  

 
The City of Stamford evaluated various alternates, and Myrtle Avenue known 
as SUT – Phase II was deemed logical and is the preferred and economical 
alternate to address the project needs and project objectives. The Myrtle 
Avenue corridor is the most direct and feasible extension east toward the City 
of Stamford town line in the east, traversing the interchange at I-95 and Exit 9 
in the vicinity of Courtland Avenue. The future section of the Stamford Urban 
Transitway toward east will be built as and when the funds are made available. 
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N. MALE SPEAKER     

 
N-1 Why not find another place to put 

the bike path?  We don’t need no 
bike path on Myrtle Avenue. 
 

The Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan survey of 1997 identified 
bikeways as the top priority.  The Myrtle Avenue and East Main Street 
corridors were identified bikeways in the City’s Mater plan, and East Main 
Street Corridor plans.  The Master Plan 2002 includes a Neighborhood Plans 
document which identifies bicycle routes along Myrtle Avenue from East 
Main Street to Elm Street continuing along Jefferson street.   
 
One of the goals outlined in the neighborhood plan is to “Create a vibrant, 
seven-days-a-week, pedestrian-friendly Downtown focused both on the 
Transportation Center and the historic core area to its immediate north”.   The 
strategy for achieving that goal is to “Carry out and expand upon the Stamford 
Urban Transitway project.  This infrastructure project foresees a direct 
connection between Route 1 and Downtown’s Transportation Center (Myrtle 
Avenue, Jefferson Street and Dock Street).  It would enhance vehicular, 
transit, bicycle and pedestrian access between Cove-East Side and Downtown.  
A Phase II component would involve extending the Transitway eastward, 
along Myrtle Avenue to East Main Street.”   
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O. DON DONAHUE      

 
O-1 We shouldn’t be taking away 

parking spaces off the east side of 
Myrtle Avenue.  

The City will make every effort to mitigate and implement feasible measures 
to address the parking situation within the project area by implementing off-
street parking in the vicinity of affected businesses. 
 

O-2 I know we have a problem also with 
businesses and property owners on 
East Main Street. 

Relocation of all businesses and residences affected by the Stamford Urban 
Transitway – Phase II facility will adhere to and conform to the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as 
amended, generally known as Uniform Act. 
 
The right-of-way acquisition and relocation plan adopted by the City of 
Stamford facilitated successful acquisition and relocation of residents and 
businesses in a total of 53 properties of which 14 were total property takings 
in Stamford Urban Transitway - Phase I project.    
 

O-3 These cannot be the final plans and 
we have to work something out 
together to minimize the impact on 
the people who are involved in 
property ownership. 

The plans presented at the Public Hearing of July 13, 2006 were concept level 
drawings and they are not final plans. The City will meet and work with the 
residents and businesses in the project area, and will make every effort to 
mitigate and implement feasible measures to address the concerns of the 
property owners including implementation of all items within the project area 
as approved by the corridor studies and the Master Plan.  
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