
From: Maureen Boylan
To: Donoghue, Tracy
Subject: Fwd: Accountabilty Counts for the 14 acre Boatyard Site
Date: Tuesday, March 28, 2023 5:37:52 PM

Hello,
Please forward to all the members of the Finance Committee.
Regards
Maureen Boylan
Save Our Boatyard

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Maureen Boylan <saveourboatyard@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Mar 28, 2023 at 5:04 PM
Subject: Accountabilty Counts for the 14 acre Boatyard Site
To: Dr. Damian Ortelli <drortelli@hotmail.com>, <BusEnviron@aol.com>, Maria Vazquez-
Goncalves <MVazquezGoncalves@stamfordct.gov>, <mbaxter@stamfordct.gov>,
<pberns@stamfordct.gov>, <bbewkes@stamfordct.gov>, <sboeger@stamfordct.gov>,
<bkcampbell@stamfordct.gov>, <mcottrell@stamfordct.gov>, <jcurtis@stamfordct.gov>,
<vdelacruz@stamfordct.gov>, <mdicostanzo@stamfordct.gov>, <mfedeli@stamfordct.gov>,
<afigueroa@stamfordct.gov>, <sgarst@stafmordct.gov>, <cgilbride@stamfordct.gov>,
<agoldberg@stamfordct.gov>, <jgrunberger@stamfordct.gov>, <jjacobson@stamfordct.gov>,
<Fjeanlouis@stamfordct.gov>, <aley@stamfordct.gov>, <jmatheny@stamfordct.gov>,
<dmays@stamfordct.gov>, <lmiller1@stamfordct.gov>, <mmoore@stamfordct.gov>,
<emorson@stamfordct.gov>, <snabel@stamfordct.gov>, <dpatterson@stamfordct.gov>,
<bpavia@stamfordct.gov>, <FPierreLouis@stamfordct.gov>, <mpollack@stamfordct.gov>,
<rroqueta@stamfordct.gov>, <isaftic@stamfordct.gov>, <dsandford@stamfordct.gov>,
<rshaw@stamfordct.gov>, <nsherwood@stamfordct.gov>, <jstella@stamfordct.gov>,
<asummerville@stamfordct.gov>, <ctomas@stamfordct.gov>, <dwatkins1@stamfordct.gov>,
<bshinn@stamfordct.gov>, <kwalston@stamfordct.gov>, Fedeli, Frank
<FFedeli@stamfordct.gov>, Michel D. <David.Michel@cga.ct.gov>

Hi Everyone,

Accountability Counts for the 14-acre boatyard site!  Questions Need to be Answered!
 

                In the middle of Stamford Harbor’s West branch, there is a (14-acre barren peninsula)
standing nearly vacant since 2012.  It is a forlorn reminder of the city’s history as a robust regional
maritime center, and of the jobs, industry, and vibrant businesses now gone.  It is also stark evidence
that there are two sets of rules in our society.  One set is recorded in law books, constitutions, and
charters while the other is written by those in power and the well-heeled in plush offices and back
rooms.  Federal laws, state regulations, and local agreements that were in place to protect this
valuable resource were broken, by-passed, or ignored in order to access this special property for
something other than the maritime use it had been for over a century.  For those who have followed
the events leading to this outcome, it offers some disturbing questions as to how and why it came to
be.  Here are some of them:

1.       After the large, successful, regional boatyard was razed from the 14 acre peninsula
by Building and Land Technology, Stamford’s Zoning Board applied a “cease and desist”
order on the property.  This led to several years of public hearings as to how to proceed. 
Some were contentious with opposition from the public as well as the Planning Board,
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and Stamford’s Harbor Management Commission.  After some underhanded tactics by
the city’s Administration (under the previous Mayor) came to light, an outspoken
member of the Zoning Board was replaced.  Given that there were no changes to State
laws ( the Coastal Area Management Act) or the city’s Harbor Management Plan,  why did
the Zoning Board eventually go along with the developer?   Why were millions of dollars
of fines forgiven by the city?
2.       The Connecticut D.E.E.P. clearly supported the original development plan (with “Antares
Group” the original developer) to keep the boatyard operating on the 14-acre site by
agreement with the City of Stamford.  Why did everything change for both D.E.E.P. and the
city when Building & Land Technology took over development?
3.       Where are the mandated reports that are usually given to State and local authorities as
to the remediation of this previously contaminated site?  Hundreds of tons of fill have since
been added to raise the level of the site.  Does anyone have confirmation that this was
“clean” fill?  Millions of dollars of State aid were given for the remediation.  Can Connecticut
provide assurance that it was properly done?
4.       A marina facility (with its supporting infrastructure) was approved for this site over six
years ago.  Where is it? Why hasn’t the work begun?
5.       How is it that Connecticut’s D.E.E.P. had authority to grant “public domain” to the
developer when the property was to be bulkheaded?
6.       Why is Stamford’s Harbor Management Commission the only entity looking for
answers?
7.       The D.E.E.P. considers the new, far smaller boatyard, to be a “stand-alone” facility on
Southfield Ave. and not a replacement for the large, regional facility that was razed by the
developer, BLT.  Does this mean that a replacement will be built going forward, or will the
City be in violation of the Coastal Area Management Act?
8.       Stamford’s present boatyard is approximately one third of the way through the 15-year
lifespan of the “claw-back” agreement between the City and the developer.  By this
agreement, the City  can obligate the developer to operate the facility for the remaining
years.  What will become of the only remaining boatyard when the time is up?
9.       Why hasn’t the Magee Ave. portion of the boatyard (a service and storage facility for
trailered boats) been completed in compliance with the zoning certificate issued?

In general, most reasonable people understand that when questions are asked and not
answered, it is because someone has something to hide.  In general, most reasonable people can
lose faith in government when transparency and accountability are  withheld.

Regards,

Randy Dinter

Maureen Boylan

Save Our Boatyard

 


