


From: David Michel
To: de la Cruz, Virgil
Cc: Representative David Michel; Flores, Joshua; lesperanceisreal@outlook.com; Sheila Barney; susan Halpern;

virgildlc@optonline.net; Board of Representatives; Humberto Juarez
Subject: Re: WATERSIDE TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENTS
Date: Tuesday, December 17, 2019 8:46:41 AM

Hello Representative DeLaCruz,

I hope this email finds you well. 

You can view below the last communication from you to your district. You are unfortunately
very insistent at attempting to convince the residents of waterside to push for the project with
little word that a STAMFORD family on the other side of the bridge could have their home
taken away from them, where they have been residing in since 1977. I am stoic about your
efforts to dismiss (or ignoring of) their situation in your communications to the waterside. 
The bike lanes on the new design are adding width to the road which might actually make the
difference with the Lesperance family keeping their home or not, and just the fact you do not
seem interested in researching this tells a lot. The distance from that house from its last bottom
step to the edge of the sidewalk is roughly 22 feet. Its 12 feet for a lane and 6 feet for a
sidewalk.. is the city aiming to strip them of their property and income generator, at an unfair
cost (eminent domain), based on additional features?

I am concerned because you basically are not explaining clearly to your resident your position
that this family should not keep their home in order to add a lane (and two bike lanes that stop
before the 2 lane bridge) of a few hundred feet in my district in the South End, an extra lane
that will come quickly to a close in front of the Pulaski entrance of the charter garage and
before a two lane bridge. 
I understand you volunteered eminent domain for your property which is on the other side, by
the “round-about project”, and therefore sold your property to this project. 

I have serious concern on your approach with your constituency, not informing them properly
of what the stakes are (such is my perception). By making a motion to hold the item, you
basically held this unfair and unjustified and certainly intense pressure on my constituents for
an additional month. This interest from developers or from the city has already divided this
family in the past, and it seems the city has little to no compassion in this aspect, including in
this letter asking for support that is below this email. You were even a witness to one of the
past proposals by the developer at the time.. and therefore are well aware of the interests the
developers have in this matter. The city is in a deal with BLT so BLT takes care of the road
work while the city buys the house, according to Jim Travers, director of traffic, and that says
a lot. My constituent has always been willing to negotiate, and he proved it in the past and you
were a witness..Interestingly enough BLT bought the neighboring house (smaller) for 1.5
Million during the summer and that also says a lot. 

I would highly suggest that you are more fully informative with constituents..in your district,
because sometimes volunteering partial information is misdirecting. People testifying at the
BOR, last time, from Waterside, seemed to know nothing or not much about the eminent
domain and the fact a family would be stripped of their home and source of income, with
unfortunately very little regards from the board of reps member that volunteered his own
property into eminent domain for that same project. You clearly no longer have any financial
interest in the matter but you had financial interest prior to volunteering your property to
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eminent domain. 

Mr Delacruz, were you approached before there was an item on the agenda about a potential
eminent domain on your property? Did you find out after the fact, or the same day, I should
ask, as Mr Lesperance..?

State Representative Michel 

Rep. Michel
CT State Representative for the 146th House District,
Honored to represent South End, Shippan and Downtown in Stamford,
As the rest of Connecticut.
Co-Chair of the Legislators for Animal Advocacy Caucus
Assistant to the Majority Leader
(+)1-914-843-7545 / david.michel@cga.ct.gov 
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From: <waterside@watersidecoalition.org>
Date: December 16, 2019 at 12:20:52 PM EST
To: "Virgil de la Cruz" <virgildlc@optonline.net>
Subject: WATERSIDE TRAFFIC
IMPROVEMENTS

Dear Waterside Neighbor,

Following is and update on the Board of
Representatives Tuesday December 3 meeting to,
among other agenda items, consider a resolution for
rights-of-way acquisition to allow widening of Pulaski
Street.

Discussion of this item was lengthy and animated, or
one could say agitated.  The minutes and video are
available on line at
http://cityofstamford.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?
view_id=14&clip_id=8841.

In summary, there was conflicting information on
procedures available to the Administration to negotiate
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for the needed rights-of-way other than the Board
Resolution requested by the Administration.  To clear
up this confusion and allow emotions to cool down, I
and my co-chair of the Land Use Committee made a
motion to hold the item to clarify the proper procedures
available to the Administration.  After considerable
discussion the motion to hold passed on a close 19 to
16 vote.

The Administration, via a different procedure, is now
embarking on negotiations for the required rights of
way.  The matter will most likely come back before the
Board of Representatives for the February meeting.

We will need to continue communicating to the Board
the urgent need for the project when the matter comes
up again.  I'll keep you posted.

Regards,

Virgil de la Cruz

Waterside Coalition Inc
PO Box 113214
Stamford, CT 06911
Office & Fax: 203-274-7597
www.watersidecoalition.org

If you are not interested in receiving further emails
from us then please visit our website
www.watersidecoalition.org contact us section where
you can make your request for no further emails.
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