
 

 

 

 

TO:    Comprehensive Plan Committee 

FROM:    Carl Stephani, Executive Director 

DATE:    4/26/2010 

REFERRAL NUMBER:  CH-185 

MUNICIPALITY:  Cheshire 

TYPE OF REFERRAL:  ZONING  

TITLE OF REFERRAL:  Proposed Zoning Regulation Amendments to Section 45B.9.1 of Section 45B 

Interchange Special Development District (I-C.S.D.D.) – Cheshire Route 10 

LLC, Applicant. 
PUBLIC HEARING:  TBD 
 

DESCRIPTION: 
This proposed Zoning Regulation amendment has been proposed by a developer in the Town of Cheshire so 
that a project can be developed over a longer period of time in order to enable the project to better respond to 
changes in the economy over time.  The Cheshire Town Planner supports the change and it could be found 
to be consistent with the following recommendations from the Central Connecticut Regional Plan of 
Conservation and Development: 
 
“Land Use  
Direct development to areas already served by water, sewer and utilities, along major transportation corridors.  
Discourage the development of greenfields.    
Economic Development Promote the livability of the region as a home for employers and employees.  
Develop market niches that capitalize on existing assets.  
Consider agricultural viability as part of economic development.  
Transportation  
Advance projects that consider the context and scale of their setting.   
Infrastructure and Facilities  
Preserve the existing infrastructure by supporting the redevelopment of older neighborhoods.   
Housing 
Support the provision of a wide range of housing types to fill the varied needs of the region’s citizenry.  
Encourage cluster housing developments in appropriate areas to allow the conservation of open lands.  
Encourage residential development in areas of existing infrastructure.  
Discourage excessive land consumption in the development of new housing.  
Support stabilization efforts to preserve viable residential neighborhoods.”  
 
There are no comments from the neighboring towns.  

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
That Referral CH-185 be determined Not In Conflict with the Regional Plan of Conservation and Development 
or any other plan of the Agency. 
 
 

  

 























TO: Comprehensive Plan Committee
FROM:  Carl Stephani, Executive Director
RECEIVED BY CCRPA ON: May 4, 2010
FOR CPC MEETING OF: May 6, 2010

REFERRAL NAME: Farmington - New Medical Office Complex Zone
NUMBER: 050610 Farm

INITIATOR: 505 Farmington LLC
MUNICIPAL HEARING June 14, 2010
REFERRED TO Bristol, Burlington, Plainville, New Britain 

DESCRIPTION
This is a proposal to establish a new zone to enable medical offices to be developed as a “park”
in that the buildings on the property would be able to be located closer than would be permitted
in a regular commercial zone, and an over-all design theme could be carried out throughout the
area.  This is an important zone for the Town of Farmington because it would enable the town
to enhance its medical services industry in relation to the University of Connecticut Health
Center.

No comments about this proposal have been received from any neighboring towns.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
That this referral be found Not In Conflict with the Regional Plan of Conservation and
Development or any other Agency plan.













 

 

 

 

REFERRAL NOTIFICATION TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE 
 

TO:    Comprehensive Plan Committee 

FROM:    Michael Tonelli, Regional Planner 

DATE:   4/26/2010 

REFERRAL NUMBER: FG-164 

MUNICIPALITY:  Farmington  

TYPE OF REFERRAL:  ZONING  

TITLE OF REFERRAL:  Application #Z-1013 Text Amendment to Article IV – Special Permit Lot Coverage – 
Evan Cowles, Applicant. 

PUBLIC HEARING:  May 10, 2010 
 

DESCRIPTION: 
This proposed Zoning Regulation amendment is to add 40% coverage requirement for special permit uses 
within residential zoning districts.  The applicant has brought this amendment forward in order to place more 
restrictions on Special Permits within residential zoning districts.   
 
There are no comments from the neighboring towns. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  
That Referral FG-164 be determined Not In Conflict with the Regional Plan of Conservation and Development 
or any other plan of the Agency. 
 

  

 









 

 

 

 

TO:    Comprehensive Plan Committee 

FROM:    Michael Tonelli, Regional Planner 

DATE:   4/26/2010 

REFERRAL NUMBER:  FG-165 

MUNICIPALITY:  Farmington  

TYPE OF REFERRAL:  ZONING  

TITLE OF REFERRAL: Application #Z-1005 Text Amendment to Article II Sections I A.3a, I B.18, add Article 
II Section I A.7, Section 2 A.2, Section 3 A.2, Section 4 A.2, Section 5 A.2, Section 6 
A.2, Section 6A A.2, and Article IV Section 2 A.5 – Farmington Town Planning and 
Zoning Commission, Applicant. 

PUBLIC HEARING:  May 10, 2010 
 

DESCRIPTION  
This proposed Zoning Regulation amendments are to revise Article II Section 1 A.3a, Article IV Section 2 A, 
Article II Section 1 A, and to Delete Article II Section 1 B.18.  The specific changes are below: 
 

1. Revise Article II Section 1 A.3a to read as follows: “Private garage(s)”. 
2. Revise Article IV Section 2 A by adding number 5, which relates to “Maximum Footprint of Detached 

Building or Structure”. 
3. Revise Article II Section 1 A by adding number 7, which relates to “The Maximum Area of all 

Attached and/or detached non-habitable areas”.  This proposed language shall also be added to 
Article II Section 2 A, Article II Section 3 A, Article II Section 4, Article II Section 5, Article II Section 6, 
and Article II Section 6 A. 

4. Delete Article II Section 1 B.18. 
 
There are no comments from the neighboring towns. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  
 That Referral FG-165 be determined Not In Conflict with the Regional Plan of Conservation and 
Development or any other plan of the Agency. 
 

  

 









 
 

 

REFERRAL NOTIFICATION TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN COMMITTEE 
 

TO:    Comprehensive Plan Committee 

FROM:    Michael Tonelli, Regional Planner 

DATE:   4/26/2010 

REFERRAL NUMBER:  WB-53 

MUNICIPALITY:  Waterbury  

TYPE OF REFERRAL:  PLANNING  

TITLE OF REFERRAL:  Amendment to the City of Waterbury’s Plan of Conservation and Development to 
incorporate the completed study “Waterbury Naugatuck River Greenway Routing and 
Feasibility Study”. 

PUBLIC HEARING:  June 9, 2010 
 

DESCRIPTION OF REFERRAL: 
 
The proposal is to add the document “Waterbury Naugatuck River Greenway Routing and Feasibility Study” 
to Waterbury’s Plan of Conservation and Development.  The study proposes a 7.1 greenway corridor, which 
is also a part of a larger greenway corridor from Torrington to Derby.  The City of Waterbury has obtained 
funding through an earmark through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). 
  
There are no comments from the neighboring towns. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
That Referral WB-53 be determined Not In Conflict with the Regional Plan of Conservation and Development 
or any other Agency plan. 
 

  

 















 
 

 

 

TO:    Comprehensive Plan Committee 

FROM:    Michael Tonelli, Regional Planner 

DATE:    4/26/2010 

NUMBER:   NB-90 

MUNICIPALITY:  New Britain  

TYPE  :  PLANNING  

TITLE   Proposed New Britain Plan of Conservation and Development 2010-2020. 

HEARING:  June 21, 2010 
 

DESCRIPTION: 
The proposed plan was written by Harrall – Michalowski Associates and involved intensive community 
involvement.  The plan is strongly supported by City Officials and is thought to be well written and consistent 
with the City goals and objectives. 

  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
That Referral NB-90 be determined Not In Conflict with the Regional Plan of Conservation and Development 
or any other Agency plan. 
 

  

 





 
 

TO:     Comprehensive Plan Committee 

FROM:     Carl Stephani, Executive Director 

DATE:    4/27/2010 

FOR CPC MEETING OF: May 6, 2010 

 

REFERRAL NUMBER:  050610 CH 

MUNICIPALITY:   Cheshire  

TITLE:  Cheshire Subdivision Ordinance Amendment regarding sidewalk 

requirements  

HEARING:    PZC Hearing 5/10 or 5/24 

 

DESCRIPTION 

This proposed amendment to the Town of Cheshire’s Subdivision Ordinance is a response 

to the attached legal opinion from the Cheshire Town Attorney regarding a Supreme Court 

case that essentially prohibits requiring the installation of sidewalks along existing streets in 

new subdivisions.  It would eliminate “walkways and footpaths” from the definition of 

“sidewalks,” and from the requirement that they meet certain Town Construction 

Specifications.  It would also allow sidewalks to be required in Cluster Subdivisions and 

eliminate the requirement that sidewalks be constructed on existing roads in certain zones, 

and only require sidewalks on new streets in those locations.  It would also give the 

Cheshire Planning Commission to option of postponing the construction of sidewalks in 

new subdivisions. 

  

We have not received any comments from neighboring towns on this proposed Subdivision 

Ordinance amendment. 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

That this referral be found Not In Conflict with the Regional Plan of Conservation and 

Development or any other Agency plan. 

 

  

 
















