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Lauraville Urban Renewal Plan  

 Community Review Panel 
 
 
Chairman Costello and Members of the Commi3ee,  
 
The tes6mony below is given on recommenda6on from Eric Tiso regarding our request to the Planning 
Commission to correct the tes6mony given by District Planner Morosan at the August 1st Planning 
Commission Mee6ng, pertaining to the Lauraville URP and the Ci6zens Review Panel (CRP) of the Lauraville 
URP. 
Because the Planning Commission mee6ng record was unable to be changed, Mr. Tiso advised addressing this 
to your Commi3ee. We are following his recommenda6on, as the incorrect tes6mony is part of the Planning 
Commission recommenda6on,  
Ms. Morosan mistakenly gave tes6mony regarding the CRP’s engagement with Councilman Dorsey and 
inclusion of URP restric6ons. This was discussed with her at the end of the Planning Commission Mee6ng and 
followed up with correspondence with Mr. Tiso. 
 

As you consider the Planning Commission’s recommenda6on, we would like to correct the following: 
 

1. “CONFORMITY TO PLAN : The establishment of the Harford Road Overlay District is in line with many 
of the goals and objectives of these plans ……..”  - referring to the Lauraville and the Hamilton Business 
District URP’s 
We ques6on how this can be true for the Lauraville URP as it removes the means to realize the goals 
and objec6ves achieved by the Use restric6ons and Sign & Design requirements. Apart from the 
allowed use table, which reflect few URP restric6ons the majority of the changes are to bulk and yard 
regula6ons primarily in residen6al zoning outside the URP boundaries. 
 

2. “Engagement:” 
“The community has been fully engaged in this proposed Bill. In preparation for this Bill, over the past 
couple of years, Councilman Dorsey, as well as the District Planner, held numerous meetings and 
discussions with members of the Lauraville Community Review Panel” 
This is not accurate. Though it is correct that both the District Planner, Ms. Morosan, and the 
Councilman met with CRP representa6ves over several years, it was to discuss the Councilman’s edits 
to the 2022 updated URP that needed his sponsorship, not the Overlay District. While there was 
periodic men6on of his hope to enlarge the corridor, it was always in the context of his sponsoring the 
updated URP ordinance. Ms. Morosan, who regularly a3ended our monthly mee6ngs did inform us in a 
general way of the Councilman pursuit of an overlay district, but never in any detail un6l aWer the 
Councilman published his intent in his newsle3er, and then only the stages to adop6on, none to 
content. 
 

3. “Councilman Dorsey hosted a well-a6ended informa8onal mee8ng in July to explain the Bill and its 
implica8ons, and address concerns of the residents and business community”.  
We remark that the mee6ng was a3ended by approximately 50 people, including 3rd District staff. Of 
the 9 CRP representa6ves, 7 were in a3endance, our District Planner was not. The majority were from 
the URP communi6es, there appeared to be li3le if any representa6on from the impacted 
communi6es north of the Hamilton Lauraville Main Street communi6es. We feel this leaves the 
residents of hundreds of households within the overlay map area underrepresented.  
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Please know that if the Planning Commission’s recommenda6ons did not include the above wording rela6ng to 
the CRP, we would not have made our comments public. We truly a3empted to correct the Planning 
Commission’s record, both at the 8/1/24 mee6ng and aWer, but were unable to do, as the Commission sent 
their recommenda6ons on 8/2/24. Ms. Kessel was present at the Planning Commission Mee6ng and can be 
contacted @ suekssl@gmail.com 
 
Sincerely, 

 
The Execu6ve Commi3ee of the Lauraville Community Review Panel  
 

Brian Tetreault, Chairperson  John Harris, Vice Chairperson 
Sue Kessel, Vice Chairperson               Janelle Cousino, Secretary 
 


