
Minutes 
Ad Hoc Sidewalk Committee 

Wednesday, September 24, 2025 
Town Hall Council Chambers / Zoom 

5:00 P.M. 
 

Attendees:  

Brian Connolly, Town Council Member  
Keith Vibert, Town Council Member  

Kathy Blonski, Town Manager  
Kat Krajewski, Assistant Town Manager  
Russ Arnold, Director of Public Works/Town Engineer  

Devon Aldave, Clerk of the Committee  
 

A. Call to Order.  
The meeting was called to order at 5:00 P.M.  
 

B. Public Comment.  
Mr. Albert Petrauskas, speaking on behalf of himself and his wife Ms. Jane 

Petrauskas, property at 355 Meadow Road in town. Mr. Petrauskas expressed 
concern regarding the resident’s responsibility to clear the sidewalk. He argued that 

the sidewalk should be maintained by the town. Mr. Petrauskas also stated that he 
was alarmed that the installation of the sidewalk on Meadow Road would disrupt the 
ecosystem and cause flooding on his property. Mr. Petrauskas and Town Engineer 

Russ Arnold discussed this flooding.  
 

C. Correspondence.  
Ms. Alison Krell sent the attached correspondence.    
 

D. Minutes.  
1) To approve the minutes from the July 8, 2025, meeting.  

Upon a motion made and seconded (Vibert/Connolly) it was unanimously 
voted to approve the minutes from the July 8th, 2025, meeting.  

 

2) To approve the minutes from the August 5, 2025, meeting.  
It was unanimously voted to approve the minutes from the August 5th, 

2025, meeting.  
 
E. New Business.  

1) Sidewalk Inspection Update.  
Town Manager Kathy Blonski informed the committee that Ad Hoc Sidewalk 

Committee Intern Thomas Boyd Clark has completed his sidewalk 
inspections. She informed the committee that most sidewalks in town were 
rated B or C on a scale from A to F. That said, there were some sidewalks 

given F ratings. Ms. Blonski stated that for the next step someone in Public 
Works would inspect the C, D, and F rated sidewalks to get a professional 

second opinion to confirm the ratings. Mountain Spring Road was also missed 



by Mr. Clark’s inspections, although later inspections were conducted by town 
staff revealing that its condition was subpar.  

 
2) Next Steps. 

Ms. Blonski gave a presentation on the current town sidewalk ordinance to 
determine what policies should be changed. The committee discussed 
different possibilities regarding transferring the responsibility for snow 

removal to the Town of Farmington in some circumstances. The committee 
also discussed the responsibility for the maintenance and repairs of 

sidewalks. The town doesn’t currently strictly enforce this responsibility, 
although the degree to which it should be enforced in the future and what 
ways was discussed. The committee also considered the conditions under 

which a new sidewalk should be installed. It was also agreed that residents 
should be notified about planning for new sidewalks beforehand. Ms. Blonski 

will compile a list of policy decisions that the Ad Hoc Sidewalk Committee will 
need to address.   

 

F. Adjournment.  
Upon a motion made and seconded (Connolly/Vibert) it was unanimously voted to 

adjourn at 5:52 P.M. 
 

Respectfully Submitted,  
 
Thomas Boyd Clark  

Ad Hoc Sidewalk Committee Intern 



You have received this feedback from Alison Krell < alisonpkrell@yahoo.com > for the
following page: 

https://www.farmington-ct.org/government-committees/ad-hoc-sidewalk-committee

I’m writing on behalf of my family to respectfully share our concerns about the
proposed sidewalk installation along the front of my father’s property on Meadow Road
in Farmington. We understand the town’s goals in putting in the sidewalk, but the most
practical solution would be to place it on the other side of the road—on the residential
side, where the majority of pedestrians live and where it would naturally be used. The
property in question has been continuously used for farming since 1922, when my
great-grandfather emigrated from Ukraine and began building a life for his family on
this land. Over the course of a century, it has been passed down through three
generations. Today, my father, Paul Krell, and my uncle, Mark Krell, continue that
legacy by actively farming the land, as their father and grandfather did before them.
While only a portion of the farm—specifically my uncle’s—is formally registered as
such, my father’s land is, in practice, used exclusively for agricultural purposes.
Though the scale of operations has changed since the passing of my grandfather, the
land continues to be cultivated for fruit, including blueberries, raspberries, and
blackberries. It remains an active and purposeful agricultural property. Its preservation
deserves consideration not only for what it is today, but for what it represents: a rare
and enduring connection to the area’s rural heritage. Ours is not the only farm that
would be affected. There are two other active family farms located on the same side of
Meadow Road, which would also face disruption from sidewalk installation. This is not
a single-property issue. It’s a broader matter of protecting a small but significant
agricultural corridor within town limits. Installing a sidewalk along this frontage would
have several unintended and burdensome consequences: 1. Disruption of Agricultural
Use: The roadside terrain is not perfectly level like the other side of the road and would
likely require grading. This alteration could interfere with the land’s natural drainage
patterns and irrigation that are essential. Paved sidewalks could redirect natural runoff,
undermining the farm’s carefully balanced drainage and potentially damaging soil
quality or plant health. 2. Unfair Maintenance Burden: At 71 years old, my father does
not live in Farmington. Under current town regulations, he would still be responsible for
maintaining the sidewalk year-round, including snow removal within 24 hours of a
storm. This is not only impractical but inequitable, especially when the residents who
would benefit from the sidewalk live across the street. 3. Pedestrian Behavior and
Property Intrusion: A sidewalk in front of open farmland would likely encourage
pedestrian short-cutting, creating a “desire path” across cultivated land. This leads to
damage and erosion over time. It is a common issue when fencing or property
boundaries are visually open or ambiguous, as they often are on farms. Increased foot
traffic also brings a likelihood of littering, which harms both the land and the integrity of
our working agricultural space. 4. Potential Chemical Exposure: Active farmland may
involve the use of agricultural chemicals or treatments, which is standard in many
farming practices. This creates additional safety considerations when placing a
sidewalk close to fields where spraying could occur. Such proximity may not be
appropriate for pedestrian traffic, particularly for children, pets, or individuals with
respiratory sensitivities. 5. Increased Safety Risks Due to Active Farm Operations: This
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property functions as an active farm, with equipment and vehicles—including tractors
—regularly operating along the frontage. A sidewalk directly in front of the property
would create unnecessary interaction between heavy machinery and pedestrians.
Unlike residential driveways, farm access is wide, less predictable, and not designed
for foot traffic. Encouraging pedestrians to walk directly along the edge of active
farmland increases the risk of accidents, especially during planting and harvest
seasons. 6. Questionable Safety Justification: There have been claims that safety
requires the sidewalk to be placed on our side of the road, but the section referenced
is much further down Meadow Road and not applicable to our specific location. In
numerous areas, sidewalks switch sides to accommodate logical and respectful
design. There is no reason this location should be held to a different standard,
especially when a more community-oriented and less disruptive solution is readily
available on the residential side, where pedestrian use is expected. Placing the
sidewalk on the residential side of the street would better serve the neighborhood’s
needs without burdening a long-standing agricultural property. Preserving the
uninterrupted character of this land ensures that it remains adaptable, whether it
continues to be used for agriculture or is thoughtfully integrated into the area’s evolving
landscape in the future. This land is more than a field. It is a living monument to
immigrant resilience, generational stewardship, and the enduring value of rural
heritage. To alter it unnecessarily, when more suitable options exist, would not only
degrade its functionality but its historical and cultural significance as well. We
respectfully urge the Town of Farmington to honor that legacy and place the sidewalk
where it belongs: alongside the homes of those who will use it, rather than across land
that, while now more modest in operation, has quietly and faithfully supported this
town’s agricultural heritage for over a hundred years. **I also have old aerial photos of
the farm from 30 years ago. And a current aerial photo to show how our farm and area
around it has already been heavily developed by the town throughout the years.*




