
FAQ   (Frequently asked questions) regarding the   BLIGHT ORDINANCE       10/14/16 

 

FAQ’s prepared for first draft of ordinance 

1) Why are we considering this, at this time ? 

The Board of Selectmen has requested that the RTM look into this matter, as the Town does not now have an 

effective means of dealing with this issue.  The BOS believes that we need a blight ordinance to better facilitate 

the more timely remediation of properties that negatively affect neighborhood quality of living and property 

values.   

There are several long-running, “chronic,” cases of blighted properties in the Town, with periodic complaints 

lodged with the Town administration concerning new instances of blighted properties. 

2) What happens now when there is a complaint, what difference will this ordinance make ? 

Currently, when there is a complaint about a property, the Code Compliance Officer (R. Woodside) will –

investigate the property circumstances.  The problem conditions are identified and an effort is made to work 

with the owner to improve them.  If there are apparent health or safety hazards involved a request is made for 

assistance from other Town departments.  Often the owner refuses or is unable to correct the problems.  Then 

persuasion and persistence is the enforcement effort with limited success.  There are no Town regulations 

identifying unacceptable property standards.  There is no violation or nuisance that can be cited.  There is no 

available fine process.  As a result, many property owners will ignore the problem or only slightly address it.  

The blight often drags on indefinitely without proper resolution and may only end when the property is sold.  

This ordinance will provide the town with an appropriate tool to address the problem of "troubled properties," 

providing relief to adjacent neighbors and improving the appearance of the general neighborhood. 

3) How many properties are considered “blighted premises” at this time ?  

Currently there are at least  20 to 25 properties that would be considered “blighted” under this ordinance.   15 

to 20 of these are long-standing issues, and approximately five (5)  have been identified by citizens’ 

complaints, to date, in the period 2015-2016. 

4) How many other municipalities in Fairfield County have implemented blight ordinances ? 

Sixteen of the twenty four municipalities have enacted blight ordinances.  Of the municipalities that have not 

adopted such an ordinance, all are smaller communities, with the exception of Greenwich:  Monroe, New 

Fairfield, Weston, Redding, Easton, and Sherman.   

Greenwich classifies blight problems as ‘nuisances’ and applies appropriate fines.    

All neighboring and similar communities have enacted a blight ordinance: New Canaan, Westport, Fairfield, 

Wilton, and Ridgefield. 

5) Why was the prior ordinance rejected by the RTM in 2007 ?  

The minutes of the 9/24/07 RTM meeting show that there were concerns about the implementation plans:  who 

would be responsible, who would be appointed, and the costs.  Additional concerns were for seniors struggling 

to stay in town, as well as dealing with fire or water damage. 

6) Will the implementation of this Ordinance require additional staffing at Town Hall ? 

“No”.   Confirmed by Jeremy Ginsberg, Jayme Stevenson, during a review of the draft ordinance. 

  



FAQ’s related to recovery of penalty payments and lien settlements 

 

7) Will the Town assist  property owners in need in resolving potential blight conditions ? 

 

Yes. Financial assistance for households in need that meet certain criteria as established by the Board of 

Selectmen, or their designate(s) will be available and is proposed to be coordinated through the Darien Human 

Services Department and/or the Darien Building Official. Each situation will be addressed on its own merits and 

on a case by case basis. The Town Administrator and/or Board of Selectmen will determine the maximum 

dollar amount per situation and the approval process and procedures required should the resolution of a 

situation exceed the maximum dollar amount. 

 

 8) How will the financial assistance be funded ? 

 

It is proposed that the Human Services Department request funding of a new account in their annual General 

Fund budget, specifically for financial aid to homeowners in need of assistance in resolving potential blight 

conditions.  An appropriation in the General Fund would be available as soon as the budget is effective.  The 

funding of this account would not be dependent upon the amount or timing of penalty payments and lien 

settlements.  If the total need for assistance exceeds the annual budgetary appropriation, the department can 

request a transfer of additional funds. 

 

9) How will funds received from penalty payments and property liens be used by the Town ? 

 

Funds received from penalty payments and lien settlements will be deposited in the Town’s General Fund to 

support expenditures associated with the investigations, administration of the review and citation process and 

the proposed financial assistance in accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles.  All of these 

expenditures will be paid by the General Fund. 

 

 

FAQ’s raised during meetings with RTM Committees, participating Commissions, and the public’s 

comments offered at the Special Meeting of the Town Government Structure and Administration 

(TGS&A) Committee on 9/28/16 

 

10) Since this ordinance may affect only 20 to 25 homes, why bother, since the number is so low ? 

 

Each troubled property influences adjoining properties as well as other nearby properties.  The actual number 

of households that are influenced by the troubled properties extends beyond the actual blighted property. 

 

11) Can the Town simply address the problem with a homeowner rather than issuing a Warning ? 

 

Yes.  In many cases, this happens now, but in others, blight persists. 

 

12) The words used to describe blight are too vague – don’t we need to define “decrepit,” “persistent,” 

and “excessive” (just to name a few) ? 

 

In response to this question, the Town’s Legal Counsel suggested the following phrase which is included in the 

final draft:  “Where terms are not specifically defined in this ordinance, they shall have their ordinarily accepted 

meaning or such meaning as the context may imply.”   This phrase is found in similar legislation of other 

municipalities and using the “ordinarily accepted meaning” standard appropriately guides the activities of the 

Blight Prevention Officer and the Blight Review Board. 

 



13) Will I be prohibited from growing a vegetable garden in my front yard, or experimenting with 

various grasses so that the lawn can go back to its natural state and become a meadow ? 

 

No, there is no prohibition against this in the ordinance.  The Blight Review Board is free to dismiss “unruly 

lawn/garden” complaint as a minor dispute not warranting further attention, or a fine. 

 

14) Is this the beginning of “lawn police” in this community ? 

 

No; the issue of keeping a neat appearance of a garden and lawn does not rise to the level of “blight.” 

 

15) Should the ordinance have the involvement of the RTM on the Blight Review Board ? 

 

This suggestion was taken.  The RTM is one of the Town bodies whose members may serve on the Board. 

 

16) Shouldn’t there be more than one Blight Prevention Officer, for consultations and back-up ? 

 

This suggestion was also taken, and the current draft provides that more than one official may be designated.  

The change of procedures associated with this ordinance does not require the addition of staff.  

 

17) Are the elderly who are not clients of the Department of Human Services protected as well ? 

 

Yes; the ordinance provides for the elderly to receive  “…adequate time to correct the blight issue, and, in 

coordination with the Darien Department of Human Services, … information on possible resources for 

assistance….” 

 

18) Are people automatically fined $100 per day ?   It seems that the elderly should be protected. 

 

No, the state statute specifies “up to” $100 a day.  The Blight Review Board may select an appropriate amount.  

 

19) Why are there two measures of blight required for blight to be required, should there be more ? 

 

Each municipality has been charged with preparing their own list of criteria to define blight.  Every ordinance 

we have reviewed has required only one criterion to proceed with a Warning.  Requiring two criteria is indeed 

unusual, and it is being proposed as a mechanism to “protect the little guy” – and restrict the possibility of 

government over-reach or abuse. 

 

20) I was on vacation and did not cut my grass – will I face a fine as a result ? 

 

No, of course not.  Even if a second criteria for blight were met, the Officer or the Board would dismiss this. 

 

21) If the State’s concern for Willful Violators is invoked, don’t we lose local control ? 

 

No, the Darien-based Blight Review Board must initiate, or invoke, the state involvement in the incident.  The 

local board will set the amount for the fine, which the state authorizes to be “up to” $250 per day. 

 

22) Isn’t this ordinance designed to harass the little guy down on his luck ? 

 

No, it is designed to deal with the scofflaws and, as the State calls them, the Willful Violators, who have 

allowed their properties to deteriorate for years and years. 

 

 



23) What will keep the little guy from getting caught up in all this ? 

The ordinance is designed to focus on scofflaws and willful violators who have “thumbed their nose” at the 

Town over a number of years.  Should the “little guy” get caught up and charged unfairly, the Blight Review 

Board of volunteers (elected and appointed) is available to hear the issues and intervene.  The Blight Review 

Board has many opportunities to show compassion, reset schedules, and assign fines as appropriate on a 

case-by-case basis.  The little guy is not the target here. 

 

24) The Blight Review Board has been described as a “Blue Ribbon Panel.” 

Just what is a “Blue Ribbon Panel” ? 

 

Wikipedia defines a “Blue Ribbon Panel” as:   “…a group of exceptional people appointed to investigate or 

study or analyze a given question.  Blue-ribbon panels generally have a degree of independence from political 

influence or other authority, and such panels usually have no direct authority of their own.  Their value comes 

from their ability to use their expertise to issue findings or recommendations which can then be used by those 

with decision-making power to act.” 

 

In the case of the Blight Review Board, the members are all previously elected or appointed public servants, 

drawn from the following organizations:   Planning and Zoning Commission, Human Services Commission, 

Commission on Aging, the Board of Selectmen, and the Representative Town Meeting.   The First Selectman, 

the Planning and Zoning Director and the Director of the Department of Human Services are ex-officio 

members of the Board. 
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