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TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, MAY 12, 2015 

 

 Chairman Robert Salka called the Public Hearing and Regular 

Meeting of the Southington Zoning Board of Appeals to order at 7:00 

o’clock, p.m. in the Town Council Chambers at 75 Main Street, 

Southington, CT with the following members in attendance: 

 Jeffrey Gworek, Joseph LaPorte & Matthew O’Keefe  

 Alternates: Ronald Bohigian & Jeremy Taylor 

 Others: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

 Absent: Joseph Pugliese,  Commissioner                     

   Patrick Saucier & Paul Bedard, Alternates 

 The Chair seated Jeremy Taylor for Joseph Pugliese for this 

evening’s meeting.  A quorum was determined. 

 The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by 

everyone in attendance. 

 Mr. Gworek explained the procedure to be followed in the 

presentation of an application and advised should their appeal be 

approved they file it with the Town Clerk’s Office as soon as they 

receive the formal approval in the mail before starting any work.  You 

have one year to begin the project. 

 5. Approval of Minutes   

 Mr. O’Keefe made a motion to approve the Minutes as submitted for 

the previous meeting.  Mr. LaPorte seconded. Motion passed unanimously 

on a voice vote. 

 

6. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6116A, application of Robert E. Morin for a 13.2’ 

rear yard setback variance under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning 

Regulations, 45 Jennifer Lynn Drive, property of Robert E. & Kathleen 

M. Morin in an R-12 zone. 

 THE CHAIR:  Will the applicant or their representative please 

state your name and address for the record, please. 
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 MR. MORIN:  It’s Robert Morin, 45 Jennifer Lynn Drive.  We have a 

patio which is sinking into the ground.  We would like to replace 

patio with a deck.  The patio is sinking into the ground, it has no 

footings and it looks like there is no flashing up against the bottom 

of the sheeting on the house. 

 The deck would look nicer and it would be impossible to get a 

cement truck back there without tearing up the lawn and ruining our 

sprinkler system for the lawn. 

 The deck will only be a couple of inches higher than the patio.  

It’s not visible from anywhere.   

 We’re right up against the bike trail.  It’s a 6’ high solid 

fence in back of the house. 

 It would only be visible from one neighbor at 46 Jennifer Lynn 

Drive and I had submitted the letter earlier in support from them to 

do the project. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Dave, do we have that letter? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Yes, Mr. Chairman.  Would you like me to read it? 

 THE CHAIR:  Would you read that into the record, please? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Sure. 

 To the Zoning Board of Appeals, Southington, Connecticut.  Dated 

May, 2015.  Letter in support regarding a deck to replace existing 

patio, same size at 45 Jennifer Lynn Drive, Milldale, Connecticut. 

 “Members of the Zoning Board:  As neighbors of Robert and 

Kathleen Morin, who reside at 45 Jennifer Lynn Drive, we have no 

objections to their plans to build an 11 x 14 deck to replace the 

deteriorating concrete patio at the back of their home. 

 Although the deck would be partially visible from the side yard, 

it would not obstruct our view or cause any inconvenience to us. 

 We support Mr. and Mrs. Morin in reference to improve their home 

and for our neighborhood. 

 Sincerely, Jerome and Danielle Schneider, 46 Jennifer Lynn 

Drive.” 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Anything else? 
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 MR. MORIN:  Um, no. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay, so your hardship is basically that your current 

patio is sinking. 

 MR. MORIN:  Right.  And, it’d be pretty tough to get  ---- to 

pour new concrete because of the tearing up of the lawn and the space 

back there. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  So, you’ll make it the same size? 

 MR. MORIN:  The same size.  Yes.  It’d be the same size as the 

patio is now. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Is it fair to say that given the shape of your lot 

and the size of your house that there is no place to put the patio 

where it would be conforming? 

 MR. MORIN:  Correct.  It’s because of the way the lot is shaped, 

as you can see, I believe you have a packet --- yah, there is not much 

room in the back and there’s a lot of room on the sides. 

 But then we’ve got a garage on one side and there’s no doors on 

the other end of the house to access the patio or the deck. 

 THE CHAIR:  I did drive by yesterday or the day before.  And, I 

notice you have a shed on your property.  Is that your shed? 

 MR. MORIN:  Yes. 

 THE CHAIR:  And, is that within compliance – the shed itself 

within the boundary?  Is that --- it is supposed to be 20 feet from 

the --- is that correct, Dave? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Mr. Chairman, it can be 10 feet if it’s in the 

rear yard. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  And, is that compliant?  The shed? 

 MR. MORIN: No. I think it is only 8 feet or 7. I’m not sure 

exactly how far it is. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 (Pause) 

 Do you have anything else to add? 

 MR. MORIN:  No. 
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 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 Do we have any other questions of the applicant? 

 MR. LAPORTE: It is nonconforming now.  He just wants (inaudible). 

 THE CHAIR:  Right.  Well, the only thing I’m concerned about is 

again the shed was put in and you know, there was no variance for 

that. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Is it possible to move the shed 2 feet so that you 

are 10 feet from the border? 

 MR. MORIN: Yes, it is. 

 MR. O’KEEFE: Okay.  We can put that in as a condition. 

 THE CHAIR:  I’d rather do that because then he’ll end up with two 

variances --- 

 MR. O’KEEFE: Yah, right. 

 THE CHAIR:  --- on the same piece of property. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:   The condition is that this approval be contingent 

upon the shed being moved to more than 10 feet from the boundary. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 Dave?  I’m sorry, go ahead. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Can you just ask him how long it has been there, 

please?  The shed. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  How long has the shed been there? 

 MR. MORIN:  Eight or nine years.  I’m not sure, exactly. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  If it has been there more than 3, it could be 

considered grandfathered even though it is within the setback. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Legal nonconforming use. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 And, the other stipulation is I think we want to make sure that 

it’s not enclosed.  The deck is not enclosed. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Right. 
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 THE CHAIR:  Is that okay?  You wouldn’t enclose the deck? 

 MR. MORIN:  Does that mean with a railing or can there be a 

railing around it or not? 

 THE CHAIR:  No, I think from a safety standpoint ---- I am 

talking a roof with screens. 

 MR. MORIN:  Oh, no. Right.  No screens or roof or anything like 

that. 

 THE CHAIR: All right.  Any other questions of the applicant? 

 Jeremy, anything? 

 MR. TAYLOR:  No. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.   Thank you. 

 MR. MORIN:  You’re welcome. 

 THE CHAIR:  Is there anyone here speaking in favor of this 

application? 

 MRS. MORIN:  Well, I am Kathleen Morin. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay, just state your name and address for the 

record, please? 

 MRS. MORIN:  Kathleen Morin.  I live at 45 Jennifer Lynn Drive.  

I am co-owner of the home. 

 And, I don’t really have any other information to share. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  But you’re speaking in favor? 

 MRS. MORIN:  Oh, yes!    

 THE CHAIR:  I kind of thought that. 

 MRS. MORIN:  It was pretty much my idea. 

 THE CHAIR:  Oh.  But he did all the talking.   Okay. 

 And, there is no one here to oppose, I guess. 

 (No response) 

 If not, this appeal is closed. 
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 NEW BUSINESS: 

 A. APPEAL #6116A, application of Robert E. Morin for a 13.2’ 

rear yard setback variance under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning 

Regulations, 45 Jennifer Lynn Drive, property of Robert E. & Kathleen 

M. Morin in an R-12 zone. 

 Mr. O’Keefe made a motion to approve Appeal #6116A with a 

condition. 

 Condition: 

 - That the deck not be enclosed with walls or a roof and that 

it by 11 by 14 as shown on the sketch. 

 Mr. LaPorte seconded. 

 Mr. O’Keefe noted for discussion purposes it is a very odd shaped 

lot on a cul de sac.  The front yard essentially makes it such that by 

putting a normal size or average size house on the buildable square, 

there is absolutely no room to put any deck of any sort. 

 I think the hardship is the shape of the lot.  I think what goes 

with it is also location in terms of fitting into the neighborhood and 

there is really nothing behind it but the rails to trails and it is 

buffered and screened from public view. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

 

MISCELLANEOUS / OLD BUSINESS / NEW BUSINESS 

 There are 3 items for the next meeting.  And, the election of the 

secretary position. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 Mr. O’Keefe made a motion to adjourn.  Mr. LaPorte seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:12 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

   Robert Y. Salka, Chairman 


