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TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, MARCH 22, 2016 

 

 

 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 Public Assembly Room at the Municipal center at 

196-200 North Main Street, Southington, CT with the following members 

in attendance: 

 Jeffrey Gworek, Joseph LaPorte, Matthew O’Keefe & Joseph Pugliese 

 Alternates:   Ronald Bohigian 

 Others:  David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner 

 Absent: Ryan Rogers & Paul Bedard, Alternates 

 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 appeal and advised should their appeal be approved 

they file 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. 

 

ROBERT SALKA, Chair, presiding: 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 Mr. O’Keefe made a motion to approve the Minutes.   Mr. LaPorte 

seconded.   Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

6. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6174A, Application of Bryant Carlino for a variance 

to allow a 6’ high fence where 4’ is allowed: and an 11’ variance for 

placement of a structure within a secondary front yard under Sections 

2-19A, 7A-00, 11-02.2 and 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 14 Lacey 

Road, property of Kaitlyn M. Burns & Bryant Carlino in an R-12 zone. 

 THE CHAIR:  Will the applicant or his representative please step 

up to the podium and state your name and address for the record and 

explain to the board what you’d like us to do for you. 

 BRYANT CARLINO:  My name is Bryant Carlino, 14 Lacey Road, 

Southington, Connecticut. 
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 I’m applying for a variance to have my fence at the property line 

a foot off the property line and have a 6’ fence instead of a 4’ fence 

in height on the Surrey facing side of our property. 

 We are a corner lot. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Can you just show us --- maybe Dave can you 

use the pointer just to show us where you are talking and where the 

pool is going, et cetera. 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes.  The pool is going to be behind the house.  

The general area (indicating) right there. I have to be 10’ off the 

property line so I haven’t determined the exact location to the 

properly line, yet.  I’m trying to figure that out according to where 

our fence is going to be. 

 Where we’d like to have the fence come is the Surrey facing side 

of the street, facing Surrey off the corner of the house there.  Out 

towards the sidewalk.  Going under the tree.  We’re going to trim the 

tree to accommodate the fence. 

 And, head up Surrey towards the back of my yard.  And, then it’s 

going to come across the backside of my property right down the back 

side to my driveway and across back to the house with a single or a 

double gate for entry back there. I haven’t determined that part of 

it, yet, either. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Anything else? 

 MR. CARLINO:  That is pretty much it. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Do we have questions for the applicant? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You have a shed there now in the back where the 

fence is going? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes. The shed is going to be removed. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  And, you’re building another shed on the property? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yah. The shed is being removed.  I actually have, 

for someone to come and take the shed. We’re hoping for next weekend. 

I didn’t realize with Easter coming that would mess up the plans on 

removing the shed.  So until that shed is gone we are not going to 

complete the project. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Okay, so that’s going to be removed, the one you 

have there now? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You’ll have one shed on the property? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes. 
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 THE CHAIR:  Where are you going to put the shed, the new one?  

Where it is right now? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Where it is now. 

 THE CHAIR:  Where it is being constructed. 

 MR. CARLINO:  Where it is being constructed, yes. 

 MR. LAPORTE: No, it’s not there.  Mr. Chairman? 

 THE CHAIR:  Right. It’s at the end of the driveway.  I rode by a 

couple of times.  The old shed is underneath the tree.  Yah. 

 Okay. 

 MR. O’KEEFE: On Surrey, couldn’t you just arborvitaes?  Would 

that give you the same privacy? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Well, we could.  We have a situation with a 

gentleman who lives on Surrey where we are trying to block the view 

and consider putting a pool in. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Well, you could do a 4’ fence which would keep him 

out and then put arborvitaes behind the fence which would block the 

view. 

 MR. CARLINO:  I prefer to have a fence. 

 THE CHAIR:  Where is this individual located as far as the three 

houses?  

 MR. CARLINO:  Across the street.  Three houses on Surrey. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, he’s way --- there is no way that he has 

observation into the pool. 

 MR. CARLINO:  There is direct view now because the bushes that 

are on the side are being removed that are blocking the view on my 

neighbor’s property. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  The elevation is higher where he is.  If I am not 

mistaken, the elevation goes up. 

 THE CHAIR:  No. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Which house is it on this picture? 

 (Approached the bench.) 

 THE CHAIR:  Is it Number 21? 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Right where the square is, the white square? 

 MR. CARLINO:  I did a print out from the registry.  I have his 

address. 
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 THE CHAIR:  On the drawing we have, the houses are number 13 and 

21. 

 MR. CARLINO:  It’s Number 21. 

 THE CHAIR: It’s 21? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Let’s just confirm that.   

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes.  Right here. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So he has a direct view. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  One of the concerns I have with the variance 

tonight, and I totally sympathize with the idea of somebody living 

like that, is that we have to give a variance based on something that 

is unique to the land and not to the owner.  And, that wouldn’t be 

something that would be considered unique to the land. 

 MR. CARLINO:  I do not understand that. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Okay. There has to be something about your land 

that makes it unique.  Someone living across the street who is not a 

desirable person doesn’t make your land unique. 

 MR. CARLINO:  Well, the unique part for me is that we’re a corner 

lot and that I cannot --- that I have two front yards it is 

considered.  Have a fence in the front, but I’m trying to have the 

side of my house where I have an open piece of property, I would like 

to fence it in so the kids can practice their sports and stuff over 

there, as well. 

 I’m trying to may my, what is considered my side yard now part of 

my back yard, secluded from the rest of the property. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  If you had a 6’ fence along the two backs and then 

a 4’ fence along Surrey and arborvitaes behind that, wouldn’t you have 

the same thing? 

 MR. CARLINO:  I would.  But I prefer not to have plants and I 

would really prefer to have a fence.  We removed all the bushes that 

were there, already. 

 THE CHAIR:  And, how far are you going to put that fence on 

Surrey?  You are saying it’s only going to be 2’ from the property 

line? 

 MR. CARLINO:  From the sidewalk.  I’ll put it – 

 THE CHAIR:  Two feet from the sidewalk. 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes. 
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 THE CHAIR:  So, that’s the variance you are looking at. 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes. 

 (Pause, pause) 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  And, the 11’ variance for the placement of the 

structure, that’s for the pool? 

 THE CHAIR:  You are calling it --- it is saying on the notes that 

you are calling it a structure.  Is the structure the pool?  Or is the 

structure the fence? 

 MR. CARLINO:  The fence. 

 THE CHAIR:  It is the fence. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Do you really have to go that close to the 

sidewalk? 

 MR. CARLINO:  I don’t.  I could hold that further back.  I would 

prefer to have it that close, but --- 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  If you’d come back off of that, you wouldn’t need 

the variance on the side. 

 MR. CARLINO:  If I can come closer to give the kids more area in 

their back yard to have room to run around to play. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  I’m just trying to (inaudible) the needs. 

 MR. CARLINO:  I understand. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Joe, you said that other property was higher? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  The elevation going up the street.  I thought it 

was a little. 

 THE CHAIR:  It’s not really. It’s flat.  I drove up it this 

afternoon.  And, it’s flat. 

 So basically, the sight line is not a direct sight --- my, I 

guess what you are hearing the board saying, at least a couple of 

them, anyway, is that um, would you consider the 2’ --- you know, 6’ 

around the back and the side and then 2’ on Surrey and on Lacey and 

then like Commissioner O’Keefe said about the arborvitaes?  

 And, put it further off of the sidewalk on Surrey.  Because the 

11’variance is quite a bit when you are only talking 2’.  I understand 

you are trying to maximize the use to your yard. 

 But um, perhaps, I’ll leave it to the board, but what I’d like 

you to do is I’d like you to maybe continue the public hearing and you 

think about what you might be able to do?  
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 Because I don’t want to design it for you here.   

 MR. CARLINO:  Of course. 

 THE CHAIR:  And, then we’re not sure exactly what we have.  I’d 

like to ---you know --- you are hearing what the board is saying.   

 I don’t particularly care for the 6’ on Surrey and on Lacey.  But 

as far as going in the back, um, I guess that would be the west and 

the south side. I don’t have a problem with the 6’. 

 MR. CARLINO:  The fence would only be facing towards Surrey. It 

wouldn’t be facing on Lacey and it would be the 6’off the corner of my 

house would be behind my property.  In the back of my house. 

 And, the 6’ part on Surrey, that’s why I’m trying to get the 

variance to pull it back off the sidewalk. 

 THE CHAIR:  Yah, but that is, you are asking for 6’ there and 

we’re saying I don’t think we want 6’ on Surrey. 

 MR. CARLINO:  Okay. 

 THE CHAIR:  Is that what --- 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Yah, that’s right. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay?  So, Dave, do you have a pointer? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Yah. 

 THE CHAIR: I guess my point is, we are suggesting 4’ off the 

house toward Surrey, that way.  That’s where you are going. 

 And, then 4’ back. 

 And, then 6’ in the back if you’re going to run a line there. 

 And, then 6’ on the other side. 

 And, then 4’ at the end of your driveway. 

 That’s what I am suggesting, anyway. 

 (Pause) 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Mr. Chairman, if I may, just to clarify? 

 THE CHAIR:  Yes. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  I think he can have 6 on this side because it’s 

behind the front yard and this is actually side yard.  So he’d be okay 

with 6 there. 

 This would be where the 4’ comes into play. 
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 THE CHAIR:  Okay, all right. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  In the rear he can have up to 7. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  It would be from the house to the north and then 

along the northerly border. 

 THE CHAIR:  Yes. 

 I just thought from a continuity standpoint, but. 

 And, the shed is going to be behind the fence? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes. 

 MR. PUGLIESE: Have you checked the placement of the shed, the new 

shed to make sure it’s the right lines for the side yard setback? 

 MR. CARLINO:  Yes.  Yup.  My friend is an architect has been to a 

lot of public hearings and stuff and we made sure we were very on 

point with that. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  Okay. 

 THE CHAIR:   So, what is the board’s feeling on the variance as 

far as the 11’variance towards the sidewalk on Surrey? 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  I think with a 6’ fence, it’s just too close.  It’s 

like a wall. 

 THE CHAIR: That’s the one we’re talking 4’ now. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Right. I mean, there are other designs --- I 

understand a fort kind of thing.  I don’t know if you have looked at 

other designs with a 4’ fence and some lattice on top?  They have a 

design where it kind of makes it look clearer but still blocks the 

view. 

 I am not trying to design it, but there might be other softeners. 

 THE CHAIR:  I think you are hearing what we are saying.  Some of 

the comments.  And, perhaps you could work with Dave. 

 Dave, would that be okay? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Yah. 

 THE CHAIR:  And, then we could continue the public hearing. Come 

back at the next meeting with --- because I don’t like to design 

things.  Leave it up to you.  We can vote on this now. 

 MR. CARLINO:  The 6’ fence has the lattice on the top of it to 

soften the view.  That’s the way we were ordering it. 
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 THE CHAIR: Yah.  I am talking 4’.  Not 6’ with lattice on the 

top.  At least that’s where I am coming from. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Yes, I would tend to agree with that. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  My personal issue is with the 6’ fence being so 

close to that road.   I would like to see it farther away. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Well, he’s pulling it back to 4’.  He’s not 

leaving it at 2.  He’s pulling it back to what, 6? 

 THE CHAIR:  There is going to be 2’ off the sidewalk. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: Yah, but we asked him if he would pull that back 

off another --- 

 THE CHAIR:  That’s what we are suggesting.  We are not telling 

him.  That’s up to him to work with Dave.  He hears what the board is 

saying. 

 Is that okay, Dave? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Absolutely. 

 THE CHAIR:  Any other comments from the board? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  No, but just what Ron said.  You wanted to add to 

it but you are over 6’ again. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  That’s my opinion.  I see the pictures and I see 

what he is up against on this side.  And, I kind of understand why he 

kind of wants to block it off.  Just my opinion. 

 I understand the board.  I understand --- that’s why I’m here as 

a commissioner with input. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 MR. GWOREK:  Mr. Chair, do you want to --- is the applicant --- 

can you work with those numbers here?  Do you want to continue the 

public hearing another --- is it two weeks to the next meeting? 

 I mean, if he wants to agree --- 

 THE CHAIR:  Would you rather work with Dave and take a couple of 

weeks?  Or we can vote it --- we can vote it now.  But I’d rather have 

you think about it.  But it is up to you. 

 MR. CARLINO:  If it was show down immediately for no 6’, I’d like 

to work with Dave and try to figure out a different --- 

 THE CHAIR:  Well, yah.  If we vote this up or down, then it’s 

going to be another six months before you can come back and I’d rather 

not do that to you. 
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 MR. CARLINO:  And, I appreciate that. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, why don’t you work with Dave and come back in a 

couple of weeks with what you are saying you could work with or live 

with. 

 MR. CARLINO:  Okay. 

 THE CHAIR:  Is that okay? 

 MR. CALRINO: Yup. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Make a motion to continue the public hearing. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Second. 

 (Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote.) 

 THE CHAIR:  Thank you.  We’ll continue the public hearing for the 

next two weeks. 

 

MISCELLANEOUS/OLD BUSINESS/NEW BUSINESS 

 The Chair asked for any other business to come before the board. 

 Mr. O’Keefe just pointed out our meetings are the 2
nd
 and 4

th
 

Tuesdays of the months.  So this would be the 2
nd
 Tuesday of April. 

  

ADJOURNMENT 

 Mr. LaPorte made a motion to adjourn.  Mr.Pugliese seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:17 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

    Robert Y. Salka, Chairman 
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