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TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, MAY 22, 2018 

 

MINUTES 

 ACTING CHAIRMAN JEFFREY GWOREK, 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 John Weichsel 

Municipal Center at 196-200 North Main Street, Southington, CT with 

the following members in attendance: 

 

 Matthew O’Keefe, Joseph Pugliese & Joseph LaPorte 

 Alternate:  Ron Bohigian  

 Others: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner    

    

 Absent: Robert Salka, Chairman      

   Ryan Rogers, Alternate 

 

 Acting Chair Gworek seated Mr. Bohigian for Chairman Salka. A 

quorum was determined. 

 The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by 

everyone in attendance. 

 

 Acting Chairman Jeffrey 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. 

 Mr. Gworek further explained this is a super majority vote board 

and you need four affirmative votes for your appeal to be approved. 

 Mr. Gworek also explained all public hearings heard this evening 

would have a vote this evening.  You will need a four to one, super 

majority vote to approve your appeal.  So, you are welcome to stay for 

the regular meeting to hear the decision on your appeal. 

 

The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by everyone 

in attendance. 
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JEFFREY GWOREK, Acting Chair, presiding: 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 Mr. O’Keefe made a motion to approve as presented which Mr. 

LaPorte seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6319A, application of Kevin Guy for a special 

exception to allow a family flock of chickens under Sections 3-01.31 & 

15-05 of the Zoning Regulations, 485 Berlin Street, property of Kevin 

Guy in an R-20/25 zone. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Please state your name and address for the record. 

 MR. GUY:  Kevin Guy, 485 Berlin Street, Southington, CT. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  All right. What can we do? 

 MR. GUY:  Just I want to build a chicken coop for six chickens.  

I believe that is my property right next to where the pool is on the 

right-hand side.  You see my property.  You see where the pool is on 

the – where the tree is.  Right there (indicating).  Just to the right 

of the pool. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Where will the chicken coop be in relation to the 

pool? 

 MR. GUY:  So, if you are looking at the screen right now, if you 

look, I believe I measured off 15 to 17 feet to the right.  Oh, thank 

you.   So, it would be right about there (indicating).  Right behind 

the tree and right next to the pool. 

 It’s roughly 75 feet to the edge of our property.   And, 125 feet 

to the front of the property.   I believe it’s over 100-something feet 

to the back of our property. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Is it going to be fenced in? 

 MR. GUY:  Yes.  It is going to be an all enclosed chicken coop. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  So, the dimensions are 8 by 12.  So that’ll be it.  

They’ll just be in the 8 by 12 enclosure? 

 MR. GUY:  Yes, that’s it. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Okay. 

 MR. GUY:  There’ll be plenty of room for six chickens.  I want 

them to be happy. 
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 MR. LAPORTE:  So, you are going to have six chickens? 

 MR. GUY:  Yes. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  No roosters. 

 MR. GUY:  No roosters.  I believe in the rules it says you are 

not allowed to have a rooster.   I read it.  Yes. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Do you have a design of the coop or anything? 

 MR. GUY:  Um.   I tried to sketch one out while I was sitting in 

my car waiting for the meeting.  So, if you want to take a look at it, 

you are more than welcome.  It is just a little pencil drawing, a 

little sketch. 

 Basically, it is just going to be a rectangle, 8 by 12, roughly, 

you know, 6 or 7 feet high.  Just enough so I can walk in comfortably 

and rake everything out. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  You are not planning to have an outside run for 

the chickens? 

 MR. GUY:  So, the hen house itself, will be 8 feet wide by 4 

feet.  And, then it will be about 3 feet off the ground.  And, then 

underneath that one and the total length of the run will be 12 feet.  

So, it is the whole outside. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  The run will be 8 by 12, but the coop will --- 

 MR. GUY:  The coop, the actual house itself will be 4 by 8. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Smaller inside then. 

 MR. GUY:  Oh, yeah.  A lot less --- 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  That’s what I was trying to get at. 

 MR. GUY:  Okay, yah.  Sorry. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  That’s all right. 

 MR. GUY:  Cheaper to do it that way. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  So, you said approximately 8 by 4 for the coop 

itself? 

 MR. GUY:  Yes.  For the hen house. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  And then you will have like an additional – 8 b7 8 

for the run. 

 MR. GUY:  Yes.  For a total of 8 by 12. 

 If you need to, I can draw up a little sketch for you, if you 

have trouble understanding it. 
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 MR. O’KEEFE:  I mean, I don’t believe it would hurt.  

 MR. GUY:  Sure.   Would you like it from the top view? 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Sure. 

 (Pause, pause, pause) 

 (Handed the sketch to Mr. O’Keefe.) 

 (Discussion at the bench.) 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  We’ll just make this part of the record then. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Do we have any other questions from the board? 

 (No response) 

 All right.   Thank you. 

 Anyone speaking in favor of this application? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone one speaking in favor? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone opposed to this application? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone opposed? 

 (No response) 

 Hearing none, this application is closed. 
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 B. APPEAL #6320A, application of David J. Perzan for a 5’ rear 

yard setback variance for an accessory structure in the rear yard 

under Sections 2-01A.A.1 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 14 Glen 

Eagles Drive, property of David J. & Lindsay M. Perzan in an R-40 

zone. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Please state your name and address for the record. 

 MR. PERZAN:  David Perzan, 14 Glen Eagles Drive.  Applied for a 

variance for a rear yard setback to build a 12 by 20 shed. 

 I’m on a corner lot of Glen Eagles.  Unfortunately, the satellite 

photo there on the screen is an older shot.  But since then my 

neighbor has put up a shed and I’m looking to build a shed which would 

be back to back with his shed. 

 I’ve a long but shallow lot with two front yards.  Basically, 

both my side yard and my front yard have street frontage.  So, I’d 

like to put my shed at the end of my driveway.    

 And, I applied for the setback variance to push it away from my 

driveway just so I would have a 5-foot buffer between the front of the 

shed and the driveway to allow for snow removal and so cars wouldn’t 

hit the shed.    

 I’ve brought in a couple of current pictures of the yard so you 

can see it because the satellite photos are old.    

 And, I also, with my application, I don’t know if you guys have 

the pictures of the shed that I am going to build --- 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Yah, you can hand those to Ron. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  This is a premade shed, though, isn’t it? 

 MR. PERZAN:  I’m sorry? 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  You said you are going to build it or is it 

premade? 

 MR. PERZAN:  I’m going to build the shed but it is going to be 

exactly --- 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Like that? 

 MR. PERZAN:   --- to the picture. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Okay. 

 MR. PERZAN:  The only difference will be on the gable end of that 

photo there is a single door with a window.  Mine is going to have a 

double door with no window. 



Zoning Board of Appeals – May 22, 2018 
 

6 
 

 And, on the pictures that I handed in, there’s some cones.  That 

represents the approximate location of the proposed shed. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Thank you. 

 MR. PERZAN:  And, the other photo is just a photo of the rest of 

the yard. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  What are you using for a hardship? 

 MR. PERZAN:  My hardship is that I have two front yards.  And, 

it’s a very shallow rear yard.    

 ACTING CHAIR:   So are these both your --- I see the letters that 

you’ve attached, the neighbor to the south has a shed not shown on 

that aerial, this is letter saying –-- 

 MR. PERZAN:  Yes.  That’s Jim Gustafson (sp).   And, the Walker 

neighbor is to the east there, the one highlighted in yellow. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Both of them stated they have no objection. 

 MR. PERZAN:  Correct. 

 MR. PERZAN:  As well as the rest of the neighbors.  I spoke with 

the rest of the neighbors on Glen Eagles, as well.  And, they have no 

objection as well.  I didn’t think it was necessary to have them write 

letters since they are not really adjacent to my property. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  So, you are saying you don’t have the room and you 

would need a variancy to put the shed up? 

 MR. PERZAN: Well, I have other spots I can put the shed, but they 

would be in my front yard or street facing.   And, they would be, you 

know, they’d be a long way away from the driveway and stuff.   

 The reason why I would like to build a shed is put the lawn 

mower, snow blower and if I have to put the shed in the other corner 

of the property, it would be 150 feet away from the driveway and it 

would be against Flanders Road.  I’d prefer not to have it near 

Flanders Road, the other street. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  And, you indicated you were moving it beyond the 

driveway because of the snow shelf concern? 

 MR. PERZAN:  That’s correct. Yah. If I would adhere to the 

setback requirements, the shed would, uh, it would be directly at my 

driveway.  It would be, the front of the shed would be right in line 

with the end of the driveway. 

 You can see there is some white cars right there at the end of my 

driveway (indicating).   If I were to adhere to the setback 

requirement, the would be, the shed would be right at the edge of the 

driveway. 
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 MR. O’KEEFE:  Okay. 

 MR. PERZAN:  So, I would have, when the guys come to plow the 

driveway, they would have nowhere to push the snow because the shed 

would be right at the end of the driveway. 

 So, if I were to push it back the 5 feet, it would give them a 

little room to put the snow. 

 As well as when cars come up the driveway, the shed wouldn’t be 

right at the end of the driveway. 

 And, it would just be one corner of the shed at 5 feet.  The way 

the property line is on an angle there, you can see (indicating).  The 

west corner of the shed would be at 7 feet from the property line. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Now, are you planning any buffer between you and 

your neighbor to the south there?  A fence or arborvitaes or anything 

like that? 

 MR. PERZAN:  I would like to build a fence, yah.  A vinyl fence 

to match my neighbor to the east who has a white vinyl fence.  I plan 

on putting up a matching white vinyl fence.  

 There are arborvitaes on the Flanders Road side.  The west side 

of the property that I planted and they come up the south side about 

40 feet.  So, from that point, from like right there (indicating), to 

my neighbor to the east is going to be a white vinyl fence. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Okay. 

 MR. PERZAN:  So, there is like 120 feet of white vinyl fence that 

is going to go up as a buffer. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  And, that’ll be all along the rear of your house? 

 MR. PERZAN:  Correct.  My neighbor, Jim, is aware of that and in 

favor of that, as well. 

 (Pause, pause) 

 ACTING CHAIR:  I don’t know how the board feels about adding that 

stipulation in or --- if that is a concern to the board? 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  I am not overly concerned with it just because of 

the design of the shed and the fence and the neighbor has a shed in 

the corner.  I think whether you do a fence or not, its six in one and 

half a dozen in the other. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Any other questions from the board? 

 Joe? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  No. 
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 ACTING CHAIR:  All right.   Thank you. 

 MR. PERZAN:  So, you said I’d find out via mail? 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Well, no.  We will be voting once we hear the next 

application.  Then we’ll be voting on all of them. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  I would think you would know by eight o’clock 

tonight. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Just hang around. 

 MR. PERZAN:  Oh.   And, you said we submit the --- 

 ACTING CHAIR:  If we approve it, the town will send you the 

paperwork in the mail and then --- 

 MR. PERZAN:  And, we submit it to where? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  You record it with the Town Clerk. 

 MR. PERZAN:  Oh, okay.  

 Very good, thank you. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Anyone speaking in favor of this application? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone speaking in favor? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone opposed? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone opposed? 

 (No response) 

 Hearing none, this application is closed. 
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CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 

 A. APPEAL #6318A, application of Martin Frausto for a 9’ side 

yard setback variance on each side of an existing home for a fence 

with concrete piers under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning 

Regulations, 37 Summit St., property of Martin Frausto in an R-12 

zone. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:   Good afternoon.   My name is Alfredo.  And, I am 

here to speak on behalf of my father, Martin Frausto.  The property 

that we are looking to get an appeal for is 37 Summit Street. 

 You guys asked us to bring a more detailed print.  And, I went 

ahead and drew it up a little bit better with measurements.  I have 

them here if you would like to see them? 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Yes, please. 

 (Approached the bench.) 

 I don’t know.  Do you want to just hand them down and ask 

questions? 

 Sure. 

 (Pause) 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Do you guys want me to stay here in case you guys 

have any questions? 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Yah. 

 (Pause) 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  How thick is this wall going to be? It looks like 

it has depth to it? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  It is a foot and four inches.   Same thing over 

here (indicating).   

 MR. O’KEEFE:  That’s just a pier and a regular gate. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  And, a little pier right here (indicating). 

 But this is going to --- 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  But that pier is not inside your --- and, how close 

is the house to the property line? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Oh, the house is --- to the property line?   It is 

11.4. 
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 MR. O’KEEFE:  So, it is already nonconforming because I think you 

need 12 feet.   

 Or is that 11.4 for the structure? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  It is 11.4 from the structure to the house.  And, 

there is a foot --- 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Right.  So, it is 12.4. 

 I guess my question is:  What does the 11.4 represent?  From 

where to where? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  From the structure of the house. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  From the existing house. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Yes. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  To the property? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:   Yes. 

 And, these gates are going to be accessible to the back of the 

yard --- 

 STENOGRAPHER:  I’m sorry.  I can’t hear you. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  These gates --- 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Can you go, either talk in one of these 

microphones or go back at the podium, please. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  I was saying that these gates are going to be 

accessible to the back of the yard either remotely or by hand.  You 

will be able to open them for the back of the yard. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Dave?  Both of these would be considered a 

structure? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:   From --- Mr. Chairman, from the last view I saw.  

Let me just take a look. 

 They have footings.  Yes, they would be.   

 The pillars have a cement base.   That’s not your typical, what 

you think of a structure, but the definition has if it has a location 

on the ground, a base.  They would be. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Dave, is the house already none conforming?  

Because it looks like when I am looking at the aerial photograph, the 

rear corner, on the right side, goes down and the whole left side 

looks nonconforming. 
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 MR. LAVALLEE:  It would be based on the frontage.  It might have 

deficient frontage or there was a zone change there.   Let me take a 

look and see. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  This is showing 80-foot frontage.  That’s 

accurate. 

 (Undertone comments) 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Did you guys want to see the original print of the 

house? 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  Does it show a front view? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Yes. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Yah.  That’s the picture I saw.  So that other 

rendering there, is that what it looks like now? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  I’m sorry? 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  That other rendering there, is that what it looks 

like now? 

 MR. PUGLIESE: The front of the house. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: With all the stone and everything? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  No, no.  The stone is going to be added to it 

afterwards, alongside with the gate. 

 I mean, these two pillars are also, I wanted to get approval for 

those two, as well. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Well, that’s not here.  That’s from the building 

department.  It’s got nothing to do with zoning. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Okay, so we have to go through the building 

department?  Okay. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  The rendering he has, he wanted to get for the 

front of the house and stuff that is not us. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  No just show the composition of the gate and the 

façade and all and how it integrates. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  None of that is done.    

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Right. 

 Anytime you stucco a face or put stone on it, it’s the building 

department.  Visually, we don’t have any on the aesthetics.   

 So, Mr. Chairman, that was a different zone.  I don’t have the 

zoning table in front of me if that was changed.  But if it had 



Zoning Board of Appeals – May 22, 2018 
 

12 
 

deficient frontage, then it would be a 10-foot side yard as opposed 

15. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  And, the R-12 is saying it is 15. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  At some point in time they could’ve changed the 

zoning.  You know, it’s not an old house by any means.  So, I am sure 

at the time it passed zoning it had gone through a lot of sets of 

hands to pass.  Zoning permit and a building permit and the 

subdivision. 

 MR. FRAUSTO: Our neighbor, he just put up a fence on the right 

side and he came up pretty close to the --- 

 MR. O’KFEE:  Well, fences are different than a structure.  You 

are adding to the structure. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  Gentlemen:  We are adding these into the record, 

you are aware of that, right? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Yes.   

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Also, 37, if you look at the minimum frontage at 

the setback, it’s a pinched lot, so at the setback it looks like it 

would be less than 80 feet.  So, that’s where the 10-foot side yard 

would kick in. 

 So, they did get relief from that. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  The issue I have is, I mean, I think the picture 

looks beautiful. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Thank you. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:   But it is – a hardship is something that’s unique 

and it just seems to me to be too much for this neighborhood.  You are 

right to your boundary. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  I am more comfortable with the left side.  I was 

under the assumption that both sides would be similar in design.  But 

with the new rendering, the fence and the two pillars, I don’t see a 

problem with it personally, my personal taste, but --- 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  The right side is a little --- 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Yah, the right side is – it concerns me.  Just the 

size of it, the structure extending to the property line. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  What is concerning?  The weight or – 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Just as Chairman(sic) O’Keefe stated, it seems a 

little too much for this piece of property in general. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  You’re probably 2 feet from your neighbor’s 

driveway. 
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 MR. LAPORTE:  The whole neighborhood is kind of close up there.   

 MR. O’KEEFE:   This makes it closer.   

 UNIDENTIFIABLE:  Not in harmony. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Any other questions? 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  Do you have city water and sewers? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  I’m sorry? 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  Do you have city water and sewers? 

 MR. FRAUSTO: Yes. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  Are there any utilities or anything going through 

the backyard? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Utilities? 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  Anything going through the backyard? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  No. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  How about water and sewer? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  I think it is from the side. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  This map shows it --- the water is coming in from 

the front. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  I’m just concerned about access to that entire 

back yard.  It’s restricted as it is.  You have so little room between 

the house and the side yard.  And, now you are making it more 

restrictive and I feel uncomfortable with that.  I don’t know.  

   MR. FRAUSTO:  That’s why we want to build that side, so we can 

have access to the back of the house.  We’re going to put down pavers 

alongside the whole house so we can have more access to the back of 

the house.  

 And, the distance from the side of the last pillar on the right 

to the driveway of our neighbor is about 4 to 5 feet, in total. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  I think what Commissioner Pugliese is trying to 

say is not the physical walking, it’s getting in the back.  So, if 

your sewer comes from the side to the back, it’s going to go 

underneath that footing.  How’re you ever going to dig that up or 

whatever if this goes to the back underneath --- 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  We don’t get any deliveries to the back. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  No, no.  We are talking about your sewer system.  

It goes underground.  So, you would be building on top of that.  If 
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you ever had to go in there and repair that, how’re you going to do 

that? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  That would be their problem. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Is that what you are trying to say, Joe? 

 Now, I understand that.  Why would you build something on top of 

it? 

 ACTING CHAIR:  They have gas on the street, as well.  I don’t 

know if they have gas hooked up. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  It just seems very, very tight. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  It makes me feel uncomfortable. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  It is all house line to line.  It is very pretty.  

It has nothing to do with the aesthetics.  It’s just it is a lot of 

area. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  I mean, it is the kind of house that would go great 

in an R-80 zone.  With 30 feet on each side.  When you extend to the 

fence.    

 But not in an R-12. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: No. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Is that okay if we just, I mean, in the case of an 

emergency, God forbid, doesn’t want this --- uh, we can take the whole 

thing down and build it right back up.   

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Well, I mean, if you had a fire, that’s not the 

kind of thing you could come and take it down.   

 If the fire department comes, they’re not going to say okay, 

well, the fire, we’ll just wait and you can dismantle it and go around 

back.  

 I just think it is too overwhelming for the lot and that’s my 

concern. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  There is not really a hardship. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  No, its aesthetics. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Right.  

 It is quite a bit of a request without a hardship.  

 MR. PUGLIESE:  I really like the image, too. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Yah, it’s pretty.  Nothing against that.  It’s 

just not enough property. 
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 ACTING CHAIR:  What does the board --- do you want to give him a 

chance to work on it or do we want to vote? 

 Hearing the boards suggestions and opinions, would you like us to 

vote on this tonight or maybe work with Dave or someone to lessen the 

impact.  It just seems too much. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Well, it’s just that from what I understood, we 

were supposed to be a foot away – 

 ACTING CHAIR:  With a fence. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  --- from the property line, right? 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: For the fence. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  For the fence? 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  This is not a fence.  This is a structure. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  So, if it was a structure, how much is it? 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Twelve to 15. It’s 15 feet.  You already are 

nonconforming.  I believe the house may already be nonconforming. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Mr. Chair, under Section 11-13 if you have a lot 

that is deficient in the frontage for the zone, the setback line, 

whatever it is, 40 feet back, he’s less than the 80 feet, so he would 

refer to that section and it says a 10-foot side yard setback. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  With the 10, you would be conforming.  But once you 

go another 2 feet, you are nonconforming.  Okay. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:   He’s just conforming. 

 (Undertone comments) 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  So, you basically have built as big as you can 

build it before you do anything. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Right. 

 MR. PUGLIESE:  I would rather see him do something with a nice 

fence that integrates with all that. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  I mean, it is not for us to design it, put some 

kind of wrought iron fence --- 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Yes, I didn’t want to get into we’ll accept this 

and won’t accept that.  That’s why I’m --- 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Are you open for a new suggestion?  Maybe we do it 

the same way we did it on the left side, we do it on the right side 

without the top structure coming off of the --- 
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 ACTING CHAIR:  Does the board want to get involved in that today?  

Or do you want to see another design and drawing? 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  When I look at it on the left side, even on the 

left side, while it looks nice, that is still a big structure on the 

corner.   

 ACTING CHAIR:  It is less imposing though. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  It is less imposing, but you can do a fence and 

have a nice fence post as opposed to a brick structure.  If the idea 

is to have a fence post, have a fence post. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  What type of fence are you putting throughout the 

yard itself?  Is it a vinyl fence or the same steel, wrought iron 

type? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  No, no, no.  It’s going to be more of a normal, 

regular fence.  Like Home Depot type fence.  It’s not – 

 UNDIENTIFIABLE:  Vinyl? 

 (Pause) 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Yah, it is going to be vinyl. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Vinyl.  White vinyl fence? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  No white.  Like stone for the both sides.  The 

neighbor and myself.   Home Depot has the vinyl fence but it looks 

like stone for the both. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Looks like stone.  Okay. 

 MR. FRAUSTO: We already talked to our neighbor, Pat.  She (sic) 

says she (sic) likes the idea. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Which side is he on? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  He is on the left side.  I mean, it is going to 

have a view for him, too. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Mr. Chairman, on that left side, how high is that 

post? 

 The stone faced post as opposed to the other one that is 

attached? 

 ACTING CHAIR: Do you have a height measurement for the actual 

stone pillar itself? 

 MR. FRAUSTO: It’s a quarter of an inch – foot with a ruler. 

 (Pause, pause) 

 It’s about 7 feet tall. 
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 ACTING CHAIR:  Seven? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Yes. 

 (Pause) 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Does that change things?   

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Well, if it was less than 4 feet and not attached 

to the house then you could look at interpretation as long as the 

fence is less than 4 feet.  But the other side is considered a 

structure that is attached to the house.   

 (Inaudible comments) 

 Six and half to 7. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  About 6 feet, 6 and a half. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  What does the board feel?   Should we continue it 

and let him work on it? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  I’d let him work on it. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Work more based on our opinions and feedback. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  How much longer though can we keep the public 

hearing open? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  A couple of more meetings. 

 One more for an extension or you can grant the extension now and 

be safe --- 30-day extension.   And, then we’ll go from there. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  If they want it. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  Would you want to work on it and    come back at 

our next meeting? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Yes. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  So, you request a 30-day extension? 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Yes, please. 

 MR. PUGLIES:  Okay, so you’ve heard our comments.   Please keep 

those in mind when you are working on this. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Okay. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  So, we are all set on a 30-day extension?   Okay. 

 Do we have to vote on it? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Just voice consent. 

 (Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote.) 
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 ACTING CHAIR:   Is there anyone speaking in favor of this 

application? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone speaking in favor? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone opposed to this application? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone opposed? 

 (No response) 

 Do we need a motion to continue? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Motion to continue. 

 MR. O’KEEFE:  Second. 

 ACTING CHAIR:  I don’t believe a vote on this.   So, we’ll 

continue it to the next hearing. 

 We’ll see you then. 

 Thank you. 

 MR. FRAUSTO:  Thank you. 

 

7:37 o’clock, p.m. 
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NEW BUSINESS 

  

 A. APPEAL #6319A, application of Kevin Guy for a special 

exception to allow a family flock of chickens under Sections 3-01.31 & 

15-05 of the Zoning Regulations, 485 Berlin Street, property of Kevin 

Guy in an R-20/25 zone. 

 Mr. O’Keefe made a motion to approve Item #6319A with conditions. 

Conditions: 

 1. That the enclosure be not more than 8 by 12 feet. 

 2. That the structure, I believe, is inside the enclosure and 

is 4 by 8 feet. 

 3. Limited to a total of six chickens. 

 4. At least 100 feet from the street and at least 30 feet from 

the lot lines. 

 5. There be no roosters. 

 Mr. LaPorte seconded. 

 Mr. O’Keefe said for discussion, the regulations allow this under 

a special regulation.  This lot really doesn’t create any problems in 

terms of neighbors.  It is fairly straight forward. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 
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 B. APPEAL #6320A, application of David J. Perzan for a 5’ rear 

yard setback variance for an accessory structure in the rear yard 

under Sections 2-01A.A.1 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 14 Glen 

Eagles Drive, property of David J. & Lindsay M. Perzan in an R-40 

zone. 

 Mr. O’Keefe made a motion to approve #6320A with conditions. 

Conditions: 

 1. That the structure be located as set forth in the 

application. 

 2. That the structure be built as shown in the application. 

 Mr. LaPorte seconded. 

 Mr. O’Keefe added for discussion purposes, if you look at the 

lot, there is essentially no back yard.  You have two front yards.  

You have an issue in terms of moving it forward in regard to the 

driveway and a snow shelf.  It’s really going be up back to back 

almost with a shed in another yard, so if you are looking at the 

neighborhood in general, it is in harmony with the neighborhood.  For 

those reasons I don’t have a problem with it. 

 Mr. Bohigian added both adjacent residents didn’t have a problem 

with it. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 
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CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6318A, application of Martin Frausto for a 9’ side 

yard setback variance on each side of an existing home for a fence 

with concrete piers under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning 

Regulations, 37 Summit St., property of Martin Frausto in an R-12 

zone. 

 Continued with an extension. 

 

 

 

MISCELLANEOUS / OLD BUSINESS / NEW BUSINESS 

 Nothing this evening. 

 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:41 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

 

   Jeffrey Gworek, Acting Chair 


