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TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 22, 2019 

 

MINUTES 

 CHAIRMAN JOSEPH LAPORTE, 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: 

 

 Theodore Cabata, Alicia Novi & Robert Salka 

 Erica Byrne, Alternate 

 

 Others: David Lavallee, Ass’t Town Planner    

    

 Absent: Richard Hart, Commissioner 

   Ronald Bohigian, Jeffrey D. Gworek & Ryan Rogers, 

Alternates 

 

 The Chair seated Alternate Erica Byrne for Richard Hart.  A 

quorum was determined. 

 The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by 

everyone in attendance.  

 

 Vice Chair Novi explained the procedure of the meeting.  Should 

your appeal be approved after presentation, file it with the Town 

Clerk’s Office as soon as you receive formal approval by mail. 

 Paperwork needs to be filed before you start any work. 

 You have one year to begin your project. 

 The Zoning Board of Appeals is a supermajority vote board.  You 

will need four affirmative votes for your appeal to be approved. 
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 All public hearings held this evening will be voted on tonight.  

As stated earlier, you will need a supermajority of four to one to 

approve your appeal. 

 Everyone is invited to stay for the regular meeting to hear the 

decision on the presented appeals  

 

JOSEPH LAPORTE, Chair, presiding: 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

  Mr. Salka made a motion to approve the Minutes of the previous 

meeting.  Mr. Cabata seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a voice 

vote.  

 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS: 

 

 A. APPEAL #6360A, Application of Ricky T. Charette, Sr., for a 

13/1’ side yard setback variance for a garage addition under Sections 

7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 89 Dogwood Drive, property of 

Ricky Charette in an R-2025 zone. 

 THE CHAIR:   Come up please, and state your name and address for 

the record. 

 MR. CHARETTE: Ricky T. Charette, Sr., 89 Dogwood Drive, 

Southington, Connecticut. 

 The reason why I am asking for the zoning variance is because I 

have limited building space the way my lot is.   It was built in 1953, 

the house was.  The house, the formation of the lot as it is, is out 

of the building lines. 

 Another reason is my hardship is I work for the Department of 

Transportation.  I work long winter hours and I would like to put a 

two-car garage so I could put my pick-up truck in there.  When I get 

the call in the middle of the night to go, I won’t have to do anything 

to my vehicle.   I could just pull out and leave.  Quicker response 

time for me to get out there and make the roads safe for the public.   

 Basically, that is the reasoning I am asking for that because I 

am close to the property line, but if you see, the white house across 

the street, they’re actually only 8’ off the line. 

 The following house up to the left, higher up, he’s only 10’ from 

the line. 
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 And, then another residence down the street is actually --- not 

my side of the road --- but he’s almost right on the line. 

 MR. SALKA:  Which house is it you are saying is right on the 

line? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  He’s down the street.   I don’t know if you will 

be able to see it. 

 THE CHAIR:  Close to the line or on the line? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Close to the line. 

 (Undertone comments) 

 They’re all close to the line. 

 You know, back in the --- yes. 

 THE CHAIR:  I have one question:  You do have a carport, right? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  The carport is going to be converted into an 

addition which is on the plan.  It will be converted into the kitchen.  

We’ll make a kitchen dining room area.  We have limited space.  And, 

my family is growing. I have grandchildren now.  We’d like to utilize 

the home. 

 MS. NOVI:  Is the carport that --- I guess it’s the white painted 

square of rectangle? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  That’s my two behind trailer. 

 MS. NOVI:  Oh, okay. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  In the driveway. 

 MS. NOVI:  That’s a trailer. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  And, the reason why I am turning the garage the 

way I am which brings it to --- is to accommodate the driveway. 

 MS. NOVI:  Gotcha. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  And, it is easier for us to pull in and out.  You 

would actually have to do a K-turn to ---you know, I mean, into the 

bay.  You’d have to jog yourself in to get into the bays which, you 

know, God forbid one of us hits the gas and we end up on the 

neighbor’s lawn. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, you are saying your hardship is the pie-shaped 

lot? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Yes, I am limited in building space. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, you would be 6.11’ from the property line. 
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 MS. BYRNE:  Is there a reason for a two-car garage versus a one 

car garage? 

 MR. CHARETTE: Yes, my live-in girlfriend will be residing with 

me.  Both of us, you know, we would like to have as we get older, you 

know, you’ve seen the weather lately, it’s nice to drive out in your 

vehicle, you know.    

 Like I said, I am an emergency response person.  I work for the 

Department of Transportation and sometimes in the summer I do get 

called in, you know.  Go in for fatalities and stuff like that.  It’s 

just nice to be able to pull into your residence safely and shut the 

door behind you.  You know.   Especially for her when I am not here. 

 Just recently, I was gone for two days.  I didn’t get home until 

Monday morning from Saturday afternoon.  So, you know, I would like 

for her to be safe.  When she pulls in at night, she can close the 

door behind her. 

 MR. SALKA:  I can understand the need for a two-car garage, 

perhaps.  Number one, you’ve got an irregular shaped lot.  What you 

are trying to put in there, I think is a little excessive. 

 I can understand the two-car garage, but you are trying to also 

add a room in between which is really pushing you further out and 

that’s why you need such a large variance. 

 The house next door has built an addition and it is a one car 

garage with a little --- looks like a little room in between. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Yah, she extended her --- like a laundry room or 

kitchen. 

 MR. SALKA:  She put in a one car garage.   What you are asking 

for is a whole another room plus a two-car garage.  That’s really what 

is pushing you over the line.  It’s that addition to your house.  Not 

just the need for a two-car garage which I can understand people want. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Also, too, the vehicles are now longer.   An 

average pickup truck is almost 18’ long and wide --- you know, that’s 

another reasoning. 

 MR. SALKA:  But what you are talking about is a self-imposed 

hardship.  You know, that is something that this board doesn’t 

normally consider.  Um, it’s one thing if you had a topography 

problem, you had a septic system that was in the way, that kind of 

thing. 

 But what you are asking for is to take a small house, double the 

size of it --- because that is what you are actually doing.  Your 

doubling the size of the house. 
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 MR. CHARETTE:  We are only going the dimensions of that carport.  

We are not making it any bigger.  It’s the exact same dimensions.   

All we are doing is putting a full foundation under that carport. 

 MR. SALKA:  The carport is only a single car.  You only have one 

car in there.  But you are trying to put a room in there, as well, 

aren’t you? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Yah, we need to expand --- 

 MR. SALKA:  And, then a two-car garage.  You are not taking the 

carport and putting a two-car garage in there. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Right, we are --- 

 MR. SALKA:  So, it is a self-imposed hardship. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Unfortunately, the house is very small. 

 MR. SALKA:  I understand that.  But you bought that house knowing 

the size and the dimensions of the house.  Correct? 

 And, I understand you have a growing family.   

 But again, that is a self-imposed hardship.  It is not 

necessarily for this board a reason for a variance. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  So, you are saying that I shouldn’t have even gone 

for the variance is what you’re saying? 

 MR. SALKA:  No, I am not saying that at all.  

 I’m saying that you put together a nice plan.  You bring it to 

our board to make a decision whether we should grant you a variance. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Right. 

 MR. SALKA:  Right now, the lot size, you are supposed to have a 

20’ side yard variance and you are asking for a 6’ --- which is more 

than – 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Which other residents on --- 

 MR. SALKA:  I understand that.  But we don’t want --- do you want 

to necessarily perpetuate --- because someone has got it from this 

board’s standpoint. 

 I can understand your perspective. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  It’s not going to affect the neighborhood at all.  

I don’t understand the reasoning for, you know. 

 THE CHAIR:  It’s the regulations. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  I mean, unfortunately, the house was built before 

zoning came into place.  Originally, that house should have been 
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turned to accommodate the lot.  Because if you look on the back side 

of the house, the front side, that front corner is out of the area 

that it is supposed to be allowed to be in. 

 So, I mean, the hardship is where the house is.  I can’t pick the 

house up and move it.  You know.  I mean –-- 

 THE CHAIR:  But you could cut down on the size of the variance.  

I mean that is a decision that you could make. 

 THE CHARETTE:  I won’t be able to because the fact is a standard 

garage – two car garage doors is --- 

 MR. SALKA:   But on top of that you are adding a room.  That’s my 

point. 

 You could have a two-car garage.  Ask for a smaller variance by 

not having that room put on to your house. 

 THE CHAIR:  Or, you could have a one car garage. 

 MR. CHARETTE: It just won’t work.  I mean it just won’t work.  I 

already pulled permits for the interior of the house.  We already 

started work on moving staircases. Because that is another thing.   I 

had to take the cellar staircase out of the cellar of the house to 

enlargen my kitchen space and um, now that is going to go inside which 

that room isn’t going to be the full 14.  It’s just going to be a 

dining room table.  Not even a dining table, a dinette set for us to 

eat on. 

 THE CHAIR:  You see, we are concerned with the garage.  The 

variance is excessive.  Right? 

 MR. CABATA:  My concern, if I may, Mr. Chair?   I understand that 

he’s well into the variance.  Um, we have a lot of people in town 

building bigger garages and more than two cars.  Um, I think in 

looking at the neighborhood, looking what has been allowed to be built 

in the neighborhood, yes, it goes into closer to the line than we’d 

like, but it doesn’t not fit with what other people in that 

neighborhood have done. 

 If it was something where no one had garages, I could see the 

concern, but that whole neighborhood, obviously built in the 50’s, the 

way it was laid out, the way things have --- I’m assuming more than 

his house --- he said his neighbor had something.  I assume other 

people on that road over time in those houses have added on, too. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Yes.  The gentleman actually across the way, the 

white house, if you see right there, he’s literally 8’ off the --- and 

that was done in the early 80’s or 70’s.     So --- 

 A prime example is there is another around the corner from me, a 

gentleman has his garage on Memorial Drive which is literally 6’ off 
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the street curb side.  I don’t know if that is in my zone.  That’s off 

of Hobart Street.  Um – 

 MS. NOVI:  I think it is the nature of these houses, too, when 

they were built, they were very small and to accommodate today’s 

living conditions you either have to build on or get creative.  And, I 

think that is what you are trying to do here and stay in the same 

spot. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Right.  We’re trying to --- you are on top of each 

other is basically --- that’s the reasoning for me to expand the 

kitchen and there’s no --- I mean, it is a very tight quarters.  It’s 

only 975 square feet. 

 THE CHAIR: And, it is in harmony with the neighborhood.  Three 

quarters of the houses. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  I mean, the gentleman across the street has a 

second floor which we wish not to do because the fact is, we like one 

level living.   

 You know, we are bringing our laundry up on the first floor 

because the fact is, I have a titanium rod in my leg and I can’t do 

stairs any more.  So, there are --- 

 MR. SALKA:  One of the things this board is charged with is when 

you grant a variance, right on the form it says:  what is the 

hardship.  And, the hardship is not necessarily --- the hardship you 

could say is small house on a small lot.   

 But what is the hardship that he’s asking for for a variance.  Is 

the hardship, well everybody else is doing it? 

 Or is the hardship a legitimate hardship. 

 Not that he wants a two-car garage or he wants to put a room on 

and a two-car garage and that’s why he needs a variance. That is not a 

hardship. That is what is called a self-imposed hardship. 

 So, what I meant by, you know, if we grant this variance, well 

because everybody else has done it on the street, prior to, probably –

-- I don’t remember any of them coming before this board for a 

variance. 

 So, I think the important thing is, is it a self-imposed 

hardship? 

 Is it a legitimate hardship?  

 That’s what this board is charged with. 

 MR. CABATA:  I think, to me, in looking at the way the lot is 

laid out, it’s a hardship and I don’t think in today’s day and age 
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with the stuff people have and the things we have in our homes that 

you could do this any other way to make it livable other than adding a 

second floor which I can understand the hardship.  I’m getting older.  

I don’t want a second floor.  Um --- my parents don’t want a second --

- I don’t want a second floor. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  I also said I was in a major motorcycle accident.  

I’m going to lose use of my legs eventually within the next eight 

years now.  It’s starting to tick down. 

 The reason I put the porch on the front was to convert it to a 

handicapped accessible ramp for myself to get into the house which now 

had to come into part too with the garage. 

 I don’t want to have to get out in the weather.  I mean, it is 

hard for me to walk. 

 MR. CABATA:  Those, unfortunately --- 

 MR. CHARETTE:  And, again, my main situation with the hardship is 

limited building space the way they set the house on the lot. 

 MS. NOVI:  I also feel, too, that when somebody wants something 

like that that doesn’t make it a want.  It could be a hardship in the 

fact that if this person can’t do that to his house, what is their 

other option?  Their other option is to move.  

 So, we are creating a hardship for this person now that they 

would have to pick a different place to live to possibly accommodate 

them as they --- 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Just to make you aware.  This is my childhood 

home.   

 MS. NOVI:  So, you have an attachment to the house. 

 MR. CHARETTE:   I did purchase this.  I’ve lived here 15 years on 

my own. My parents passed away.  I had purchased it from the State of 

Connecticut because she was in a retirement home. My mother was. 

 So, it is sentimental.  The home.  

 We enjoy the area.  We are, you know, I would like for my 

grandchildren to be able to play in the cul de sac like I did once as 

a child.  

 And, you know, we need storage, too.  We need ---there is 

bicycles, you know, there are things that come along with it and I 

don’t have that kind of storage.  I don’t have any space, either, too. 

 All the other stuff is going to be coming down which is on the 

last hearing I had, you put a stipulation that I had six months to get 

rid of my hoop house. 
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 MS. NOVI:  Oh!  So, which of those two is coming down? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  It is actually, see the yellow piece that is 

behind the house?  It’s not there no longer.  It’s actually on the 

other side of my shed. 

 MS. NOVI:  Okay. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  That is full to the gills right now.  I’m using 

that for dry storage for materials as we are renovating the house.  

That right here. 

 MS. NOVI: So that will come down. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  There is a stipulation as upon completion of my 

porch and everything else, that I have six months to get rid of it. 

 I am using it to keep the building material because of all the 

weather.  If you are aware of what type of summer we had, a lot of 

rain, a lot of heat, trying to keep, I have to keep building materials 

weeks on end out or months on end with windows and doors prior to 

getting ready to do the work. 

 So, I need dry storage and that is the reasoning for that. 

 MS. BYRNE: If I can ask:  Have you spoken with the neighbors 

about this to get their --- 

 MR. CHARETTE: Yes.  And, all of them condone it.  They all are --

- they’re ecstatic because I am --- the house is 1980’s.   It does 

need renovating. I am doing brand new siding, windows.  You know, I am 

enhancing the value of the house. 

 And, you know, it’s going to be one of the best-looking houses on 

the block, believe it or not. 

 And, they are all jealous.  A lot of husbands are getting mad at 

me. 

 THE CHAIR:  You’re got a lot of work around you. 

 This board is more looking for a major hardship. 

 MR. CHARETTE:  The major hardship is I don’t have the lot. 

 THE CHAIR:  This board would have to be, if they want to be 

lenient, then they would probably go for that.   Maybe. 

 Any more questions? 

 (No response) 

 Have you finished your presentation? 

 MR. CHARETTE:  Yes. 
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 THE CHAIR:  Thank you. 

 Anybody speaking in favor of this application? 

 (No response) 

 Anybody oppose this application? 

 (No response) 

 If not, this appeal is closed. 

 

7:20 o’clock, p.m. 
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NEW BUSINESS: 

 

 A. APPEAL #6360A, Application of Ricky T. Charette, Sr., for a 

13/1’ side yard setback variance for a garage addition under Sections 

7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 89 Dogwood Drive, property of 

Ricky Charette in an R-2025 zone. 

 Mr. Cabata made a motion to approve #6360A.  Ms. Novi seconded. 

 

Discussion: 

 Ms. Byrne said she was torn and Ms. Novi agreed.   Ms. Byrne said 

she very much appreciated Commissioner Salka’s perspective and talking 

about what really qualifies as a hardship as it relates to this board 

and not how it would relate to our own feelings about what is a 

hardship and what isn’t.   

 Mr. Cabata said for him, looking at this as an individual appeal, 

it is an appeal from a landowner in a neighborhood that you are 

telling a homeowner in the neighborhood where other work has been 

done, other houses are clearly out of scope, that he can’t also build 

something. 

 I understand the concern about adding a room that might make it 

closer but I think in looking at the neighborhood as a whole and how 

this fits in, I think this appeal is just and I make a motion to 

approve it.  I stand by that. 

 Ms. Novi felt the lot shape is inherent because it did make his 

choices in doing this much smaller and event if look at the footprint, 

it doesn’t give him a straight line.  There is no way to actually do 

that without making a very odd driveway.  I just feel that the lot is 

a hindrance to him and I’m pretty sure that any architect who would 

have done would have, instead of angling the garage, would have rather 

had it straight across.  But the way the driveway is and the way the 

lot sits, it limited his choices. 

 Mr. Salka again voiced his concern that typically when we have a 

variance this large, the homeowner is willing to work with us a little 

bit and from what I understand from the owner, is that he has already 

started construction on that room without getting approval for the 

variance.  So, he has already jumped the gun on starting the 

construction before we even gave him the variance.   

 When we had discussion, he said he started the interior work on 

that room including the stairwell into that room.  So, construction 

has started. 
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 Not on the garage but from what I understand, it started on that 

room. 

 The applicant interjected:  No.  Absolutely not.  We haven’t 

touched anything in that carport.  It stands just the way it is.  I 

have my vehicle there. 

 The Chair agreed the vehicle was there. 

 Mr. Salka said he understood there was a vehicle there.  But he 

understood the applicant to say that work already started on the 

interior of the house on that room. 

 Ms. Novi clarified they were relocating the stairs.  They had to 

move them to where they would go. 

 No further discussion. 

 Motion passed 4 to 1 with Mr. Salka opposed. 

 Appeal is approved. 

 

 

 

MISCELLANEOUS / OLD BUSINESS / NEW BUSINESS 

 Mr. Lavallee advised there are potentially three new items for 

next time. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 Mr. Salka made a motion to approve.  Ms. Novi seconded.  Motion 

passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:26 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

    Joseph LaPorte, Chairman 


