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TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 2019 

 

AMENDED 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: 

 

 Robert Salka, Theodore Cabata, Erica Byrne & Alicia Novi 

 Others: David Lavallee, Ass’t Town Planner     

  Absent:  Ron Bohigian, Christina M. Volpe, Jeffrey Gworek & 

Ryan Rogers, Alternates       

 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. 

 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. Cabata made a motion to approve the Minutes of the previous 

meeting as submitted.  Ms. Novi seconded.  Motion passed unanimously 

on a voice vote.  
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PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6406A, application of Strollo Bros & Sons Inc d/b/a 

Strollo’s Towing Service for a special exception to allow a truck 

towing and repair facility under Section 4-03.32B & 15-05 of the 

Zoning Regulations, 33 Norton Street, property of Francis J. Kenefick 

Jr. in a B zone. 

 THE CHAIR:  Name and address? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Good evening.  My name is Shawn Strollo from 1525 

Highland Avenue in Cheshire, Connecticut. 

 I am here to get approval for a towing business in Southington.  

This is my sixth go at it.  The last approval on got on Meriden 

Waterbury Turnpike, the old Chick’s building, I went through the whole 

process.  You approved it.  I got to the DMV and they failed me 

because one of the stipulations in that approval was that I had to tow 

vehicles back to Cheshire, which I agreed to. 

 I thought I was doing anything wrong but they said that I can’t 

do that.  So that is one of the restrictions that I can’t have on this 

application is that the vehicles would be towed back to Cheshire.  

They have to be towed back to the Southington location if they were 

involved in a Southington incident.  That is what happened to me the 

last time. 

 I was very frustrated to go though the whole process, spend the 

money, rent the building, paint the building, do all that stuff, get 

to where I was and then fail again.  

 And, now I mean, basically the last approval, the restrictions on 

it, it, you know, I think what I have to do is educate you a little 

bit on what happens with towing and with the trucks and stuff. 

 I only tow trucks.  I don’t do anything with cars.  There is no 

abandons or misuses or anything.  When a tractor trailer or a truck 

breaks down or gets into an accident, I would say nine out of ten 

times it’s going someplace.  It’s going to be --- the load is going to 

get delivered somewhere.  The tractor is going to go to a different 

facility.  A truck we usually send to another facility. 

 So, on the of instance that it is going to be towed back to the 

facility, we need to bring it back to Southington.  So, and then if 

the vehicle is abandoned, there is processing of thirty days with the 

State of Connecticut to get paperwork to dispose of it and that is 

another process that I wanted to educate you about. 

 Like I said, I’m low volume as far as that business.  I only want 

to do heavy duty towing and some light truck repair.  And, that’s kind 

of what I am looking for. 
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 I did bring some pictures of my facility in Cheshire just so you 

could kind of see what I am all about. 

 (Pause) 

 (Passed around) 

 Basically, we’d perform all of our functions in Cheshire as far 

as day to day.   That’s my business in a nutshell. 

 We do Boss snow plows and all that stuff that is going to be 

staying in Cheshire. 

 Like duty towing we do for Cheshire.  That’s it.   With the heavy 

duty. 

 I mean, Southington, we’ve done Southington heavy duty towing 

since the 70’s and you know, not doing it now, it kind of hurts in a 

sense where I can’t really service my customers as well as I have in 

the past. 

 THE CHAIR:  You have all these trucks? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Yes. 

 THE CHAIR:  How many? 

 MR. STROLLO:  I have eleven trucks total. 

 THE CHAIR:  All of your work, is it going to be inside the 

building and nothing outside? 

 MR. STROLLO:  I’m not looking t0 --- if we work on something it’s 

inside. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, it will be inside? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Yah.   I mean, the storage building in those 

pictures, the barn, I built that in 2016 and it’s a cold storage 

building.  All my trucks stay inside, especially, you know, in the 

wintertime.  I more or less keep them inside all the time. 

 THE CHAIR:  You keep these trucks inside? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Yes. All those trucks stay inside now. 

 THE CHAIR:  Questions for the applicant? 

 MR. SALKA:  I guess I am not quite sure what it is --- you 

explained the whole thing, but I am not quite sure what it is you’re 

doing.  How many trucks are going to be here and are they going to be 

stored inside? 

 MR. STROLLO:  In order to be on the rotation list, I need to have 

two heavy duties in Southington stationed. 
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 MR. SALKA: Will they be inside?  Stored inside? 

 MR. STROLLO:  One heavy duty inside. 

 MR. SALKA:  Okay. And, where will the other one be on your plans 

here? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Honestly, if I park it in front of the door, it 

would probably be the easiest way to do it or it will be in Cheshire. 

 I mean I have to --- they have to be registered in Southington.  

But it is going to go back and forth.  It’s two miles down the road.  

So, it’s really not --- it’s a no brainer for me. 

 MS. NOVI:  So, if we stipulated that you had to have one parked 

inside and one outside? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Honestly, with the stipulations, I am very nervous 

with the Department of Motor Vehicles of any stipulations on the 

application.  They cost me thirty thousand last time. 

 I mean, if there is a stipulation of where the vehicles are 

parked, that is going to be a hard stipulation for me again. 

 THE CHAIR:  That stipulation would be hard for you?  To park one 

out? 

 MR. STROLLO: Well, I mean, I don’t --- like I said, I thought I 

did it right. I’m on zoning in Cheshire, so I thought that I did it       

right, but the DMV just really knocked me for a loop. 

 MS. NOVI:  Well, we can remove #3:  vehicles to be towed to the 

place of business in Cheshire. 

 MR. STROLLO:  Yes. 

 MS. NOVI:  But I don’t think that asking that maybe you park your 

vehicles inside is too much. 

 MR. STROLLO:  No, no, no.  I’m all right with that, but not all 

the vehicles inside. That would be a restriction that I probably 

couldn’t be able to do.  You know? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Yah, Mr. Chairman, there is an area indicated, it’s 

highlighted on the map, is that a lease area that you have? 

 MR. STROLLO:  That is just an area where I am going to park. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  So, would you be --- I mean, that could be a 

proposal, to stay within that area. 

 MR. STROLLO:  In that area. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  This will go to DMV, right? 
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 MR. STROLLO:  Yes.  Yes.  I tell you I was surprised.  After 

seventy years of business and seventy years of having a Department of 

Motor Vehicles license, I was really upset about what happened. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  So, there will be no outside storage? 

 MR. STROLLO:  There will be outside storage of vehicles that are 

towed in.  Yes. 

 MS. NOVI:  It is not unreasonable.  If you have to two it there, 

you have to keep it there. 

 MR. STROLLO:  Like I said, in the heavy-duty business, I mean, if 

you drive by my shop, you can see that I keep everything neat.  When 

you’re towing a truck, you are towing something that is not going back 

to the facility. It is going to, you know, another repair facility, a 

truck dealer.  I mean, it is very rare that you are going to get the 

truck back at your shop.  You know, in our industry. 

 You know, we don’t want to (inaudible). 

 MR. SALKA: Where on this plan then would you um, if you did tow a 

truck back, where would you put it? 

 MR. STROLLO:  In that highlighted area I would park it.  In that 

highlighted area. 

 MR. SALKA:  Okay. 

 MR. STROLLO:  And, that is sufficient for the parking, whatever, 

too. 

 MR. SALKA:  You feel it is? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Yes, yes. 

 MR. SALKA:  It is already a repair facility. That’s already being 

done there. The only difference is --- and there is already, I guess, 

cars there, used cars there For Sale. 

 MR. STROLLO:  Yes. 

 MR. SALKA:  And, repair.  I mean, we’re just, we’re just adding 

to what is already there.  I just needed an understanding of what --- 

because I still don’t understand why they rejected --- why you 

couldn’t come back to us and say --- 

 MR. STROLLO:  There wasn’t enough parking where I was.  At that 

time. 

 MR. SALKA:  Okay. 

 MR. STROLLO: The other guy that was renting there, they came in 

and did the inspection and thirty unregistered vehicles and the 

Inspector went mental. Okay? 
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 MR. SALKA: Okay. 

 MR. STROLLO:  I knew that that was the beginning of the end for 

me.  So, there wasn’t enough room in the parking lot. 

 THE CHAIR:  What are the hours of operation for you to repair? 

 MR. STROLLO:  That’s just normal.  Probably like nine to five. 

 THE CHAIR:  Any more questions for the applicant? 

 MR. SALKA: And, the repair will be strictly five days a week? 

 MR. STROLLO:  Yes, it will be five days a week. We are 24/7 for 

the towing.  Yah, but as far as the repairs, yes. 

 MR. SALKA: Now, do you have somebody on site 24/7 or – 

 MR. STROLLO:  No. 

 MR. SALKA: --- they’re on call and they go pick up the wrecker 

and --- 

 MR. STROLLO:  It’s --- they’re on call, not stationed there. They 

are on call at their house. 

 I live on the property with the Cheshire location.  So, I mean, 

I’m right there.  It’s in my backyard. 

 THE CHAIR:  Have you finished your presentation? 

 MR. STROLLO: I think, just any questions on the pictures or 

anything like that? 

 Just, you know, like I said, I try to keep things neat.  I mean, 

my landlord has been kind enough to --- 

 MR. SALKA:  He’s tough.  Your landlord is tough. 

 MR. STROLLO:  So, I mean, I am going to try to keep it as clean 

as I can. 

 THE CHAIR:  Are you finished? 

 MR. STROLLO:  I think so. 

 THE CHAIR:  Anybody to speak in favor of the applicant? 

 Anybody to speak in favor? 

 MR. KENEFICK:  Good evening, Mr. Chairman and committee members.  

My name is Fran Kenefick.  I own, I am the owner of 33 Norton Street. 

 I’m here in support of Strollo, Inc.  The Strollo boys have been 

a well-known name in Cheshire for like Shawn said, seventy years. 
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 With all the highways we have, 84 and 691 and not only that but 

the town roads, I think Southington could use another heavy-duty 

wrecker service in town.   

 Like Shawn said, he is not interested in cars.  He’s looking 

mostly for the I-84 corridor and the 691-corridor.   

 I used to be in the towing business.  I gave that up quite a 

while ago.  Shawn has some fabulous equipment.  I don’t think anybody 

around here has got the equipment that this guy has. 

 And, like, you know, if you worry about something hanging around 

there or whatever, you know how insurance companies are.  They don’t 

like to pay storage.  They want to get these vehicles out of there as 

soon as they can. 

 I think Shawn will do a real nice job and I think it is well 

deserved to have a new business down in the south end of Southington. 

 Thank you. 

 THE CHAIR:  Anybody else to speak in favor of the applicant? 

 Anyone else? 

 (No response) 

 Anyone here opposing the applicant? 

 Opposing the applicant? 

 (No response) 

 This appeal is closed. 
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CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 

 A. APPEAL #6399A, application of Ryle Builders LLC for an 

appeal of a decision by the ZEO (Town Planner) under Section 8-7 of 

the Connecticut General Statutes & Section 15-03 of the Zoning 

Regulations, 34 Williams Street, property or Ryle Builders LLC in an 

R-12 zone. 

 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Mr. Chairman, this hearing was closed at the last 

meeting and it is up for a decision. 

 THE CHAIR:  For the record, we want to include the Minutes of 

April 11, 2017 and the Minutes of July 24, 2018. 

 Discussion? 

 MS. NOVI:  I read all the material last weekend or the weekend 

before and in reading through the decided cases, I can’t find and I 

can’t justify the application of the Milford case --- sorry, very 

large packet. 

 I can’t justify the application of Laurel Beach Association 

versus Zoning Board of Appeals for the City of Milford to this case.  

They are very distinct fact patterns. 

 The Milford case, the pieces of land were actually kept separate 

under separate names until they (inaudible) and paid as separate 

entities for a very long time which did not tend to support a merger. 

 Whereas, these pieces were bought together and I can’t, you know, 

they were bought together, bought by the same person, they paid taxes 

and I cannot find that we can apply this piece of --- this case in 

good conscience to overrule. 

 THE CHAIR:  Any other discussion? 

 A yes would be in favor --- 

 MR. SALKA:  Make a motion to approve and or uphold the decision 

of the ZEO. 

 MS. NOVI:  I second. 

 THE CHAIR:  Discussion? 

 MR. CABATA:  I think we have to take into account everything 

presented.  It’s a real gray area.  I agree with what Ms. Novi said 

but at the same time there are cases presented and it is our job to 

look at this case on its own basis. 
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 Everyone makes their own judgment.  I think we really need to 

look at this as its own entity and it doesn’t fit with what we would 

have allowed had we looked at it as a board. 

 THE CHAIR:  We have three things:  We can uphold it, we can 

modify – 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  There is a motion.   

 You made the motion, right? 

 MR. SALKA:  I made the motion to uphold basically what was 

approved meaning uphold the ZEO’s decision. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  It was seconded? 

 MS. NOVI:  I seconded, yes. 

 THE CHAIR:  Call it. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Commissioner Byrne: Yes 

    Commissioner Salka: Yes 

    Commissioner Cabata: No 

    Commissioner Novi: Yes 

    Chairman LaPorte: No 

 THE CHAIR:  It passes. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: It passes.  So, it is upheld.  You need four to 

overturn. 
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 B. APPEAL #6400A, Application of Site Enhancement Services – 

Charley Schalliol for a variance for the size and number of allowed 

signage, (286.2 sf where 119.25 sf is allowed) under Sections 13-

05.C1, 13-05.C.3 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 200 Executive 

Blvd, property of Executive Two Hundred LLC c/o Joseph Moruzzi in an 

I-1 zone. 

 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  Good evening, may name is Charley Schalliol, Site 

Enhancement Services.   

 Mr. Chairman and members of the commission, good evening and 

thank you for allowing us to come before you this evening.   As 

stated, I am here tonight representing Longhorn Steakhouse.  

 The reason why we are here is for the signage that we’re 

proposing on the elevations --- I apologize.  Computers aren’t really 

my thing. 

 I do have some packages that just slightly augment what you are 

looking at but I was hoping I could hand those out and we could follow 

along together. 

 (Pause) 

 (Passed around) 

 Just some minor alterations. 

 MR. SALKA:  Okay. 

 MS. BYRNE: Is it different from --- 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  Just a little bit. 

 Very minor. 

 (Undertone comments) 

 The reason why we are here is we are seeking identification on 

all four elevations of the building.  Currently, if you are familiar 

with that property, it is somewhat unique in the fact that we, the 

Longhorn Restaurant itself will not have direct access directly off of 

West.  People are --- our patrons are going to have to either enter 

onto the property from either Executive North or Executive South. 

 Therefore, the fact that this building as it is situated on the 

lot itself as you’ll see on the site plan shown on Page 2, the site 

has four very visible facades.  And, if you are familiar with the 

Longhorn Steakhouse, the architecture of the building is really 

designed and has embellishments that really highlight where the 

signage should be and when it is not there, unfortunately, it looks 

very void and almost accidental. 
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 The signage that we are asking for is consistent with what you 

would see at either the North Haven, Hartford, the Shelton or the 

Enfield locations.  There are only four Longhorn Steakhouse 

restaurants in all of Connecticut.  This is going to be the fifth. 

 It’s a growing brand on the east coast.  It’s not fully 

established yet, but we are hoping this location will help us further 

the development of the brand. 

 And, again, the reason why we are asking for the four elevations 

is because as motorists travel north on West after they get off the 

highway, that south elevation of our building is going to be extremely 

visible.  That’s going to be that key notification point for the 

motorists as they’re travelling up West that says:  hey, I need to 

turn in at the Executive, I need to make a left onto Executive and 

then enter into the parking area and then come back around.  Again, no 

direct access off of West. 

 The motorists that are traveling south on West, are going to use 

the other Executive.  The Executive North.  And, again, we’re hoping 

that the elevation on the or the signage, excuse me, on the north 

elevation will allow those motorists to see the sign in advance and be 

able to utilize --- it is actually a direct access point off of 

Executive North where the motorists will be able to make that right 

hand turn on to Executive North and then enter directly onto the 

property. 

 The Executive South entry point, I should have said this earlier 

and I apologize, is actually a shared entry point with the office 

building that is right to the west of us or behind us. 

 We are asking for a sign on the rear of the building.  We’re 

asking for that mainly for the people once they go into the Target and 

got into the Lowes, and they’re traveling back, they are able to 

understand this is a Longhorn Steakhouse and hopefully make a decision 

to stop and visit our location. 

 If I was going to say it is not the most important sign, it is 

not the most important sign, but at the same time, if you are looking 

at the back of the building, it does kind of break up the monotony of 

the back of the building. And, really, the only people that face us is 

that back end of the development.  It has no impact other than the 

motorists that are traveling again from the Lowes or Target or the 

Home Goods or what have you.  They’re going to be able to see the back 

of that building and how it is positioned. 

 If you are familiar with the lot or you’ve been there and seen 

it, it does sit at a slight recessed grade to West, so it does sit 

down a little bit.  The signage itself is sized appropriately for the 

building. 
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 I understand that we are asking for some decent square footage. I 

do understand that.  But the way that the site lays out and the places 

that people need to be able to view the building and see the building 

in advance of those Executive turns, I think the signage is truly 

important and the size is somewhat in keeping with the area. 

 When I say, somewhat, in driving the area, it is definitely that 

little niche commercial area. It’s not out of line.  It seems to be 

appropriate and we respectfully request the opportunity to come into 

your community and do a strong business here and we’re looking forward 

to it. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, you do understand you’re asking for an excessive 

variancy?  Right?  Excessive variancy you are asking for. 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  In what way is it excessive?  You mean as far as 

the square footage? 

 THE CHAIR:  Yes. 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  We are allowed --- I’m sorry? 

 THE CHAIR:  Go ahead. 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  We are allowed the three building signs per code 

at this time. We are asking for the six.    

 The one thing I didn’t, and I should have said and I didn’t and I 

apologize.   The steer head itself that you’ll see in the package, you 

know, I said I was going to reference --- 

 MR. SALKA:  It comes out to be about twenty square feet because 

of the --- 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  Just the way, yah, just the way it’s kind of 

wrangled in. And, that element itself is a, uh, halo illuminated.  So, 

it’s a black sign.  At the same time, it is halo illuminated so it 

doesn’t cast off illumination other than against the wall where it 

silhouettes.  It’s a really soft feature. I just want to point that 

out. 

 And, the way these signs get boxed, because we’ve got them with 

Longhorn Steakhouse and it’s separated, the way that we show it 

measured in the package, takes out the wasted dead space of 

approximately seven square feet. 

 So, sir, I do understand it is a lot of square footage.  And, 

it’s numerically, it seems, um, it seems like a lot of signs. But at 

the same time, I think this property is unique enough where in driving 

the corridor and then traveling through the community, I don’t really 

see anything that looks like the, I guess, the situation we’re up 

against. 
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 At the same time, I mean, if it comes down to a numbers game in 

regards to what is the most important to us, I mean, obviously, the 

front wall facing West, that’s where our front door is. 

 THE CHAIR:  It is the rear, the rear sign.  Do you really need 

that? 

 MR. SCHALLIOL: If the board said, Mr. Schalliol, that rear sign 

seems excessive, I would say you know what, travelling in the area and 

looking at the area, hopefully our patrons can understand as they’re 

driving past on Executive that this works.   

 I would completely be willing at this time to remove that rear 

elevation because I don’t disagree. 

 MS. NOVI:  That would bring you down, instead of being over one 

hundred percent request, to the land of more reasonable. 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  Standing here and look at the site, it makes 

sense from a travel and from a visibility, but at the same time, in 

order of importance and I mean, the north and south elevation and 

obviously the east elevation that faces West are our most important.  

And, numerically, if losing that sign makes an impact, we would 

absolutely be willing to do that. 

 Absolutely.  And, that also takes our application down sixty-

eight or yah, sixty-one like we show in the book and sixty-eight if 

you box it all. 

 So, it also takes down the square footage. 

 MR. SALKA:  Are you talking about, I would agree with taking down 

that Longhorn Steakhouse sign in the back, but leaving the logo, the 

steer logo up there?  I think that, at least they’ll see it there and 

they’ll know it is the rear of the building. 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  The steer head, I apologize, I don’t mean to 

interrupt by any stretch, the rear of the building is actually, if you 

look at Page 2, it is actually sign F.  The elevation that has the 

steer head is actually the south elevation which is the side of the 

building.  That faces Executive. 

 MS. NOVI: There are two of them. 

 MR. SALKA: I’m sorry. I’m on the left.  I want the rear. 

 (Pause) 

 Where the heck is the rear? 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  I tried to make it as confusing as possible. 

 (Chuckles) 
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 MR. SALKA:  Oh, there is none.  Okay. 

 MS. NOVI: So, removing that --- 

 MR. SALKA: What’s that? 

 MS. NOVI:  So, removing that takes them down to a more reasonable 

number. 

 MR. SALKA:  Yes. 

 And, I guess, I was wondering if we couldn’t leave the steer on 

the rear? 

 MS. NOVI:  They don’t have one to begin with. 

 MR. SALKA:  I know there’s none. 

 MS. NOVI: Oh.  So, you want to give them the steer in place of 

the longhorn? 

 MR. SALKA:  Exactly. 

 MS. NOVI:  Oh. 

 MR. SALKA:  Because if you parked in the back, at least there 

will be something there and not just a blank back of a building. 

 THE CHAIR:  Twenty-four square feet. 

 MR. SALKA:  I’m sorry? 

 THE CHAIR:  Twenty-four square feet. 

 MS. NOVI:  Would you be interested in replacing the longhorn with 

the steer? 

 MS. SCHALLIOL:  If the board is willing to approve it, 

absolutely.  That, branding wise, I don’t think I’ve ever seen 

Longhorn but a steer by itself.  But it is something I would love to 

present to them and say, here’s an opportunity. 

 MR. SALKA:  From the rear of the building, it’s so small. 

 MR. SCHALLIOL:  A good problem to have. 

 (Undertone comments) 

 THE CHAIR:  Have you finished your presentation? 

 Any more questions? 

 (No response) 

 Anybody here to speak in favor of the application? 

 In favor of the applicant? 
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 (No response) 

 Anybody here opposing the applicant? 

 Opposed? 

 (No response) 

 If not, the appeal is closed. 

 

7:28 pm 
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NEW BUSINESS 

 

 A. APPEAL #6406A, application of Strollo Bros & Sons Inc d/b/a 

Strollo’s Towing Service for a special exception to allow a truck 

towing and repair facility under Section 4-03.32B & 15-05 of the 

Zoning Regulations, 33 Norton Street, property of Francis J. Kenefick 

Jr. in a B zone. 

 Ms. Novi made a motion to Approve #6406A with stipulations: 

Stipulations: 

 - You have two registered heavy-duty wreckers on site 

 - One of those would be parked inside 

 - The trucks stored on site be parked in the highlighted area 

on the map 

  

 Mr. Salka seconded. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 
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  B. APPEAL #6400A, Application of Site Enhancement Services – 

Charley Schalliol for a variance for the size and number of allowed 

signage, (286.2 sf where 119.25 sf is allowed) under Sections 13-

05.C1, 13-05.C.3 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 200 Executive 

Blvd, property of Executive Two Hundred LLC c/o Joseph Moruzzi in an 

I-1 zone. 

 Mr. Salka made a motion to approve Appeal #6400A with the change 

of removing the Longhorn Steakhouse from the rear of the building and 

if appropriate allow them to put the steer insignia on the rear of the 

building. 

 Ms. Novi seconded. 

 

Discussion: 

 Ms. Byrne stated that even though it is a lot of signage in terms 

of square feet, it blends in very nicely with the architecture, with 

the building, it is not jarring to see the signing.  It really does 

blend in well with the building itself. 

 And, I think in terms of from a safety perspective, as someone 

who drives West Street multiple times a day, having that visibility 

for people travelling, they know that they need to get into the turn 

lane in enough time is important. 

 Mr. Cabata said for him, the willingness of the applicant to 

remove the bigger sign is important.  I’m not a fan of needing the 

signage everywhere but he is willing to work with us.  So, having the 

logo on the one side, if needed. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 
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MISCELLANEOUS/ OLD BUSINESS / NEW BUSNESS 

 Mr. Lavallee said there are a couple coming up. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 Ms. Byrne made a motion to adjourn which Mr. Cabata seconded.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:31 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

    Joseph LaPorte, Chairman 


