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  TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 2020 

 

 

MINUTES 

 CHAIR ALICIA NOVI, 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: 

 

 Joseph LaPorte, Theodore Cabata & Steve Walowski 

 Alternates:   Ron Bohigian, Mike Scavetta and Anthony    

    Mazzarella,III  

  

 Others: Matthew Reimondo, Zoning Enforcement Officer  

  

 Absent: Commissioner Erica Byrne      

   Alternate Ryan Rogers 

   David Lavallee, Ass’t Town Planner  

   

 The Chair seated Alternate Anthony Mazzarella for Erica Byrne for 

this evening’s meeting.      

 A quorum was determined. 

 The Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag was recited by 

everyone in attendance. 

 

ALICIA NOVI, Chair, presiding: 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

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

meeting as submitted.  Mr. LaPorte seconded.  Motion passed 

unanimously on a voice vote. 
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 Vice Chair Cabata 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  

 

 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6423A, Application of Bryan F. Meccariello for a 

9.4’ side yard setback variance and to modify previous stipulation 

under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 123 Maplewood 

Road, property of Maria Melillo in an R-20/25 zone. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Good evening, Madam Chair. Board Members, 

Bryan Meccariello here on behalf of Maria Melillo.  Maria Melillo is 

the property owner of 123 Maplewood Road in Southington. 

 She has filed --- on her behalf, I filed for her, a variance 

request not for the deck and I’ll explain that in a moment, but to put 

a roof over the deck. 

 I have a set of plans. Unfortunately, they just came off the 

press, so I have one set and I could pass it around.  You would have a 

dimensional view of what the roof on the deck would look like. 

 As I mentioned just a minute ago, back in 1991, the property 

owner, which was her father at the time, Frank Fragola, was here with 

Joe LaPorte who is standing to my left and received a variance for the 

actual deck.  The deck was built then.  They bought the house.  The 

deck was built and they came in and realized that they needed a 

variance for what was then determined a side yard variance. 

 So tonight, this application is simply to request, when they 

rebuild the deck, to put a roof over it.  Not to enclose it.  Not to 

put windows.  You’re still going to have, you know, the railings. 
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 I’ll walk you through the whole package I just handed you.  The 

first three pages are what is on the assessor’s website.  It just 

gives you the property information I just mentioned. 

 The next four pages are again from the GIS website.  One is the 

base map and it shows you 123 which is a corner lot at the corner of 

Maplewood and Hilltop Road. 

 And, then the next three photos are the aerial flyover photos of 

2015, 2016 and 2019.  That’ll give you kind of a perspective.  The 

best one, I think, is the 2019.  It’s a little more sunlight.  You can 

see the actual deck to the rear. 

 I’ve also included a package of --- came out black and white and 

I don’t know why, but black and white photos one just to establish 

that the sign for this meeting was posted on the front lawn. 

 Also, a view of the deck close up.  Looking at it from south to 

north --- this is in the back. 

 And, then a picture from actually the neighbor’s property.  

Showing the length of the deck. 

 And, then again, the other being north to south. 

 The photo where I am standing on the neighbor’s property was 

purposely because I attempted several ways to get ahold the neighbor 

and she’s the only neighbor.  Her name is Lois Serafino.  I think she 

is in her late 70’s. 

 I left two phone messages for her.  I sent her a letter which I 

have a copy of here. I knocked on her door.  Didn’t get a response.  

 So, I didn’t want to be any more aggressive at trying to contact 

her.  I may have been too aggressive.   And, I apologize if she ends 

up claiming someone knocked on her door regarding this matter. 

 Also, in the package is actually the Minutes from Appeal #3360A.  

This is the original variance of March 20, 1991.  That meeting, the 

public hearing actually was continued to get a letter from Ms. 

Serafino’s then husband, Tony Serafino. And, he sent a letter he had 

no objection to the deck as built.  That is the second set of Minutes, 

March 26
th
, 1991. 

 And, following that, the two last pieces of paper is the actual 

ZBA variance which was filed in Volume 511 at Page 143. 

 And, then the last is just a copy, it is a map that was presented 

in the 1991 variance request hearing showing --- it is highlighted in 

yellow just showing the deck.  That was built at that point. 

 So, you have these documents where hopefully now you have a 

perspective if you haven’t already driven out there and taken a look.  
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There is a lot of arborvitaes and you really can’t see the road, the 

deck from the corner of Hilltop & Maplewood. 

 So, the request is made because the deck needs to be replaced 

anyway.  So, they went down to the building department to get a permit 

to replace the deck.    And, they said, when they showed and now you 

have, the plans to construct.  And, they said, well, now you need to 

get permission because I think they did the research at that point and 

they said, oh, yah.  You need to go and get permission for a variance 

to do the roof. 

 So, the homeowner is requesting a roof because it is a permanent 

structure versus the Sunsetter type retractable awnings because those 

can, you know, in this weather, although we haven’t had snow and ice, 

those things don’t hold up at all.  And, sometimes they just don’t 

fare well with the elements. 

 They also have furniture, decking out there. They want to move 

the gas grill which has been below the deck right now because the deck 

really isn’t safe to be on. 

 And, they just want to have a little closure. 

 That is the request. 

 I have John Lobb who is Maria’s fiancé.  John lives there.  He 

can talk to you about the house, the condition of the deck, if you’d 

like. 

 I have Joe LaPorte here.  You know he was here almost twenty-nine 

years ago making the same request.  I think he just wants to say 

hello. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So, I have a question for you. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Yes? 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So, are you building it to the same specs as you 

have here? 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  The same dimension, yah.  So, it is 

actually 24 in length and it’s 13’7”.  Same exact dimensions. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You’re building it in the same box. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  And, it is going to look the same? 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  It is going to have the same posts up. So, 

it is going to be a second floor.  It’s not going to be tiered. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  How is it going to come off the roof?  I looked.  

It’s kind of hard to see. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Yah.  This is actually a better view. 
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 (Pause) 

 So, we are looking from Hilltop.  So right now, there is nothing.  

The roof, the line is right there.  So, it’s going to come off like 

this (indicating).  You call it a shed roof? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Years ago, did you know the reason why they didn’t 

want it, a roof on it?  That’s almost twenty years ago. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  I think the --- I read the Minutes a few 

times.  They didn’t want the house to appear to be, you know, extended 

to the neighbor’s house. 

 They said you can have a deck.  You know.  We just don’t want the 

neighbor to think that the house is now physically being moved closer 

to the line. 

 They didn’t want the deck to be part of the house.   Again, maybe 

Joe has any --- 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Well that buffer and everything just grew. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  I’m sorry? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  The buffer is there now. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Yes. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  I see the corner of the house in this picture.  It 

looks like it protrudes out.  Is that just --- see it? 

 So, it almost comes out half way through, correct?  

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  No, that’s at the opposite end. 

 John, can you explain? 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  That’s part of the house now, right?  It juts out. 

 SPEAKER:  There’s yah --- one of the prints.  It is a kitchen 

nook.  But that won’t be part of the deck. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  But I am saying the roof comes out.  Just a little 

bit further than that.  So, it’s not (inaudible) of a roof. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  On the second page in my packet, there is 

a dimensional. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: Oh, yah.  I see it now.  

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  It shows a bump out and that’s on the 

other side. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So, my question was, the roof is not going to like 

really stick out further because you already have that corner --- that 
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little corner of the house is already sticking out half way or a 

quarter of a way on to the deck. 

 And, I do so a lot of in harmony with the neighborhood with 

decks.  In that one picture of the back, you see a big deck from the 

neighbor down the street. 

 This is a better view. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELO:  The black & white photos, the second photo, 

third photo is the bump out.  Maybe a better view. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  But there has been no direct contact with the 

next-door neighbor? 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  She’s --- I don’t want to describe here as 

--- I guess she has family that does come over. 

 SPEAKER:  She does have that stop in periodically now. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  No, I understand that you sent her a letter but no 

one has spoken to her including the folks that live in this house? 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  John lives in the house.  He made an 

attempt --- two by --- actually three by phone.  One by personal visit 

and the other one is I sent the letter. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  Have you seen her out? 

 SPEAKER:  Not recently.  I see her once in a while when she is 

walking her dog and I talk to her then, but not since this started. 

 THE CHAIR:  I have a question.  I appreciate the depth of the 

packet that you’ve given us.  But the question is, what is the change 

in position since the last time you came before the ZBA so that now we 

should overrule the variance that you not have the covered deck and 

that you should now have one? 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  I wasn’t here then. I think we have to 

rely on the Minutes.  My reading of the Minutes is they didn’t want to 

have the house project out any further itself.  You would --- I’m not 

sure if you have that more or less if the roof came out. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  It’s not going to project --- what is here is it is 

even with the deck.  So, you are not going to project. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  I guess maybe the illusion or the image of 

the house being closer to the line and the deck would be. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  Is that the hardship you are stating? 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  It is the original hardship when it was 

built.  So, the deck can be built.  Is there a hardship with respect t 

the roof?  It is part of what the deck would be --- 
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 MR. WALOWSKI: My main concern is that the only person this 

directly affects has not weighed in on it.  The next door neighbor.  

And, I don’t know what is reasonable in terms of contacting to her as 

to whether or not is --- 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  My comment on that is the sign is out there and it 

has been there.  They made an attempt.  There is a letter that has 

been sent.  I understand what you are saying but the person had ample 

time to contact if they didn’t like it or could’ve found out about it. 

 You can’t stop everything because somebody doesn’t want to 

respond. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  I can add one more piece to that. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  My opinion, only. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  The neighbor at 93 Hilltop which is right 

in between the property here and Mrs. Serafino’s, and I asked, I said 

– and I know Joe Callachino (sp).  I said, Joe have you seen Lois?  

And, he said:  I haven’t seen her in a while.   You know, people might 

drop in.  She’s, I think, around 78 years old.  Not that that is old.  

I’m just saying.  She is a widow. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  Sure.  I am just trying to make sure it’s not --- 

 MR. MAZZARELLA:  From the road, how much of this roof would be 

visible over the arborvitaes on the side? 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Actually, you can’t even see the deck.  

The arborvitaes are at least --- 

 SPEAKER:  They have to be at least 8 feet over the top of the 

deck or maybe more. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Over the top. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So, it is not going to --- the deck is going to 

come off the ridge now and it is not going to be any higher than the 

ridge that’s up there.  So, it is going to be lower. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  I think the options were, I think I 

mentioned, the retractable awning stuff and those are great --- but – 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  I think they’ve changed over the years. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  And, the roof will protect the deck itself. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  That’s the other thing.  Even though the 

material is going to be much better than what is out there now, I 

think the Trek Deck material.  Yah, you want to preserve so.  So, it 

is going to actually make it nice. 

 MR. SCAVETTA: There will be no screening in or any --- 
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 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  No screening.  In fact, there is no 

lattice at the bottom, either. 

 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  It is just going to be even with the deck 

in that one area. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, you would be amenable to a stipulation on this 

one that there would be no enclosing of the deck with screening, 

windows or a door. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Yup.   Of course. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  And, I’d like to also add the roof doesn’t 

protrude past the deck.  Maybe a couple of inches for the drainage but 

nothing like three, four feet or anything like that. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  And, the plans will be on file.    

 If you granted a variance and stipulated, we still need to go 

down and see John Smigiel or Jeff Pooler.  The plans would have to be 

consistent with that. 

 I am going to tell you they would be consistent with what you 

just mentioned. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  We could put a stipulation that this is approved 

per the plans.  And, if the plans changed, then you would have to come 

back. 

 THE CHAIR:  We would then have to, I believe, ask that the plans 

that you have in your hand be stamped in for tonight. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Oh, yah. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Per the plans they submitted.  I think somebody 

has to stamp them or something. 

 ATTORNEY MEECARIELLO: It’s identified property on the house. 

 THE CHAIR:  I have asked, but you can ask again if you are not 

comfortable. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: I want to make sure that the --- 

 THE CHAIR:  Yah.  Um, I mean, the same, at least from my 

understanding and you can correct me if I am wrong, is that the 

situation that exists that you are asking for a variance is that when 

the house was built it didn’t really allow for a deck space and now 

you would like to rebuild the deck and put a roof on it to extend the 

life of a new deck. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  Correct. 

 MR. MAZZARELLA:  But we are modifying the previous decision or 

are we overriding it? 
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 THE CHAIR:  We are overriding and restipulating to a new one. 

 MR. MAZZARELLA: For the same --- 

 THE CHAIR:  Same footprint. Same everything.  We are just 

allowing for slightly different circumstances this time around. 

 ATTORNEY MECCARIELLO:  And, I would be remiss if I didn’t ask Joe 

LaPorte to stand up here and say I am here 29 years later. It is on 

the record and I know that that is important to his wife.  It’s his 

alibi. 

 So, Joe? 

 JOE LAPORTE:  Hard to believe that 29 years have gone by.  Joe 

was just a young kid at the time.  I like to bill myself as the 

original Joe LaPorte because I am older than Joe. 

 Just talking about this deck, I was involved in the construction 

of the first deck.  Right now, being good friends with these people, I 

have an opportunity to be there very often.  They utilize this deck as 

their backyard because there is so little space beyond the deck for 

them to relax.  Everything is done out there. 

 And, I can assure you that whatever is going to be done will be 

done right.   

 Just that, I would like to see this done just for their benefit. 

 Thank you for your consideration. 

 I hope I don’t see you in another 29 years.  

 (Chuckles) 

 Thank you. 

 THE CHAIR: Anybody here to speak in favor besides Mr. LaPorte? 

 (No response) 

 Anybody opposed? 

 (No response) 

 We are going to move on to the next appeal. 

 This appeal is closed. 
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 B. APPEAL #6424A, Application of Wojciech Chajec for a 

variance to allow a pool in the side yard under Sections 2-01. A.A.6 & 

15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 539 Andrews Street, property of 

Wojciech Chajec in an R-40 zone. 

 MR. CHAJEC:  I will ask for a variance for a pool --- 

 THE CHAIR:  Would you state your name and your address? 

 MR. CHAJEC:  My name Wojciech Chajec.   Address is 539 Andrews 

Street, Southington. 

 THE CHAIR:  Go ahead? 

 MR. CHAJEC:  I ask for a variance to put pool in the side.  

Unfortunately, my back yard is covered by septic, leach field and dry 

well.  And, this makes it impossible to put anything in the backyard. 

 In the application, I made a drawing and some pictures showing 

what I want. 

 THE CHAIR:  This is the --- the blue part, that is your driveway? 

 MR. CHAJEC:  Yes. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 Anybody have any questions for the applicant?  

 MR. LAPORTE: That is the only possible place you can put this 

pool? 

 MR. CHAJEC: Yes. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You can’t put it on the other side? 

 MR. CHAJEC:  The other side is driveway.  You know, parking.  

And, this is just one place between me and my neighbor. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You and your neighbor, okay.  Where the pool is, 

you’ve got to – it’s got to be fenced in.  Is this going to be a 

privacy fence? 

 MR. CHAJEC: I still haven’t decided what kind of fence I put up 

over there.  But definitely it would be everting covered and it would 

be safe. 

 THE CHAIR:  Anybody else? 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Why is the need for the fence, Joe? 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You have to fence a pool. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Is this inground or above the ground? 

 MR. LAPORTE: That is above the ground. 
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 MR. BOHIGIAN:  You don’t have to as long as – 

 THE CHAIR:  Just the opening into it, I believe. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: What’s that? 

 THE CHAIR:  You have to fence in the ladder --- 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  Well, they have special ladders. 

 MR. CHAJEC: This would be above ground. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: You don’t have to fence it unless --- I think it 

has to be –- 

 MR. CHAJEC:  That would be probably later, some kind of deck or -

-- 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: Just one minute.  A pool has to be at least four 

feet high to have a fence. 

 THE CHAIR: Oh, okay. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So, if anything is lower than that, then you have 

to have a fence around it. 

 THE CHAIR:  Got it.  

 MR. MAZZARELLA:  Are you planning on putting any sort of privacy 

from the road like shrubs or trees? 

 MR. CHAJEC:  Probably later.  It would be like what my neighbor 

has. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, you are trying to give them some privacy? 

 MR. CHAJEC:  Yes. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 MR.CHAJEC: Basically, I just have when I put the sign, I go up to 

my neighbor and he could see everything and tell him what I am 

planning to do and did he have any kind of positives he can ----  and 

it was really a good leave with my neighbors when they don’t have a 

problem with this. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: Joelton your question of --- it looks like it is 

the flattest part he has got left. 

 MR. CHAJEC:  There is no flat part over there.  We need to make 

it. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN: If he didn’t have it flat and that four feet wasn’t 

there, then he’d have to put a fence around it. 
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 MR. CHAJEC:  There will definitely be something because my house 

on the slope and with an over ground pool, I must make it flat.  Right 

away, one side would be close to make a patio. 

 We will have something done correctly where we will be safe and 

nobody can see.  

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  It looks very nice. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: If we could suggest just some screening along the 

side, arborvitaes, pines. 

 MR. CHAJEC:  I will put in something. 

 THE CHAIR: So, you would be okay with a stipulation of some sort 

of decorative shrubs between you and the neighbor. 

 MR. CHAJEC:  Yah. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 MR. CHAJEC:  Because basically this pool will be in the line with 

my neighbor’s pool.  Because my neighbor has also a pool.  Only his is 

behind the garages.  Mine will be more open. 

 THE CHAIR: Anybody else have any questions? 

 (No response) 

 Anybody here in favor of the appeal? 

 (No response) 

 Anybody here opposing the appeal? 

 (No response) 

 If not, this appeal is closed. 
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CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6421A, Application of Steven Iglesias for a 21’ 

side yard setback variance for an unpermitted deck under Sections 7A-

00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 7 Gallant Drive, property of 

Steven A. Iglesias in an R-20/25 zone. 

 MR. REIMONDO:  This is a continued public hearing. 

 THE CHAIR:  Sir?   Please state your name and address for the 

record. 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  Steven Iglesias, 7 Gallant Drive, Southington. I 

apologize for the continuance.  The sign had blown down two weeks ago 

and I didn’t realize it came down. 

 The do have a power point.  I don’t know if you guys --- I put a 

lot of time into it.  I’ll pass it around.  It is only a few slides if 

you guys want. 

 THE CHAIR:  Can we put it up, Matt?  Or are we not able to? 

 MR. REIMONDO:  I don’t have any hook ups for that tonight.  I 

apologize.  This was a last-minute thing. 

 THE CHAIR:  If any member would like to see – maybe we have to 

walk up or you can bring it up here and we can get around. 

 Come on over!  We’ll bring it in.  This will be the interactive 

portion of the meeting. 

 (Approached the dais with the PowerPoint while the members all 

looked on.) 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  So, this is the aerial view of the lot.  We only 

do have one neighbor to the south.  Basically, we are looking to --- 

this is the setback and we are looking to just basically have an 

extended --- there was a deck there.  We took it down and built a new 

one.  Just to increase the size. 

 Why we did that was --- 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You didn’t know you needed a permit, right? 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  I didn’t know.  No.  I apologize.   

 The reason why, basically, I guess the hardship is that the whole 

lot is at a 40 to 45-degree slope down.  You can see in the front 

yard.  It’s down.  You can barely see the deck from the street. 

 And, then this slope continues into the rear.  So, there is not 

outdoor livable space to have cookouts, enjoy family events, anything 

like that.   Even just get some fresh air.  You know? 

 You are on the driveway or on the slope. 
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 You can tell this is the backyard.  The slope continues down 

extremely heavily. 

 So, basically, we just want a large livable, basically a livable 

area to --- 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So, is the deck built right there? 

 THE CHAIR:  The deck is already there. 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  Yes. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  You said there wasn’t any room in the back.  It 

looks like you have a patio back there. 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  Yes.  Yup.  

 MR. WALOWSKI:  That’s beyond the area, as well. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  So that patio is --- 

 MR. IGLESIAS: It’s not concrete.  It’s just pavers. 

 MR. BOHIGIAN:  No, no.  I understand.  So, I was just, what you 

said it’s different. 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  The slope, we are just trying to avoid injuries 

and have livable space. 

 This is the aerial view.  So, you can tell that there is only one 

neighbor at 27 Gallant.  His name is Mr. Mancini and he is in favor of 

the deck.  He couldn’t be here tonight.  But he was not opposed to it.  

He likes it. 

 The north, Prospect Street. You can tell it’s heavily wooded.  

There really is no area to play or just enjoy anything. 

 And, then 84 is obviously in the back, as well. 

 So, there is really not much that we can do.   

 If granted, I’ll be able to enjoy fresh air.  Basically, anyone 

can play safely.  

 And, it also doubles as a fenced in area to keep kids away from 

the highway.  The interstate is right there.  You can just wander 

over. 

 Unfortunately.   We don’t have one of those big wall barriers 

that you see on 84. 

 THE CHAIR:  But you do have a river or at least a wetland area 

that is between you and 84.  So, the kids would have to go into the 

water, across the water, get to 84.  It is kind of a barrier. 
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 MR. IGLESIAS:  A little bit.  It’s not really wet back there at 

all. 

 THE CHAIR:  There was water when I drove past. 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  Probably a foot wide. 

 THE CHAIR:  But it is still wetlands. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: So, the area to the north, what’re we talking about 

having in there?  Is this flat?  Or is this a slope as well? 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  No.  That’s grade as well. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  I mean, this deck could have been built off the 

side of the house and you would have achieved the same thing. 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  No.  It’s too --- the same variance.  There was 

already deck there and we basically redid it. 

 THE CHAIR: And, made it much larger. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You still have to get permission from the wetlands?  

Inland wetlands commission? 

 MR. IGLESIAS: I don’t believe ---  

 MR. WALOWSKI: That was going to be my question.  Can we even --- 

 THE CHAIR:  Yah.  I do not believe that you have asked for --- 

you are in a wetland area. If you have water, you have wetlands.   

 And, I also drove by and saw that one of the pylons goes into 

what would be the river bed area.  And, I do have a lot of concerns 

about that because that was done without a permit.  Without consulting 

proper town authorities.  And, if we got a 100-year flood, is that 

going to hold up?  And, I don’t think so. 

 So, I have a lot of concerns about this deck because I don’t 

believe that there were good engineering practices followed when you      

put this up or that you took into your planning concerns that the town 

would have.  Such as, maybe we don’t want people building decks that 

go into wetlands. 

 MR. IGLESIAS: I don’t consider it wetlands.  It is called the 

Old Farmington Canal. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: It is considered a historic canal and I think if we 

had everyone building in a historic area, it’s a problem. 

 MR. CABATA:  I think for discussion right now for me is the 

concept, regardless of our side of it, does this have to go to inland 

wetlands?  

 MR. LAPORTE:  I think it does. 
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 THE CHAIR:  I agree with that. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  I would say yes, you have to go to inland wetlands.   

 THE CHAIR:  Conservation Commission. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You see, you came here and you probably should have 

gone to them first and then us.  You reversed it. 

 THE CHAIR:  You built and then asked for --- you asked for 

forgiveness instead of asking for permission.  That’s the problem with 

your process here. 

 You should have started with going to the conservation commission 

which deals with wetland issues and then come to us and ask for 

permission to build instead of building and then working your way 

backwards. 

 MR. IGLESIAS:  I apologize. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  I’d like to make a motion to table. 

 THE CHAIR:  Do I have a second for a motion to table? 

 MR. CABATA:  Second. 

 (Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote.) 

 MR. CABATA:  And, can we at least get him some info for the town, 

whether it is Dave who has info or Matt?  Somebody to sit with him and 

go over what he has to do and where he needs to go? 

 MR. REIMOND:  Yah, we can direct him to speak with Dave when he 

gets back to work.  Dave and wetlands will walk him through that 

process, absolutely. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  We are going to table this. 

 MR. CABATA:  And, we can keep tabling this until he goes and 

meets and – 

 THE CHAIR:  Has the proper approvals. 

 MR. CABATA:  Okay. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, we are going to table.  This has been tabled.  

You will need to meet with the inland wetlands before you can come 

back before us because we would like their opinion. 

 And, Dave can help you with any questions you have. 

 MR. REIMONDO:  Obviously, Dave is out, but we will get you set up 

with that process. 

7:33 o’clock, p.m. 
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NEW BUSINESS 

 

 A. APPEAL #6423A, Application of Bryan F. Meccariello for a 

9.4’ side yard setback variance and to modify previous stipulation 

under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 123 Maplewood 

Road, property of Maria Melillo in an R-20/25 zone. 

 Mr. LaPorte made a motion to approve Appeal #6423A with 

stipulations.  Mr. Cabata seconded. 

Stipulations: 

 - No screening, windows or doors on the roof. 

 - The roof cannot extend beyond the deck. 

 - Follow as stated in the plans. 

Discussion: 

 Mr. LaPorte thought that putting a roof on the deck would 

beautify the home, first of all.  

 And, it would protect the deck. 

 Mr. Cabata said he had no problem with this.  Obviously, the deck 

has been there for many years and there are no other issues with the 

lot and it will help improve the value and keep the deck up. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

  



Zoning Board of Appeals – February 11, 2020 
 

18 
 

 B. APPEAL #6424A, Application of Wojciech Chajec for a 

variance to allow a pool in the side yard under Sections 2-01. A.A.6 & 

15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 539 Andrews Street, property of 

Wojciech Chajec in an R-40 zone. 

 Mr. Cabata made a motion to approve Appeal #6424A with 

stipulations.  Mr. LaPorte seconded.  

Stipulations: 

 - The decorative screening or shrubbery. 

 

Discussion: 

 Mr. Cabata felt he was doing the best he can with the way the lot 

is laid out.   No issue with it.  Not much else he can do with the 

septic tank and the wetlands and leach fields. 

 

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

 A. APPEAL #6421A, Application of Steven Iglesias for a 21’ 

side yard setback variance for an unpermitted deck under Sections 7A-

00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 7 Gallant Drive, property of 

Steven A. Iglesias in an R-20/25 zone. 

 Tabled during the public hearing to get information from the 

wetlands commission. 

 

 

MISCELLANEOUS / OLD BUSINESS / NEW BUSINESS 

 Nothing this evening. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:37 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

  Alicia Novi, Chair  


