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  TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 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 

 Others: David Lavallee, Ass’t Town Planner    

 Absent: Commissioner Erica Byrne      

   Alternates Ryan Rogers, Ron Bohigian, Mike Scavetta  

   and Anthony Mazzarella,III  

        

 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. Walowski seconded.   The Chair declared the 

Minutes approved. 

 The Chair addressed the applicant with an option.  Tonight, we 

would need all of us to vote in favor to approve the request.  Or, you 

can, of course, be continued to the next meeting where you only need a 

supermajority of four to one. 

 The Applicant chose to proceed this evening. 

 

 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. 
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 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 #6425A, Application of John Daddona for a 5’ setback 

variance for a structure in the rear yard under Sections 2-01A.A.1, 

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

Sherry A. Pescetelli in an R-20/25 zone. 

 

 THE CHAIR:   Come on up and state your name and address for the 

record, please. 

 MR. DADDONA:  My name is John Daddona.  I reside at 7 Beal Drive 

in Southington with my beautiful fiancé, Sherry.  

 We’re looking to build a garage, 24 x 24 garage.  The problem 

that we’re faced with is because of the odd-shaped lot.  The 

practicality to put a garage where we can get in and out of it with 

vehicles, we’re going to be within 10 feet --- I’m sorry.  Within 5 

feet at one corner on the rear property setback. 

 We’ve looked around and tried to shift it around as best we can.  

We say let’s put it here, let’s put it there.  We never --- it doesn’t 

become practical or aesthetically it looks silly.  It looks 

ridiculous.   We’re approaching a $400,000 piece of property and we 

want to make things looks aesthetically correct. 

 Keep in mind this variance we’re seeking is just for one corner 

of the garage.  The other rear corner is at least 15 feet away from 

the property line. 

 What I’ve done and I believe you guys all have these pictures.  I 

handed them in to the zoning department.  So, you can see where we put 

it, the optimum spot, so we can get in and out of it with our 

vehicles. 

 I also took some pictures I want to give you for the record. 

 Do I give it to you or walk up to the commissioners? 
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 THE CHAIR:  You can come on up.  I’ll take it. 

 (Handed in) 

 Thank you.  I am going to stamp this. 

 MR. DADDONA:  And, one for me. 

 And, these are off the GSI (sic) site.  I have them labeled A 

just for clarity reasons. 

 You can see here where it does line up if we put it in the 

position that we’re asking to do. 

 (Pause) 

 And, like I say, this is off the GSI (sic) site.  GIS site. 

 My pickup truck is there in the driveway now.  You can see the 

hardship that we have trying to get in and out of this garage if it 

was any other place. 

 I went ahead and took some of my own photos.  And, I’m going to 

give you all of these at one time to expedite the process. 

 (Handed in) 

 They are labeled B and C so, you know, we can know what we’re 

looking at. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You do have a two-car garage there now, right? 

 MR. DADDONA:  Yes, we have a two-car garage there.  A two-car 

garage and I think it is listed on the map.  It’s 21 by 22 feet deep.  

Kind of the builder’s special garage.  My pick up truck won’t fit in 

the garage. 

 THE CHAIR:  I drove by your house.  You have the plow on there, 

too, huh? 

 MR. DADDONA: Even without the plow, it won’t fit in the garage, 

Ma’am. 

 Yes, I do have the plow to plow the driveway. 

 If you look at Photo B, I’ll let you stamp those. 

 (Pause, pause) 

 THE CHAIR:  I’m sorry.  We are passing them down amongst 

ourselves. 

 MR. DADDONA:  Take your time. 

 (Pause, pause) 
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 If you look at Photo B, I am standing there in the driveway 

looking up at the site where the proposed garage would go.  The cones, 

the two cones there represent the two corners of the garage. 

 You can see the difficulty if we move that towards the house to 

try to get it further away from the rear property line. 

 On Photo C, I’m actually standing in the rear of the proposed 

garage, looking at the driveway, to show you the alignment issue and 

also as you, as we think of other spots to put this, if you look at 

the house across the street, that is a mirror image of our house.  So, 

to construct and try to add on to something, you have to worry about 

putting another roof on, two stories.  It gets to be a major project 

to add on.  So, it kind of takes away from the efficiency of having a 

separate detached garage. 

 We went ahead and talked to the neighbors to get their thoughts 

on it, especially the neighbor that shares that common property line.  

To make sure that we weren’t being bad neighbors.  And, they are 

onboard.  I do have letters from both adjoining property owners saying 

that they do not have any objections to the property. 

 I can offer these to you or I can read them.  Which one would you 

like? 

 THE CHAIR:  Uh, Dave, can we read them in or should we take them? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  You can read them and we’ll take them. 

 MR. DADDONA:  The neighbor to the rear, and this is dated 

February 15, 2020.  

 TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:  I, Bernard and Judith McKinnon of 301 

Jude Lane have no objections to the 24 foot by 24-foot garage being 

proposed at 7 Beal Drive.  I am aware that one corner of the garage 

will be 5 feet off the rear property line of 7 Beal Drive. 

 Sincerely --- and is signed by both Judith McKinnon and Bernard 

McKinnon. 

 Our neighbor on the other side of us, same side as the road, our 

adjacent neighbor. 

 Also dated February 15, 2020. 

 TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:  I, Jeffrey and Kimberly Reese of 17 Beal 

Drive have no objection to the 14 foot by 24-foot garage being 

proposed at 7 Beal Drive.  I am aware that one corner of the garage 

will be 5 feet off the rear property line of 7 Beal Drive. 

 Sincerely, Kimberly Reese and Jeff Reese. 

 I’ll hand these to you. 
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 THE CHAIR:  Okay, sure. 

 (Pause) 

 We can keep them if they’re stamped? 

 MR. DADDONA:  I have copies. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 (Pause, pause) 

 MR. LAPORTE:  How far away from the house --- how far away from 

the house is the garage the way you have it laid out? 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  The corner of the garage to the front corner of 

the garage? 

 MR. DADDONA: You know, I want to say 8 to 12 feet.  Something 

like that.  I don’t know exactly.  I don’t have a scale with me. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  I am looking at it, just roughly the scale here, 

with my pen, is 20 feet? 

 MR. DADDONA:  Yup. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  And, I am going to say that it is more than 10 and 

less than 20.   Does that seem fair? 

 MR. DADDONA: That seems reasonable.  I don’t exactly know that 

amount. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  With the scale. 

 MR. DADDONA:  We’ve toyed around with pushing that towards the 

house just trying to make this whole thing fit.  But realistically, 

you are not going to be able to get in that more than the first bay. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  So, what you are saying is that you want to locate 

the garage because it is convenient for the current footprint of the 

existing driveway? 

 MR. DADDONA:  Well, yes.  And, in order to move that driveway, 

there is a stonewall there if you look at the visual. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: So, you are claiming it is your hardship for 

aesthetics or you don’t want to have to move things? 

 MR. DADDONA:  It’s twofold.  It’s aesthetics and it is going to 

be that it’s not practical to have a two car garage this way 

(indicating) and a two-car garage that way (indicating) very close 

together.  There has to be a separation so you can use each one, sir. 



Zoning Board of Appeals – February 25, 2020 
 

6 
 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Even if you moved it over to the corner, right?  

You’ve got 10 to 15 feet there.   And, you’ve only got like a little 

corner that you are asking a variancy (sic) for. 

 MR. DADDONA:  Correct. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  You probably wouldn’t even need a variancy (sic) if 

you could push it over. 

 MR. DADDONA:  If I could push that over towards the house, you 

are exactly right.  I would not need that variance at all.  But I 

would not --- quite frankly, aesthetically wise, it is not going to 

fly. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  I think you are going to have the same issues with 

the traffic pattern regardless of where the garage is located. 

 THE CHAIR:  I thought that --- because when I went out, I thought 

that with the location it did allow for only one of the cars to be 

impeded going in and out with the current location. 

 And, you know, the other car, I mean my garage is a little bit 

over as well, but not enough that’s it --- I always slightly adjust as 

I go around to my house. 

 I understand that can be --- you don’t want that too bad because 

in the middle of winter you are doing a sideways into your garage. 

 MR. DADDONA: Yes.  There again, I understand that there is still 

somewhat – I don’t want to repeat what was said, but keep in mind 

there is not going to be a vehicle, you know, her vehicle will be in 

her garage.  My vehicle will be in mine because it won’t fit in that 

builder’s special. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 MR. LAPORTE: You are going to have four garage spaces. 

 MR. DADDONA:  I will have four garage doors, yes, sir. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  And you can put your one vehicle in your garage?  

Then you’ve got that garage space.  You want this garage; this is two 

spaces and you have one car.   Did you ever think of building a one 

car garage? 

 MR. DADDONA:  I have another car, too, sir.   That’s my pick up 

truck and I have another vehicle.  You know, we are a three-car 

family. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  And, you have a she there, too, right?  You’ve got 

the shed. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  We are always going to encourage people to not 

come here if there is a solution to not have to appeal for a variance. 



Zoning Board of Appeals – February 25, 2020 
 

7 
 

 MR. DADDONA:  I understand. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  So, you need to understand that. 

 THE CHAIR:  Now, how close to the line is the shed? 

 MR. DADDONA:  It’s --- 

 THE CHAIR:  It didn’t show up on here.  I saw it when I went by. 

 (Undertone comments) 

 All right.  Do you have any more information? 

 MR. DADDONA:  I’m just looking over my notes here.  Just a 

second, please. 

 THE CHAIR:  No problem. 

 (Pause) 

 MR. DADDONA:  Sherry, have I missed anything? 

 No, I think this is what we had. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  So, you do have the option of moving the garage 

over.  That, I can see that. 

 (Pause) 

 MR. CABATA:  Dave, quick question?  Because this is in excess of 

three garage spaces, does this have to go before planning & zoning, 

too. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  It would have to be over 1,092 square feet.   

 MR. WALOWSKI:  How does that add up? 

 MR. DADDONA:  Yes, we did the numbers.  Sheila did the numbers 

first thing with me.  Then I was        told 1,016. 

 THE CHAIR:  Just under. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  I did drive around some new developments, 

specifically, Northridge off of Welch and they do have 90-degree 

garages.  One car attached to a two car at a 90-degree angle.  So, I 

don’t know if that is a trend or what to save space on the smaller 

lots.  But it is buildable.  Within reason. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  This is an R-20/25 zone?  Half acre? 

 (Pause, pause) 

 THE CHAIR:  I understand.  You know, I have a one car garage and 

my Subaru Crosstrek barely fits into to.  In fact, I have to pull all 

of the way to the front otherwise the car wouldn’t come down.  So, I 
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do understand that some of these cars are not built for every garage 

that was ever built.  Some of them are longer than the garages. 

 I did, when I drove by, your truck was outside.  So, I understand 

that if the truck doesn’t fit in the garage that it is going to be 

outside to the elements all winter long. 

 MR. DADDONA:  And, the snow plow won’t.   That’ll stay outside.  

It’s crazy to try to get everything in.  Just the pickup truck is what 

I am trying to do and the vehicle, obviously. 

 We are a three-car family.  We have a motorcycle, too.  The 

garage space is always usable. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay, does anyone have any other questions? 

 MR. DADDONA:  If I can, I got a help here from by (inaudible).  

If it were just a matter of changing the driveway, that’s not really 

an issue.  It’s the practicality of being able to get in and out and 

having two garages close to each other, aesthetically, if there are 

some places like that, I’ve never seen a place like that.  If there is 

a place like that I’d like to go out and take a look.  It seems to me 

that aesthetically wise it looks like it is not going to work.  I 

would love to go see that if there are places like that. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  That’s Northridge Development. 

 MR. DADDONA: Northridge Development? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Yes.  It is off of Welch Road.  Ninety-two new 

homes in there and a good portion of them have the 90-degree garage. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  And, some people will build the garage in the back 

if they have the room. 

 THE CHAIR:  I’m not sure if this one has room. 

 (Undertone comments) 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Or, they could stagger it, 22 on one end and the 

24, jog the back of the garage.  Keep the front the same plane but do 

one bay 22 and one 24 just for space.  Aesthetically, from the front, 

it doesn’t look any different. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. So, there are options. 

 All right. Anything else? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Madam Chair, the options are to table it and try 

to come up with a new configuration or if it still encroaches or you 

can vote on that.  

 THE CHAIR:  So there are some options out there that you can look 

at and some ways that maybe if you’d like to table it, you could look 
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at redesigning the garage so it would be less --- you would need less 

of a variance such as  Dave suggested which would be jogging the 

garage and that one bay would be longer than the other.  That would 

encroach less.  You’d have 22 and 24 feet.  It would make the variance 

a 3-foot variance.   Which would be a little less. 

 Would you like to have this tabled so that you could research a 

little more? 

 MR. DADDONA: Yah.  I’ll sit back on my heels a little bit and 

regroup and think and discuss what else could happen.  That’s the wise 

thing to do. 

 MR. LAPORTE: Make a motion to table. 

 THE CHAIR:  Do I have a second? 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  Second. 

 THE CHAIR:  All right.  So, we are going to table this. 

 Okay – I always forget. 

 All in favor? 

 (Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote.) 

 We will be tabling this item. 

 If you’d like to meet with Dave, you can talk about some ways you 

would need less of a variance or ways that --- or none at all.  Or 

look at the ones at Highridge? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Northridge. 

 THE CHAIR:  Northridge, yah. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Also, you should state that there is no one in the 

audience to object. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Also, there is no one in the audience to 

object. 

 And, there is no one here to be in favor of this, as well. 

 If you’d like to --- well, your wife.  She’s --- sorry fiancée.   

 But if you’d like to meet with Dave there might be some other 

options available to you that could give you what you are looking for 

with less of an impact. 

 MR. DADDONA:  All right.  And, Dave is in zoning? 

 THE CHAIR:  Yes. 

 MR. DADDONA:  Thank you.   
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 All set? 

 THE CHAIR: Yup, we’re all set. 

 Thank you. 

  



Zoning Board of Appeals – February 25, 2020 
 

11 
 

CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

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

side yard setback variance or 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. 

 THE CHAIR:  I believe that one is going to be continually tabled 

under we hear from the wetlands commission, Dave? 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  Madam Chair, Appeal #6421A for Steven Iglesias at 

7 Gallant Drive, requested a 30-day extension and a table until we 

figure out what other departments he needs to go to. 

 MR. CABATA Motion to give a 30-day extension to Appeal 6421A. 

 MR. WALOWSKI:  Second it. 

 (Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote.) 

 MR. CABATA:  Do we have to have a motion to table?  We approved 

the 30-day extension. 

 MR. LAVALLEE:  You approved the extension. 

 MR. CABATA:  Motion to table. 

 MR. LAPORTE:  Second. 

 (Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote.) 
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NEW BUSINESS: 

 

 A. APPEAL #6425A, Application of John Daddona for a 5’ setback 

variance for a structure in the rear yard under Sections 2-01A.A.1, 

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

Sherry A. Pescetelli in an R-20/25 zone. 

 Tabled during the public hearing. 
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 A. APPEAL #6421A, Application of Steven Iglesias for a 21’ 

side yard setback variance or 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. 

 Thirty-day extension granted during the public hearing portion. 

 

 

MISCELLANEOUS / OLD BUSINESS / NEW BUSINESS 

 Seven new applications for next time.   Some liquor permits and 

patios. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:21 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

     Alicia Novi, Chair 


