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TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, November 10, 2020 

 

 

MINUTES 

 CHAIR ALICIA NOVI, called the Public Hearing and Regular Meeting 

of the Southington Zoning Board of Appeals to order at 7:01 o’clock, 

p.m. via WebEx teleconference, with the following members 

participating: 

 Erica Byrne, Theodore Cabata, Joseph LaPorte & Steven Walowski   

 Staff: David Lavallee, Assistant Town Planner    

          

 Absent: Alternates:   Ronald Bohigian, Michael Scavetta, Ryan 

Rogers & 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. LaPorte made a motion to approve the Minutes of the previous 

meeting as submitted.  Mr. Walowski seconded.  Motion passed 

unanimously on a voice vote. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6477A, Application of Tadeusz & Iwona Gorski for a 

family flock of chickens under Section 3-01.31B & 15-05 of the Zoning 

Regulations, 215 Carey Street, property of Tadeusz & Iwona Gorski in 

an R-80 zone. 
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 THE CHAIR:  All right, if the person to speak in favor of the 

appeal would like to unmute themselves and state their name and 

address for the record, please. 

 MR. GORSKI: Yes, my name is Tadeus Gorski, I live at 215 

Carey Street and I’d like it was stated, I’m here to appeal for, you 

know, a flock of chickens. 

 It’s my first time doing this and I am not sure exactly what I’m 

doing.  So, sorry about that. 

 THE CHAIR:  No problem.  All right, do you want to tell us a 

little bit about the chickens you are asking for and where you are 

going to keep them?  Things like that. 

 MR. GORSKI: Yah, basically, we just want, you know, those to 

lay eggs for us.  Chickens.  We moved into this property last year 

around this time and the coop was there.  I mean, it wasn’t part of 

the map for the plot.   So, uh, when I cleared some of the trees here, 

I guess, it became exposed.  And, well, you guys found it and called 

me that basically that the chicken coop is not part of the approved 

thing. 

 So, basically once I became aware of that, that’s why I, you 

know, filed a petition or application to have that approved and you 

know. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. Are you willing to abide by having no 

roosters? 

 MR. GORSKI: There are no roosters.  I had two and well, they 

had to part ways, let’s call it that. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. So, you would be okay if we put a 

stipulation you can have chickens and no roosters? 

 MR. GORSKI: Yes. Yes.  Unless, you know, I could pay, I don’t 

know, for some kind of license to have a rooster, one or two.  Then I 

would be willing to do that. But if you guys tell me no roosters, well 

then, there are no roosters.  Hens, only. 

 THE CHAIR:  Dave, I believe there is a no --- 

 MR. GORSKI: Well, if we are going to get chickens. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Yah, the regs, Madam Chair. 

 MR. GORSKI: What’s that? 

 MR. GORSKI: You are kind of breaking up. 

 THE CHAIR:  Yah.  I’m sorry, Dave, go ahead. 
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 MR. LAVALLEE: Yah, just that the regs specifically state no 

roosters. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Yah, unfortunately, we can’t give you 

roosters. 

 MR. GORSKI: All right.  That’s just fine.  As long as I can 

have those twelve hens, I’m more than happy. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  And, would you be willing to --- you do 

understand that we would ask you to keep them in an enclosed space at 

all times, no letting the chickens free roam. 

 MR. GORSKI: No, no.  They will basically be in their --- 

actually, I believe you guys should have a map, you know, its 

basically the henhouse and to it there is like an 8 by 8 cage that’s 

attached to it.  And, that’s basically the only area where there are 

going to be. In the henhouse or that cage.  That connects the henhouse 

to that caged area.  That way they will have a little better life, I 

guess, if you will. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Do we have any questions from the board? 

 MR. LAPORTE: Yes, I have a question for the applicant.  How 

large is that chicken coop?  How large is it? 

 MR. GORSKI: It’s, I want to say it is like 8 by 6.   

 MR. LAVALLEE: Madam Chair? 

 MR. GORSKI: It is something that has been on this property 

for I’m not sure how long because when I was at your office, we looked 

at the GPS picture of the property and I’m not sure exactly how back 

dated the picture was, you know, the henhouse was already there. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. 

 MR. GORSKI: But you know, it wasn’t placed there legally.  

Let’s put it that way.  We’re here to legalize that thing and you know 

hopefully legalize that. 

 THE CHAIR:  Go ahead, Dave? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: The application with the map just shows there is 

an 8 by 8 chicken house and then like a 6 by 9 run. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.   

  I am going to ask Juanita Champagne, if you could just mute 

yourself until it’s your turn, we do get some background noise. 

 (Pause) 

 Thank you. 
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 Any other questions from the board?   

 MS. BYRNE:  I just had one question:  In looking at the map, 

it looks, from the map it looks like the 8 by 8 enclosure goes over 

the property line but does it?  Or is that just --- 

 MR. GORSKI: No.  It’s actually the way that map is drawn.  It 

doesn’t show the full property. 

 THE CHAIR:  Gotcha. 

 MR. GORSKI: That’s why it looks that way. 

 There’s a couple of acres behind there. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Yah, we confirmed that. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay, do we have any other questions from the 

board? 

 (No response) 

 Do you have anything else you would like to tell us, Mr. Gorski? 

 MR. GORSKI: No, that’s it.  If you guys have any questions, I 

am here to answer, I guess. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay, thank you very much.  We appreciate your 

presentation. 

 I am going to ask if there is anybody here to speak in favor of 

this appeal? 

 (No response) 

 Is there anybody here that opposes this appeal? 

 (No response) 

 If not, this appeal is closed. 

 If I could have Mr. Gorski just mute himself again. 

 Thank you.  
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 B. APPEAL #6478A, Application of Christopher & Dawn Champagne 

for a 13’ side yard setback variance for a new garage under Sections 

7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 22 Saw Mill Lane, property of 

Christopher & Dawn Champagne in an R-20/25 zone. 

 

 THE CHAIR:  Will the applicants go ahead and unmute 

yourselves and state your name and address for the record, please? 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: My name is Christopher Champagne at 22 Saw Mill 

Lane, Plantsville, Connecticut. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: And, my name is Dawn Champagne at 22 Saw Mill 

Lane, Plantsville, Connecticut. 

 THE CHAIR:  Thank you.  Go ahead with your appeal? 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: What we are looking for is the 13’ side yard 

variance to build a small breezeway and a garage on or attached to our 

house. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: Two cars. 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: A two car garage attached to our house. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  And, what is your claimed hardship besides 

--- 

 (Pause) 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: I’m sorry.  Besides you’d like to build a garage? 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: Earlier this year, on Easter, I had a minor heart 

attack, two stents placed.   So, due to the fact that I can’t be doing 

as much strenuous activity, all of the shoveling and cleaning off the 

vehicles, as to how winters are here in Connecticut, in New England, 

um – 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: Access to the house. 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: Yah. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Did you consider maybe building the garage 

without the breezeway to maybe move it closer to the house?   Is there 

a reason why the breezeway is there? 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: Yes.  We thought about that and we currently have 

a door on that side of the house were guests come in.  They’re not 

coming directly into the house through the living room and causing um, 

mud and you know, where to put coats and shoes, and things like that. 

 We have a 20-year-old daughter who comes and goes.  We have 

people, my parents who need to be able to come into the house and put 
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their belongings.  So, that’s why we decided that a breezeway would be 

the best thing. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: Madam Chair? 

 THE CHAIR:  Go ahead, Steve. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: My question, well it is more of a statement 

followed by a question.  Your hardship seems to be one of a physical 

nature and not so much of a property nature. Hardship is not specific 

to the property which the zoning variance requires.  You are asking 

health and convenience and I’m sympathetic to that but from a zoning 

perspective, I don’t think this holds up. 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: From a zoning perspective, based on the zone that 

we are in, it would really not even --- I believe we are in an R-20?  

It would put us barely enough to put a one car garage in there to keep 

the 20’ from the neighbor’s property. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: Well, you are asking for a 13’ side variance 

which means you need 20’ and you have 7.  A 13’ variance to the 

property line is substantial.  You are asking for twice the space that 

you actually have. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: We do have permission from our neighbor.  I do 

believe we gave you information about his plot plan.  He is at 12 Saw 

Mill Lane. And, we have discussed with he and Doris, and they have no 

issues with us having this variance.  

 Unfortunately, they were unable to join us.  I --- I tried, but 

they are unable to join us tonight. 

 THE CHAIR:  A question to Steve is would you be open to 

considering maybe a different plan that might make it less of an 

encroachment on to the line.  Maybe taking out the breezeway which 

could give you maybe half of the request for putting in a two-car 

garage that would have one door so it is a small footprint.  Have you 

considered alternate options? 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: So, I am no aware --- if a one car garage with a 

one door footprint, lowers the footprint, that is what we were 

considering in the first place.  We only want one door.  We don’t want 

two doors.  So, if that consolidates the amount of square footage of 

the garage, then that is what we were planning. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  But what about maybe removing the 

breezeway to make it so that you are not so close to the neighbor’s --

- if you had the garage right attached to the house, it wouldn’t be a 

13’ variance.  It would be a smaller variance.   

 Are you willing to work with maybe the zoning department to get a 

garage that might be more acceptable to the board? 
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 MR. CHAMPAGNE:  Um, the breezeway we’re thinking of is 

really only about 4’ wide.  The door just basically is a small 

mudroom.  A place to put your shoes and that.  So that would put it at 

a 9’ variance.   

 THE CHAIR:  Which would still give you half the distance to 

the neighbor’s --- a little over half.  You would still get over 50 

percent of your --- you know, it is a significant, you know, 

improvement. 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: Yah, I mean, if we could do --- if we could go 

with instead of the 13’ variance, a 9’ variance which would put then 

11’ between the side of the garage and the neighbor’s house, would 

that be acceptable to the board?  

 THE CHAIR:  Dave, how should we go forward if they would be 

willing to modify plans that would make it less of a larger variance? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: You can always go for less of a variance.  So, 

you would just vote on a motion to do that.  Make it 23 instead of the 

25 wide. 

 The breezeway is integral to the garage so you would just likely 

say it’s a 23’ wide garage instead of a 27. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.   Does anybody else from the board have 

questions? 

 MS. BYRNE:  I didn’t have a question, but I did want to say 

that I share Steve’s concerns with the width. So, if there is a way to 

reduce the size of the variance, then that answers some of my 

concerns. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: Should we ask to see a revised plan before we 

vote on it?   I’d feel much better about that? 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: I’d like to point out that our structure is not -

-- it’s within the confines of the whole neighborhood. If you take a 

look at our whole neighborhood, there are structures that are very 

much on the line.  

 We have right across the street from us a very large two car 

garage that is right on the property line. 

 We have on the corner of Saw Mill Lane, you guys might know, Jack 

Perry -- Curt Holyst --- he has a large building that is a shed with a 

chicken coop right on the line. 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE:  And, it is permanent.  It has a permanent 

foundation. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE:  So, I mean, we are not without the rest of 

the neighborhood if you take a look at it. 
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 THE CHAIR:  We do understand, but we do have to take a look 

at every appeal independently and we don’t actually have to take into 

account (inaudible).  So, you know, we do and we are familiar with the 

neighborhood. 

 We would like to get you what we can, but we do have (inaudible) 

to do it in the least obtrusive way to all of the neighborhood we can. 

 And, if we ask for, I mean, Dave, I’d like to ask you is it 

possible for us to (inaudible) that wouldn’t have the breezeway? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Madam Chair, they could revise it.  These are 

hand drawn based on a survey for the neighbor.  They could redraw it 

on the plot plan they have. 

 THE CHAIR:  And, would we be able to see that or would we 

vote tonight?  I’m just --- procedural. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: You can do it either way, Madam Chair.  You could 

table it and wait for a revised plan to come in or you could say that 

the approval is contingent upon receipt of a 23’ wide depicted garage. 

 However, you want to do it, whatever you want to do. 

 THE CHAIR:  Well, it’s up to the board.  I can’t make a 

motion. 

 MR. LAPORTE: I make a motion to table. 

 THE CHAIR:  Do I have second? 

 MR. WALOWSKI: Second. 

 (Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote) 

 THE CHAIR:  Anyone opposed? 

 (No response) 

 All right.  So, we are going to table this to our next meeting so 

that we can see a revised plan without the breezeway. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: Can I just, I want to go back though.  If we did 

still have the breezeway but a shortened garage, like a 1.5 car 

garage, could we do it as long as we’re not close? 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: Maintaining still the 11’ --- 

 MR. LAVALLEE: They can ask the question of staff.  They could 

certainly reach out to me.  And, I’ll answer any of their questions 

and certainly help them out.  But as a point of order, it was tabled. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: I’m sorry.  What was your name? 
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 MR. LAVALLEE: Dave Lavallee.  You can call Sheila, the 

secretary. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: Gotcha!  Thank you. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: We can sit down and just talk about it. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: Okay, thank you very much. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: No problem. 

 THE CHAIR:  He’s very helpful to work with.  He will get you 

all straightened out for the next meeting probably. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: Thank you very much. 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: Thank you. 

 THE CHAIR:  All right. We have tabled Appeal Item B. 
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 C. APPEAL #6479A, Application of James Lank for a 5’ side yard 

setback variance for a new garage under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the 

Zoning Regulations, 122 Milldale Avenue, property of James J. Lank in 

an R-12 zone. 

 

 THE CHAIR:  All right. If I could have whoever is here to 

speak for the appeal unmute themselves and state their name and 

address for the record, please. 

 MR. LANK:   My name is James Lank, 122 Milldale Avenue, 

Plantsville, Connecticut. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Go ahead. 

 MR. LANK:  Okay, so we went and we applied for a permit to 

put up a detached garage, 24 by 28.  After we had done all the work 

and we got everything going, I was told by the gentleman, I believe it 

was engineering, he gave me a heads up that I do have a sewer line 

that would run right underneath the garage where I was going to put 

it. 

 So, this is where I am going with the variance.  If I could move 

it over 5’ it would only put it 10’ off the line instead of 15. And, 

being that the sewer line was installed in 1964, it is only 2’ in the 

ground and I do have to put the foundation in at 48.  So, this would 

help me greatly to just move it over that 5’ space. 

 THE CHAIR:  Do I have any questions from the board? 

 MS. BYRNE:  I did have one question. In looking at the site 

plan, is there going to be a new driveway and a new curb cut put on 

that side of the house? 

 MR. LANK:  Yes, there is. 

 MS. BYRNE:  Okay. 

 MR. LANK:  And, I did, I did give Sheila and Dave Lavallee, 

I gave them, I had eight neighbors sign a release saying they had no 

problem with the garage. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Do we have any other questions from the 

board? 

 MR. WALOWSKI: Can I ask a question of Dave? 

 Um, what would the applicant need to do to not need a variance, 

Dave? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Uh, he would have to slide the garage behind the 

back plane of the house. So, it is probably about, I don’t know, 10 or 
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15 feet.  And, then he’d have the 10’ side yard instead of a 15’ foot 

requirement. 

 MR. LANK:  And, I couldn’t even do that because I have a 

pool there now.  If you look, there is a pool there.  So, I would have 

to probably go back almost 200’.  

 If you look at the prints, I own four building lots there which 

are lots 60, 61, 74 & 75. So, in order to do this, and you know, put a 

driveway in and then hopefully we don’t get 2’ of snow where I’ve got 

to trudge out a half a mile to go out to my garage to get the truck.  

That’s what I am trying to avoid. 

 THE CHAIR:  Do we have any additional questions from the 

board? 

 MR. LAPORTE: Well, I see that (inaudible). 

 THE CHAIR:  I’m sorry.  Can you repeat that, Joe?  I couldn’t 

really hear you. 

 MR. LAPORTE: The applicant is asking for a reasonable variancy 

which is 5’. 

 That’s reasonable.   That’s my opinion. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay. Do we have any other comments from the 

board? 

 (No response) 

 Is the circle the pool? 

 MR. LANK:  Yes.  I think it was put in in 2016 or something 

like that. 

 There is electrical running to it and everything else.  It would 

just be, it would be a rather large nightmare. 

 THE CHAIR:  All right.  Any other questions from the board? 

 (No response) 

 All right.   

 MR. LAVALLEE: I just wanted to respond to the question 

Commissioner Walowski asked as to what would have to be done.  The 

answer is a little bit more detailed.   

 It would be to slide it straight back behind the house.  Not 

physically behind the house, but behind the back plane of the house.  

So, if you were to draw a line across the back of the house, as long 

as it was behind that, you’d be with the 10’ instead of the 15’. 

 I didn’t mean in place of where the pool was behind the house. 
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 MR. LANK:  I would be at least 140’ off the road. 

 THE CHAIR:  That’s a big --- 

 MR. LANK:  And, that is what I am trying to avoid.  To pave 

it and everything else.  Like I said, I just turned 61 and I really 

don’t want to trudge out there in the snow and have to take care of 

this driveway. 

 So, like I said, 5’ is plenty of room. My neighbors have been 

great with it. I talked to all of them about it. You should have all 

of their affidavits.  I gave them to Sheila.   They really didn’t have 

a problem with it.  So --- 

 MR. WALOWSKI: I’d like to ask, so, you are showing 62’ in front 

of the garage, 28’, so the way it is oriented on this map, it looks 

like only another 14’.  So that would be --- 

 MR. LANK:  Fourteen feet would put me into the pool. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: I don’t think you are following the line of 

questioning here was that it was simply lined up off the back corner 

of the house, it doesn’t, it does not interfere with the pool and it’s 

literally 14’ back which makes 76’ of driveway versus you know a 

hundred and something feet, whatever you are talking about. 

 It takes the septic, sewer line out of play. 

 MR. LANK:  Right.  So that, what --- excuse me. What that 

does now is that goes and that interferes with all the wiring and the 

gas line for the pool which goes around from the house, from where the 

hatchway is, all the way around to the back side of the pool. 

 So, it would put me there which is only 18” underground.  So, um, 

this seemed to be the best thing which was to go 5’ over. 

 It would put me in a perfect position. 

 MR. WALOWSKI: I appreciate what you are saying that it is the 

perfect situation for you.  Financially.   

 MR. LANK:  Not even financially, I mean, it would, so close 

to the pool, 14’ back it would almost be impossible.  It would be 

right up against the pool. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay.  Any follow up questions, Steve? 

 MR. WALOWSKI: I’m good. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: You know, we could hash it out with the applicant 

if there are still questions.  You know, if there is some clarity you 

think is unseen   in that response. 
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 THE CHAIR:  All right.   Thank you, Mr. Lank.  I’m going to 

go ahead and ask:  Any other questions from the board? 

 (No response) 

 All right.   Thank you. 

 I am going to ask if there is anybody else here to speak in favor 

of your appeal? 

 (No response) 

 MR. LANK:  No, everything that I --- every --- oh, you are 

talking about the board? 

 THE CHAIR:  No. I am talking to everybody else.  If you want 

to go ahead and mute yourself.  We are going to see if there are other 

people here to speak for you or against you. 

 Is there anybody else here to speak in favor of this appeal? 

 (No response) 

 All right. Anybody here to oppose this appeal? 

 (No response) 

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

 

 A. APPEAL #6463A, Application of Robert Zangrandi for a 4.6’ 

rear yard setback variance for an accessory structure (garage) under 

Sections 2-01.A.A.1 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 28 North Summit 

Street, property of Robert Zangrandi & Jennifer Connors in an R-12 

zone. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Madam Chair, this one is going to be a request 

for a table. 

 And, a 30-day extension. 

 THE CHAIR:  Do we want to make that right now? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Sure. 

 THE CHAIR:  So, do we have to vote on that just go ahead --- 

 MR. LAVALLEE: It would be a table and a request for a 30-day 

extension just to make sure they’re covered for the meeting. 

 THE CHAIR:  Great. Do I have a request to table and a 30-day 

extension? 

 MS. BYRNE:  Sure.  I will make a motion that we table this 

application and grant them a 30-day extension. 

 THE CHAIR:  Do I have a second? 

 MR. WALOWSKI: Second. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay, I’ll take Steve because I could see him 

first. 

 (Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote.) 

 

7:31 o’clock, p.m.  
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NEW BUSINESS 

  

 A. APPEAL #6477A, Application of Tadeusz & Iwona Gorski for a 

family flock of chickens under Section 3-01.31B & 15-05 of the Zoning 

Regulations, 215 Carey Street, property of Tadeusz & Iwona Gorski in 

an R-80 zone. 

 

 Ms. Byrne made a motion to approve Appeal #6477A with 

stipulations. 

 

Stipulations: 

 - No more than 12 chickens 

 - No roosters 

 

 Mr. LaPorte seconded. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 
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 B. APPEAL #6478A, Application of Christopher & Dawn Champagne 

for a 13’ side yard setback variance for a new garage under Sections 

7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 22 Saw Mill Lane, property of 

Christopher & Dawn Champagne in an R-20/25 zone. 

 

 This item was tabled during the public hearing portion of the 

meeting. 
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 C. APPEAL #6479A, Application of James Lank for a 5’ side yard 

setback variance for a new garage under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the 

Zoning Regulations, 122 Milldale Avenue, property of James J. Lank in 

an R-12 zone. 

 

 Mr. LaPorte made a motion to approve Appeal 6479A.  Mr. Cabata 

seconded. 

 

Discussion: 

 Mr. LaPorte said 5’ is a reasonable request.  That’s all I’m 

saying. 

 Mr. Cabata added he felt that based off his answers, he clearly 

had an explanation for the different reasons for why he was going to 

put the garage where it was, so I am fine with it.  That was my reason 

for seconding. 

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

 

 A. APPEAL #6463A, Application of Robert Zangrandi for a 4.6’ 

rear yard setback variance for an accessory structure (garage) under 

Sections 2-01.A.A.1 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 28 North Summit 

Street, property of Robert Zangrandi & Jennifer Connors in an R-12 

zone. 

 Tabled and 30-day extension granted during the public hearing 

portion of the meeting. 
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MISCELLANEOUS/OLD BUSINESS/NEW BUSINESS 

 A. Adoption of 2021 ZBA meeting schedule 

 Mr. Cabata so moved the motion for approval.  Mr. LaPorte 

seconded. Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

  

 Mr. Lavallee advised there is another application for the next 

meeting which is November 24th. 

  

 Before adjournment, Mr. Walowski thanked Joe for his service.  He 

taught me well. I believe this is going to be his last meeting and I 

wanted to wish him well. 

 Mr. LaPorte said he is retiring.   

 Ms. Byrne thanked him as did Mr. Cabata. 

 The commissioners thanked him for all his help. 

 The Chair stated that Joe had taught her a lot and she thanked 

him for his guidance and leadership and for always taking my calls on 

your home phone.  I will not forget it.   Thank you. 

 Mr. LaPorte wished everyone well. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:40 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

  Alicia Novi, Chair 


