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TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 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. via WebEx teleconference, with the following members 

participating: 

 Erica Byrne, Theodore Cabata, Robert Ives & 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 

  Ms. Byrne made a motion to approve the Minutes of the previous 

meeting as submitted.  Mr. Cabata seconded.  Motion passed unanimously 

on a voice vote. 

   

 Mr. 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. 
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 All public hearings held this evening will be voted on tonight.  

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

approve your appeal. 

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

decision on the presented appeals. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 A. APPEAL #6480A, Application of David J. Vosgien for a 19’ 

secondary front yard setback variance and a 2’ heigh variance for a 

new fence under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 31 

Crissey Lane, property of David J. & Marcia A. Vosgien in an R-12 

zone. 

 

 THE CHAIR:  If the person who is here to speak for this 

appeal would like to unmute themselves and state their name and 

address for the record? 

 David, if you want to unmute yourself and start speaking? 

 (Pause) 

 MR. LAVALLEE: There is something new where we can’t unmute 

them.  They have to unmute themselves. 

 THE CHAIR:  David, would you like to unmute yourself, please? 

 (Pause) 

 MR. LAVALLEE: If you are having trouble, you can use the chat 

option, as well. It’s in the lower right-hand corner.   And, that may 

not even be him.  I’m not sure who that number is. 

 THE CHAIR:  Anybody to speak for this appeal? 

 (Pause) 

 Anybody to speak for Appeal A? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Madam Chair, I see that he just got on.  So, we 

have to ask him to unmute yourself. 

 THE CHAIR:   Okay.  If you could unmute yourself, please? 

 All right. If you could state your name and address for the 

record, please? 

 MR. VOSGIENT: Okay.  My name is David Vosgien, 31 Crissey Lane 

in Southington.  That appeal is mine, yes.  

 THE CHAIR:  Go ahead with your presentation. 
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 MR. VOSCIENT: Well, I am replacing a diseased hemlock hedge 

that is about 100’ that runs along Ridgewood Road, my side yard. And, 

the present hedge extends out to my property line. 

 What I was proposing is to replace it with a cedar fence similar 

to the one I have on the back border of my home, 6’ high. And, placing 

it a foot inside of my property line which would be just about a foot 

inside of the present hedge.   

 What that does, aside from providing the privacy that I had 

before, it also, because I had a 10’ high hemlock hedge, it also 

provides better visibility, line of sight visibility from Ridgewood 

Road on to Crissey Lane.   

 And, I am on a school bus route. So that’s a big plus that I can 

see with that.  I’d just like to mention that. 

 The fence would be 11’ plus =- I think about 11 and a half feet 

from the edge of the road.  And, presently, the hedge is about 10’ 

from the edge of the road.  So, it is actually moving it in another 

1’. 

 You know, the hedge is a real eyesore because the woolly adelgids 

have eaten it.    

 So, you know, it is a pretty simple change from what I had.  And, 

I think it actually improves the visibility and lines of sight in that 

area.  

 There is another fence on my street, on the corner of Sunnybrook 

Hill, that is presently 9’ from the road and I don’t know that that 

means anything to you people, but someone already has a fence in my 

neighborhood that is similar to what I am asking for. 

 THE CHAIR:  All right. Do I have any questions from the board 

for the applicant? 

 MS. BYRNE:  Madam Chair?  I have a question for staff. So, if 

the hedge were being replaced with another hedge, would it even have 

needed to come to us?  Or is it just because it is a new structure? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Well, I’ll answer through Madam Chair.  It would 

not. But we would check to make sure the sight lines were okay and the 

future growth wouldn’t obstruct it. 

 MS. BYRNE:  Okay, thank you.  That was the only question that 

I had. 

 THE CHAIR:  Any other questions from the board members? 

 (No response) 
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 No?  All right.  Thank you very much, Mr. Vosgien.  You can go 

ahead and remute yourself. 

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

appeal? 

 (No response) 

 Is there anybody here to oppose this appeal? 

 (No response) 

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

 

 A. 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 and Dawn Champagne in an R-20/25 zone. 

 

 THE CHAIR:  All right, if I could have the applicants unmute 

themselves and state their name and address for the record, please? 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: Yes.  I am Christopher Champagne, 22 Saw Mill 

Lane in Plantsville. 

 MS. CHAMPAGNE: I am Dawn Champagne, 22 Saw Mill Lane in 

Plantsville. 

 THE CHAIR:  Okay, go ahead. 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: So, we had previously discussed two weeks ago at 

another hearing about a 13’ side yard variance for a garage on the 

side of the house which would leave them 7’.   

 We had discussed with you the possibility of cutting that down by 

4’, making it a 9’ variance with 11’ and it would be less than 50%. 

 We submitted a new plan and we’re hoping for approval. 

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

 MR. IVES:  I have a question for staff. 

 THE CHAIR:  Go ahead. 

 MR. IVES:  Dave, what is the actual setback right now? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: What is required or --- 

 MR. IVES:  I’m sorry.  What is required.  Fifteen, right? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Yah, it’s --- let me just grab the application so 

I have everything in front of me. 

 THE CHAIR:  It’s 20, actually. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Hold on.  Let me just take a look. 

 (Pause) 

 Yah.  Because they’re asking for a 13’ variance and they’re 

leaving 7, so it is 20’ side setback. 

 MR. IVES:  Did the adjoining neighbors get notified that an 

applicant as an application before us? 
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 MR. LAVALLEE: I believe they used the neighbor’s A-2 survey. 

So, perhaps they were aware of it. 

 MR. IVES:  Thank you. 

 THE CHAIR:  You can ask the applicant, if you’d like, Bob. 

 MR. IVES:  Have you notified the neighbor that you are 

putting in for a variance? 

 MR. CHAMPAGNE: Yes.  We have spoken with the neighbor.  He is 

fine with that. Both of them are. 

 THE CHAIR:  Thank you for coming back with an alternate plan 

and for taking our word that we would like to see a little more room 

for the neighbors. 

 Do we have any other questions? 

 (Pause) 

 All right.  It doesn’t look like any other questions from the 

board at this time. 

 So, we are going to ask you to go ahead and mute yourself.   

 We are going to ask if there are people here who would like to 

speak in favor of the appeal? 

 It looks like there are a few.  Can we have the first person that 

wants to speak in favor of the appeal unmute themselves? 

 Or you can raise your hand. 

 (No response) 

 Anybody here that opposes this appeal? 

 (No response) 

 Nobody here that wants to oppose this appeal. 

 All right.  If not, then this appeal is closed. 

 Is Steve here?  Oh, here he comes back.  I am going to ask if 

Steve has any questions.  I’m sorry.  It looked like one of our five 

members was momentarily off. 

 Steve, do you have any questions for the applicant? 

 MR. WALOWSKI: I just had to reboot.  I missed some of that.  

I’ve had a really hard time hearing anything.  So, I remember this is 

a presentation with the stipulations that were requested last time, so 

I believe I am good. 
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 THE CHAIR:  Great. Good.  So, I am just going to ask one more 

time if anybody wants to speak in favor? 

 (No response) 

 Anybody opposes this appeal? 

 (No response) 

 All right.  Then if not, this appeal is closed. 
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 B. APPEAL #6463A, Application of Robert Zangrandi for a 4.6’ 

area 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. 

 

 THE CHAIR:  Is anyone here to speak in favor of the 

application? 

 (No response) 

 All right.   It looks like we do not have the applicant 

available. 

 A question for Dave:  Is this one we would need to continue this 

for them or do we carry it over as a matter of course? 

 MR. LAVALLEE: We can continue it. Due to the COVID regulations, 

they have an additional 90 days before it even expires. 

 THE CHAIR:  We don’t need to vote on that.  We can just 

continue. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: Just vote on a table. 

 THE CHAIR:  All in favor --- do we need a roll call vote?  

No?  Okay. 

 MR. LAVALLEE: You can do an all-in favor. 

 THE CHAIR:  All in favor of tabling Appeal B until the 

applicant is with us? 

 VARIOUS COMMISSIONERS: Yes. 

 THE CHAIR:  All right.  Appeal B is tabled to the next 

hearing. 

 

7:15 pm. 
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NEW BUSINESS 

 A. APPEAL #6480A, Application of David J. Vosgien for a 19’ 

secondary front yard setback variance and a 2’ heigh variance for a 

new fence under Sections 7A-00 & 15-04 of the Zoning Regulations, 31 

Crissey Lane, property of David J. & Marcia A. Vosgien in an R-12 

zone. 

 

 Mr. Cabata made a motion to approve Appeal #6480A.  I think under 

the circumstances there is a structure there that is rotting and 

trying to replace it make it look better, it affects his yard and the 

neighborhood are fine.  I have no problem with it. 

 Ms. Byrne seconded.   

Discussion: 

 Ms. Byrne added it improves the sight line from the corner.  It 

fits in with the neighborhood and is a reasonable replacement of what 

is already there. 

 Motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote. 
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 A. 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 and Dawn Champagne in an R-20/25 zone. 

 Ms. Byrne made a motion to approve Appeal #6478A.   Mr. Cabata 

seconded. 

Discussion:  

 Mr. Ives advised he would be opposing this.  It is a significant 

distraction from the regulations.  I’d really like to have a letter 

from the adjoining neighbor that is going to be impacted. So, I will 

be voting “no” tonight. 

 The Chair thanked the applicant for taking what we had told them 

originally to heart.  It was a very large variance request.  And, for 

cutting that down some to make it fit.  It is in line with what we are 

asking for. 

 Mr. Lavallee wanted to be sure everyone who wasn’t at the last 

meeting has read the Minutes that is going to vote. 

 The Chair asked if there were letters from the neighbors in 

support at the last meeting.   

 (Pause) 

 Me. Lavallee said he didn’t have any in the file. 

 Ms. Byrne advised:   We do have in the Minutes from the previous 

meeting, Ms. Champagne stating that we do have permission from her 

neighbor.  They discussed it with he and Doris and they have no issues 

with us having this variance.  Unfortunately, they were unable to join 

us.  It is to note that that is in the Minutes from the previous 

meeting. 

 Motion passed 4 to 1 with Mr. Ives opposed. 
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 B. APPEAL #6463A, Application of Robert Zangrandi for a 4.6’ 

area 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 during the public hearing portion to the next meeting. 
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MISCELLANEOUS / OLD BUSINESS / NEW BUSINESS 

 Mr. Lavallee said there is one item for the next meeting. 

 

 The Chair recognized Mr. Ives, new member of the Zoning Board of 

Appeals, who is joining us for the first time today.  Thank you. 

 Welcome aboard.  We’re very excited to have you join us. 

    HAPPY THANKSGIVING!!! 

  

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 7:22 o’clock, p.m.)  

  

 Alicia Novi, Chair 

 

  


