
                                                                                                                                                                 

               ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

                                       EXECUTIVE SESSION OF OCTOBER 3, 2019 

 

The Zoning Board of Appeals Commission of the Town of Fairfield held the Zoning Board of 

Deborah Owens Honorable John J. Sullivan Independence Hall, 725 Old Post Road, Fairfield.  

The Public Hearing was recorded and is available for review at the Plan and Zoning Department.  

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Kevin Coyne, Chairman; Terry Keegan, Vice Chairman; Duncan Keith; 

Deborah Owens and Sharon Strelzer, Jane Gitlin Nishball, Alternate, (Sharon Strelzer). 

 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Sharon Strelzer 

 

STAFF PRESENT:  Matthew Decker, Zoning Enforcement Officer 

 

 

1. Minutes of September 5, 2019:  Terry Keegan moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball 

seconded to approve the September 5, 2019 minutes as presented. Motion passed 

unanimously. 

    

2. Approval of Secretary’s Fee: Deborah Owens moved and Duncan Keith seconded to 

approve the proposed minutes as presented.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

3. Minutes of September 18, 2019: Duncan Keith moved and Terry Keegan seconded to 

approve the September 18, 2019 minutes as presented.  Motion passed unanimously 

    

4. Approval of Secretary’s Fee: Duncan Keith moved and Deborah Owens seconded to 

approve the proposed minutes as presented.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

 

Executive Session started at 2:50 p.m. and Public Hearing followed at 3:00 p.m.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            

Deborah Owens, Secretary                                                Josephine M. Keogh, Clerk 
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ZONING BORD OF APPEALS 

                                               MINUTES OF OCTOBER 3, 2019 

                                                      

The Zoning Board of Appeals Commission of the Town of Fairfield held the Zoning Board of 

Appeals Public Hearing Meeting on October 3, 2019 in the First Floor Conference Room of the 

Honorable John J. Sullivan Independence Hall, 725 Old Post Road, Fairfield.  The Public 

Hearing was recorded and is available for review at the Plan and Zoning Department.  

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Kevin Coyne, Chairman; Terry Keegan, Vice Chairman; Duncan Keith; 

Deborah Owens and Sharon Strelzer, Jane Gitlin Nishball, Alternate, (Sharon Strelzer). 

 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Sharon Strelzer 

 

STAFF PRESENT:  Matthew Decker, Zoning Enforcement Officer 

 

CONTINUED DOCKET: 

 

4.  1073 North Benson Road, Map 143, Parcel 160.  Petition of Fairfield University for a  

Variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.2.4.3 to reduce the street line setback for 

an accessory structure on a corner parcel from 50 feet, proposing 9.8 feet and 9.9 feet.  

Permission to construct a protective netting for the athletic fields.  Premises:  AA Zone  

 

The proposed application was withdrawn. 

 

4.  2117 and 2118 Fairfield Beach Road, Map 234, Parcel 73/167.  Petition of 2117 Fairfield   

Beach Road, LLC, for a variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 11.11.2 to reduce the 

side and sum of two side setbacks from 5 feet and 10 feet, proposing 2.4 feet and 7.5 feet 

and Section 11.13.1 to reduce the setback from Fairfield Beach Road, from 4 5 feet, 

proposing 31.6 feet.  Permission to construct a new two-story FEMA complaint single 

family dwelling with a coastal site plan approval.  Premises:  BD Zone 

 

Attorney John Fallon presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations and 

noted the following:   

 

2117 Fairfield Beach Road LLC is the owner of the subject property located at 2117 Fairfield 

Beach Road. The Managing Member of the LLC is Don White. Mr. White has over forty 

years of experience in the home construction industry. For over thirty years his highly 

regarded firm has established an impeccable reputation for new home construction and 

renovation work. The firm includes in house expertise with regard to architectural design and 

site planning with an outstanding reputation as an independent design-build company. 

 

The application seeks approval of the variances set forth in Schedule A as well as Coastal 

Area Management (CAM) Site Plan Approval with regard to the proposed construction of a 

two-story single-family residence at 2117 Fairfield Beach Road.  
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By way of background, it should be noted that prior to purchasing the property Mr. White 

made a comprehensive investigation with regard to the provisions of Zoning Regulations to 

ensure that what would be proposed would be compliant with all applicable provisions of the 

Zoning Regulations. This due diligence included numerous meetings with the Town Planning 

and Zoning Department Staff. As a result of these meetings, the property was purchased and 

an application was made to the Town Plan and Zoning Commission for CAM site plan 

approval with regard to the proposal to construct a single family home on the property. The 

site plan that accompanied that application is attached hereto as Exhibit A. The Planning and 

Zoning Department confirmed that this proposal did comply with all requirements of the 

Zoning Regulations. In addition, Mr. Bienkowski issued a Coastal Area Management Site 

Plan review confirming that the proposal was consistent with all Coastal Use Policies as set 

forward in the applicable statute. Mr. Bienkowski's review is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

Prior to issuance of his report Mr. Bienkowski had forwarded the CAM application for review 

and comment to the Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection 

(DEEP). By email dated May 24, 2019 Kristal Kallenberg confirmed that the DEEP found 

"no inconsistencies" with the proposal with regard to the polices of the Connecticut Coastal 

Area Management Act (CCMA). Ms. Kallenberg's email is attached hereto as Exhibit C.  

 

While the application was pending and scheduled for public hearing on August 13, 2019 

abutting neighbors contacted Mr. White to express concerns with regard to the zoning 

compliant proposal. Specifically concerns were raised with regard to the location of the house 

and how it might impact currently existing views to the water. Notwithstanding the fact 

that the proposal complied with all provisions of the Zoning Regulations, in the spirit of 

working constructively with his abutting neighbors Mr. White agreed to modify his plan in 

order to address the concerns expressed. The current plan reflects that modification and 

moves the location of the proposed residence northerly so as to align the structure with the 

residence at 2115 Fairfield Beach Road. In order to accommodate this request a variance 

of the street setback is required. Also, due to the shape of the lot as it narrows towards 

Fairfield Beach Road movement of the house 13.6'± feet to the north also requires a variance 

of the side yard and sum of the side yard setbacks. To further accommodate neighbor input 

the house has been relocated to ensure that the setback required of 5 feet will be maintained 

adjacent to the property at 2123 Fairfield Beach Road and no variance for the side property 

line setback on that side of the property is requested. 

 

For many decades, a nonconforming single-family residence was located on the property. As 

confirmed by a 1974 survey the structure that existed on the property for those many years 

was nonconforming to the requirements of the Zoning Regulations regarding the sum of the 

setbacks from the side property line and setback from one side property line. The coverage of 

that structure was 29.8%. This structure was significantly damaged during Superstorm Sandy 

and was ultimately demolished. 

 

Nonetheless, as confirmed by the 1974 survey the location of that structure on the property 

for many decades was far more impactful by way of its location with regard to adjacent 

properties and views to Long Island Sound.  Confirming this fact attached hereto as Exhibit D 

is a town aerial photo from 1965 that shows the location of the then existing house as it 

protruded outward towards Long Island Sound. 
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The lot in question is a preexisting nonconforming lot with respect to lot area comprising 

6,965 sq. ft. It is also narrow in shape and particularly unique in that it narrows significantly 

towards that portion of the parcel abutting Fairfield Beach Road. As shown on the survey it 

also has a significant stone breakwater and other unique topographical features. 

 

In order for a Zoning Board of Appeals to grant a variance pursuant to the provisions of 

Connecticut General Statutes 8-6 (a) (3), two (2) conditions must be met: 

1. The Variance must be shown not to substantially effect the Comprehensive Zoning Plan; 

and, 

2. Adherence to the strict letter of the zoning ordinance must be shown to cause unusual 

hardship unnecessary to the carrying out of the general purpose of the zoning plan. Grillo v. 

Zoning Board of Appeals of the City of West Haven, 206 Conn. 362 (1988); Adolphson v. 

Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of Fairfield, 205 Conn. 703 (1988). 

 

With regard to the first aspect of the test, it has been held that if the use to be allowed by the 

variance is consistent with other uses in the area and/or is a permitted use in the zone the first 

of the test is met. Eagan v. Zoning Board of Appeals of Old Lyme (1990). The use of the 

property for a single-family residence is a permitted use in the zone. Indeed, as previously 

pointed out for many decades the property was improved with a single-family residential 

structure severely damaged by Hurricane Sandy that necessitated its demolition. Furthermore, 

by addressing the requests of the abutting neighbors and moving the structure more northerly 

towards Fairfield Beach Road the house location will be consistent with most other 

homes on this portion of Fairfield Beach Road, which are also nonconforming to the street, 

line setback. Other than the variances needed with regard to the street and side line setbacks 

in order to accommodate the neighbors’ requests no other variances are sought and the 

proposed new home will comply with all other requirements of the Regulations. The 

Applicant's proposal is architecturally attractive, harmonizes with the character of the 

neighborhood and most certainly represents a significant aesthetic enhancement to the 

property benefitting the surrounding area.   

 

With regard to the hardship requirement, the hardship, which justifies a Zoning Board of 

Appeals to grant a variance, must be one that originates in the zoning ordinance and arises 

directly out of the application of the ordinance to unique circumstances pertaining to the lot in 

question.  

 

Archambault v. Wadlow, 25 Conn.App 375 (1991). In essence, the applicant must show that 

because of some peculiar characteristics of the property, strict application of the zoning 

regulations results in such unusual hardship. Archambault, supra.; Dolan v. Zoning Board of 

Appeals of the Town of Fairfield, 156 Conn. 426 (1968).  

 

It has long been held by our Connecticut Courts that topographical conditions and the 

irregular shape of a lot create a proper basis for a finding of hardship. Kelly v. Zoning Board 

of Appeals of Town of Hamden, 21 Conn. App. 594 (1990); Miclon v. Zoning Board of 

Appeals of Town of Windsor Locks, 173 Conn. 420 (1977). See also the case of O'Neill v. 

Madison Zoning Board of Appeals, 24 Conn.L.Rptr. 176 (1999) where the irregular shape of 
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a lot has been found to be a proper basis for granting of a variance. In the present case, a 

factual basis for hardship is established due to the fact that the lot is uniquely and peculiarly 

shaped especially as it narrows towards Fairfield Beach Road and this directly implicates the 

ability of the Applicant to comply with the side yard setback requirements. This unique 

situation is exacerbated by the significant presence of ledge and rock outcroppings on the 

property, which implicates construction on the lot and limits it in a manner again producing 

factual hardship as it relates to the application of the setback requirements. 

 

An additional basis for the granting of the variances requested arises from those cases that 

hold that the reduction or elimination of existing nonconformities provide a proper legal basis 

for granting of a variance.  See Vine v. Zoning Board of Appeals, 281. Conn. 553 (2007); 

Adolphson v. Zoning Board of Appeals, 205 Conn. 703 (1988); Stancuna v. Zoning Board 

of Appeals, 66 Conn. App. 565 (2001); Hescock v. Zoning Board of Appeals, 112 Conn. App. 

239 (2009); Giarrantano v. Zoning Board of Appeals, 60 Conn. App. 446 (2000). In the 

present case, the Applicant's proposal results in the reduction or elimination of previously 

existing nonconformities on the property and also reduces previously existing lot coverage 

from the 29.8% to 25.8%.  

 

In Hescock v. Zoning Board of Appeals, supra, the Appellate Court sustained a decision of 

the Board of Appeals of the Town of Stonington to grant a variance of the regulation that 

required that any new construction or substantial improvement within the zone be located 

"one hundred feet landward of the reach of the mean high tide." The defendants, whose 

existing house was located 44 ft. from the mean high tide line wanted to locate a new house 

three ft. further back to 4 7 ft. from the mean high tide.  The Appellate Court upheld the 

action of the Stonington Board and the trial court in granting the variance based upon a 

finding that the proposed application would diminish the existing nonconformity. In holding 

that the reduction of nonconformities was an independent basis for granting of a variance the 

Court stated: 

 

" ... we conclude that the court in the present case properly concluded that the law developed 

in Vine, Adolphson, and Stancuna was fully applicable to the present circumstances ... The 

Board found that the grant of fifty-three foot variance is justified by a decrease in 

noncompliance with the hundred foot setback requirement set forth in Section 7.7.8.3.1 and 

the elimination of noncompliance with all remaining flood zone regulations". Hescock, supra 

at p. 260.  

 

In summary, Mr. White was diligent prior to purchase of the property in order to determine 

the impact of applicable zoning regulations with regard to this unique parcel. He was able to 

design a very attractive single-family residence that complied with all zoning requirements. 

Nonetheless, in an effort to constructively respond to input from abutting neighbors he has 

modified the plan to address their concerns. This modification requires the granting of the 

variances requested pertaining to the street and side yard setbacks. The proposed new home is 

attractive in design, appropriate in scale, eliminates or reduces pre-existing nonconformities 

and reduces coverage. Legal hardship is established based upon the analysis referenced above 

pertaining to the standards established by Connecticut General Statutes 8-6 and the fact that 
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the lot has significant unique characteristics arising from its shape and the substantial 

presence of the stone breakwater and other unique topographical features. 

 

For all of the above referenced reasons it is respectfully requested that the application be 

granted. 

 

Scott Davis, Engineer and Mike Buturia, Surveyor, were also present.  

  

 In Opposition:  Kevin Curseaden, Esq. for Noradeen Farlekas, 2123 Fairfield Beach Road, 

Donald Morrison, 2123 Fairfield Beach Road, Becky Bunnell, 2005 Fairfield Beach Road, 

Laura Bonilla, 1895 Fairfield Beach Road. 

 

     DENIED: Deborah Owens moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball seconded to approve the proposed  

     application.  Motion denied 3-2.  Deborah Owens and Jane Gitlin Nishball were in opposition. 

 

8.  1504 Fairfield Beach Road, Map 234, Parcel 104.  Petition of Thomas W. and Amanda S.  

Mason for a variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 11.10 to increase lot coverage 

from 20%, proposing 22.6%.  Permission to construct a rear deck and stairs to a FEMA 

compliant single-family dwelling.  Premises:  BD Zone 

 

Attorney William Fitzpatrick presented the application for a variance of the Zoning 

Regulations.  The applicants here are the owners and residents of a single family home 

located at 1504 Fairfield Beach Road. The majority of their property is located in the Beach 

District, with the rear portion of the property adjacent to Pine Creek being located in the 

Flood Plain District.  This property is referenced in the Assessor's records as Parcel 104 on 

Assessor's Map 234.  The intent of the applicants is to construct an open deck, landing and 

stairs to the rear of the home facing Pine Creek. The net increase in coverage is 190 square 

feet.  As a result, the applicants are requesting a variance of Section 11.10 of the Zoning 

Regulations to permit an increase in lot coverage from 20°/o to 22.6°/o in order to permit the 

construction of an open rear deck, landing and steps to grade. 

 

The most relevant factor for the Board to evaluate is the fact that this property is included in 

both the Beach District and Flood Plain District. The property contains 7,316 square feet of 

land-zoned Beach District and 2,220 square feet of property zoned Flood Plain District.   

 

Under Section 31.2.21 of the Zoning Regulations, property in the Flood Plain District cannot 

be utilized to satisfy a lot area requirement in the Beach District. Therefore, under the Zoning 

Regulations, the lot area for lot coverage calculations is only the land in the Beach District, or 

7,316 square feet. The adjacent 2,220 square feet of land owned by the applicants, located 

between the house and the creek, is disregarded for coverage calculation purposes. This 

results in the need for the applicants to request a coverage variance of 2.6°/o in order to 

construct the proposed open deck, landing and stairs at the rear of the house. 

 

The location of the deck to the rear of the house minimizes any impact on neighboring 

property owners. 
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It should also be noted that the proposed increase in coverage relates to a deck, landing and 

stairs, not an increase in interior floor area.  As such, the use of the additional coverage is 

necessarily seasonal in nature. 

 

Also, the purpose and intent of the coverage regulations, to discourage the overcrowding of 

structures on a parcel of property, are served here where the lot coverage on the entire parcel, 

if the Flood Plain land is included, is 17.4°/o, less than the 20°/o coverage allowed in the 

Beach District. 

 

Approval of this application will permit the construction of a relatively small deck, landing 

and stairs in a style and location consistent with the immediate neighborhood. 

 

     Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

GRANTED: Terry Keegan moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball seconded to approve the proposed 

application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

GENERAL DOCKET: 

 

1. 385 Mountain Laurel Road, Map 121, Parcel 54T. Petition of Aaron and Wendy 

Romney for a variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.2.4 to reduce the minimum 

required side line setback, From 25’, Currently 20.2’, Proposing 20.2’. Permission to 

construct a second floor addition. Premises: AA Zone 

 

Aaron Romney, owner, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations.   

They are seeking permission to construct a second floor addition.  The property is a 

preexisting legal non-conforming lot located and is located in an AA Zone. 

  

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

GRANTED: Deborah Owens moved and Duncan Keith seconded to approve the proposed 

application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

2. 704 Black Rock Turnpike, Map 79, Parcel 282. Petition of 108 New England Ave., LLC 

for a variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.1.1 to reduce the minimum required 

lot size for a three family dwelling, From 10,000 sq. ft., Currently 8,556 sq. ft., 

Proposing 8,556 sq. ft. Permission to re-establish a lot for a three family dwelling. 

Premises C Zone. 

 

Dean Kardamis, agent, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations.   

They are proposing 8,556 sq. ft. Permission to re-establish a lot for a three family dwelling.  

The property is a preexisting legal non-conforming lot and is located in a C Zone. 

  

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 
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GRANTED: Duncan Keith moved and Terry Keegan  seconded to approve the proposed 

application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

3. 442 Reid Street, Map 125, Parcel 291. Petition of Craig and Heather Austrie for a 

variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.2.5 to increase the lot coverage, From 

20%, Currently 18.7%, Proposing 21.4%. Permission to construct a rear one story 

addition and deck. Premises A Zone. 

 

Heather Austrie, owner, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations.   

They are seeking permission to construct a rear one story addition and deck.  The property is 

a preexisting legal non-conforming lot located and is located in an A Zone. 

 

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

GRANTED: Duncan Keith moved and Deborah Owens  seconded to approve the proposed 

application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

4. 38 Denise Terrace, Map 123, Parcel 29. Petition of Patricia E. & James P. Ostrowski for 

a variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.2.5 to increase the lot coverage, From 

20%, Currently 32.2%, Proposing 32.2%. Permission to rebuild a shed damaged by 

fire. Premises A Zone 

 

James P. Ostrowski, owner, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations.   

He is seeking permission to rebuild a shed damaged by fire.  The property is a preexisting 

legal non-conforming lot located and is located in an A Zone. 

 

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

GRANTED: Duncan Keith moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball seconded to approve the 

proposed application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

5. 611 Riverside Drive, Map 130, Parcel 69. Petition of Robert O & Jody Z Allen for a 

variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.2.5 to increase the lot coverage, From 

20%, Currently 19.5%, Proposing 23.8%. Permission to construct a rear deck. 

Premises A Zone 

 

Robert Allen, owner, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations.   

He is seeking permission to construct a rear deck.  The property is a preexisting legal non-

conforming lot located and is located in an A Zone. 

 

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

GRANTED: Duncan Keith moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball seconded to approve the 

proposed application.  Motion passed unanimously. 
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6. 444 Pine Creek Ave, Map 234, Parcel 247B. Petition of Michael Alan Neal for a 

variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 11.14.1 to reduce the setback to Pine Creek, 

From 46’, Proposing 40.5. Permission to construct a two-tiered deck. Premises BD 

Zone. 

 

Betty Gigliardi Greene, agent, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning 

Regulations.   The owner is seeking permission to construct a two-tiered deck.  The property 

is a preexisting legal non-conforming lot located and is located in a BD Zone. 

 

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

GRANTED: Duncan Keith moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball seconded to approve the 

proposed application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

7. 128 Evelyn Street, Map 243, Parcel 238E. Petition of Steven and Adrienne Kardos for a  

variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.2.4 to reduce the side line setback, From 

15’, Currently 21.4’, Proposing 10’. Permission to construct a 2-story addition. 

Premises R-3 Zone 

 

Adrienne Kardos, agent, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations.   

The owner is seeking permission to construct a 2-story addition. The property is a preexisting 

legal non-conforming lot located and is located in an R-3 Zone. 

 

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

GRANTED: Duncan Keith moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball seconded to approve the 

proposed application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

8. 949 Fairfield Beach Road, Map 184, Parcel 37. Petition of Fox Properties, LLC for a 

variance of the zoning regulation; Section 2.8.1.1 to enlarge a legal non-conforming 

single family dwelling.  Permission to add a small FEMA Compliant one-story addition. 

Premises: BD Zone 

 

Attorney Raymond Rizio presented the application for a variance of the Zoning regulations 

and noted the following Section of Zoning Regulation for Variance and Description of 

Proposal: 

 

A variance of Section 2.8.1.1 of the Fairfield Zoning Regulations (the "Regulations") to 

enlarge a pre-existing nonconforming two-family dwelling use to construct a small one-story 

addition to one of the existing dwelling structures. 

 

The Applicant requests a waiver to construct an approximately two hundred and one square 

foot (201 SF) one-story addition to one of the two existing dwelling structures on the Site in 

the each District ("BD"). The Site is located on the southern side of Fairfield Beach Road. 

The Site currently contains two (2) separate single-family dwellings establishing a 

preexisting non-conforming two-family dwelling use on the Site. The Site is conforming to 
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the BD Regulations with regards to lot area, frontage, setbacks from the centerline of 

Fairfield Beach Road and Long Island Sound, floor area, height and stories. The Site and 

existing structures are pre-existing nonconforming as to minimum square on lot, side 

property line setback, height of lowest structural member and maximum building lot 

coverage. Particularly, the existing conditions of the Site contain a building lot coverage as a 

percentage of lot area of Forty-eight and 9/10 percent (48.9%). 

 

The Applicant proposes to remove an existing walkway and shed to reduce the overall 

building lot coverage of the Site and requests approval to construct a one-story addition with 

an attic to the existing eastern dwelling. The addition would be located on the street-side of 

the dwelling and will convert the existing two-bedroom dwelling into a four-bedroom 

dwelling with a laundry closet and bath. The addition will conform to all setback 

requirements of the BD. 

 

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

 

Opposition:  Becky Bunnell, 2005 Fairfield, Beach Road,  Debbie Rosenbaum, 1034 

Fairfield Beach Road, Carolyn   726 Fairfield Beach Road, Fairfield Beach Residents 

Association, Melissa Berry, 944 Fairfield Beach Road, Tim Dailey, 984 Fairfield Beach 

Road, spoke in opposition of the proposed application.   

 

      DENIED: Jane Gitlin Nishball moved and Duncan Keith seconded to approve the proposed  

      application.  Motion passed unanimously.  

 

208 Wakeman Road, Map 141, Parcel 167. Petition of Michael D. and Jenine V. Beck 

for a variance of the Zoning Regulations; Section 5.2.4 to reduce the street line setback, 

From 30’, Currently 12’, Proposing 18.8’. Permission to construct a new 2-story 

addition. Premises A Zone. 

 

John Jones, Architect, presented the application for a variance of the Zoning Regulations. 

The owner is seeking permission to construct a new 2-story addition.  The property is a 

preexisting legal non-conforming lot located and is located in an A Zone. 

 

Petitions of support were submitted from the neighbors. 

     

GRANTED: Duncan Keith moved and Jane Gitlin Nishball seconded to approve the 

proposed application.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

There being no further business to come before the Commission, at 5:45 p.m. Kevin Coyne, 

Chairman, adjourned the meeting. 

 

 

                                  

     Deborah Owens, Secretary                                    Josephine M. Keogh, Clerk 


