EAST LYMtr ZOruIN€ BOAR.D OF APPEALS
PUBTIC i.IEARTNG AND RFGULAR MEETING
MONDAY, JUNE 17th, 20r.9
MINUTES

A Public Hearing and Regular Meeting of the East Lyme Zoning Board of Appeals was held on Monday,
June 17, 2019 at 6 PM at the East Lyme Town Hall, 108 Pennsylvanla Avenue, Nlantic, CT.
PREsENT:

ALSO

Stere hrpenteri, Choirmon, John Smith, Secrefory, Mike Foley,
Debbie Jett-Hornis

PRESENT: Elizsbeth

DiSolvo, Repnesentiry

tha Applicants

Liso E David Smifh, Owners/ Applicont
ABSENT:

FILED IN EAST LYME

Kavin /lAoce, Dovid Schmidt, Alternote

+T<_

1. Call Regular Meeting to Order
Chairman Carpentericalled the Regular Meeting to order at: 6:05 PM.

2.

Read Notice of Public Hearing
Mr. Carpenteriasked Mr. Smith, $ecretary, to read the Agenda callof Case #3.2019 of the Meeting.
Mr. Smith, Secretary read the following:
Case No. 3-2019: Applicatlon of Elizabeth Di$alvo, Trillium Architects, Agent for Lisa Smith, Owner,
for a variance of Section 5.3.3 and Section 5.3.4 for property identified in the application a$ 260 Old
black Point rcad, East Lyme, Connecticut for the demolition of an existing single family dwelling and
construction of a new single famlly dwelling. $aid parcel appearr on the East Lyme Assessor's Map
2,3, Lot 21.
The Public Hearing notice was sent to the New London Day for publioation on 6/5/2019 and 6/13/2019.
Mr, Carpenteri introduced the Board membens and polled each for any conflld of interest. Heaning no
conflic'ts of interest from the members, he explalned the rules of the meeting and asked that anyone
speaking please stick to the subject matter of the application.
Mr. Carpenteri then called for the applicant or thelr representative to make their presentation.
Elizabeth DiSalvo, AIA with Trillium Architects said that she is representing the owners, Lisa and David Smith
who are also present this evening. She explained that they did leam very late today that thoy are following
the R-20 zone requirements ratherthan the previously thought RU.40 which does help. They are looking to
demoligh the existing home and build a new home in keeping with the area and trying to keep to the existlng
footprint. They have multiple frontages which they feel introduces the hardshlp and which creates a 'triangle'
of space that makes it impossible to construct a home within so they have chosen to builtl on the existing
house footprint. They are seeking a variance from the 20oA lot coverage lo 22.5o/o forthe porches which are
uncovered decks. lf the deck ls not counted they are at 19.5%. The height of the home is not an lssue as it is
27.1'which is under the 30', She noted that the shed would be an issue with regad to the 20' setbacks,
Mr, Foley asked if they could reduce the porches on the back and south side of the house or put one at
ground level as that would get them to where they need to be. He noted that he had been out to see the
property and that what they are proposing is in keeping with the other homes in the neighborhood.
Mr, Carpenteri explained that they really are bound by worklng within the existing footprint and suggested
that what they really should do ls to worft with the Zoning Officialto see how they could make the plan work
to their best advantage as what they are requesting really is not considered a hardship. While what they are

propOsing is a wonderful additlon to the neighborhood, not having a laryer porch area or a shed is not
considered a hardship as they csn put a home on the property.

David Smith, owner said that they are seeking to live here full time and said that they really need a shed to
be able to store lawn items in.
Mr. Carpenteri noted that they possibly could place a small shed 5' from the side yard (no larger than 8' x
10) as long as it was 75' from the front(s). He suggested that they meet with the Zoning Official and see
what they could work out to get to the 20olo lot coverage as they can do it.
Mr. Garpentefi asked how the Board members would like to proceed; noting that it was just recently that the
applicant was made aware that they were following tho RU.20 regulations.
Mr. Foley suggested that they continue the Public Hearing in the event that once they have worked with the
Zoning Officialthey find it necessary.
Mg. Jett Hanis agreed it would allow them time to work on the plan and be the best way to proceed.
Mr. Smith concuned noting that he had to agree that they could not grant a variance at this time but felt that
they would be able to have a nice home without seeking a variance as they are bound by the original
footprint.
Mr, Carpenteri called for a motion.

**MOTION

(t)

Mr. Foley moved to continue the Public Hearing in the event it becomes necessary or untilthe time expires,
Ms. Jett-Hanis seconded the motlon.
Vote:
Motion passed,

4-0-0.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. Carpenteri called for a motion to adjoum the meeting.

*.MOT|ON

(21

Mr, Jett-Hanis moved to adJourn thie meeting of the East Lyme Zoning Board of Appeals at 6:35 PM.
Mr, Smith eeconded the motion.
Vote: 4* 0 -0. Motion passed.
Respectf ully submitfed,

Ksren Zmitruk,

Recordirg Secrefary
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