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Mr. Rafey replied yes.

Mr. Roger stated if they put a pole underneath that sign, and unscrewed it from
the building, it would be a free standing sign.

Mr, Rafey replied yes, but it would have to be as close to the road 2 possible.
They don’t want a free standing sign behind the building.

Mr. Roger was just giving them an option to keep the sign.

Mr. Griffith stated if they took it off the wall and made it free standing, they could
move it closer to the front of the building.

Mr. Reynolds stated there is a window there, and it’s square footage of the
window of the square footage of the floor area.

Mr. Roger stated the best option would be to put a pole right under it and connect
it to a pole.

Mr. Reynolds stated they couldn’t do that, because it’s not 24 sq. fi.
Mr. Rafey stated it can be up to 32 sq. ft.

Mr. Rdger stated it would be an additional expense, but the Board is leaning
towards that so he wanted to help them out.

Mr. Reynolds stated it seems awfully petty for this Board to make Mr. Persico
take it off the wall and stick it on a pole one inch from the wall. It’s ludicrous.

Mr. Roger agreed, but at this point did they want to grant or deny the application?
He didn’t want to deny the application, but if they did, could they still put that
sign on the pole. Could they give him that option?

Mr. Rafey replied they talked about the free standing sign, but they may lose one

of their parking spaces.

Mr. Griffith stated they would be granting a variance that was refused to other

people.

Mr. Reynolds stated they couldn’t compare one application to another, because
every application was individual and unique.

Mr. Griffith stated but this Board should be consistent. o
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Mr. Roger agreed.

Mr. Reynolds disagreed. They don’t have to be consistent. They only have to
look at each one individually. Their decision is based upon that one application
that’s before them at that time.

Mr. Griffith stated the regulations state they can only have a sign on one side of
the building.

Mr. Reynolds replied that was correct, except if the sign was on the wall under a
different name, but they changed the name, and that’s okay. He didn’t believe
that for a second. :

Mr. Rafey stated each applicant has a different hardship; that’s what they should
look at.

Mr. Reynolds stated he really didn’t care, because the sign blends into the wall,
He has no objection to looking at it one more time.

Mr, Roger stated he was ready to grant the application.
Mr. Reynolds stated the sign is very unobtrusive. He would vote to grant it.

MOTION:  (Mr. Roger, sec. No Second) to Grant App. #668 of Waterfields
Restaurant, 1133 Main Sireet, Watertown, CT request for a
variance of 30 sq. ft. signage area to permit an existing wall sign to
remain at Waterfields Restaurant, 1133 Main Street, Watertown,
CT in an B-G General Business Zoning District,

Mr. Roger withdrew his Motion, due to the lack of a Second, and a member who
wants to do another drive by,

MOTION:  (Mr. Griffith, sec. Mr. Mitchell) to Table App. #668 of Waterfields
Restaurant, 1133 Main Street, Watertown, CT request for a
variance of 30 sq. ft. signage area to permit an existing wall sign to
remain at Waterfields Restaurant, 1133 Main Street, Watertown,
CT in an B-G General Business Zoning District.

Discussion: None

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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6. Communications and Bills

A. Directory of Town Boards and Commissions, Town of Watertown, Connecticut

B. Connecticut Federation of Planning and Zoning Agencies Quarterly Newsletter
Fall 2000, Volume IV, Issue 4

C. Constitutional Challenges to Billboard Regulations - Municipal Management
Bulletin, Connecticut Conference of Municipalities, December 13, 2000, No. 00-

22. :
D. Federal Court Issues Summary Judgment that PCS Towers are Under State - Not
Municipal Jurisdiction - Municipal Management Bulletin, Connecticut

Conference of Municipalities, December &, 2000, No. 00-21.
Mr. Reynolds reported he didn’t have a chance to read Items 6B, 6C, and 6D.

MOTION: (Mr. Roger, sec. Mr. Mitchell) to Table Correspondence ftems 6A
through 6D.

Discussion: None

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

7. Reports from Committees (
None
8. Adjournment

MOTION:  (Mr. Griffith, sec. Mr. Mitchell) to Adjourn the Regular Meeting at 9:55
p.m. :

Discussion: None
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Regular Meeting Adjourned at 9:55 p.m. .
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TOWN OF WATERTOWN CONNECTICUT
Town Hall Annex, 424 Main Street
Watertown, Connecticut 06795-2200

Planning and Zoning, Zoning Board of Appeals, Conservation Commission/Inland Wetland Agency

Telephone : (860) 945-5266 Fax : (860) 945-0393

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
WATERTOWN, CONNECTICUT

REGULAR MEETING

Time: 7:45PM

Date:  Wednesday, January 24, 2001

Place: Polk School Library
435 Buckingham Street
Qakville, Connecticut

1. Call meeting to order
2. Roll call
3. Action on minutes
a. Continuation of Public Hearing November 15, 2000 App#651 Konover
b. Continuation of Public Hearing November 15, 2000 App#661 Pedro
Francisco
C. Public Hearing November 15, 2000 App#662 Rene Martineau
d. Public Hearing November 15, 2000 App#663 Naugatuck Savings Bank
e. Public Hearing November 15, 2000 App3664 Town of Watertown
f. Regular Meeting November 15, 2000
g. Special Meeting December 13, 2000

4, (O1d Business

.

Zoning Board of Appeals Budget for Fiscal Year 2001-2002

3. New Business

a.

Application #665 of Thomas Kinzly, 1476 Middlebury Road, Watertown, CT
requesting a variance of 8Ft to a side yard property line setback to construct a
320 Sq. Ft shed at 1476 Middlebury Road, Watertown, CTin an R-70
Residential Zoning District.

If public hearing is closed on January 24, 2001 then a decision is required by
March 29, 2001.
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b. Application #666 of the Town of Watertown Board of Education requesting a
variance of 15 Sq. Ft additional signage area to permit an existing 33 Sq. Ft
wall sign to remain at John Trumbull Elementary School, 779 Buckingham
Street, Watertown, CT in an R-30 Residential Transition Zoning District.

If public hearing is closed on January 24, 2001 then a decision is required by
March 29, 2001.

c. Application #667 of Art Williams requesting a variance of 11Ft to a side yard
property line setback to permit construction of an 144 Sq. Ft deck attached to
a new single family dwelling located at Lot #13 Ledgewood Road,
Watertown, CT in an R-70 Residential Zoning District.

If public hearing is closed on January 24, 2001 then a decision is required by
March 29, 2001,

d. Application #668 of Waterfields Restaurant, 1133 Main Street, Watertown,
CT request for a variance of 30 Sq. Ft signage area to permit an existing wall
sign to remain at Waterfields Restaurant, 1133 Main Street, Watertown, CTin
a B-G General Business Zoning District.

If public hearing is closed on January 24, 2001, then a decision is required by
March 29, 2001.

Communications and Bills

a. Directory of Town Boards and Commissions, Town of Watertown,

Connecticut

b. Connecticut Federation of Planning and Zoning Agencies Quarterly
Newsletter Fall 2000, Volume IV, Issue 4

C. Constitutional Challenges to Billboard Regulations — Municipal

Management Bulletin, Connecticut Conference of Municipalities,
December 13, 2000, No. 00-22

d. Federal Court Issues Summary Judgment That PCS Towers Are Under
State — Not Municipal Jurisdiction — Municipal Management Bulletin,
Connecticut Conference of Municipalities, December 8, 2000, No. 00-21

Reports from Committees
None

Adjournment
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