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Town of Notfolk
Zoning Board of Appeals
Notfolk Town Hall
January 8th, 2026, at 5:00 PM

RK, NUKFO

Present: Mary Reeve, Co-Chair, Dan Green, Go-Chair, Ron Bombero Jr., Leo Colwell, Jr., Chris
Peterson, Alan Boucher, Alternate, Walter Godlewski, Alternate, Philip Cart-Hartis, Alternate

1. The Meeting was called to order by Mary Reeve at 5:00 p.m.
2. The Roll was called.

3. Officers for the coming year were elected. Mary Reeve nominated Dan Green for Co-Chair,
seconded by Chris Peterson and Dan Green nominated Mary Reeve for Co-Chair, seconded by Leo
Colwell Jr.. Mary Reeve nominated Philip Carr Harris for Secretaty, seconded by Chtis Peterson. All
nominated candidates accepted their nomination.

4. The Public Hearing was opened to hear Application #25-023 request for 50 foot front yard
setback variance of section 4.05 [dimensional standards] of the town of Norfolk Zoning Regulations
to construct a 50’ by 80” storage building in the commercial industrial zone. Applicant: Michael
Halloran for George Auclair, Owner.

Mr. Halloran addressed the meeting and presented his request for a vatiance. A discussion followed.

On one side of the issue was whether or not such a variance could be granted under Connecticut
State Law. Mr. Godlewski, reading from the State Civil Statues, made it clear that there was
absolutely no room in the law to grant such a variance. He noted that a variance had been granted
under a hardship case in 2022 for the first building on the site and that the law prevented an
extension of this variance or a new variance for a second building, He did not believe that the
applicant had provided a convincing argument to watrant the zoning variance.

The other side of the issue—to grant the variance—was suppotted by an excetpt from ‘Connecticut
Land use Law’, page 236, advanced by the applicant and Mr. Boucher, in response to Mt.
Godlewski’s presentation, which reads, in part,

As noted above, “a mere increase in the amount of business done pursnant to the non-conforming use is not
A g

an illegal expansion of the original nse.” "The conrt reasoned that, once a non-conforming nse has been

established:

An ordinance which wonld allow the housing of a baby elephant cannot evict the animal when it has grown
up.... if we were to prevent the natural growth and expansion of a protected non-conforming use, we wonld
invade the constitutional gnarantees of due process which indeed brought the non-conforming principle into
being.

5. The Public Hearing was closed with a motion from Dan Green, seconded by Ron Bombetro Jt..
The motion to grant a variance was made by Dan Green, seconded by Mary Reeve. Mote discussion



followed and the vote was taken. Reeve, Green, Peterson, and Bombero voted in favor, Colwell
voted against. 'The motion was catried.

6. The meeting was adjourned at 5:53 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Philip M. Carr-Harris, Secretary




