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TOWN OF DURHAM 
 

Planning and Zoning Commission 

P.O. Box 428 

Durham, Connecticut 06422-0428 

 

 

MINUTES OF AUGUST 1, 2012, MEETING 
 
 

Present 
                                 

Members: Ralph Chase, Frank DeFelice, Steve DeMartino, Cathy Devaux, Richard Eriksen,  
 Chris Flanagan, Dan Melnik, Joe Pasquale 
Town Planner:  Geoffrey Colegrove 
Alternates: Campbell Barrett, Norm Jason, Bonnie Ryder   
 
Absent 
 
Member:  Lisa Davenport  
 
The meeting was called to order by Richard Eriksen, Chairman, at 7:30 p.m. Campbell Barrett 
was seated on the Commission in Lisa Davenport’s place. Bonnie Ryder and Norm Jason were 
present but unseated. 
 
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Frank DeFelice, to approve the agenda of the August 1, 
2012, meeting as presented. Motion carried unanimously. 
 
1.  Public Session 
 
No business. 
 
2.  Payment of Bills 
  
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Frank DeFelice, to approve payment of the following bills: 
• Absolute Advantage - $367.86 (minutes, July 18, 2012 meeting) 
• Absolute Advantage - $194.54 (subcommittee minutes, July 18, 2012 meeting) 
• Absolute Advantage - $332.27 (minutes, June 6, 2012 meeting) 
 
Motion carried, 8-1, with all in favor with the exception of Dan Melnik (in abstention). 
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3.  Approval of Minutes 
 
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Frank DeFelice, to approve the minutes of the July 18, 
2012, meeting as amended to reflect Joe Pasquale’s assertion that he did not indicate “medical 
and” as part of the professional office use category (p. 6: Joe Pasquale pointed out that Jay 

Berardino addressed the Commission in March of 2012 asking the same question about whether 

a spa/salon fit the intent of the professional office designation, specifically referencing the 

subject site on Main Street. At that time, the Commission made the finding that a change in the 

regulations would need to be made to allow for consideration of a day spa use under the medical 

and professional office use category.). 
 
Motion carried 6-3, with all in favor with the exception of Steve DeMartino, Dan Melnik, and 
Campbell Barrett (in abstention). 
 
4.  Zoning Enforcement Officer’s Report 
 
Geoffrey Colegrove advised that Torrison Landscaping was interested in possibly establishing 
the business in the Marino auto sales business on Route 17 (uses the office area as well as 
storage at the back). Aggregate materials/stone will be stored in the bins at the back of the site. 
No changes are anticipated to the septic and parking areas. 
 
Cathy Devaux and Frank DeFelice stated that a site plan was necessary. Geoffrey Colegrove will 
advise the applicant. 
  
Geoffrey Colegrove also advised that 28 Main Street (former flower shop) may become a 
Subway shop (relocating from Grippo’s). Parking spaces have been determined to be adequate 
(employees will park at the rear of the building) and the restroom will be customer-accessible. 
Because there is no real food-prep on premises, Bill Milardo, the town sanitarian, does not 
believe there will be any impact on the existing septic system. This property would share the 
right-of-way with what will be the new gas station. 
  
Bonnie Ryder expressed concern with lighting and sound; the Commission agreed upon the need 
for a site plan and Geoffrey Colegrove will communicate this to the property owner (Richard 
Vynalek). 
 
Chris Flanagan asked for clarification of the work at the property on Maiden Lane (nearly 
opposite Brick Lane), characterizing a “remarkable amount of fill” being brought in at close 
proximity to the 100-year floodplain zone. Geoffrey Colegrove indicated that there is currently 
no provision in the regulations for filling (only excavation and removal). He also stated that the 
area is a wetlands not a floodplain. There was also discussion that burial of stumps is permitted 
(provided it is not an excessive quantity, it is below a DEEP threshold). 
 
Richard Eriksen indicated this matter would be on the agenda of the next Inland Wetlands 
meeting. 
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To Joe Pasquale’s query regarding timeframe for reviewing and returning the state’s Plan of 
Conservation and Development, Geoffrey Colegrove stated that the Commission has until the 
second meeting in October. 
 
Geoffrey Colegrove stated that the designation of the area on Main Street for a replacement 
water supply must be reviewed (funding will only address the superfund area). 
 
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Frank DeFelice, to recess the regular meeting for the 
public hearings, 8:00 p.m. Motion carried unanimously. 
 

 
PUBLIC HEARING 

 
1. Applicant/Owners: Alliance Energy Corporation 
 Property Location: 24 Main Street, Assessor’s Map #58, Lot #5 
 Proposed Activity: Request for a special permit for the reconstruction of the existing 

gasoline filling station and convenience store 
  
Present 
 
Members: Ralph Chase, Frank DeFelice, Steve DeMartino, Cathy Devaux, Richard Eriksen,  
 Chris Flanagan, Dan Melnik, Joe Pasquale 
Town Planner:  Geoffrey Colegrove 
Alternates: Campbell Barrett, Norm Jason, Bonnie Ryder   
 
Richard Eriksen, Chairman, opened the continuation of the public hearing and read the legal 
notice. Campbell Barrett was seated on the Commission in Lisa Davenport’s place; Norm Jason 
and Bonnie Ryder were present, but not seated. 
  
Mark Smith addressed the Commission on behalf of the applicant; Kevin Doyle was in 
attendance representing Alliance Energy. The current building of about 3,000 square feet will be 
removed and a new 2,700 sq.ft. store will be constructed much further back from the road. The 
overall site will be upgraded with gasoline dispensers pushed further back as well. One curb cut 
will be eliminated with the island/plant area expanded. A new septic system will be installed. 
The proposed dumpster location will be brought back somewhat behind the building face. 
 

Engineering review comments have been satisfactorily addressed per the town engineer, Brian 
Curtis. A letter from Bill Milardo, the town sanitarian, also favorably addresses the septic system 
design. The existing subsurface sewage disposal system will be properly abandoned. An 
automatic recovery unit will be installed.  
 
Mark Smith stated that the notice for the public hearing was firmly affixed to the building and in 
place. Approximately four feet of fill will be required to bring up the existing grade/slope. There 
will be cuts of about 604 cubic yards and the addition of about 2000 cubic yards of material (net 
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of about 1400 cubic yards being brought to the site). No slopes on the site will exceed a three-to-
one ratio. 
  
  
 
In addition to tank replacement, any environmental issues discovered would need to be cleaned 
up. 
 
Color temperature of the lighting was discussed. Information was submitted (including cut 
sheets). The Kelvin temperature will be between 4000 and 4300 degrees (in the middle of the 
spectrum, right around white light/sun light). Frank DeFelice concurred that this is a good 
maximum (to go to 5000 or 6000 Kelvin is too harsh/too blue).  
 
The drawings demonstrated the pattern for tanker movement to fill (in from the north, out to the 
south, with no backing up required). An “autoturn” program was used to ensure smooth tanker 
circulation at the site. 
  
The proposed building will be 48.9 feet from the Swamp Lane property line (the existing 
building is at a distance of 10 feet). Screening for the dumpster will be picket-style solid wood 
fencing (not chain link). It was noted that the plans still describe the canopy lighting as 
“internally lit.” The applicant is aware that this is not permitted. 
 
Initial review of the plans by the fire marshal was positive.  
 
Joe Pasquale pointed out that there is no signature block on the plans; he also inquired about the 
drainage from the canopy, which is not shown on the plans. This will be tied into the existing 
drainage system with PVC pipes inside the canopy columns. Joe Pasquale asked about an 
operation and maintenance plan for drainage; this will be provided. 
 
Site restrictions prevent full compliance with a 30-foot setback from the front; however, the 
structure, overall, will become more compliant with the regulations so that a variance is not 
required. 
 
Joe Pasquale asked if the applicant had given consideration to installation of a generation system; 
the applicant noted that inquiries had been made (with perhaps Alliance funding half and a dealer 
funding half), but no decision had been reached. This is not a requirement of the regulations. 
 
The proposed six-foot double door meets all ADA accessibility requirements. There was 
discussion as to the pros and cons of sliding/automatic doors versus conventional double doors. 
 
Prior to the hearing being opened to the public, Dan Melnik noted for the record that he had 
listened to the recording of the previous hearing on this application. 
 
Donia Viola addressed the Commission with regard to the sliding doors and the problem at 
another facility in town where insects are attracted to the donuts. 
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Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Frank DeFelice, to close the public hearing on the request 
for a special permit for the reconstruction of an existing gasoline filling station and convenience 
store at 24 Main Street; applicant/owner: Alliance Energy Corporation. Motion carried 
unanimously. 

PUBLIC HEARING 

 
2. Applicant/Owners: Durham Manufacturing, Inc. 
 Property Location: 199 Main Street, Assessor’s Map #58, Lot #5 
 Proposed Activity: Request for Special Permit for Proposed Professional 
  Offices 
  
Present 
 
Members: Ralph Chase, Frank DeFelice, Steve DeMartino, Cathy Devaux, Richard Eriksen,  
 Chris Flanagan, Dan Melnik, Joe Pasquale 
Town Planner:  Geoffrey Colegrove 
Alternates: Campbell Barrett, Norm Jason, Bonnie Ryder   
 
Richard Eriksen, Chairman, opened the public hearing and read the legal notice. Campbell 
Barrett was seated on the Commission in Lisa Davenport’s place; Norm Jason and Bonnie Ryder 
were present, but not seated. 
  
Attorney John Corona, representing the applicant, stated that the sign had been properly posted 
for the pubic hearing; Geoffrey Colegrove concurred. 
 
John Corona then described the proposed day spa/salon for a portion of the building. Ultimately, 
the operator would like to have as many as six employees. It is possible that other uses will be 
pursued for the balance of the building (for which a permit from the Commission would be 
sought). The total size of the building is 4,060 square feet on two floors. The salon is proposing 
to use 1,362 square feet on two floors. There is an 876 square-foot common area. 
 
John Corona described the building as somewhat unique in that it is in a small category of 
buildings along Main Street that is in this particular zone that enables professional offices but is 
surrounded by quasi-commercial, residential, and municipal uses. There is a large existing 
parking lot that will serve the property; altogether there are 27 spaces, of which 14 will be 
earmarked for the salon use. The exterior of the building has been historically renovated and will 
not change under the proposed use. The entrance will be widened to 18 feet (it is 13-14 feet in 
some places now). 
 
Pat Benjamin, a professional engineer, described the site features. Other than access/handicapped 
access at the rear of the building, the exterior will remain the same. The overall property is about 
a half acre in size with an existing house, garage, and gazebo. At this point, it is uncertain if a 
dumpster will be required or several small trash cans. It will be at the rear of the parcel in any 
event; a dumpster pad has been included on the site plan with fencing around it. 
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With regard to lighting, an existing 40-watt light bulb will remain at the front of the building. 
Two lampposts at the back with four lights each/200 watts will be replaced with period-correct 
fixtures and 15-watt bulbs. The existing lights from adjacent uses provide more than enough 
light. 
 
 
The applicant will return to the Commission once proposed signage is determined; that has not 
yet been determined. 
 
John Corona indicated that an existing fence will be extended toward the front to close off access 
(Lisa Davenport had raised a prior concern about pedestrian access and the adjacent parking lot). 
It is proposed that signage will be posted indicating that there is no off-site parking at Strong 
School. The site itself has more than adequate parking available via Durham Manufacturing’s 
operations. In fact, part of the proposal is that employees of the proposed business will park at 
Durham Manufacturing. There is no external storage proposed for the business. 
  
To Chris Flanagan’s question, John Corona clarified that the business will be located at the 
southerly end of the building on two stories. Access to the second floor, including ADA 
requirements, will be addressed by the building designer (Donna Thomasson) and will comply 
with the requirements of the building department. 
 
The handicapped access to the rear of the building has not yet been designed; the connection to 
the building may be by wood or concrete. It will be subject to the approval of the building 
inspector. 
 
With regard to the subsurface sewage disposal system, efforts are currently underway to take 
advantage of a relatively new state program that would allow for connection with the very large 
system serving Durham Manufacturing (application has been made for a centralized permit). An 
on-site system can be installed if the application isn’t approved by the state. Bill Milardo, as 
town sanitarian, will have complete oversight of this.  Health code will also determine the 
maximum number of employees (but no more than six). 
  
Pat Benjamin clarified that the site will accommodate a new septic system if the larger system 
connection is not approved. Soil testing was satisfactorily completed (allowing each of 4 chairs 
up to 200 gallons per day as the rating). Durham Manufacturing can accommodate up to 4,800 
gallons per day—and is currently generating about 800 gallons per day. 
 
John Corona reiterated that while it is the preference of the applicant to tie into the system 
serving Durham Manufacturing, a condition of approval can be that if an on-site septic system is 
constructed, the number of chairs in the salon would need to conform with Bill Milardo’s 
requirements based upon the capacity of the system. 
 
To Cathy Devaux’s question regarding previous mention of a wellness center, John Corona 
explained that the words day spa, salon, and wellness center had been used interchangeably. 
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Cathy Devaux stated her impression that these represent different uses. John Corona expressly 
clarified that the intended use for this business will be as a hair-cutting facility, including such 
ancillary services that customarily are associated with this (from hair removal to coloring). He 
noted that he did not know specifically how aestheticians do their work, but that this could 
include facial massages, nails, etc., common features of a beauty salon. 
 
John Corona then distributed language detailing the state statute for Connecticut licensing 
facilities for hairdressing and cosmetology purposes. 
 
Hours of operation were discussed. John Corona indicated that no specific hours of operation 
were being proposed. The factory currently runs two shifts, activities take place at the school 
without hours of operation being stipulated, etc. The proposed use is virtually invisible from the 
street with the entry at the rear. For most businesses on Main Street, hours of operation are not 
stipulated and this will be a very quiet business. 
 
To Joe Pasquale’s question regarding the retail sale of products, John Corona responded that 
with such an application for a haircutting and cosmetology or beauty salon, those items that are 
usual and customary in a salon will be available to patrons (shampoo, nail polish, etc.). The 
primary use of the business is not for retail product sale, just those products that are typically 
incidental and customary for that type of business. 
 
John Corona stipulated that if any uses exceeded the scope of language in the state statute for 
hairdressing and cosmetology purposes, permission would be required from the Commission. 
 
In discussing wellness centers as a type of use, Bonnie Ryder indicated that wellness could 
include everything from a psychiatrist’s office to something just short of plastic surgery. 
 
John Corona stated that other spaces in the building could be utilized for purposes more 
‘traditionally’ considered as professional offices.  
  
Frank DeFelice discussed the well that has been abandoned behind the building; verification 
must occur that this well was properly abandoned with an appropriate certificate. There is also an 
on-site well located near the front of the building that is not being closed. 
  
There was discussion that a number of years ago, the regulations were changed to not include 
medical being a prohibited use. Joe Pasquale stated that he did not have this language in his 
regulations; new copies will be furnished. 
  
John Corona summarized, indicating the property is not unlike some of the other structures 
falling under this classification in the regulations. After a long period of non-use, Durham 
Manufacturing invested significantly to restore and renovate the structure and is seeking 
approval for the building that makes it economically viable (noting, for instance, that the Grange 
Hall is falling into terrible disrepair without a plan that could address the problem; of course, that 
site lacks parking and there is no large well). He stated that it was unlikely someone would want 
to again make a residence of the subject structure because of proximity to the school and a 
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manufacturing enterprise. However, the applicant has demonstrated that the proposed plan can 
work for a relatively low-intrusion activity, tastefully done, and almost invisible to the public. He 
added that this would not necessarily be the case for every other property in this category; a 
special permit allows for uses with limitations based upon what is approved given the constraints 
of a particular site. 
Donia Viola addressed the Commission. She asked about approval for ADA access for the 
second floor and the Commission’s role. John Corona responded that it is the building official’s 
job to enforce the building code, not the Planning and Zoning Commission’s responsibility. If the 
site plan were to change because of requirements of the building code, then the Planning and 
Zoning Commission would need to be revisited. 
 
Richard Eriksen reiterated that the plans must conform to state and town regulations; the 
Commission approves a plan’s concept, the site plan, and the general activity. 
 
Donia Viola stated her impression that people are seeking residential rents in town. She said that 
the hours of operation should be determined, especially with impact to traffic at rush hour. 
 
John Corona responded that there is unlikely to be a major increase in traffic from the proposed 
business; it is somewhat of a self-regulating activity. He also added that other professional 
offices do not have specified hours of operation. He did not believe this to be necessary or 
appropriate. 
  
Todd Stewart asked if the renovations/site modifications were being made regardless of the 
tenant. John Corona clarified that the interior does require renovations regardless of purpose; 
however, final fit-up would not take place until tenancy was known. 
 
Todd Steward applauded the efforts of Durham Manufacturing to restore the building. He said 
that the historical nature of the town is what attracted him to Durham in the first place. He noted 
concern with trying to shoehorn something into the structure that falls outside of the zoning 
regulations today (for normal definition of a professional office, i.e., a CPA, optometrist, 
financial advisor, etc.). He preferred to keep the historic district “historic.” Richard Eriksen 
responded, detailing the special permit process and the classification under which this building 
falls and how what could be appropriate here might not be appropriate in the other buildings of 
the zone. 
 
John Corona took issue with the language used (“shoehorn”), noting that the Planning and 
Zoning Commission ultimately had the responsibility to determine if the proposed use fell under 
the professional office heading. He stated that a large orthopedic practice or juvenile dental 
facility might be deemed “professional,” yet generate significantly more traffic in the zone. The 
proposed use is intended to be an upscale operation. 
 
Roger Kleeman asked for clarification of the water supply. John Corona indicated that the old 
hand-dug well has to be officially abandoned, following an exacting process. There is another 
well for the property that can serve its needs; however, the plan will be for water service via 
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Durham Manufacturing’s present system. Ultimately, Bill Milardo will be the final authority on 
septic and water for the site. 
  
Rick Parmelee addressed the Commission, commending the efforts of Durham Manufacturing to 
improve the site with renovations to the historic property and a viable plan for using the building. 
He stated that the company has acted as good neighbors/owners over the years. He endorsed the 
plan, believing it to be an asset to the community as commercial office space. 
  
Jay Berardino spoke, citing his 38 years of experience in the real estate field (the last 12 years in 
Durham) and Durham’s historic Main Street that combines manufacturing with commercial and 
professional uses. This dates to hundreds of years ago when there were similar mixed uses on 
Main Street. He noted a survey of residents conducted 10-12 years ago wherein the 
overwhelming and #1 concern was “blight on Main Street” followed by “more business on Main 
Street.” This proposed use would appear to be an appropriate use in a town that ranks #2 with the 
highest household income in Middlesex County. There are about 18,000 cars traveling by this 
site every day and, other than the transfer station, he said, “You couldn’t find a less residential-
friendly site in town.” The proposed use by Durham Manufacturing is responsible and 
appropriate in his opinion. 
 
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Joe Pasquale, to close the public hearing of Durham 
Manufacturing, special permit, proposed professional offices, 199 Main Street. Motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Frank DeFelice, to reconvene the regular meeting at 9:31 
p.m. Motion carried unanimously. 
 
5.   Alliance Energy Corporation, Special Permit for the Reconstruction of Existing 
      Gasoline Filling Station and Convenience Store, 24 Main Street 
 
Because Dan Melnik had listened to the recording of the previous hearing, he was eligible to 
vote on the application. Steve DeMartino was unseated; Norm Jason was seated in Steve 
DeMartino’s place. Campbell Barrett was unseated; Bonnie Ryder was seated in Lisa 
Davenport’s place. 
 

Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Joseph Pasquale, to approve the application of Alliance 
Energy Corporation, special permit for reconstruction of existing gasoline filling station and 
convenience store, 24 Main Street, with the following conditions of approval: 
 

1) canopy stormwater drainage will be tied to the downspouts and existing drainage system 
2) a stormwater maintenance and operations plan will be provided 
3) a signature block will be added to the plans 
4) site lighting will not exceed 4300 degrees Kelvin 
5) with exception of existing freestanding sign (detail 5-C-6.0 on drawing C-60), which is 

internally lit, there will be no additional internally lit signage on the site; the plans will be 
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revised to reflect that the canopy will not have internal lighting (detail 5 on drawing A-
1.0) 

6) hours of operation will be between 5:30 a.m. and 11 p.m. seven days per week 
 

Motion carried unanimously. 
 
At the conclusion of the vote, Norm Jason and Bonnie Ryder were unseated; Steve DeMartino 
and Campbell Barrett were reseated. 
  
6.  Durham Manufacturing, Proposed Professional Offices, 199 Main Street 
 
Cathy Devaux cited concerns with water supply for the proposed use at the site, noting worry 
about chemicals in the water and the need for water filters already at Strong School. She also 
indicated that the proposed use did not conform with her opinion of professional offices. 
 
Frank DeFelice concurred with worries about environmental considerations. A potential approval 
is for just one section of the building; any expansion of use would require a return to the 
Planning and Zoning Commission. 
  
Joe Pasquale stated that determination of the use and whether it falls under professional office 
space as written in the regulations has proven problematic. It is the responsibility of the 
Commission, in his opinion, to interpret the regulations as they are currently written. He said that 
in March, when the Commission was approached about this potential use, the Commission did 
not find it to be an acceptable use under the regulations—noting that a change would need to be 
made to accommodate an application. Just because a business has a license doesn’t make it a 
professional use; conversely, he asked the rhetorical question: would the Commission deny an 
application because a professional didn’t have a license. He also discussed what the 
Commission’s original intent was in crafting language for professional office use in the Main 
Street Residential district. A review of past minutes reveals many Commission concerns about 
expansion and commercial activity within the Main Street Residential district. 
 
Joe Pasquale added that he had asked about the applicable NAICS codes for a day spa or beauty 
shop use—and that these uses are not listed under a professional grouping but personal care 
services. He asked where the requirement for approval under the regulations speaks to traffic 
flow (the number of trips per day in/out of the facility, being next to a school, etc.). 
 
In May of 2007, Joe Pasquale indicated that the Commission had met with its counsel, Attorney 
Byrne, regarding specific properties along Main Street (including the Grange Hall) and Attorney 
Byrne’s advice was to use “due care and diligence should anything be approved as far as listing 
all conditions and being very specific” because of concerns of expansion of uses for these types 
of properties in this category. He listed possible conditions of approval for the Commission’s 
consideration that were crafted in the approval.  
 
The disposal of hazardous chemicals was discussed along with the possibility of using a closed 
loop system or organic chemicals. 
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While it was acknowledged that Durham Manufacturing is a good neighbor, that is a separate 
concern from approving or not approving the application. Norm Jason stated his agreement that 
Durham Manufacturing is a good community citizen, but that this standing is not a reason for 
voting in favor of or against the application. 
 
 
Dan Melnik asked if the conditions would be linked to limitations based on square footage and 
address future expansion. 
 
Geoffrey Colegrove explained that while the applicant is asking for up to six employees (based 
on town sanitarian input), this would be the representation that cannot be exceeded without 
returning to the Commission. Chairs would not be reasonable to stipulate (because in addition to 
service chairs, there might be reception chairs, employee chairs, etc.). 
  
Frank DeFelice indicated that hours of operation should not be a concern as most businesses 
attempt to be responsive to the needs of their clients. This would not be a high-volume business 
in all likelihood. 
 
Campbell Barrett indicated that how the Commission chooses to define professional offices goes 
well beyond this individual property. He cited the concern of a precedent potentially being 
established based on what action the Commission takes. 
 
Joe Pasquale returned to the matter of licensing and regulation; to define a professional use on 
that criteria could be a slippery slope. Attorney Byrne’s counsel to the Commission originally 
concerned the possible uses at the Grange Hall. Joe Pasquale suggested that there might be a 
good reason to speak with Attorney Byrne now with regard to the proposal for the Durham 
Manufacturing property. He concurred with John Corona that the proposed use appears “pretty 
invisible” and small in scale; he had no concerns with respect to traffic or environment. The 
bigger concern for him is how professional offices are handled going forward for similarly zoned 
properties on Main Street. 
 
Ralph Chase indicated that perhaps a separator or extractor could be used for simply and 
inexpensively handling any toxic chemicals. 
 
Chris Flanagan suggested that Bill Milardo could be relied on for an opinion as to whether or not 
the chemicals used in the proposed salon are hazardous. Frank DeFelice indicated that the 
conditional approval based on town sanitarian approvals would accomplish this. 
 
Campbell Barrett reiterated his recommendation that Attorney Byrne be consulted with regard to 
definition and application of professional office. Joe Pasquale asked if this matter could be 
discussed in Executive Session; Geoffrey Colegrove and Richard Eriksen indicated that an 
Executive Session must be very specific and relate more to matters concerning legal 
suits/attorney-client privilege. 
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Frank DeFelice recalled former Commission member Dave Foley crafting a definition of 
professional office that discussed the requirement of a license without spelling out the type of 
license. 
 
There was considerable discussion about the definition and meaning of professional office and 
the fact that licenses don’t always/necessarily indicate professional (or the absence of a license 
representing a nonprofessional). 
 
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Frank DeFelice, to approve the request for a special permit 
for professional hair dressing and cosmetology offices, Durham Manufacturing Company, 199 
Main Street: subject to the following conditions of approval: 
 

1) use of materials in the operation will be subject to the town sanitarian’s review and 
approval 

2) the town sanitarian will approve water for the business and the septic system in 
accordance with the state health code  

3) employees will be limited to no more than 6 
4) no outdoor storage beyond what is shown on the site plan 
5) hairdressing and cosmetology activities conducted in accordance and as defined by the 

Connecticut State Statutes Section 20-250 (per attached language:  According to the 
Connecticut State Statutes Section 20-250 hairdressing and cosmetology means “the art 
of dressing, arranging, curling, waving, weaving, cutting, singeing, bleaching and 
coloring the hair and treating the scalp of any person, and massaging, cleansing, 
stimulating, manipulating, exercising or beautifying with the use of the hands, appliances, 
cosmetic preparations, antiseptics, tonics, lotions, creams, powders, oils or clays and 
doing similar work on the face, neck and arms, and manicuring the fingernails of any 
person for compensation, provided nothing in this subdivision shall prohibit an 
unlicensed person from performing facials, eyebrow arching, shampooing, manicuring of 
the fingernails or, for cosmetic purposes only, trimming, filing and painting the healthy 
toenails, excluding cutting nail beds, corns and calluses or other medical treatment 
involving the foot or ankle, or braiding hair.”) 

 
Motion carried, 8-1, with all in favor with the exception of Cathy Devaux (in opposition). 
 
Motion by Ralph Chase, seconded by Joe Pasquale, to adjourn the meeting at 10:50 p.m. Motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Jan Melnik 

Jan Melnik, Recording Secretary 
 
8/8/12 


