NORWICH DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD
MINUTES
September 1, 2005
Tracy Hall Meeting Room
Members present: Watt Alexander, Stanley Teeter, Nancy Dean, Chris Katucki, Ernie
Ciccotelli, John Lawe, Shep Butler
Members not present:
Alternates present: Eric Friets
Alternates not present: Lucy Gibson,
Staff: Phil Dechert
1. The meeting was called to order by the Chair at 7:05 PM
2. Minutes:

The minutes for July 7, July 21, August 4, and, August 18, were not available for
review.

3. Administrative Issues
- Future Schedule & Agendas
9/15/05 - White Subdivision, Vinikoor Subdivision
Site Visit 6:30 PM - Vinikoor
10/6/05 - New Hearings
- Post NOD - Lawe will circulate new draft of site visit policy.
4. Public Hearings
#49APP05 - An appeal by Stuart Richards of the decision of the Norwich Zoning Administrator
in a June 16, 2005 letter regarding enforcement issues relating to development on Lot 20-276.1
at 84 Elm Street owned by Paul Nowicki. (continued from 8/18/05)
Lawe and Butler recused from the hearing.
Board members participating: Alexander, Dean, Teeter, Katucki, Ciccotelli, Friets (for Lawe)
Interested Parties:
Appellant - Stuart Richards and Miriam Richards represented by John Hanson
Appellee - Zoning Administrator - Phil Dechert
Applicant - Gerry Tarrant representing Paul Nowicki
Katucki noted that Richards is a member of the Planning Commission. He stated that this
relationship would not affect his ability to be impartial. There were no objections from the
parties.
Alexander reviewed the recent history of the Nowicki - Richards matter starting with a
permit issued to Nowicki in January of 2005; an appeal of that permit by Richards to the DRB; a
letter from Richards requesting enforcement action; a letter from the Zoning Administrator
declining to take enforcement action due to a lack of jurisdiction; and the current appeal of that
letter to the DRB by Richards. Alexander also noted an additional suit recently brought by
Richards against the Town, the Zoning Administrator, and Nowicki in the Environmental Court.
A copy of that complaint was included in the information provided to DRB members prior to
tonight's hearing.

Attorney Hanson stated that the appeal being heard involved a lack of enforcement. He
claimed a house was built without a permit, land was subdivided without a permit, and two
houses are on the same lot without a permit. He believes the DRB should
issue a Notice of Violation asking for the house to be removed. He also noted that his client
must appeal the Zoning Administrator’s decision in this matter to protect his future rights to
appeal under §4472.
Attorney Tarrant stated that this appeal was unnecessary because Richards already had an
appeal before the Environmental Court on the same issue and if Richards eventually prevailed
then he then could compel that the house be removed. Tarrant also stated that the Zoning
Administrator and the Town had no jurisdiction to take enforcement action while the issue was
being heard at the environmental court.
There were no comments from other parties or the public.
The hearing was closed by unanimous consent.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:30 PM
Phil Dechert

APPROVED 10/20/05

