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TOWN OF WESTON
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

July 28, 2026
VIA EMAIL, HAND DELIVERY, AND PRESENTATION AT PUBLIC HEARING

Town of Weston Zoning Board of Appeals

Chairman Robert Low, Vice Chairman Bergman, and Members of the Board
Town Hall Annex

24 School Road

Weston, Connecticut 06883

Dear Chairman Low, Vice Chairman Bergman, and Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals:

We, the undersigned neighboring property owners and residents of the Town of Weston,
respectfully submit this letter in formal opposition to the variance application filed

by David and Marina Coprio concerning the property located at 8 Laurel Lake East
(MBL 20 2 20).

After reviewing the application and the applicable provisions of the Town of Weston
Zoning Regulations, we respectfully request that the Board deny the requested variance
because, in our view, the application does not satisfy the legal standards governing

the granting of variances and raises significant concerns regarding environmental
impacts, stormwater management, neighborhood character, and the protection of
adjoining properties.

I. Failure to Satisfy the Legal Standard for Granting a Variance

Connecticut General Statutes § 8-6 authorizes a zoning board of appeals to grant a
variance only where strict application of the zoning regulations would result in an
unusual hardship arising from conditions unique to the property itself and where
granting the variance would remain consistent with the municipality’s comprehensive
zoning plan.

Based upon the materials submitted, we respectfully submit that the Applicants have
not demonstrated the type of exceptional hardship required under Connecticut law.
The record, as presently presented, does not establish that any hardship arises from
unique physical characteristics of the land rather than from the limitations
associated with the parcel’s existing configuration or the owner’s desired use.

Connecticut courts have consistently recognized that personal preference, economic
considerations, or a desire to maximize development potential do not constitute the
unusual hardship required to justify a variance.



Il. Environmental, Stormwater, and Flooding Concerns

The subject property is situated in close proximity to an adjacent pond and associated
drainage system. As neighboring property owners, we are concerned that construction
of a residence and related improvements—including foundations, driveways, grading,
utilities, septic improvements, and other impervious surfaces—could alter existing
drainage patterns and reduce the property’s natural capacity to absorb stormwater.

Our concerns include, but are not limited to:
* Increased stormwater runoff onto neighboring properties;
* Greater risk of localized flooding during significant precipitation events;
+ Soil erosion and sediment migration;
+ Potential impacts to groundwater recharge and water quality;
* Increased pressure on existing drainage infrastructure; and
+ Additional flood-related risks affecting nearby residences and access roads.

We respectfully submit that these potential impacts warrant careful consideration
before any relief from § 311.6 is granted.

[ll. Consistency with the Purpose and Intent of the Zoning Regulations

Section 311.6 exists to regulate development on split lots and to preserve orderly
land use consistent with the Town’s zoning objectives. In our view, granting the
requested variance would undermine the purpose of these regulations by permitting
development on a parcel that does not satisfy the minimum contiguous buildable area
requirements established by the Town.

The Town'’s zoning regulations are intended to promote public health, safety, and
welfare; protect natural resources; preserve environmental quality; minimize flooding
and drainage impacts; and safeguard neighboring property owners. We respectfully
believe that granting the requested variance would be inconsistent with these
objectives.

IV. Potential Impacts on Neighboring Properties and the Community

The requested variance has the potential to affect not only the subject parcel but
also neighboring properties and the surrounding community. We are concerned that
approval could:

* Increase flood exposure for adjacent properties;

* Alter existing drainage conditions;

« Affect neighborhood character;

* Create precedent for similar requests involving nonconforming split lots; and

* Adversely impact neighboring property values if flooding or environmental

conditions worsen.



We respectfully request that these broader community impacts be carefully evaluated
as part of the Board's deliberations.

For the foregoing reasons, we respectfully request that the Weston Zoning Board of
Appeals deny the requested variance for 8 Laurel Lake East.

| appreciate the Board's careful consideration of this matter and respectfully ask
that this letter be entered into the official record for the July 28, 2026 public
hearing.

Thank you for your attention,
Josh Gonillo

106 Lords Highway
Weston CT, 06883



