STATE OF RHODE
ISLAND CITYOF EAST
PROVIDENCE

COUNTYOF PROVIDENCE ZONINGBOARD OF REVIEW
MINUTES
A meeting of the East Providence Zoning Board of Review was held at 6:00P.M., on Wednesday, 12
February 2020,in the City Council Chambers, East Providence City Hall.
The following members were present:
Eugene Saveory — Chairman
MichaelBeauparlant — Vice-Chairman
Pier-MariToledo
JohnBraga — ABSENT
RichardCroke, Sr.

1St Alternate

GaryPascoa —
EdwardPimentel — Zoning Officer / Clerk
MichaelMarcello — City Solicitor

Dylan Conley — Assistant City Solicitor

. OPENING STATEMENT BY CHAIRMAN

Chairman Saveory announces that it is the policy of the Zoning Board ofReview to caution all petitioners that
they have the right to counsel beforethe Board and failure to do so at this time does not constitute
sufficientgrounds for a change in circumstances under the eighteen-month repetitivepetition clause. All
petitioners are alsocautioned that if the petition is approved, all construction must be done incompliance with
the submitted plan(s), application and testimony presented tothe Zoning Board of Review. A change ofany
sought must obtain the requisite approval of the Zoning Board of Review. Allwork that deviates from the
approval will be ordered halted and promptlyremoved. Comments will be limited to thepetition being heard
and no comments will be heard that do not pertain to anitem scheduled on tonight’s docket. Healso notes
that it is the policy of the Board that no new agenda item will beheard after 10:30 PM.

Chairman Saveory also notes that the Board welcomes any commentary fromthe public provided it solely
pertains to an item on tonight’s docket.

A.Swearing in of the Zoning Officer

Chairman Saveory asks CitySolicitor Michael Marcello to swear in the Zoning Officer, Mr. Pimentel.
II.SEATING OF ALTERNATE MEMBERS

Chairman Saveoryinforms the public that Mr. Braga is absent and Mr. Pascoa, 1St

Alternate, willbe a participating
and voting member tonight.
[ll. APPROVAL OFZONING BOARD MINUTES
A.Chairman Saveory asks for approval ofthe 15 January 2020, Zoning Board ofReview Minutes. Motion by Mr.
Croke toapprove the 15 January 2020, ZoningBoard of Review Minutes. The motion is Secondedby Ms. Toledo
and Unanimously approved.
IV.ZONING OFFICER’S REPORT
TheZoning Officer, Edward Pimentel announces that thereis nothing to report.
V. CORRESPONDENCE / DISCUSSION
A. Joseph Paiva, 501Warren Avenue, request for a six-month extension on approval.
Attorney Bruce Cox with offices located at 1481Wampanoag Trail, East Providence, Rl is representing the
petitioner.
Attorney Cox explains to the boardthat one of the driveways needs to be closed off but the petitioner needs a



DOTpermit. The application for the permit has been filed but is requesting theextension to be on the safe side as to
not to wait for the last minute.

Motion by Mr. Croke toapprove the six-month extension, the motion is Seconded by Ms. Toledo
andUniamously approved.

Chairman Saveory requests that the petitions for 0 Fisher Street be heard last sincethe case may be lengthier than
the other petitions on the docket.

Motion byMr. Croke to move 0 Fisher Street to last on the docket, the motion is Secondedby Ms. Toledo and
Uniamously approved.

VI. STAFF REPORTS
A. Planning DepartmentStaff Report — 17 February 2020 - Previously Submitted
VII.CONTINUED BUSINESS

1A. Petition No. 6761 - S & D REALTY, requests a use variance to construct a multi-unitresidential facility (12-units
in total), the referenced land use being aprohibited land use in the Residential 3 District, for property located at 0
FISHER STREET, being MAP 207, BLOCK 27,PARCEL 9, in a RESIDENTIAL 3 DISTRICT.

Attorney Bruce Cox with offices located at 1481Wampanoag Trail, East Providence, Rl is representing the

petitioner.
Attorney Cox explains to the board that originally a 12 unitapartment building was proposed
that will be owned & managed by S & D Realty.This building will be 3 story building and will be 34.8in in height. But
now S& D Realty decided to decrease the amount of units from 12 to 8 one bedroomunits and still have 4 units
handicap accessible. This will eliminate an entirefloor so the building will only be 2 stories. Attorney Cox does note
that the grading of the site will be lowerthan average and wishes more of the neighbors came an approached him and
hisclients.
Steve Dipilitto,co-owner of the property, is properly sworn in.
Mr. Dipilitto notes that some people don'’t like change andcurrently does own 2 rental properties in East Providence.
Mr. Dipilitto mentions to the board that he has created alandscaping plan to keep privacy for the neighbors and that
this project wouldcreate thousands of tax dollars. Mr.Dipilitto continues to mentions that this apartment complex will
be goodfor seniors and millennials and that the planning board didn’t look at thewhole picture.
AttorneyCox inquires to Mr. Dipilittohow the grade on the site works and why is the proposed parking where it is.
Mr.Dipilitto explains that the property will be lowered 3-4ft. and the parkingis located to purposely be away from the
neighborhood. The apartment complexwould be fully sprinkled in case of a fire and will be adding a fire hydrant atthe
entrance of the property.
AttorneyCox believes that the situation has been altered significantly butdidn’t have much of a chance to speak to the
neighbors. Attorney Cox also believes that this will be a nice and functioningbuilding.
Mr. Croke notes thatin a R3 zone that a 12 unit apartment building isn’t allowed.
AttorneyCox answers yes that it correct, but is currently asking for 8 unitsand that is why they are here today asking
for the variance.
Mr. Croke notes thatthis looks like a possible encroachment.
Richard Lipsitz of WatermanEngineering with offices located at 46 Sutton Ave East Providence, Rl isproperly
sworn in.

Mr. Lipsitz explains that they tried looking for different situations and explainsthat if there was a single family home
proposed it would be exactly the same. Mr. Lipsitz notes this way there is notraffic lights from cars that would affect
the neighbors.

Mr. Croke inquires if they canconfirm that the parking will be contained.

Mr. Lipsitz answersyes, especially after eliminating the other 4 units.



Mr. Croke expressesconcerns over flooding of the golf course.

Mr. Lipsitz explainsthat there is currently some run off into the golf course and they are allowedto maintain that same
amount of run off.

Mr. Croke inquiresthe current width of the roadway.

Mr. Lipsitz answersabout 24-30ft. per the planning board’s memo.

Ms. Toledo has no questions but doeshave comments, Ms. Toledo believesthat this is an inappropriate are for that
building. Ms. Toledo explains that 8 one bedroom units are not helping thosein need, maybe two bedroom
apartments would. Ms. Toledo expresses she would rather see single family homes inthat area.

Vice Chairman Beauparlant inquiresif the plan for the shrubs/landscaping was submitted, he wants to see the
bufferingfor the neighbors. ViceChairman Beauparlant explains that this is a tough burden to pass and inquires if
thepetitioners did any marketing or anything like that.

AttorneyCox answers no, the petitioners recently purchased the property withthis proposal in mind. The petitioners
believes that this was more beneficial.

Mr. Pascoa has noquestions at this time.

ChairmanSaveory inquires about the entrance of the property form developments,there will be 40ft. dedications.
Going down Fisher Street and up Seth Streetare only 30ft. Chairman Saveory explainsthat he did a plot check of the
property and the houses in the neighborhoodrange from being built 1945-1960 and notes that this neighborhood is
almosthidden away. Chairman Saveory workedhis way around the property and worked his way from the main
entrance to thenursing home parking lot and inquires if there will be any retaining for theneighbors if the road is built.
Mr. Lipsitz answersyes and it will be angled.

ChairmanSaveory notes that the land goes down to Metacomet golf club and awetlands area, he expresses his
concerns about water run off to the neighboringhomes since they are downhill and inquires if there will be a retention
area.

Mr. Lipsitz answersyes it will be a retention swale and would be required by City engineers. Mr. Lipsitz includes that
this wouldeven have to be done if there were several single families, one single family,etc on the lot.
ChairmanSaveory explains that he is concerned about the current means of egress, whichis going through Fisher
Street or Seth Street. If the egress came from SouthBroadway, he probably wouldn’t have the same concerns.
Chairman Saveory explains that this is an older neighborhood thatpre-dates zoning and doesn’t have a standard size
street there. It will be acommercial facility in a residential area, and inquires how many singlefamilies could fit on this
lot.

AttorneyCox explains that about 3 small lots could be made up.

ChairmanSaveory has concerns about a more transient style of housing and thatthis will change the character of the
neighborhood.

Chairman Saveory inquires if there isanyone present who would like to speak in favor of the subject petition.Hearing
and seeing none, ChairmanSaveory inquires if there is anyone present who would like to speak againstthe subject
petition.

Karen Setzer of 15Seth Street East Providence, Rl 02914 is properly sworn in.
Ms. Setzer explains to the board that she already has tosee the nursing home and does not want to look at another
building. Ms. Setzer is also opposed to thepotential traffic this could cause.
Michael Desmaraisof 9 Seth Street East Providence, Rl 02914 isproperly sworn in.
Mr.Desmarais explains to the board that he has been there since 2003 and iseven against have 2-3 single family
homes in that area due to traffic concerns.Since the road is small there are already issues with emergency vehicles
andhas concerns about wildlife in the neighborhood.

Ahmed Farhane of 27 Fisher Street FastProvidence. R] 02914 js properlv sworn in.



Mr. Farhane hashis daughter speak to the board
Mr. Farhane’s daughter explains to the board that it willbe too hard for her to ride her bike in the street since there
will be too muchtraffic. She is also has concerns about animals in the area and that they willbe chased away.

Mary Leonard of 20 Fisher Street East Providence, RI 02914 is properly sworn in.

Ms. Leonard has been in the neighborhood for 22 years andthe neighborhood is currently quiet. Ms.Leonard
believes that the traffic will be insane and shares concernsregarding children’s safety and emergency vehicle traffic.
Ms. Leonard doesn’t even want to see a single family home on thelot.

Greg Olsen of 15 Fisher Street East Providence, RI 02914 is properly sworn in.

Mr. Olsen explains that this is a nice tight knit community and would be okaywith a few single families on the lot but
believes there are reasons forvariances.
Jeff Machado of 14Seth Street East Providence, Rl 02914 is properlysworn in.

Mr. Machado explains that he has lived in his house for over65 years, it was originally his parent’s house. Mr.
Machado understands that something needs to be done with theproperty and is okay with the 3 single family homes.
Mr. Machado believes that the 12 units is just a way to make money.

Anthony DeJesus Jr. of 7 Fisher Street East Providence, RI 02914 is properly sworn in.
Mr. DeJesus explains that he has been in his house for 18years and the neighborhood is all single family houses and
adding a few morewould be consistent with the area.

Tracey McGowan of 37 Fisher Street East Providence, Rl 02914 is properly sworn in.
Ms. McGowan explains that she lives closest to where thebuilding will be, and it does look lovely but wouldn’t be
lovely in this neighborhood.Also shares concerns about children playing outside.

Richard Vaughn of 26 Fisher Street EastProvidence, RI 02914 is properly sworn in.
Mr. Vaughn believes that progress is good but sharesconcerns about children playing outside.

Ellen Lowell of 21Fisher Street East Providence, RI 02914 is properly sworn in.
Ms. Lowell explainsto board that she created a petition that hasbeen signed by all the neighbors not wanting this
apartment complex. Ms. Lowell believes that theneighborhood will be disrupted by this and has concerns about snow
vehicles andemergency vehicles.

Councilwoman Anna Sousaof 109 Summit Street East Providence, Rl 02914 is properly sworn in.
Councilwoman Sousa explains that she has had multiple months of dialogue between herselfand the neighbors.
Councilwoman Sousabelieves the design is beautiful but the location is not appropriate, all thereasons why have
already been mentioned. CouncilwomanSousa notes that the street is very narrow and has the feel of a cu-de-sac
anda house or two built on the lot would not be an issue. She also shares the sameconcerns with wildlife in the area.

Councilman At-Large BobRodericks of 70 Plum Rd Riverside, RI 02915 is properly sworn in.
CouncilmanRodericks opposes the project and believes that this is not an appropriatearea for it. He also agrees that
a few houses on the lot would be better.

Attorney Cox would like to approach some of the commentsmade, traffic would not be less with a series of small
houses, the firedepartment would be have enough road to turn around if the new road will bebuilt and the petitioners
felt that this would fit in since it will be next tothe nursing home. The petitioners will like to withdraw this petition
withoutprejudice and come back with a new proposal.

Request to withdraw this petition without prejudice is granted.



1B. Petition No. 6762 - S & D REALTY, requests a dimensional varianceto construct a multi-unit residential facility
(12-units in total), thereferenced facility exceeding the maximum height limit, failing to meet theminimum lot density,
failing to provide sufficient off-street, and failing tocomply with requisite setbacks (side and rear), for property located
at 0 FISHER STREET, being MAP 207, BLOCK 27,PARCEL 9, in a RESIDENTIAL 3 DISTRICT.
Attorney Cox explains that the petitioners will like towithdraw this petition without prejudice and come back with a
new proposal.

Request to withdraw this petition without prejudice is granted.

VIll. NEW BUSINESS

1.Petition No. 6765 - CHRISTOPHER L.SMITH, requests a special use permitto introduce a deck, being associated
with a second-floor unit (three-units intotal), otherwise defined as an intensification of a non-conforming land use,for
property located at 228 TAUNTONAVENUE, being MAP 206, BLOCK 15, PARCEL 8, in a COMMERCIAL 3
DISTRICT.

Attorney William C. Maiaa with offices locatedat 349 Warren Avenue, East Providence, Rl is representing the

petitioner.
Attorney Maiaa explains that there’s an error that states that the lot size is 100x100but it is actually 50x100, he
apologizes for any confusion. Attorney Maiaa continues to say that heas packets regarding the property prepared to
pass out to board members
Motion by Mr.Croke to accept the packets as exhibit A with attachments, the motion isSeconded by Ms.
Toledo.
Attorney Maiaa has his client, ChristopherSmith approach the board as a witness.
Christopher Smith of 228Taunton Avenue is properly sworn in.

Mr. Smith explains to the board that he approached most of hisabutters and received their signatures stating that they
had no issues with theproposed work. Mr. Smith explains tothe board that the deck he would like to build a 4x7 would
be facing theparking lot of his own property. Mr. Smith assures that he will try to protectthe privacy of his neighbors.
Mr. Smith alsoincludes that he has never asked the board for permission for anything in thepast

AttorneyMaiaa explains that in Exhibit 1paragraph E explains how Mr. Smith qualifiesto be approved for the special
use permit.

Mr. Croke inquires if the deck willbe on the back of the house.

Mr. Smith answers yes.

Mr. Croke notes that there is a storage container on theproperty ad inquires how long it will stay there.

Mr. Smith admits he had no plans for it, he is justusing it to store supplies for his business.

Mr. Croke inquires if Mr. Smith is running a business out of the property.

Mr. Smith admits yes that it is a plumbing/heatingbusiness.

Mr. Croke explains that the container should be 5ft fromthe fence line to comply with zoning.

Mr. Smith explains he was no aware and will work onmoving the container.

Zoning Officer does notes that the container is not mentionedon the plans and is technically not allowed.

Attorney Maiaa explains that they will definitely move thecontainer.

Ms. Toledo has no questions at this time.

Vice Chairman Beauparlant inquires if Mr. Smith resides at this address.

Mr. Smith answers yes.

Vice Chairman Beauparlant confirms that there will only beone deck and it will only be coming out 4ft.

Mr. Smith answers yes.

Vice Chairman Beauparlant inquires if the deck will be offof his unit.

Mr. Smith answers no, it will be for the 2nd floorunit. Mr. Smith explains that way itis easier for tenants to move



furniture in and out and to hopefully cause lessdamage.

Mr. Pascoa has no questions at this time.

Chairman Saveory doesn’t see any issues with theproposed work.

Chairman Saveory inquires if there isanyone present who would like to speak in favor of the subject petition.Hearing
and seeing none, ChairmanSaveory inquires if there is anyone present who would like to speak againstthe subject
petition. Hearing and seeing none, Chairman Saveory queries the Board for a motion.

Motion by Mr. Croke, based on allthe evidence and testimony presented to the Zoning Board of Review
and thepersonal knowledge of the members of the Board of the land and area of the Cityof East Providence,
the Zoning Board hereby finds:
1.Thatthe use is compatible with neighboring land uses.
2.Theuse does not create a nuisance in the neighborhood.
3.Thatthe use does not hinder the future development of the City.
4.Thatthe use conforms to all applicable sections of the special use requested.
5.Thatthe use is in conformance with the purpose and intent of the East ProvidenceComprehensive Plan
and applicable standards of this Chapter.
Mr. Croke moves that the special use permit be Grantedsubiject to the petitioner fulfilling the following
conditions:

Petitioner(s) obtaining any, and all, necessary permits.

The container on the property must be either removed or moved to meet the setback requirement.
Chairman Saveory asks Mr.Smith if he accepts the conditions of approval just stipulated,understanding
that strict compliance means that any deviation will necessitaterevisiting the Zoning Board of Review; said
revisit may be requested by eitherthe Zoning Officer or any member of the Zoning Board of Review. Mr.
Smithresponds that he fully understands and accepts the conditions juststipulated.
Motionis Seconded byMs. Toledo & Vice Chairman Beauparlant

RoliCall Vote The board notes that the deck will in the
Mr.Croke — Aye rear of the property facing the lot andwill
ViceChairman Beauparlant — Aye not be a privacy issue to the abutters. The
Ms.Toledo- Aye board believes thatthis will have minimum
Mr.Pascoa— Aye impact to the neighborhood.

Chairman Saveory —Aye

Special Use Permitunanimously granted, subject to the aforementioned condition(s).
2. Petition No. 6766 - DAVID RODERICK., requests dimensional variances to introduce anaccessory rear-yard
shed as well as convert the present garage to living space,resulting in failing to comply with the minimum side-yard
setback requirement,as well as exceeding both the minimum building coverage and impervious lotcoverage
requirements, for property located at 44 FAIRFIELD AVENUE, being MAP 309, BLOCK 12, PARCEL 7, in a
RESIDENTIAL3 DISTRICT.
Ms. Toledo inquires aboutthe proposed window on the left side, there is currently no window on that sideand wonders
if Mr. Roderick spokewith his neighbor.
Mr. Roderick answersyes, he has spoken with that neighbor and there are no concerns.
Ms. Toledo just wantsto clarify that there will be a full bathroom, a closet but no kitchen/cookingarea.
Mr. Roderick answer yesand that there will be no appliances other than a fridge. The bedroom, bathroomand living
space will all be handicap accessible.
Ms. Toledo understands theneed for the proposed shed since there will no long be a garage to use forstorage, but
notes that the planning board questioned the size of the proposedshed. Ms. Toledo expresses herconcerns that



introducing a larger shed could cause drainage and imperviouscoverage issues and inquires if Mr.Roderick would be
willing to reduce the size of the shed.

Mr. Roderick explainsthat shed has already been purchased and delivered and has been waiting to bebuilt.

Ms. Toledo inquires if therewere any other future plans for the property.

Mr. Roderick explainsthat the only thought is of a possible makeover of the front of the home but noother growth of
the footprint. Mr.Roderick also includes that water hasn’t been an issue for his property.

Vice Chairman Beauparlant is reviewing the plans and inquires about what looks like imperviouscoverage.

Mr. Roderick believes that is it the concrete slab and the non-raiseddeck on his property.

ViceChairman Beauparlant notes about the sameproposed window on the left side.

Mr. Roderick says that if the board does not like that window it doesn’thave to be installed.

Mr.Pascoa has no questions at this time.

Mr. Croke inquires about proposing a 2nd shed.

Mr.Roderick clarifies that there is noshed currently, he has already purchased one shed and is waiting for theboard’s
approval but it is not constructed. It's only listed on the plans as aproposed area.

Mr. Croke notes that work as already started on the propertysince the garage door has already been removed and
plywood has been installed.Mr. Croke mentions that a variance was received for this property a few years ago.

Mr. Roderick explains that the project started and he had appliedfor the building permit but he didn’t know that
converting garage to livingspace would’ve caused a zoning issue. Mr.Roderick explains that the project has been on
hold since October becausethey stopped once they were told to stop by zoning. Mr. Roderick explains that his father
has been currently in a nursinghome for past 5 months and he has spent about $25,000 for the nursing home andhe
would like the get the project back on track to bring his father home.

Chairman Saveory notes he saw construction items and other things on the side of thehome

Mr.Roderick explains that it is onlythere until shed is built.

Chairman Saveory has noother questions at this time.

ViceChairman Beauparlant inquires if the shedwill be at least 5ft from property lines.

Mr.Roderick answers yes.

ViceChairman Beauparlant inquires if theneighbors have any issues with the shed.

Mr.Roderick answers no, the neighbors donot have an issue and they shouldn’t have an issue since most of his
neighbor’'ssheds are only 3ft. from the property lines.

ChairmanSaveoryinquires if there is anyone present who would like to speak in favor of thesubject petition. Hearing
and seeing none, ChairmanSaveory inquires if there is anyone present who would like to speak againstthe subject
petition. Hearing and seeing none, Chairman Saveory queries the Board for a motion.

Motionby Ms. Toledo based on all the evidenceand testimony presented to the Zoning Board of Review and the
personalknowledge of the members of the Board of the land and area of the City of EastProvidence, the Zoning Board
hereby finds:

1. The hardship from which theapplicant seeks relief is due to the unique characteristics of the subject landor
structure and not to the general characteristics of the surrounding area,and not due to a physical or economic
disability of the applicant exceptingthose physical disabilities addressed in RIGL 45-24-30(16).

2. The hardship is not the result of any prioraction of the applicant and does not result primarily from the desire of
theapplicant to realize greater financial gain.

3. The granting of the requested variances willnot alter the general character of the surrounding area or impair
the intent orpurpose of this chapter or the city’s comprehensive plan upon which thischapter is based.

4, That the relief to be granted is theleast relief necessary.

Ms. Toledo hereby further findspursuant to Section 19-45(b) of the City of East Providence Zoning Ordinance:

5. In granting the dimensional variances,that the hardship that will be suffered by the owner of the subject
property ifthe dimensional variances are not granted shall amount to more than a mereinconvenience.



Ms. Toledo moves that thedimensional variances be Grantedsubject to the petitioner fulfilling the following
conditions:

1.Petitioner(s)obtaining any, and all, necessary permits.

ChairmanSaveoryasks Mr. Roderick if he accepts theconditions of approval just stipulated, understanding that strict
compliancemeans that any deviation will necessitate revisiting the Zoning Board ofReview; said revisit may be
requested by either the Zoning Officer or anymember of the Zoning Board of Review. Mr.Roderick responds that he
fully understands and accept the conditions juststipulated.

Motionis Seconded byMr. Croke

RollCall Vote The board understands that the lot pre-dates zoning and is
Mr.Croke — Aye a smaller lot. Theboard feels that this will not alter the
Mr.Pascoa — Aye characteristic of theneighborhood and most of these
Ms.Toledo- Aye issueswere pre-existing.

ViceChairman Beauparlant- Aye
ChairmanSaveory —Aye

Dimensional variancesunanimously granted, subject to the aforementioned condition(s).

3.Petition No. 6767 - RIANNA REALTY LLC, requestsa dimensional variance to entirelyremodel the present KFC
restaurant operation on Taunton Avenue, resulting inseveral deviations to include: excessive impervious lot coverage,
deficient off-streetparking and off-street loading, and excessive signage, for property located at 797 TAUNTON
AVENUE, being MAP 506, BLOCK 1,PARCEL 4, in a COMMERCIAL 4 DISTRICT.

Zoning Officer explains to the board that this is the KFC restaurant on Taunton Avenue,the petitioner just recently
purchased the franchise and is currently nothandicap accessible.

Attorney Timothy Kane with offices located at 627Putnam Pike Smithfield, Rl is representing
thepetitioner.

Attorney Kane explains to the board that his client has beenthe owner since 2016 and owns 9 other KFC restaurants
and at this particularlocation there are 17 employees. AttorneyKane continues to mention that the petitioner is
looking to make signageupgrades, exterior upgrades, and making the building handicap accessible sincethis is the
oldest looking restaurant that the petitioner owns. Attorney Kane stresses the fact thatcorporate offices for KFC are
also pushing for these upgrades since they arelooking for a better experience for their customers. Attorney Kane
notes that the lot is long and narrow and issandwiched between two car dealerships in a C4 zone.

Robert Rianna, the owner ofthis KFC location, is properly sworn in.

Mr. Croke inquires about onstreet loading for deliveries.

Mr. Rianna explains thatthere are only two main deliveries a week and they are overnight deliveriesarriving between
3am-7am and they pull into the parking lot of the restaurant.

Mr. Croke notes theincrease of signage and believes that overall it's too much. Mr. Croke inquires if it can be
scaledback and specifically notes about the signage along the side of the building.

Mr. Rianna explains thatcurrently this is what corporate wants to see and it will be difficult to seefrom the street
anyways due to the building being located between the cardealerships.

Mr. Croke explains that itis visible from the street and inquires about the promotional signs in thewindow.

Attorney Kane respondsthat the window signs are only promotional and temporary and explains that ifprogress is not
made at this location corporate wants the restaurant moved toSeekonk or Swansea and believes that the city would
not want a vacant building.

Mr. Croke explains that theboard has regulations to follow and believes that the proposed plan would makethe
building look like a circus with the red and white paint. Mr. Croke also notes about the reducedparking.



Attorney Kane explainsthat they are only required to have 1 handicap parking spot but will put in 2handicap spots

and will have 15 regular parking spots but are required to have17.

Ms. Toledo believes that thebuilding will look loud but understands that corporate dictates what thebuilding should

look like. Ms. Toledoinquires if the business is majority drive thru take out.

Attorney Kane answersyes about 60% of business is drive thru based.

Vice Chairman Beauparlant inquires about the front signage being changed.

Attorney Kane explainsthat the face will be changed but not the size of the sign.

Vice Chairman Beauparlant explains that he does not have an issue with the look since it appearsto be the new look

for KFC.

Mr. Pascoa has no questionsat this time.

Chairman Saveory notes that this KFC has always been in that location and believes thatsince it's in such a

commercial area that it won’t be too much. Chairman Saveory explains that the cardealerships can have balloons

and other distracting things to promote theirbusiness and does recognize that corporate cannot be this naive about

citiesand town’s ordinances.

Mr. Rianna explains to theboard that this remodel is needed since it is the lowest performing of all hisstores.

ChairmanSaveoryinquires if there is anyone present who would like to speak in favor of thesubject petition.
Councilman At-Large BobRodericks of 70 Plum Rd Riverside, RI 02915 is properly sworn in.

CouncilmanRodericksexplains that he strongly supports this remodel and agrees with Chairman Saveory about the

cardealerships.

Councilwoman Anna Sousaof 109 Summit Street East Providence, Rl 02914 is properly sworn in.
CouncilwomanSousa commendsMr. Rianna for purchasing therestaurant and is pleased to hear the delivery times
to avoid creating moretraffic on Taunton Avenue, the two handicap parking spots and that this is notimpeding
residential areas and for these reasons Councilwoman Sousa supportsthis variance.

Chairman Saveory inquires if there isanyone present who would like to speak against the subject petition.
Hearingand seeing none, Chairman Saveoryqueries the Board for a motion.

Motionby Mr. Croke based on all the evidence andtestimony presented to the Zoning Board of Review and the
personal knowledge ofthe members of the Board of the land and area of the City of East Providence,the Zoning Board
hereby finds:

1. The hardship from which theapplicant seeks relief is due to the unique characteristics of the subject landor
structure and not to the general characteristics of the surrounding area,and not due to a physical or economic
disability of the applicant exceptingthose physical disabilities addressed in RIGL 45-24-30(16).

2. The hardship is not the result of any prioraction of the applicant and does not result primarily from the desire of
theapplicant to realize greater financial gain.

3. The granting of the requested variances willnot alter the general character of the surrounding area or impair
the intent orpurpose of this chapter or the city’s comprehensive plan upon which thischapter is based.

4, That the relief to be granted is theleast relief necessary.

Mr. Croke hereby further findspursuant to Section 19-45(b) of the City of East Providence Zoning Ordinance:

5. In granting the dimensional variances,that the hardship that will be suffered by the owner of the subject
property ifthe dimensional variances are not granted shall amount to more than a mereinconvenience.

Mr. Croke moves that thedimensional variances be Grantedsubject to the petitioner fulfilling the following conditions:
1.Petitioner(s)obtaining any, and all, necessary permits.

ChairmanSaveoryasks Mr. Rianna if he accepts theconditions of approval just stipulated, understanding that strict
compliancemeans that any deviation will necessitate revisiting the Zoning Board ofReview; said revisit may be
requested by either the Zoning Officer or anymember of the Zoning Board of Review. Mr.Rianna responds that he
fully understands and accept the conditions juststipulated.



Motionis Seconded byMs. Toledo

RollCall Vote The board understands that the lot pre-dates zoning and is
Mr.Croke — Aye an odd shaped lot. Theboard also understands that
Mr.Pascoa — Aye coloring is notconsidered to be signage in the ordinance.
Ms.Toledo- Aye The board is happy with this upgrade.

ViceChairman Beauparlant- Aye
ChairmanSaveory —Aye

Dimensional variances unanimously granted,subject to the aforementioned condition(s).

IX. PROCEDURES

A. Approval of new ‘MotionForm.’
a. Continued until 4 March 2020 for Mr. Braga to approve theform.
X. ANNOUNCEMENTS
The next regular meeting of the Zoning Board of Review is scheduled for Wednesday, 4 March 2020 at 6:00 PM,
in the City of East Providence Council Chambers, City
Hall, and East Providence, RI.
Xl. ADJOURNMENT
Motiontoadjourn by Vice Chairman Beauparlant.The motion is Seconded by Ms.Toledo and Unanimously voted
toadjourn. Meeting is adjourned.

EdwardPimentel, AICP
ZoningOfficer / Clerk

Secretary



