
MINUTES
DESIGN REVIEW ADVISORY COMMITTEE

March 7, 2024
Town Hall Annex

80 Doyle Rd. Bantam, CT

The meeting was called to order by C. Bramley at 9:15 a.m.  

1.  Present: C. Bramley, B. Seamans, Craig Chasse, Architectural Studio 3C, LLC representing 
American Legion Memorial Home Inc. and Cheyanne Smith applicant, Mental Health Therapy.

2. 418 Bantam Rd. - American Legion – Review of proposed 31’ x 26’ ADA addition.
There was discussion as to the architectural and historic significance of the building classified as 
a Club/Lodge, a typical building type in Litchfield at the time it was built, 1938.  It was not 
included in the survey of historic structures done in the 1980’s because it was 2 years short of the 
required 50-year criteria.  The design of the building is an identical format to the Club/Lodge 
building at 670 Northfield Road.  A third similar building, though smaller, was the Litchfield 
Grange, also on Bantam Road across the street. 

C. Chasse, architect for the project, was present to suggest an alternate plan for the front façade 
and explained the suggestion made at the DRAC meeting 02/01/24 was not possible due to the 
location of the header and the floor level in the attic.  He noted the top of the originally proposed 
tall center window will end at the header.  The Committee suggested the height of the small 
windows be raised to the level of the top of the middle section of the tall window to line up with 
the divider of that 12-light middle section of the center window.  The small windows on either 
side will have 9 lights instead of the 6 shown as drawn on the plan submitted by C. Chasse.  With 
an increase in the size and height of the smaller windows, privacy in the bathroom on the 
northeast side is maintained while creating more mass across the facade of the building.  
Windows surrounds will be 4-inches in width. To fill the space the front stairs occupied, there are 
plans to create a raised landscape bed to cut the visual distance from grade to the former entry 
floor level.  The existing sign will be reused, placed in the gable as shown.

B. Seamans moved a favorable recommendation for the change in the size of the side windows 
as drawn by the architect, the large center window as shown, a raised landscape bed across the 
front and the existing sign located in the gable. C. Bramley seconded and unanimously carried.

3. 17 Commons Drive - Smith – Review of new sign for proposed therapy office. 
Cheyanne Smite was present to explain her proposed sign for her new space located in former 
Westfield space.  The sign will be reused but turned over to allow her business name to be 
added.  It was noted the sign was oversized for the space, too close to the light fixture and 
squeezed into the space between the door trim and a corner board.  C. Smith explained the sign 
hangs from brackets screwed to the building so even turning the sign sideways to be better 
positioned isn’t possible.  Although not preferred, it was agreed the existing sign can be reused 
with the suggestion should the sign come down for building painting, a narrower, better 



proportioned sign be considered as a replacement.  The sign will be raised letters cut into the 
sign,

B. Seamans moved and C. Bramley seconded a favorable recommendation for the existing sign 
to be reused, painted in the design and colors submitted.  The motion carried unanimously.

4. Discussion and possible revisions to DRAC regulations.  
Draft Design Review regulations were reviewed and discussed.  Areas needing more definition 
include lighting, signage, and landscaping.  It was questioned whether the specific design 
guidelines should be in Section 6 Design Review or included in the Off-street Parking, Signs and 
Lighting, Section 4 of the regulations with Design Review referencing Section 4.  Photos of good 
design would be helpful to be shown for signs, lighting and landscaping with language related to 
“Dark Sky” lighting added to the regulations.  B. Seamans will look at the draft design 
regulations and suggest more additions to the regulations.

5.  New Business – None

6.  Old Business – None

7. Approval of Minutes – February 1, 2024
Motion to approve the 2/1/24 minutes was made by B. Seamans, seconded by C. Bramley and 
unanimously approved.

9.  Adjournment 
The meeting was adjourned at 10:34 on a motion by C. Bramley, seconded B. Seamans and 
unanimously approved.

_________________________________ ______________
Design Review Advisory Committee Date


