
Architectural Design Review Committee 
 

Meeting Minutes 
 

October 20, 2022 
Meeting Location: Council Chambers and On-Line via Zoom 

 
7:00 p.m. 

 

Meeting was called to order at approximately 7:00 pm. 

Members in attendance were Tim Eagles - Chair, Sheldon Crosby, Tim LeBouthillier, 
David Quisenberry, and Bob Sanford, and Peter Van Beckum. Also, in attendance Town 
Planner Rutherford. 

Absent: Myles Brown, Dean Burhoe, Jack Kemper 

1. 30 Mill Street, Unionville – Informal review of proposed redevelopment  
Rich Korris, John Ineson, Sean Smith and Steve Repka were present in the Council 
Chambers to share the proposed site plan and architectural renderings for the 
redevelopment of 30 Mill Street. 
 
Rich Korris introduced the application and discussed the site improvements. The 
existing building will be demolished, and a new three-story building constructed 
closer to the Mill Street, street line.  The first floor will include 7,850 sf of 
commercial / retail space and floors two and three contain 12 apartments per floor. 
At this time, 20 one-bedroom and 4 two-bedroom units are proposed.  The first floor 
is rectangular fronting along Mill Street, the second and third floors are ‘L’ shaped; 
with the eastern portion of the ‘L’ supported on columns with parking underneath.  
There is a brief discussion of setbacks and utilities. 
 
John Ineson presented the architectural rendering of the front and rear of the 
building.  Front elevation includes glass storefront with brick pilasters extending 
down from the upper floors. There is a projecting canopy toward the center of the 
building indicating a proposed entrance location and cornice / sign band that wraps 
to the east and west elevation.  The upper floors are shown as brick.  The windows 
within the brick will be double hung and casement / storefront windows on the first 
floor.  The rear elevation is more industrial looking with grey panels / EFIS, larger 
windows, and a section of brick toward the center.  The columns supporting the 
eastern portion of the ‘L’ are plain round concrete columns with the intent to make 
them blend into the background.  The brick and grey panels are proposed to be Sto-
Cast. 
 



The following comments were shared on the preliminary elevations: 
1. Include some steel at front balcony. 
2. Consider alternate material for columns, steel W-beam, granite or natural stone, 

for the parking area and supporting the second/third floors of the eastern 
portion of the ‘L’.  

3. Concern voiced over the height of the building and blending this mass into the 
area with the surrounding buildings. 

4. Consider installing a wall along the north side of the building to enclose parking 
under the building. 

5. Consider using metal panels at rear rather than Sto-Cast. 
6. Consider using natural materials rather than entirely EIFS wrapped building. 

Quality materials and techniques are required given the proximity to the street 
front. 

7. Consider wrapping brick from front to the rear of the building. This would create 
the effect of two brick buildings on either end with a third building in the middle, 
being either EIFS or metal clad. 

8. The scale of the windows should align with the material where they are located 
brick vs grey EIFS panels. 

9. Brick finish needs to be brought to ground. 
10. Photo rendering and wall sections should be included with TPZ submission 
 
 

 
2. 19 Perry St., Unionville – Review of materials, lighting and landscaping for the 

Powerhouse Building and Building 1 
Michael Stein, Architect with Stein-Troost LLC, Mark Arigoni, Project Manager with 
SLR, Mark Manchester, and Rich Schaeffer project owner. 
 
Michael Stein shared copies of revised elevations and response to the comments 
received at the September meeting. Mr. Stein indicated the owner has agreed to 
implement all suggestions provided by the ADRC. The response to comments are 
attached for the permanent record. 
 
A mock-up of the Sto-Cast brick façade with a sample Pella window with simulated 
devided lights was prepared and set-up at the site in close proximity to the existing 
Powerhouse Building.  The consensus of the ADRC was the Sto-Cast provides a 
realistic representation of brick.  All agreed the lighter mortar color is preferred.  The 
Pella windows are aluminum clad wood, double hung with simulated divided lights. 
 
General questions were shared about the longevity of Sto-Cast, weather resistance 
and durability.  Mr. Stein cited numerous locations where the Sto-Cast has been 
installed – many in northern climates, presumably more difficult than Connecticut. 
 



There was review and questions regarding the wall sections.  Mr. Stein confirmed 
how the Sto-Cast is applied to exterior of the ICF walls.  There was a question 
regarding the EPS callout at the base of the wall section.  Mr. Stein confirmed the 
sidewall shingles will be dipped in a clear coat sealer.  The shingles are red cedar.  
 
Mark Arigoni confirmed the clocktower and entrance monuments will be 
constructed of real brick to complement the Powerhouse. 
 
Suggestions: 
1. Increase Rake Boards. 
2. Gutters to be half round white aluminum. 
 
The consensus of the ADRC with the implementation of the above two suggestions 
and implementation of the response to comments as provided will satisfy the ADRC 
regarding the advancement of the plans for the Powerhouse, Building 1, Clocktower, 
and entrance monuments. 
 
Buildings 2 and 3 will be reviewed when they are ready to advance to Building 
Permit. 
 

3. Adopt 2023 Meeting Schedule – M/S/A – VanBeckum/Sanford/all 
 
Meeting Adjourned 8:10pm 


