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Town of Danville, Development Review Board 
Permit 2022-39, Design Control Hearing 

 
Applicant:  Papa Tirozzi’s Pizza 
Site:  57 Brainerd St, Danville VT 05828 

Zoning District:  Village Core 
Project Description:  Conditional Use and signage was approved on 07 April 2021 as Permit 2021-11.  
This permit approved a small sign over the entrance and a larger sign mounted on the building.   
The applicant seeks Design Control approval for the wooden sign recently installed near Finley St.  This 
sign was installed without a permit or Design Control review. 

Warning:  18 June 2022 
Hearing Date:  06 July 2022.   

Development Review Board Members Present at Town Hall:  Brian Henderson(Chair), Bob 
Magro, Craig Morris, Theresa Pelletier, Larry Rossi. 

Development Review Board Members Absent:  Terry Hoffer. 

Interested Parties Present:  Dennis Marquise (Zoning Administrator), Tony Tirozzi 
Correspondence from Interested Parties:  None 

Disclosure of Conflict of Interest:  None by Board. 

Disclosure of Ex Parté Communication:  None by Board. 

Applicable Bylaws: 
This application requires a review by the DRB under the following section of the Danville Bylaws:  
Sec 530, page 52, Design Control 
Sec 903, page 72, Signs 

Preliminary Findings of Fact: 
Sec 530, Design Control. 

530.1 Objective. The purpose of these overlay zones is to preserve and enhance the historic and 
architectural significance of Danville, South Danville, North Danville, and West Danville. It is also 
the purpose of this overlay to maintain the relationship of exterior architectural features of a 
structure and to ensure the general compatibility of scale, exterior design, arrangement, texture, 
and materials, both on the structure and with surrounding structures. 
530.1 Objective. The purpose of these overlay zones is to preserve and enhance the historic and 
architectural significance of Danville, South Danville, North Danville, and West Danville. It is also 
the purpose of this overlay to maintain the relationship of exterior architectural features of a 
structure and to ensure the general compatibility of scale, exterior design, arrangement, texture, 
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and materials, both on the structure and with surrounding structures.  The sign in question is not 
compatible with the design of the other signs on the Town Green or along Rt-2. 

Sec 900, Signs. 
901.1 Signs are regulated to promote and protect public safety, encourage use of signs as a means 
of effective communication, protect the economic and scenic value of the Town, and ensure a fair 
and consistent simple process for permitting of signs and clear enforcement of the bylaw. 
901.2 No sign, whether temporary or permanent, shall be erected, installed, or altered unless in 
conformance with all applicable provisions of this bylaw. Signs do not require a permit unless the 
express terms of this bylaw state that a permit is required. If a permit is required, no sign shall be 
erected, installed, or altered until a permit has been issued for such sign by the Zoning 
Administrator or Development Review Board as applicable.  The applicant has installed a sign 
which was not reviewed in the prior permit and is not compatible with the historic building or 
with the other signs on the Town Green. 
903.1 The following standards will apply to all signs that require a permit: 
e) Signs shall not be within or over the right-of-way to public roads except for signs in the Village 
Core district and temporary public service announcements approved by the DRB.  The existing 
sign may be in the ROW, which is permitted in the Village Core district. 
g) Signs and other advertising structures, together with all their supports, braces, hooks, guys, and 
anchors shall be substantial and sturdy construction, shall be kept in good repair, and shall be 
painted or cleaned as often as necessary to maintain clean, neat, safe and orderly appearance. 

Summary of Discussion: 
The Applicant indicated that his originally approved sign blew off the building and was damaged.  The 
Applicant did not think he needed a permit to replace the sign in a different location on the site. The 
Applicant claimed the sign per the prior permit was not readily visible and was removed by the wind this 
spring. He felt the only signage that could be seen from Rt-2 would have to be an LED lighted sign which 
was not allowed in Danville. The Applicant stated he was very happy with his new, natural-wood sign.    
 
The Board reviewed the signage allowed in the Applicant's original permit and the Chair presented an 
image typical of the signage around the center of Danville and the Danville Green. It was noted that the 
new, unpermitted sign in question has been the source of several complaints in that it was not compatible 
with the historic building, the style of the adjacent signs on or around the Town Green, and the character of 
the area. 
 
The Board also expressed concern that the sign was not fully compatible with the signage in the area and 
felt that to make the sign more compatible, the mounting frame needed to be reworked. 

Decision and Conditions: 

Craig Morris motioned to approve the existing, un-permitted sign in the Design Control district with 
modifications to the mounting frame.  Larry Rossi seconded the motion.  The board voted 5-0 to approve 
the sign with the following modifications: 

1. The existing sign will be mounted to the existing posts using through bolts into the end of the sign, 
or a steel member at the top and bottom of the existing sign.  The top horizontal member will be 
removed, and the existing posts will be shortened to approximately the top of the sign panel.  Stock 
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post caps and finials will be added to terminate the cut posts.  (Two hours).  Note the furnished 
drawing. 

A permit will be issued by the Zoning Administrator 30 days after this decision.  

Signed: 
Brian F Henderson 
Brian Henderson, Chair, Danville Development Review Board 

Date of Hearing:  06 July 2022 

Date of Decision:  07 July 2022 

Final Appeal Date:  06 August 2022 

NOTICE: 
This decision may be appealed to the Vermont Environmental Court by an interested person who participated in 
the proceeding (in person or in writing) before the Development Review Board. Such appeal must be made within 
30 days of the date of this decision, pursuant to 24 V.S.A. #4471 and Rule 5(b) of the Vermont Rules for 
Environmental Court Proceedings.   

 
 


