
 
 
 
 
 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN APPROVAL 
 

Owner of record:  _________________________________________________________ 
 
Address of owner:  ________________________________________________________ 
 
Property Location:  Tax Map _____  Lot  _____  Land Records:  Vol.  _____  Page  ____ 
 
Acreage:  __________ Zone:  __________   
 
Site Plan Requirements:   
 
Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Measures:  __________________________________ 
 
Conservation Commission Approval, if applicable:  ______________________________ 
 
Historic District Commission Approval, if applicable:  ___________________________ 
 
Approval From TAHD:  _____  WPCA:  _____  BHC:  _____ 
 
If applicable, boundaries of flood plain, aquifer protection zone, Housatonic River  
District, or Historic District should be on Site Plan. 
 
Additional Remarks:  ______________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Owner's Signature:  __________________________________________  Date:  _______ 
 
Applicant's Signature and Title:  _____________________________________________ 
 
Applicant's address and phone number:  _______________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Filed at Planning and Zoning Commission Office:  ____________________, 2001 
Date of next regular Commission meeting:  ______________________ 
Date of approval or denial of plan:  _____________________________ 
 
A decision on a site plan submitted as part of a zoning permit application shall be rendered within 
65 days after receipt of the plan at a regular meeting of the Commission.  The applicant may 
request extensions of the decision period, not to exceed two further 65-day periods. 
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SALISBURY HOUSING TRUST 
 MINUTES  

March 11, 2026 
 

5:32 p.m.  A meeting of the Salisbury Housing Trust (SHT) was convened in the Meeting Room at 
Town Hall. Those present included Jennifer Kronholm Clark, John Harney, Karen 
Sunnarborg, Mary Taylor, and MC Taylor with Richard Tennyson joining virtually through 
Zoom. Jocelyn Ayer, from the Litchfield County Center for Housing Opportunity, also 
joined the meeting.  
 
Approval of Minutes – 
Motion: Mr. Harney moved that the Minutes of the February 11, 2026 Board meeting 
be approved. The motion was seconded by MC Taylor. Unanimously approved: 5-0 (Ms. 
Mary Taylor had not yet joined). 
 
Treasurer’s Report – Mr. Tennyson reported that the organization is in fine financial 
shape with a cash balance of about $395,000. He added that AHT is likely to receive about 
$7,000 per house in Eversource rebate funds for the Perry Street and Under Mountain 
Road homes, more than the $2,500 that was initally budgeted. While this is good news, 
Jocelyn Ayer indicated that the $7,000 level represents the upper tier of rebate funding, 
and the final state cost certification may result in a finding that too much subsidy was 
committed to the project due to the rebate funding as well as other cost considerations.   
 
Properties Under Consideration  
Pope Property – Ms. Clark indicated that there is nothing new to report. 
 
John’s New Idea – Mr. Harney explained that there is a potential opportunity for SHT to 
gain control over a property located off Bostwick Street.  He anticipated being able to 
view the property over the next week or so to obtain a better grasp of the condition.  One 
issue is the steep slope of the existing driveway which may have to be remedied. 
 
Committee Reports  
Applicants – Ms. Ayer provided an explanation of the CT Department of Housing’s home 
pricing policy which is based on 30% of the purchaser’s income. This policy would change 
the purchase price for the potential applicant of 26 Under Mountain Road to at least 
$300,000 using conservative assumptions.   Ms. Sunnarborg expressed concerns about 
the policy which Ms. Ayers attempted to address.  
 
Motion: MC Taylor moved to approve the applicants, Ben and Sarah Marhefki, as 
purchasers of 26 Under Mountain Road for a purchase price based on CT Department 
of Housing guidelines. The motion was seconded by Mr. Tennyson. Unanimously 
approved: 5-0  
 
There is another potential purchaser for 17 Perry Street, Dan Bolognani, who is returning 
to the area after some time in Florida.  Ms. Ayer indicated that the purchase price may 
need to be set at about $250,000 given income, and Ms. Sunnarborg stated that the 
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applicant’s drop in income may present a challenge in obtaining financing although the 
down payment and closing costs should not be a problem.  
 
Motion: Mr. Tennyson moved to approve the applicant, Dan Bolognani, as the 
purchaser of 19 Perry Street for a purchase price based on CT Department of Housing 
guidelines. The motion was seconded by MC Taylor. Unanimously approved: 5-0  
 
Buildings and Grounds  
Perry Neighbors – Ms. Clark suggested that it might be helpful to alert the purchaser to 
the issue concerning the neighbors at some point.  Ms. Ayer added that the CT DOH is 
aware of the problem and the extent to which SHT has gone to remedy the neighbor’s 
concerns.  She suggested that SHT prepare a formal letter that documents all the efforts 
that have been made on this issue, which Mr. Harney offered to do.  
 
Electric Bills/Solar Update -- There was some discussion regarding the planned solar 
installations for the Perry Street homes with federal funding of $40,000 per home. Ms. 
Ayer summarized the various challenges, largely related to the location and cost, and 
indicated that LCCHO is still exploring a resolution. 
 
Dryer Hookups – Ms. Clark asked about the dryer hookups that were not part of the home 
specifications but should be installed.  Mr. Harney responded that he did not have any 
answers yet.  
 
Ms. Ayer then provided some context for the upcoming joint meeting of the Salisbury 
affordable housing organizations and conservation groups.  It is anticipated that this 
meeting will foster greater mutual support and communication among these entities. 
 
Finance   
Investment Recommendations – Mr. Tennyson reviewed recommendations that he 
prepared regarding the 2026 budget and investment accounts.  Ms. Sunnarborg indicated 
her support for the recommendations and appreciation for all the work. 
 
Motion: Mary Taylor moved to accept the recommendations as summarized in Mr. 
Tennyson’s report. The motion was seconded by MC Taylor. Unanimously approved: 6-
0 
 
SHT Emails – Mr. Tennyson asked that members have their new SHT email addresses in 
place by the end of March. 
 
Administrative Support – Mr. Tennyson drafted recommendations for consideration 
regarding the items and costs of bringing on support to handle some administrative 
activities. Ms. Sunnarborg referenced a recent notice of a local bookkeeper looking for 
new clients and suggested that SHT prepare a job description.  Mr. Tennyson asked 
whether Board members might be willing to take on some of the listed responsibilities.   
 
Governance Committee  
Succession Planning – Mary Taylor emphasized the importance of Board recruitment in 
potentially providing some of the administrative support.  Ms. Clark added that there will 
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be an officer vacancy when she leaves the Board next month as well as the need to boost 
fundraising capacity with the departure of Judy Gafney from the Board. She offered that 
fundraising activities will necessarily rely on the involvement of all Board members.   
 
As to new Board member interests, Ms. Clark mentioned that Bridget Sayler will be a very 
helpful addition and is most interested in participating in the Applicant Committee but 
also has financial expertise as a former bank employee.  As a SHT homeowner and 
younger resident, she will also help diversify the Board.  Ms. Clark also pointed out that 
Mr. Harney and Leo Gafney served as Co-Presidents awhile back, and this configuration 
might be considered as an alternative to replacing the Vice President slot.   
 
Mary Taylor expressed her interest in working on fundraising but primarily in the role of 
asking for individual donations instead of organizing events and soliciting sponsors.  Mr. 
Harney mentioned Ms. Gafney’s willingness to ensure a smooth transition regarding 
fundraising as she leaves the Board.  Mary Taylor said she will follow up on this and 
suggested that Libby Panzer agreed to be helpful on the Dance for Housing event.  Ms. 
Clark also offered to work on website outreach as well as ticketing for the Dance. Mary 
Taylor volunteered to be the point person for the Dance event and asked for last year’s 
list of donations.  She also suggested the possibility of having a smaller silent auction 
and/or breaking up larger donations into more manageable offerings. 
 
Potential Board Members – Ms. Sunnarborg reported that Joe Shaffer has been 
recommended as a new Board member, and she hopes to schedule a meet and greet.  Mr. 
Tennyson indicated that he is also talking to someone about joining the Board who is 
considering the option of joining.   
 
Ms. Clark said that Bridget Sayler will be voted on to the Board at the April Annual 
Meeting.  She also referred members to the list of Board terms and identified 2026 as 
having a big group of those with expiring terms.  
 
Data Retention Policy – Ms. Clark stated that a draft Data Retention Policy still needs to 
be prepared.  Ms. Sunnarborg mentioned that it would still be useful to have members 
obtain draft policies from other organizations in which they are involved that could then 
be reviewed and adapted. 
 
Fundraising – Ms. Clark referred members to the March Fundraising Report.  
 
Old Business – None. 
 
New Business – Mr. Harney brought up the invitation to join other housing groups in a 
fundraiser featuring a Beatles band.  There was general agreement in focusing on the 
Dance event and other SHT fundraising activities. Mr. Harney agreed to get back to the 
organizers to inform them of the decision.  
 

6:55 p.m. Motion: MC Tylor moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by Mary 
Taylor. Unanimously approved: 6-0  

  
 


