Planning & Zoning Commission

54 East Main Street
Clinton, Connecticut 06413

Public Hearing
February 6, 2012

Minutes
Present: J. Main, Chairman; A. Delia, T. Guerra, M. Rossi, M. Carr, C. Goupil and M.
Rapuano
Absent: L. MacDonald, Vice Chairman; C. Watts, Secretary; P. Fritz, D. Irmscher

and A. Kravitz

Chairman John Main called the public hearing to order at 7:02 p.m. Alternate Maurice Kirk Carr
was seated for Lisa MacDonald, Alternate Christine Goupil was seated for Pamela Fritz and
Alternate Mark Rapuano was seated for Alan Kravitz. Acting Secretary Michael Rossi read the
Legal Notice of Public Hearing. Chairman Main noted that Item #2: 94 Cow Hill Road is being
tabled at the request of the applicant.

1. SE 11-282: 235 East Main Street, Edward & Lisa Alberino: Add tattoo use to existing
salon/barbershop. Map 78, Block 68, Lot 12. Zone B-4.

Acting Secretary Rossi read Correspondence List #2 into the record.
Edward G. Alberino, applicant, gave a brief presentation.

Vincent A. Cimino stated that he is in favor of this application and vouched for the integrity
of the business owner.

Gene Peak, licensed realtor, stated that he has never been asked by a client if a particular
town had a tattoo parlor nor had a client state that they would not live in a town with a
tattoo parlor.

An unidentified male spoke in favor of the application.

An unidentified female spoke in favor of the application.

Kelly Prevost, 116 Glenwood Road, read from a prepared statement. See Attachment A.

Ashley Thomas read from a prepared statement. See Attachment B.
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An unidentified male spoke in favor of the application.

Jane Scully Welch stated that she has a tattoo and is in favor of this application. She stated
that she feels this would be a place where she can get her tattoo re-colored and feel
comfortable.

James Norrie spoke in favor of the application.

Bruce Farmer spoke in opposition to the application stating that tattoos cause many
medical complications.

Phil Sengle spoke in opposition to the application.

An unidentified female inquired if permanent make up and tattoos for breast cancer
survivors are included under a “tattoo parlor” use.

The two tattoo artists in attendance rebutted the information regarding health
complications.

Barbara Farmer inquired how the shop will handle the potential of minors attempting to
visit the tattoo room.

Alberino stated that anyone who enters the room must provide either a driver’s license or a
birth certificate as proof of age.

Guerra inquired as to the days of operation. It would be Tuesday through Saturday. The
shop is open on Mondays for hair appointments only. The hours are Monday through
Friday 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. and Saturday 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. The tattooing would be
done by appointment only.

Carr inquired what percentage of the business done at the shop is children. Staff of the
shop stated that it was less than 25% and the minors are accompanied by adults. Carr also
inquired about the distance from the shop to the College Planning office across Route 1.
Alberino stated that it was approximately the distance from the meeting room to the
Congregational Church across Route 1.

Rossi moved to close the public hearing for SE 11-282: 235 East Main Street, Edward & Lisa
Alberino. Delia seconded the motion.

In Favor: Delia, Guerra, Rossi, Carr, Goupil and Rapuano
In Opposition: None
Abstentions: None
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Not Voting: Main (Chairman)

The motion carried: 6-0-0-1.

2. SE 11-283: 94 Cow Hill Road, Liliana Montoya: Accessory apartment. Map 30, Block 2, Lot
156-10. Zone R-30.

This item was not opened at the request of the applicant.

Rossi moved to adjourn the meeting. Guerra seconded the motion.

In Favor: Delia, Guerra, Rossi, Carr, Goupil and Rapuano
In Opposition: None

Abstentions: None

Not Voting: Main (Chairman)

The motion carried: 6-0-0-1.
The meeting adjourned at 8:05 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Julia N. Pudem
Clerk



Attachment A

I want to start off with some actual facts about tattoos and the people that get them.

A poll was done as to why people with tattoos get them: 34% said it was because it made
them feel more sexy, 29% said it was to make them feel more rebellious, 26% said it was
to make them more attractive, while 20% said it was for spiritual reasons.

People that DO NOT have tattoos were polled and what they assumed about these
individuals were that:
57% more rebellious, 42% less attractive, 36% less sexy, and 31% less intelligent.

This just shows that there is a huge deficit in what one thinks they know about people
based on their appearance and who they actually are.

In April of 2005 it was reported that 45 MILLION people have at least one tattoo.
In 2006 a survey showed that 36% of 18-25 year olds have at least one tattoo and 40% of
26-40 year olds have at least one as well.

In 2005 a group of 13-17 year olds were asked what age they thought it would be
appropriate to get a tattoo and the kids answered 19.

When researching if there was a big percentage of those that have been tattooed feeling
regret about the art they put on their bodies, 83% said no! And the biggest reason those
that said yes was because the tattoo had a persons name on it they wish was no longer
there. With only 3% saying it was a rash decision and 2% saying it caused an infection or
Jjob opportunity.

In 2005 a survey was conducted with The American Society of Dermatological Surgery
and it was found that laser removal of tattoos was only 6% of their business.

In 2003 a poll was conducted and the results showed that 76% of people say the biggest
issue that would or does prevent them from getting a tattoo is because they can not find
the right design and 10% saying they can not find the right artist or have the extra money
to spend on one.

The reality is that almost 1 in 4 people have a tattoo and the industry is hot! The 3™ most
popular search in the Lycros search engine in 2002 was tattoos, it has been on an upward
climb since 1999 when it placed 11", Tattoo and tattoos is one of the only 7 search terms
to never fall out of the top 50. ASK.COM reveals that tattoos have been the #1 searched
beauty term since 2003, with locations being #1 under that search.

An Arizona couple filed a lawsuit against the City of Mesa for denying them a permit to
open a tattoo parlor in a commercial district. The appellate court held that obtaining a
tattoo, applying a tattoo, and engaging in the business of tattooing are exercises of free
speech entitled to protection as a fundamental right both in the Arizona and US
Constitution. The court noted that the sole basis for denying the permit was citizen
perceptions that crime would increase and property values would decline. Due to the



LACK of evidence, the court ruled that Mesa could not constitutionally deny a permit for
a tattoo parlor and restrict the exercise of free expression solely based on negative
neighbor perceptions.

Now I want to add my two cents:

In reading the comments made on the Patch, I feel that people are basing their opinions
on a lack of real knowledge or information. Stigma is the basis of all these negative
concerns. Stigma should not define how we make business decisions or run a town.
Stigma is really just another form of prejudice and discrimination. Stigma is ignorance.

Clinton needs business and people to visit our town. All around us businesses are closing
or relocating and to think that we should bring in high tech office parks or a new
restaurant to solve our problems is a narrow-minded vision, really, how is a high end
office suite going to bring money into town? Just because the people working there make
great salaries does not mean they will be living or spending it in this town. Restaurants in
this economy, in this town, are not going to be the next big tax payer either. Where is the
proof that a tattoo parlor would not be good or beneficial to this town? Can anyone
produce real evidence or is it all just about what one group of people may think? Old
school thinking needs to broden their box and accept the new age culture and realize it is
not fair to take anyones rights away from them based on a feeling or nonrational thought.
These groups of people are just road blocking people who do not think the same as them
and there should be no room for that type of mentality in todays diverse culture and
community of people. Clinton is made up of a very diversified group of people, which
means it needs diversified businesses to fit all the different needs of the people that live
here. Tattoos are worn by the young, old, rich, poor, parents, and non-parents- its not a
certain type of population, although mostly democrats wear them.

The feeling is if we allow one, more will come.. well we allow more than one liquor
store, Dunkin Donuts, Pizza joint, Automotive repair shop, so why is it okay to outcast a
tattoo parlor based on unfounded concerns of the detriment of our community?

There is an argument that it will influence our children to get tattoos.. There are people
walking our earth with tattoos, 45 million of them, from famous people to our very own
Clinton residents- they are on TV with shows dedicated to the art itself, kids have access
to tattoos and the people that have them on the internet. It is a parents job to educate and
teach their children about the pros and cons of having or getting tattoos, not the
communities or the businesses. We have how many liquor stores in this town? Kids have
to drive by them multiple times in a day based on the various locations, what makes that
okay? Or what about Dunkin Donuts that kids actually have the ability to go into and
purchase caffeine beverages? The point is kids are exposed to things everyday, it does not
mean they will become an alcoholic, caffeine junkie or tattoo themselves head to toe just
because its in their town. Morals and values are taught at home and it is not any of our
rights to push our beliefs or stigmatization onto others.

I myself do not have a tattoo but my husband does. He has a tattoo he got for each of our
kids when they were born and one for his brother and father when they passed away. 1



went with him to a location in New Haven as I had heard it was in a bad part of town and
I did not want him to go alone, so there I was with my practically new born baby and my
husband in a place I never wish to visit again- I was scared and was not sure if a shoot out
was going to happen while we were there, clearly where we just did not belong. I hated
every second of it and all I wanted to do was get out of there and go home. We should not
have to go into a city we were unfamiliar with because that was our only option at the
time- that is ridiculous, especially after finding the Deep River location of Fine Line. I
never once felt fearful or scared, the cliental coming in were normal average, everyday
people and [ would never be scared to bring myself, my children or husband to the
establishment and the children and families in Deep River are not walking around full of
tattoos either. I worked in Deep River for 5 years and the kids and people of that small
little town are no different than you and I here in Clinton.

The small town of Clinton was lost when the outlets were allowed to come into this town-
it has brought more crime and “seedy” people than a nice little tattoo parlor ever could
and just because the mall is our #1 tax payer does not mean it was good for our town.

You have to be licensed to be a tattoo artist which means there is always room for a cease
and decist order and the State has the right to revoke a license at any time based on
complaints from citizens. A concern was how do we know that they are doing things
properluy? How do we know any business is being run properly? We do not police local
businesses now why should a tattoo parlor be any different?.

Tattoo are legal therefore the people who would like to receive them and build businesses
to create them should not have to suffer through such an unfair, morally based debate.

Let freedom Ring and allow this business and the people who will frequent it their rights
to live freely without prejudice and with respect.






