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Town of Danville, Development Review Board 
Permit 2021-06, Design Control/Sign Hearing, Decision 

Applicant:  Theresa Barrows for VT DLC.  Owner is Hastings Store LLC, Jenny Rafuse. 
Site:  2748 US-2, West Danville VT 05873 

Zoning District:  MDR-1, Design Control 
Project Description:  Addition of two parallel façade signs for 802 Spirits Vermont Liquor Store.  
There will be one sign mounted on the left and right sides of the building, flat and flush, and facing 
oncoming traffic on RT-2.  The proposed signs will be 72”by 28”, or 14 square feet each. 
Warning:  26 February 2021 
Hearing Date:  17 March 2021.  Hearing held by Zoom. 

DRB Members Present at Town Hall By Zoom:  Bob Magro, Theresa Pelletier 

DRB Members Present Using Zoom:  Rob Ballivet, Brian Henderson (Chair, Phone-in), Terry 
Hoffer, John McClung, 
DRB Members Absent:  None 

Interested Parties Present:  Zoning Administrator Audrey Desprospero (At town hall for Zoom 
Meeting), Theresa Barrows (VT DLC DLL, Applicant), Jenny Rafuse (Owner) 

Public Present:  Steve Larrabee, Larry Rossi 

Correspondence from Interested Parties:  Letter from VT-AOT concerning signage. 

Applicable Bylaws: 
This application requires a review by the DRB under the following section of the Danville 
Bylaws:  
205.6, page 17, Medium Density Residential I. 
208.1-4, page 21,22, Design Control District 
301, page 22, Existing Small Lots 
314, page 28, Signs 

Preliminary Findings of Fact: 
205.6:  Medium Density Residential I.  This is a Conditional Use in this district.  The addition of 
two signs is the only issue on this permit.  Reference sign limitations in this district below. 
208.1-4.  Design Control.  As this structure is located in a Design Control district, any alterations 
must be reviewed and approved by the Development Review Board. 
301:  Existing Small Lots.  This is an existing and irregular small lot. 
314.1, Signs.  References sign permitting. 
314.2-4, Signs.  A sign permit and DRB review is required. 
314.5, Signs.   
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 (e)  Signs shall not be in the right-of-way.  New signage is on the ends of the building. 
(j)  Total signage shall not exceed 64 square feet.    There are existing signs on the front of the 
building approaching the maximum permitted in the bylaws.  The proposed signs are 72”by 28”, 
or 14 square feet each. 
314.6, Signs.  MDR-I permits 1 sign maximum, 10 square foot maximum, and 10’ elevation 
above grade.  The proposed signs are an additional total 28 square feet of area and will be 
installed approximately 14’ above grade. 

Summary of Discussion:   
Brian Henderson opened the discussion by inquiring if this sign was the standard size used.  Theresa 
Barrows explained the sign selection process and indicated that the size of the sign was variable.  The 
proposed sign happens to be the same size as the one used at Price Chopper.  No-one could remember 
exactly how the sign at the former Cork and Barrel was formatted.  John McClung inquired if we were 
granting a variance for the sign or what exactly was the process for this hearing.  The chair indicated that 
it was a very gray area, the signs exceeded the MDR-1 guidance, and the hearing was to apply Design 
Control to the proposed signs.  Rob Ballivet explained that the design of signs is a consideration of the 
speed at which one passes the sign.  The Chair noted that this is a 30-mph zone, and that the sign also 
reflects the branding of the VT-DLC logo.  The proposed signs also dwarf the primary business sign.  
The consensus was that the proposed signs should reflect the existing signage, and that the new signs 
would be the same size as the hanging signs between the posts and below the white trim.  Jenny 
measured those signs as 72”by 9”.  Theresa Barrows explained that the format of the reduced signs may 
change from one line to two, depending on layout.  She will discuss the revisions with the graphics 
person and forward updated renderings to the DRB for a final review.  Theresa Pelletier did not object to 
the originally proposed signs but indicated she would prefer something smaller.  Bob Magro was 
concerned about the readability of the smaller signs, and it was noted this was a slow speed zone and the 
logo is quite distinctive and recognizable.  The discussion concluded with an explanation by Rob that 
the Design Control designation was a more restrictive overlay on the MDR-I district and was the basis 
for rendering a decision on the sign permit. 

Decision and Conditions: 
There was a consensus that the board would like to see smaller signs that complement the series of 
hanging signs.  Theresa Barrows agreed and will revise and resubmit renderings for the board to review 
prior to making a final decision.  The documents will be distributed to the DRB electronically and all 
members can express their opinions.  The rendering was reviewed, and all members approved the 
smaller signs mounted on the ends of the porch. 
 
After making his usual weekend visit to the store, Rob Balivet noted that the roof drainage would 
impede on mounting the signs in their approved locations.  This information was relayed to the VT DLC 
and the signmaker for further consideration.  They offered to make a site visit with Jenny, the owner, to 
review the condition on 31 March.  Rob offered to join them, as an architect and not as a member of the 
DRB.  A revised rendering of the signs, which extends the existing row of signs and wrapped the end of 
the porch, was submitted and distributed to the DRB for review.  All members were in favor of the 
improved proposal. 
 
Without objection, the final proposal to have the signs continue in the existing line per the 01 April 
rendering was approved, without conditions.  An approved permit will be issued once the 30-day appeal 
period has passed, pending any appeals. 
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Signed: 
Brian F Henderson 
Brian Henderson, Chair, Danville Development Review Board 

Date:  01 April 2021 

Final Appeal Date:  30 April 2021 

 
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. 
 
Other Business: 

1. Steve Larrabee made an appearance to discuss permit application 2021-07 for a subdivision for 
Kirk Fenoff on Oneida Rd.  This parcel was subject to a prior subdivision in 2014, and Steve 
wanted to use the same plot plan for this permit.  After much discussion, it was explained that the 
new permit is part of the public record and therefore the application should have a proper site 
plan, with surveyor’s stamp, showing the overall parcel and the proposed divisions along with 
the current notations.  This is the same drawing which must be submitted to the listers for the 
permit to become effective.  Insufficient drawings or incomplete applications will result in a 
second hearing to be warned and scheduled. 

2. Larry Rossi presented himself to the DRB as a potential candidate.  As a long-term builder, 
developer, and Joe’s Pond resident, he was interested in becoming involved in the review 
process.  After having seen years of development around the pond, he felt he could contribute to 
future development.  After a brief discussion, and with much appreciation for his interest in 
volunteering, Rob Ballivet motioned to recommend Larry Rossi as a new member.  Theresa 
Pelletier seconded the motion.  The Chair will then present this recommendation to the 
Selectboard for their official approval at their next meeting.  

3. As there was no further business, John McClung motioned to adjourn at 7:55, seconded by Terry 
Hoffer. 


