143

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS !
January 25, 1972

A Public Hearing of the Zoming Board of Appeals of the Town
of Chili, N. Y., was held in the Administration Office of the Town
of Chili, N. Y., 3235 Chili Avenue, Roachester, N, Y. on January 25,
1972 at 8:00 P.M. The Hearing was called to order by the Chairman,
Mr. Robert Hunterx.

Present: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mrs. Gertrude Tanger
Mr. John Palermo
Mr. John Lighthouse
Mr. Richard Aureli

Absent: Mr. Richard Harrington : -
Also Present: Mr. Alfred Heilman, Deputy Town Attorney

Mr. William Davis, Superintendent of Buildings
Mr. James Mannara, Lozier Engineering Inc.

AR

#l. Application of Oliver Perry, 4390 Buffalo Road, N. Chili, N. Y.
for approval of one (l) sign 8' x 22" on canopy of Peterson
Drug Store, 4390 Buffalo Road. B Zomne.

Mr. Perry appeared before the Board. He advised that they have the
store and feel they would like to have a sign. Mr. Hunter asked if
sign was already up? Mr. Perry said sign was up and reason was that
between 1960=638 whan he got permission from Town Board to build store
he got permission to pukt up sign. After sign was up he found law
changed in June of last year, didan*@ know it had changed.

Mr. Hunter questioned 1f internally lightdd sign visible from one

side? Mr. Perry siad yeas and sign is 400" off highway in any direction,
Myr. Hunter asked if he had a picture of sign? Mr. Perry said no, sign
on canopy 400' back from highway.

Mr. Hunter asked about hours sign is lighted and days of week sign

is lighted? Mr. Perry advised that they are open every day and he
thought they had it out and store closed at 10 o'clock. Store is
open Sunday for two or three hours but didan't know if lighted. Other
days until 16 o'clock.

Mr. Hunter advised that it has been priactice of Board fox last

2 1/2 years to limit size of signs to.a maxzimum of 36 square feet.

Wanted Mr. Perry to be aware of that,

Mr. Perry said he reallzed he was wrong but did get authority back
through the years and didn't rxealize it had changed. Mrs. Tanger

asked if he didn't operate car wash and didn't he ask for sign for
that? Mr. Perry advised three years ago. If he was told at that

time he didn't remember. He knew he needed approval for that sign
because it was out by the road.

Mrs. Tanger said at that time it was internally lighted sign and

he needed to keep it in good repair. Mr. Perry advised sign was put

up and began to decay later. Never lit. Car wadh operator had lease, »
lease has rum out. Son has been running it and has plastic sign up

and in.good repalir. Had problems with the man, trying to do a good

job, have man out with the exception of the automatiéc

Mrs. Tanger asked if he will be responsible for these signs?. Mr.
Perry said could bhe but not his signs. He didn't know what meant

by responsible. If broken, would want to have something done abput
it. With that one, where it was, didn't pay much attention. Anything
he owns he is respomhBle for, tries to control, not many signs omn
highway, main gign, car wash and two other small omes on Unhon Street.
Others on canopy, by no means big signs.

Mr. Hunter asked if area is essentially developed? Mr. Perry advised
theoretically sign is last sign on canopy. All others underneath

telling where stoxes are. Mr. Hunter asked approximate cost of sign
in question? Mr. Perry advised better than $2,000, didn't pay for it

so couldn't tell
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Mr. Hunter questioned how sign 1s affixed to canopy? Mr. Perry
advised bolted with steel right to steel framework of building.

My, Hunter asked Lf any other questions? Mr. Heilman asked if not

Mr. Perry's sign? Mr. Perry advised no, leases store and they are
responsible for own signs. Mr., Hunter asked 1f purchased by Peterson
Drugs? Mr, Heilman questioned Mr. Perry making application? Mr.
Perry advised he was told he had done wrong two months ago by allowing
signs. Wanted one for theatre so applying foxr all including that

one. Didn't know why he couldn't get one, hoped Bdard could approve.

On question of Mr. Hunter whether anyone present favored or ppposed
this application, no one appeared.

DECISION: Reserved, until Board can discuss with representative of
Peterson Drugs and see picture of sign.

#2. Application of Oliver Perry, 4390 Buffalo Road, N, Chili,
N. Y. for approval of one (1) sign 4" x 20' with 2' letters
on topyof Pocket Theatre, 4390 Buffalo Road. B Zone,

Mr. Hunter questioned if Mr. Perry had sketkh of proposed sign?
Mr. Perry advised was waiting to make up because he didnlt kunow if
Board would permit {t. Hard to have drawn up when you have to pay
and don't know. Sign would be 4' x 20' where you put lettering to
show which movies to be shown, on top Pocket Theatre im 2' high

.letters., Technically, 6' x 20', Wanted to put sign on Buffalo

Road but feels he may be stricter than town in keeping people from
putting signs om road. Will put on canopy, 400' ofFf road, will £ill
up canopy spot next to diérug store sign, need space to advertise
films.

Mr. Palermo questioned location of sign? Mx. Perry stated omn canopy.
Mr. Palermo questioned length of building front? Mr. Perry drew .
sketeh indicating locations of drugstore.and theatre, Sign won't be
in front of theatre. This is what he meant by last sign on canopy,
no more canopy left. Signs would look good.

Mr. Palermo questioned if sign can be geen from road. Mr., Perry
stated you can see signs that are there, wonjt ask for more for
future stores. This will be the end of signs as far as he can see
NOW.

Mr. Hunter questioned exact location of theatre and how it f£its in?
Mr. Perry descxibed and sketlkthed area. Mr. Hunter asked if sign
would be adjacent to drugstore sign? Mr. Perry indicated right
beside it, Mr. Palexrmo questioned whether it 1s a canopy or marquee?
Mr. Perry stated 4' x 20' for features in Pocket Theatre with name

in 27 high letters on top. Letters would not be solid, that is

way it was explained to him.

My. Hunter asked if lighting would be like typical theatre marqueed
Mr. Perry indicated they would be like drugstore, black letters that
show through. Mr. Hunter asked if illuminated backboard with dark
letters? Mx. Perry indicated plastic letters.

Mrs. Tanger questioned how many more stores are anticipated? Mr.
Perry stated as many as want to build and town will allow. Thought
was doing something for town, don't know if they will stop him from
buiZding or not. Would like to put in more stores.

Mrs. Tanger asked why signs are necessary now if not in future?

Mr. Perry stated certain stores are drawing cards. How do you tell
people what is on at theatre without showing? All stores would like
to have signs but no place to put them. Against aigns by road
because of traffic hazard. Certain stores are drawers, have little
stores but will have to go without signs. Mall is coming thing.

Mr., Palermo asked how many more stores? Mr. Perry indicated has
50 acres, room for quite a few more stores, 8 or 10 more good size
shopping area 1f town will allow. Been working at it 15 yezrs,
try to do good job. Good spot for sign, don't know what theatre
would do without sign.
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e ~ LEGAL NOTICE
L Town of Chili

Zoning Board, Town of Chili, New York

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that there will be a
public hearing of the Zoning Board of the Town of Chili,
to be held in the Chili Administration Office, 3235
Chili Avenue, Rochester, New York 14624 on January
25. 1972 at 8:0 PM. to consider the following applica-
tions:

1. Application of Oliver Perry, 4390 Duffalo Road,
North Chili, New York, for approval of one {1} sign
8" x 22°' on canopy of Peterson Drug Store, 4390 Buf-
fale Road. B Zone.

2. Application of Oliver Perry, 4990 Buffalo Road,
North Chili, New YorX, for approval of one (1) sign
4’ x 20" with 2 letters on wp of Focket Theatre, 4390
Buffaly Road. B Zone.

3. Application of QOliver Perry, 4390 Buffalb Road,
North Chili, New York, for approval of two (2} signs
4' x 6" on pasts 33" off Highway (Union Street) far snow-
mobiles and TV Repair shops locared ar 4390 Buffalo
Road. B Zone. . o . :

4. Application of Lawrence H. Martin, Pres.; Mii-Ends
Development Co., 997 Beshan Road, Rochester, New
York, for approval of 4* x 8' metal sign on posts, 100°
off Highway - “For Sale® sfgn -~ approximately 150°
from N. boundary line of property. =

AIl interested parties are requested to be presant.
By Order of the Chairman of the Zonimg Board of the
Town of Chili, New York.

LURAINA E. ROBBINS
Town Clerk
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Mr. Palermo asked i1if one-sided sign? Mr. Perry stated one-sided,
only showing to raad.

Mr. Hunter questioned if anyone present favored or opposed this
application ard no one appearad.

DEGISION:‘ Reserved pending receipt of sketches of proposed sign.

#3. Application of Oliver Perry, 4390 Buffalo Road, N. Chili,
N. ¥. for approval of two (2) signs 4' x 6' on posts 33" off
Highway (Union Street) for snowmobiles and TV repair shops
ipcated at 4390 Buffalo Road. B Zone.

Mr. Perry indicated that at end of car whsh they have ancother building .
which has been divided into a couple of 1ittle stores for individuals
who wantdd toc go into business but didn;t know if he could or not.

TV shop may want to go up front, will have empty store in about a
month. Those people being back in there really need some sign to
know they are there. Back of main store, cannot see them. Do sell
snowmbbiles, back in field where it doesn't bother people. Both
stores would like sign. BIdtedfahif¥wapgd snowmobiles, but would

like to be able to change from TV or something else so person who

is back there would use it. If TV moves, somebody else could go

in and want sign. 33' off highway, it is 33" from ceamter of road,
actually edge of road is 4 or 5 feet back. Would like 5 or 10 feet
off of highway. Have car wash sign would like three signs installed
on two posts so would look better. 4% x 6" is not teo big but big
enoggh to show they are there. Told them I would put up myself so
doesn't look funny. Nice place for someone to get started.

Mr. Hunter asked if he could show where signs would be/ Mr. Perry
stated there is small sign for Lincoln-Rochester drive-in teller.
These signs would be right along with car wash sign. Mr. Hunter
pointed ocut that Union Street is 66' wide, would be right at edge of
highway. Mr. Perry stated would like 4 or 5 feet off edge of highway.
Mr. Hunter suggested 5 feet fxrom edge of property line,38 feet from
center of road. Asked if wouldn't get argument from temants to put
on same post? ' Mr. Perry stated he insisted. Not going to just

put them anywhere, ask them to get together with car wash and put

on post.

Mr. Hunter asked if there would be one post for three signs? Mr.
Perry stated all three in a row with two posts. Might have two in
a row and one at side, cannot have so low they are broken.

Mr. Aurell ggestioned height of posts? Mx, Perry stated would hope

to have three in a row and would have to be pretty good height to

get three in a row. Mr. Pfeaninger asked if signs would have to be
that large? Mr. Perry stated it is surprising how swmall they becone
when they are up in the air. Srowmobile shop said they have sign that
size but saild we have to get permission. Mr. Pfenninger stated would
want to keep they 6 to 8 feet from ground, asked if signs would

be similar to Naumis? Mr. Perry stated that is similar but larger.
Asking for 4' x 6' because that is what snowmobiles have. Didn't think
others would be that large, nlce to ask for 4" x 6' in case they

ask for them. \

Mr. Palermo questioned if signs would be painted or plastiec? Mr, ,
Perry advised carwash and snowmobile signs are plastic, would try

for plastic but painted would be okay. Rotary sign is decrepit and
trying to get rid of it, tryimg to keep signs good.

Mr. Hunter questioned if plastic sign, internally lighted, double-

faced, seen from beth directions? Mr, Perry said yes. Snowmobile ks
has sign, in case TV moves away, asking for two signs 4' x 6'
whether it says one or the other doesn't matter. My. Hunter advised
it has never been done before, will have to talk hbput it. Mr.
Perry stated he thought TV shop will move up front, maybe won't

have to worry about sign.
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Mr. Hunter questioned estimated hours of operation of gigns, days
per week and hours at night? Mr. Perry advised car wash only one
open at night, if all hooked together should probably go on and off
at the same timm. Only car wash runs on Sunday. Should go out at
10 or 10:30, not open after that. ’

Mr. Hunter asked if 6 days in case of snowmobiles? Mr. Perry advised

6 days for all of them, carxr wash 7 days, if he said 6 days, cannot

light snowmobile sign on Sunday. Mr, Hunter advised prefer not to

have any lighted if they do not need to be lighted. Mx. Perry

stated car wash is open seven days, like to use it om Sundays. If I
he has to have others out, he will., If he has to run another wire,

he will. '

Mr. Hunter asked if TV store is open at night? Mr. Perry advised .
open until 9:00. Would like to move up front because may take up
selling. ’

Mr. Hunter asked if any other questlons? Mrs. Tanger asked where
Lincoln-Rochester sign is in relation to proposed signs? Mr.
Perry advised on opposite side of driveway. Mrs. Tanger asked if
signs would be visible? Mr. Perry advised sign is way down low.

Mr. Palermo asked if ever thought of directoyy sign to advertise
all stores? Mr. Perry advised that is what he would like, feels
that something like that on road would cause traffic hazard, most
of sales from four mile area anyway. People feel they need signs,
most stores have signs, if it 1s a mall, different things. They
are going to have signs if they can possihly get them.

Mr. Hunter stated part of problem in area like Mr. Perry’'s and
Naum's, come in with one or two stores and then over a period of
time they add. Everyone has different idea of signs and before
you know it you have a hodgepodge. Mr. Perry stated when started
10 years ago every store had sign. Trying to modernize, no place
to put sign, if you had some little thing located right in plaza,
different things. The only thing on highway are the two on Union
Street and thinks it is nice to give little guys a chance to get
started, doing good busimess.

Mr. Hunter questioned if any other persons in favor oxr opposed to
application, no one appeared.

DECISION: Reserved pending receipt of sketkhes of proposed sign.

Mr. Blair of Humble 0il and Refining Company appeared informally

before the Board to discuss the possibility of putting the 72
square foot sign now on the Carpenter's station on the station to
be built on Union Street and putting a 38 square foot sign on
Carpenter's statiomn.

Mr. Steve Pikuet appeared informally before the Board to get their
opinion of land he wishes to buy on Golden Road for use of storing
trucks and other paving equipment in a building approximately 30'x60'.

Mrs. June Brody appeared informally to speak on behalf of residents
of Bright Oaks who object to the rezoning of property east of 291l .
Chi1li AVenue for use by Schewvrman-Bean as funeral home, She pre=

sented a petition to Mr. Huntex containing 94 signatures. I

Application of Schewerman-Bean Funeral Home, 712 Main Street West,
for approval to build and operate a funeral home on balance of

property at 2911 Chili Avenue (180' x 300') west of house at 2911
Chili Avenue, E Zone. From Public Hearing held December 28, 1971.

DECISION: Denied, The contention that there i1s a hardship on this
property was not prdven to the satisfaction of the Board. It is the
Board's opinion that there was no real evidence presented at the
hearing which would support the contention of the applicant that there
was indeed a hardship. N& evidence presented that would indicate

that property could not be used for single family residence, no
indication that phis applicant had attempted to sell it for this
purpose. Property is zoned residential and is of ample size for same.
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Vote was as follows: Mr. Pfenninger, no; Mrs. Tanger, noj Mr.
Palermo, no; Mr. Lighthouse, abstained; Mr. Aureli, noi Mr. Hunter,

no.

Gas service station, 3610 Union Street to be erected by Humble 0il

& Refining Company, by Court Order which granted issuance of special
permit over the Zoning Board of Appeals' denial of permit. The
Board agreed unanimously to the proposed compromise on signs pre-
sented by Mr. Blair and requested Mr. Heilmanm to advise the®r
attorney accordingly. Condition number 7 of letter dated Decembex
29, 1971 from Mr. Hunter would be amended to read:

7. Internally lighted sign to be stationary with a maximum
size of 72 dquare feet, and height not to exceed 16' of the

crown of Union Street........

Also to request that Carpenter’'s station sign be removed in reasonable
length of time, three months, and application made with Zoning
Board to erect the 38 square foot sign on Carpenter station.

KATHLEEN LUEDKE
Seczetary

{
{
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
February 22, 1972

A Public Hearing of the Zoning Board of Appeals of the
Town of Chili, N. Y., was held in the Adwministration Office of
the Town of Chili, N, Y., 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester, N, Y., on
February 22, 1972 at 8:00 P.M. The Hearing was called to order by
the Chairman, Mr. Robert Hunter,

Present: Mr. Hunter, Chairman
Mr. PIenninger
Mr. Harrington
Mr. Lighthouse
Mr. Palermo

Mr. Aureldi .

. Absent: Mrs. Tanger

Also Present: Mr. Pietropaoli, Town Attorney
Mr. Heilman, Deputy Town Attormney
Mr. Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

#1. Application of Robert Kleinow, 28 Charles Avenue, for approval
to erect a 20' x 14" attached garage placed 2' East side lot
line., D Zone.

Mr. Kleinow appeared before the Board. Mr. Hunter questioned if
garage would not be 2' from West lot line imstead of East. Mr.
Kleinow said this was correct. Has 50" lot, all the area he has
to put garage on.

Mr. Hunter stated 16" from West side of house to lot line, gatrage
14" wide, will have 2' distance from lot line. Questioned distance
to house on West? Mr., Kleinow stated 15-20'. Mr. Hunter questioned
if he had talked to neighbors? Mr. Kleinow stated finme with them.

Mr. Hunter asked if any omne appeared to speak in favor or in l
opposition to application, no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted, unanimously.

#2. Application of Bernard Bianchi, 201 Angelus Drive, for
approval to build house on undersized lot on Lot NHF 36 Lester
Street. D Zone.

Mr. Bianchi appeared, stated lot is 80' wide but askew, straightened
out would be 67'. Mr. Hunter s$aid perpendicular size of lot would
be 67'. Mr. Bianchi stated would meet requizrements of 10" on sides
and 60' on fromnt.

Mr. Hunter stated lot essentially undersized by preseant code. Mr.
.3 Davis stated enough square footage but undersized on building site.
" Mr. Hunter asked if it was single lot or own any other property?

Mr. Bianchi stated doesn't own other property.

Mr. Hunter questioned if area is wvacant land? Mr. Bianchi concurred

and added that it was wooded. Mr. Hunter questioned 1f house

would have attdched garage? Mrx. Bianchi said garage would be ‘
incorporated intc home.

Mr. Lighthouse questioned size of house? Mr. Bianchi stated 407
x 26'. Mr. Hunter asked if house would be placed parallel to
Legster Street? Mr., Bianchi stated ues and would meet requirements.

DECISION: Graanted, unanimously.

#3. Application of Joseph Pascarella, 3205 Chili Avenue, for
approval of sign for restaurant advertisement - free standing
road sign, 1lighted internally. B Zone.
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T LEGAL NOTICE

Notice of Hearing

NOTICE IS HERERY GIVEN
that there will be & Public
Hearing of the Zoning Board
of Appeals of the Town of
Chili, to be held in the Chiij
Administration Cffice, 3235
Avenue, Rochester,
New York 14624, an Febry-
ary 22, 1972 at 8:00 P.M.
to congider the following ap-
plications;
#1.  Application of Robert
Kieinow, 28 Charles Avenpe
for approval to erect a 307
X 14" attached garage placed
2' Bast side lot ne D Zone,
#2. Application of Bernard
Bianchi, 201 Angelus Drive,
for approval to build house
oz inderaized Jor on Lot NHF
86 Lester Street, D Zoxe,
#3. Application of Joseph
Pascarella, 3205 Chili Aven-

ue, for approval of sign for -

regstaurant advertisement -
free standing road sigm,
lighted internaily. B Zozme,
#4. Application of Mary ard
George Engels, 3183 Chil
Avemee, for approval of 1
sign 3" x 10" on pests o
advertise Engels Mabile
Homes, Wholesalers, ap-
Prox. 40" off rosd, E Zone,
#. Application of Steven
Pikvet, 70 Chesmut Drive,
for approval of variance to
approve building of Zarage
I0 store paving equipment
and tucks on property io-
cated at 80 Golden Road D
Zone,

#6. Application of Humble

Oll & Refining Co., 20 Cairn

Street, for approvaito main-
tain sign 38 sq, £t oval on
pole 120 f, from bage to

harenm. -

-

"~ b,y
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Avenue. E Zone,

#7. Avpplication of Lance £
Clark, 34 Crogsbow, for ap-
proval of renewsl of variance
on gign on building, mazi-
mum 30 sq. it, originally
granted 2/71 for 1 yo with
stipulations. B Zone, :
#8.  Application of Robert
Stewart, 50 May Swreel, for
approval of variancetoerect
auction house corner of
Scotisville Road and Mor-
gan Road, 100’ long, 607 wide,
concrete or steel structure,
2535 Scottsville Road. EE
Zone.

#9, Application of Lawrence
I'L Martm, Pre&. Mﬂ-EﬂS
Development Co., 997 Bea-
kan Road, for approval of 4
% B metal sign on posls -
100" off Highway - ““For
sale’ sign - approk 100¢
from N. boundary line. A

:r—!l -_yil‘b-,-n‘ - ||.r'l Lw‘- o

[ ] [al iu"’ ‘p’ph"lh-ﬂ-‘

T s

Zone, -

#10. Application of Darlo
Marchioni, 21 Alfred Aven=
ue, for approval of variance
on SE corner Beaver
Scotaville - Chidi Roads 10
erect Professjormal Bpilding
for doctors, lawyers, den-
pists, opromelrists, 1 story
pius bazsement ared, brick-
veneer and block construc-
tion, E Zonge,

431 interested parties are
requested to be present. By
order of the Chairman of the
Zoning Board of Appeals of
the Town of Chili, New York

LURAINA E, ROBBINS
Town Clerk
Chili, N. Y.

~

re

"

~ b dles lIr -
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Mr. Pascarella presented proposed drawing for sign. Mr. Hunter
asked where he proposed to put sign. Mr. Pascarella stated just

in fromnt of yellow house next to building. Mr. Hunter asked him

to sketeh where road and building are and where sign would go.

Mr. Pascarella indicated about 10' West of house. Would have toward
front so can be seen coming down Chili Avenue.

Mr. Hunter stated they presently have name on building and lighted.
Questioned approximate size of sign on building? Mr. Pascarella
stated 16' long and 12-16™ high. Mr. Hunter asked if they feel
they need this sign in addition? Mr. Pascarella stated cannot come
down Chili Avenue and spot building and know it 1is there.

Mr, Hunter questioned if double-faced, lighted internally, and what
hours and days of week it would be 1it? Mr, Pascarella said ges,
would be lighted every day but Sunday, turned off at closing, 2:00
AM. Mr, Hunter stated Monday through Saturday, dusk to 2:00 AM.
Questioned wattage of illumination? Mr. Pascarella stated according
to electric current, Mr. Hunter questioned how bright it would be?
Mr. Pascarella stated didn't know.

Mr. Harrington questioned if sign would be 32 sq. ft? Mr. Pascarella
stated under 32 sq. f£ft. Mr. Lighthouse questioned how close to
yellow house? Mr. Pascarella stated as far as can go from road

but close enough so as mot to cover sign. Mr. Harrington questioned
1f black and white or colored? Mr. Pascarella stated black and
white. Mr. Hunter guestioned if illumination would be white base
with black lettexs? "Mr., Pascarella concurred.

Mr. Heilman questioned overall height of sign 18' from base to top?
Mr. Hunter advised higher than we have allowed, usually 16" from
crown of road. Mr. Pietropaoli.asked if it would make a difference
if sign were 16' instead of 18'? Mr. Pascarella stated not to him.
Pole designed strong enough for 187.

Mr. Heilman questioned if stationary sign? Mr. Pascarella stated
ves, not swinging kind. Further stated that dirt level is lower
than road where sign would be, might make it with 18' sign.

Mr. Huntetr questioned value of sign. Mr. Pascarella thought $750.
Mr, Heilman aksed if Pascarellas owned yvellow house? Mr. Pascarella
stated ves. :

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or in opposition
to application. No one appeared.

DECISION: Granted per plans submitted with the following stipu-
lations: 1. Sign shall be no moxe than 16" in height
measured from the crown of Chili Avenue; 2, Sign
shall be located 10' West of home East of property in
guestion and set back approximately same distance from
road as existing free-standing signs in that area; 3.
Sign is to be installed under direction of Superintendent
of Buildings; 4. Granted for three years with right
to apply for remewal.

#4. Application of Mary and George Engels, 3183 Chili Avenue,
for app roval of 1 sign 3' x 10" on posts to advertise Engels
Mobile Homes. Wholesalers, approximately 40' off road. B Zone.

Mr. Engels appeared and stated this is property where beauty shop
is, has been sign there, going to use same posts. Mr., Hunter
stated 407 in, 13' from lot line, questioned height? Mr. Engels
stated won't be over 15' to top of sign. Mr. Hunter questioned

if internally lighted, what material used, single ox double faced?
Mr. Engels stated probably lighted, plastic and double-faced.

Mr. Hunter questioned what would be toward city from that lot line?
Mr. Engels stated vacant lot right next door. Mr. Davis questioned
if 40" from lot line or edge of road? Mr. Engels stated edge of
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pavement, Mr. Davis stated doesn't think you have 40' from lot
line. Four rod road. Talking about edge of road instead of lot
line. Mr. Hunter questioned if 19' from lot line? Mr. Engels
stated motre than that because property is at an angle to Chili
Avenue. Sign roughly 40' from edge of road, could be a lot more,

Mr. Hunter questioned if sign may not be lighted at beginuning,
would sign change? Mr. Engels stated might not wire at beginning,
may not operate at night. Mr. Heilman questioned if any signs
there now? Mr. Engels stated has been Regional Valley Insurance
Co. sign, going on same.pole.

My, Hunter questioned what will sign say, if stationary, not
flashing? Mr. Engels stated will say Engels Mobile Homes, Whole-
salers, stationary sign., not flashing. Would have off by 11:00 PM
6 days a week, Monday through Saturday. Mr. Palermo questioned

if any trailers would be stored on property? Mr. Ergels said no.

Mr. Heilman quesioned if second sign on two poles? Mr. Engels
stated there was sign but when he moved out he took sign amnd left
posts. Mr., Palermo questioned if insurance sign was between posts,
thought was swinging sign? Mr. Engels said yes, but new sign will
be on top of posts, won't swing.

Mr. Heilman stated sign 3" x 10', what is height? Mr. Engels stated

12" including 3' sign.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to appear in favor or in oppo-
sition to this application, No¢ one appeared.

DECISION: Granted for one year period with right to apply forx
renewal, 8Sign to be erected under direction of
Superintendent of Buildings,

#5. Application of Steven Pikuet, 70 Chestnut Drive, for approval
of wariance toc approve building of garage to store paving
equipment and trucks on property located at 80 Bolden Road,

D Zone.

Mr. Pikuet appeared before the Board. Mr. Hunter gquestioned
location for building om property? Mr. Pikuet siated West of
monument, 250' from Golden Road. Mr, Hunter questioned scmething
over 150' from road to front of building? Mr. Pikuet stated more
than that. Visited people on street, six homes, everyone was
favorable but one, kind of on fence. Immediate neighbors seemed
to be in favor.

Mr. Hunter questioned construction of building? Mr. Pikuet stated
pole-type building with baked finish steel siding, aluminum roof,
cverhead door in one section and four rolling doors in rest of it,
Mr. Hunter questioned if doors on 70' long side on South side, away
Ffrom expressway, sloped roof? Mr. Pikuet stated yes, and peaked
roof. Mr. Hunter questioned purpese of building? Mr. Pikuet

stated storage of paving equipment, 3 dump trucks, tractors, rollers.

Mr. Aureli questiomed if everything would be inside? Mr., Hunter
added how about rubbish and that sort of thing, contained insdide?
Concerned about external appearanece. Mr. Pikuet stated he doesn't
forsee any rubbish. Mr. Hunter questioned need for advertising
for building? Mr. Pikuet stated no signmns.

Mr. Hunter questioned equipment to be going in and out of building
on what days of week? Mr. Pikuet stated 5 days, Monday through
Friday, 8 months of year. April lst through December 1lst, Just
during summer months. Mr. Pikuet asked if there was any chance of

a two year variance, rough problem getting £ill in to begin building.
Mxr. Hunter stated Board would have to waive policy in order to extend
building period past one year, don't know 1f we can do this, believe

you have to have started construction.
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Mr. Aureli questioned if rest of land is not accessible? Mr. Pikuet
stated yes, Grzham's field storage tanks are next door. Mr. Heilman
questioned if he had purchased land as yet? Mr. Pikuet stated has
puxchase offer subject to getting use . varlance. Mr. Hunter questioned
if lot 50' wide at Golden Rcad, could he meet building requirements?
Mr. Pikuet stated he can meet them.,

Mx. Huntexr asked how long before he could specifically locate building?
Mr. Pikuet stated can spot 1t within 20'.of marker. Mr. Hunter

said reluctant to pass without knowing exactly where building to be.
Asked what plans are in terms of construction? Mr. Pikuet stated

if he can get in by next winter he will.

Mr, Hunter stated would like to hold off on decision until he has
specific location. Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in
favor or pppasition to this application. No one appeared.

DECISION: Reserved pending receipt of specifications regarding
location of building on property. Board felt no haxrd-
ship was shown because Mr. Pikuet is not owner of record,
ne proof that property cannot yield return.

#6. Application of Humble 0il. & Refining Co., 20 Cairn Street,
for approval to maiantain sign 38 sq. ft. oval on pole 12 ft.
from base to bottom of sign to replace existing 72 sq. ft.
sign on property located at 2930 Chili Avenue. E Zone.

Mr. J. L. Blair appeared on behalf of Humble 0il Co., stated he

was applying under section 19,40 of Zoning Ordinance as amended
February, 1969, section (d), Pre—-existing signs. Requesting permit
to maintain 38' sign desexribed, sign to replace 72 sq. ft. sign on
14Y pole. Feel smaller sign will be more in keeping with residential
area surrounding station. Applic¢ation being made as set forth by

Mr. Heilman's letter of January 26, 1972 re: Humble 0Ll and Refining
Co. vs. Chili Zoning Board of Appeals. Mr. Blair stated pole is

12" from base to bottom of sigm, "5' 9" gign, overall helght is 17'9",
Sign that is there at present time is on 14' pole and sign is 872"
for overall height of 22'2". Would be putting in smaller pole to
accomodate sign.

Mr. Hunter questloned 1f standard pole? Mr. Blair stated yes,
special sculptured type of design made according to specifications
to support the weight of sign and also against the wind.

Mr. Hunter questioned wvdlue of sign in place? Mr., Blair stated

sign about $1800 and installation about $300, $2100 total. Stationary
sign, internal illuminatiom. Mr. Hunter questioned hours of
illumination? Mr. Blair stated he believed that station is open

from 7 AM — 10 PM so would be lighted along with business hours

of station and according to hourg of sunrise and sunset. Mr. Hunter
stated dusk to 10 PM, 7 days per week.

On Mr. Hunter's questiom if anyone wished to speak in favor or
opposition to application, no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted unanimously.

#7. Application of Lance Clark, 34 Crossbow, for approval of renewal
of .variance on sign on building, maximum 36 sq. ft. origimnally
granted 2/71 for 1 yr. with stipulations. B Zone.

Mr. Frank Wetmore, bu31ness partner of Mx. Clark, appeared before
the Board, stated this is an existing sign on the Mini-Quick.

Mr., Hunter questioned if sign was built as per original specifi-
cations and if hours of operation remained no later thap 10 PM?
Mr. Wetmore said yes, everything the same. Would iike to continue -
the variance., Mr. Hunter asked if painted sign? Mr. Wetmore stated

painted, wood sign. Mr. Palermo questioned if they expected to be

there another year. Mr. Wetmore stated we hope so.
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Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or in opposition
to the application. No one appeared.

DECISIQON: "Granted for 3 period of three years, or as long as Mr.
Clark owns the business, whichever comes first.

#8. Application of Robert Stewart, 50 May Street, for approval
of wvariance to erect auction house, corner of Scottsville
Road and Morgan Road, 100' long, 60' wide, concrete or steel
structure, 2535 Scottsville Road. EE Zone. ‘

Stated he had just been contacted this morning with the information.
Understands Master Plan is in preparation, couldn't contact anyone
before the application was presented, would like to discuss further.
Rather than waste Board's time would like to eclear questions in
area. If anyone is in opposition, would like them to stand, post=
pone hearing to next meeting.

Mr. George T. White, ATtorney, appeared on behalf of Mr. Stewart. .

Mr. Hunter stated would need new application so it can be advertised.
If anyone has comments on it now, welcome to do so. Not postponing,
cancelling and starting over. Mr. White stated would reapply when
ready after talking to people downtown. i

DECISTION: Application withdrawn.

#9. Application of Lawrence H, Martin, Pxes,, Mil-Ens Development
Co., 997 Beahan Road, for approval of 4' x 8' metal sign on
posts,- 100' off Highway - "For Sale™ sign - approx. 100°
from N. boundary line. A Zone.

Mr, Edward A, Willis, Slade & Suter Co., Inc. appeared on behalf

of Mr. Martin. Stated it is ordinary 4' x 8' real estate sign
approximately 100" in and 100' from Noxth property side, not
illuminated, About 8' from grade, typical real estate sign that you
would see in various parts of town. Would like to dispose of that
part of parcel of property they own.

Mr. Hunter questioned if sign not presently there. Mr. Willis
stated wvacant land. Mr. Hunter questioned 8' to tope of sign and
material sign made of? Mr. Willis stated yes, painted wood sign,
unlighted, one-sided, facing street,

Mr. Harrington questioned if sign is 4' x® 8' plywood? Mr. Willis
stated Sign-0-Graph Co. will put up sign.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or in opposition
to this application. No one appeared.

DEGCISION: Granted for period of one yeat.

#10. Application of Dario Marchioni, 21 Alfred Avenue, for approval
of variance on SE corner Beaver and Scottsville-Chili Roads
to erect Professional Building for dectors, lawyevrs, dentists,
optometrists, 1 story + basement area, brick-veneer and block
construction. E Zone.

Mr. Marchioni appeared with Mr. Arnold Carmichael, licensed engineer.
Mr. Carmichael stated this is parcel of land on cormer of Beaver

and 01d Chili-Scottsville Roads. Much larger parcel of land than

map shows, goes down Beaver Road about 850'. Down almost as far

as Case Hoyt. Our line ig their West line. We are asking wvariance

to construct @ professional building on part of this land, namely

near old Chili-Scottsville Road, setback 100' which is requirement

for commercial building. Shows structure to be away from intersection
and on high ground of that parcel.

Mr. Hunter quegtioned if striectly professional building, no resi-
dence involved? Mr. Carmichael stated yes. TIwo story, fromt story
at ground level and rear goding ocut a ground level because it £falls
away .
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Mr. Hunter stated if he interprets code correctly, professional
offlice when part of residence is.allowed use with specilal provisious.
No allowed use as such for professional building as applied for.

Mr. Carmichael stated our line and proposed UDC line are common lines.
Mr. Heilman asked 1f size was 17.6 acres? Mr. Carmichael stated

he believed so. Mr, Pietropaoli questioned if any plan for balanece
of 17 acres? Mr. Carmichael stated not at this time.. Believe half
of this is not agllowed to be used because below flood plaim.

Mr., Pietropaoli questioned how much of acreage would be covered by
building and parking? Mr. Carmichael stated 2 1/2 acres. Mr.
Pietropaoli asked if Mr. Marchioni owned property now? Mr. Carmichael
stated ves, for about 6 months.

Mr. Hunter questioned 1f they had any more to say? Mr. Carmichael
stated have rendering in color which may give the front appearance
of how this will look. TIf you were in the southwest corner of this
parcel, you could see this, standing at the road in shouthwest
corner of lot. '

Mr. Pietropaoli questioned if offices at both levels like a raised
ranch? Mr. Carmichael concurred. Mr. Heilman questioned if wvacant
land? Mr. Carmichael said no structure on land at this time. Mr.
Heilman questioned if Mr. Marchioni knew this was E Zone when he
purchased land? Mr. Marchioni said yes.

Mr. Heilman questioned genreral area involved, homes in area? Mr.
Carmichael stated house about 500" to socuth, on Chili-Scottsville
Road and one house opposite. Mr, Hunter questioned regarding new
home on Beaver Road, how far away? Mr. Carmichael stated down hill
out of sight of this area. Mr. Marchioni stated parking would be
in rear of building, no parking in front.

Mr. Hunter stated you are asking for use of this property which is
not allowed use in our eode, for Board to act favorably would have
to file a hardship on this property. Are you prepared to present
a hardship case on this property? Mr. Marchioni stated propose to
build a professional building.

Mr. Hunter.stated use is commercial use in residentially zoned area
so Board can only consider applicatidn In claim of hardship on
property. Mr. Marchioni stated for size of property at present
zoning could put three houses and use this area. Mr. Carmichael
stated 5 houses for acreage, over half of parcel below flood plain
and not buildable.

Mr. Hunter questiomed if southerm part below plain? Mr. Carmicheel
stated Ffalls to south very rapidly. Mr. Marchioni added 20' drop
from street to base of building. If you build a house you have

toc jack the house. Mr. Carmichael stated not actually split, front
entrance into second floor, full 10' difference in elevatiouns. Road
is 570", back of structure ie 555", Mr. Marchioni stated north

side of property enclosed by State property, guard rails, ete. Mr.
Carmichael added Beaver Road improved here, very steep grade from
actual pavement, hard to get access into area, only usable land here.

Mr. Hunter guestioned if made any serious attempt to consider resi-
dential use? Not asking Planning Board for rezoning? Mr. Carmichael
stated toss-up, debating on variance or rezoning. Didn't know whikch
direction to apply, over half of 17.6 acres unusable.

Mr. Hunter stated, in own opinion, no evidence K to prove hardship,
doesn't say there isn't one, no evidence presented.

Mr. Hunter asked 1f any one wished to speak Iin favor or in opposition
to the application?
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Mz. Paul Jessen, 107 Chili-Scottsville Road.appeared. Immediate
neighbor of proposed property, property on.NE corner of Beaver:.

and 01d Chili-Scottsville Road. Listened to Mr. Carmichael's
presentation, would like to express sympathy to Mr. Marchioni in
selection of site but express extreme displeasure in having him’
build commercial property in neighborhood. Surprised Mr, Carmichael
would propose such property inm this area, residential and has been
residential. Don't know why would think we would have in area.
Already have fight with UDC, continued degradation of. area.

Mz. Carmichael stated thought UDC land was multiple dwelling before '
they purchased. Mr. Jessen stated not professiomal engineer but

have engineering background. Could be residences built in this

area. Mr. Carmichael said so stated, 4-5 lots. -Mx. Jessen stated

would express extreme displeasure and opposition to allowing variance .

Mz, Jack Castellano, 108 Chili-Scottsville Road appeared. Sure that
structure would be architecturally clean and wouldnit degrade
neighborhood, get feeling that we are goofing up entire community

by having commercial, residences, ete, Don't feel we have plamned
comnunity, perhaps this is what we should look at. Looking forward
to Master Plan. Shouldn't we first look at Master Plan and then
decide if it £its?

Mr. Hunter stated anything to consider should be on basis of Master
Plan that exists. Don't think Boaxrd can act on proposal with that
only question. Proposal is to modify plan, have to consider plan

as 1t exists in town. My, Castellano stated that plan indicates

zoned E residential. Mr. Hunter stated that is coansideration of Boaxrd
for this application. We have to consider laws of town as they now
exist -and base our judgment on that. -When and if new plam is

formally adopted it will be considexed.

Mr. Pietropaoli stated that Town Board and Planning and Zoning Board
members have been working on it, so much material to go through,
within 6 months hope to have something concrete. Proposals have
been forwarded by Monroée County Planning Council and are meeting
with representative for this area and thrashing out suggestions.
Once there is a common agreement it will have to be written again
and advertised i1u newspaper, have a public hearing, you folks will
have opportunity to come and talk about it. Copies are on file in
Town Clerk's Office, proposed zoning ordinances, Comprehensive Plan
and Subdivision ordinances. Presently working on Zoning ordinances.
Cannot give specific time. Have been working once a month and now
going to be two meetings a month just on this problem, probably
three-quarters of the way there.

Mr. Castellana stated if these structures go up it only adds confusion
to overall plan.r Mr. Pietropaoli stated probably right but Board

has application before it and in all fairness to appllcant have to

act upomn it. : :

Mr. Carmichael stated with this parcel you would have almost impossi-
bility teo- get entrance on Beaver Road as residence or business,
Talked to Planning Department, entrance almost impossible, setback
pretty deep.

My, Hunter asked if any one else wzsbed to speak on this matter.

No one appeared.: . l

DECISION: Denied. 1, No evidence to show 1and in question cannot
yield reascnable return if used only for purpose permitted
by. zoning ordinances, 2. - Plight of owner 1s not.due to
unique circumstances and mot general conditions of
neighborhood. Use soupght would alter locality. 3. Pux-
chased land within 6 'months in E Zone, has created own
hardship. No evidence presented that hardship exists at
present time.
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From Public Hearing held Januar& 252 1972:

Application of Oliver Perry, 4390 Buffalo Road, N, Chili, N. Y,

fer approval of one sign 8' x 22% on canopy of Peterson‘Drug Store

4390 Buffalo Road. B Zone. . .

Mr. Perry and Mr. Rosenberg of Petérson Drug Store appeared. Mr.
Rosenberg explained that size of sign was chosen because of location

of store and angle.- .Doesgn't have frontage that' shows store, other ?
store had 35' fromt, 35! sign. Here has 22' sign. Also the store §
is not visible from Buffalo Road. .

Mr. Palermo asked height of building on. blank wall? Mr. Perry
stated 10' to bottom of canopy, 1' canopy. Mr. Harrington questioned
cost of drugstore sign? Mr. Rosenberg said $2500.00.

DECISION:  Granted for period of 5 years or'as:long as the present

occupant of the building rums the business, whichever
comes fiwvst. It is the intention of this Board that a
smaller sign than.the present 8'.x 22! . gign be erected
following the expiration of thils permit. It is Ffurther
intended rhat . the future sign should.be:compatible -with
the adjacent Pocket theatre sign and that therefore, the
height of the future sign should not exceed 5 ft. and the

* .length should not exceed 22'.. The size of the sign that
has been .granted is largexr than that which is normally
allowed. This is being done in recognitions of the fact
that the sign is mounted on a building which is approx1—
mately 400' from the.nearest road. S

Application of Oliver Perry, 4390 Buffalo Road, N. Chili, N. ¥. for
approval of ome sign 4' x 20' with 2! 1etters on top of Pocket
Theatre, 4390 Buffalo Road,.. B..Zone. - . e }

DECISTON: Granted for period of three years or for the. time that

the present operator is deing business in said theatre,
whichever comes: first, with the following modifications.
Height of sign includinglthe identification "Pocket
Theatye'! not to exceed 5 ft._ and lehgth of sign not-to
exceed 20 ft. The size of the sign that has been granted
is larger than: that which 1s normally allowed. This is
being doner in recognition of the fact that :the sign is
mounted on a building which is approxlmately 400' from
the nearest road. . : .

Application of Cliver Perry, 4390 Buffalo Road, W. Chili, N, Y.,
for approval of two signs 4' = 6' on posts 33' off Highway, (Union
Street) for snowmobiles and TV Repair Shops located at 4390 Buffalo

Road. B Zone.. - : , )

. - . Lot e ¥ D S .- .
DECISION= Granted for period of three years. for present owners
and operators of the two businesses in quesion.

Iy - . = . P 4
KATHLEEN LUEDKE
Secretary
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
March 28, 1972

A Public Hearing of the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town

of Chili, N. ¥., was held in the Administration

Office of the

Town of Chili, N. Y., 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester, N. Y., oh
March 28, 1972 at 8:00 P.M. by the Acting Chairman, Mr. Richard

“Aureli.

Present: Mr. Richard Aureli Acting Chairman
. Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mr. John Palermo
Mrs. Gertrude Tanger
+ Mr. John Lighthouse
Mr: Richsard Harrington

Also present: Mr. Patrick Pietropacli, Town Attormey
: Mr. Alfred Heilman, Deputy Towh Attorney
Mr. William Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

Mr. Heilman stated that there has Been a notice of this hearing
with regard to the first application and there is an affidavit

of that publication on file with the Town Clerk.

#1. Application of Robert Lehr, 20 Black Creek Road, Rochester,

N. Y.; for approval of renewal of wvariance

for 30' = 60°

-frame storage bulilding on Lot 126, Black Creek Road, variance

granted February 1967. D Zone..

Mr. Aureli asked 1f Mr. Lehr was present? NoO one appeared.

DECISION: Denied, didn't show.

#2. Application of Russell P. Bonaceci, 22 Bucky Drive, Rochester,
N. ¥., for approval to build attached garage 12" x 26' on
north side of house 2 ft. from property line: E Zone.

Mr. Heilman stated that with regard to the second application that
there has been a noticé of this hearing and there 1s an affidavit

of that publication on file with the Town Clerk.

Mr. Bonaccli appeared and showed the plans to Mr.

Aureldi. Mr.

Aureli questioned how much room on that one side. Mr., Bonacci
stated 14 £t. Mr. Aureli asked if originally put on lot the opposite
way? Mr. Bonacecl stated yes. Mr. Aureli asked how nmuch room

between this house and cther house? Mr. Bonacci stated 51 feet,

he has 14 and there's 37.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or in oppo-

sition to the application. Mr. Samuel Antinone
if it would be too close as he will be building

appeared. Asked
there. My, Aureli

asked 1f immediately next door on the north? Mr. Bonacci stated
yes. Mr. Aureli asked 1f garage would be on that side also? MR.
Bonacci saild it will be. Mr. Aureli asked how long he's lived
there. Mr. Bonacci stated empty house next door to him, lot was
graded 30 feet over and assumed it was his property.

Mr. Lighthouse asked how gar between the two houses? Mr. Aureli

stated he has 14 feet and neighbor has 37 feet.

Mrs. Tanger

asked how far it will be from building to building? Mr. Bonacci

stated from hils garage to property line will be
Tanger asked from your garage to his housel? Mr.

2 feet., Mrs.
Aurele stated

39 feet. My. Bonacci said didn't measure that but if he wants to

build 2 1/2 car garage won't leave much room.

DECISION: Granted.

#3. Application of Sally Weber, 970 Paul Road,
for approval of variance to operate beauty

Chili Avenue. E Zone.

My. Heilman stated let the record show that was
an affidavit is on file with the Town Clerk.

Rochester, N. Y.,
parloxr at 2675

also published and
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ZONING BOARD OFAPPEALS - 8%
NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN Chili Avenue, E Tone. = =it

that there will bea Public Bear-
ing of the Zoning Board of Ap-
peals of the Town of Chili, to
be held in the Chili Adminis-
tration Office, 3285 Chili Ase-
noe, Rochester, New York,
14624, on March 2B, 1572 at
:00 p.m. to consider the fol-
towing applications:
#1. Application of Robert Lehr,
20 Black Creek Road, Roches-
ter, W.¥., for approval of re-
newal of variance for 307 x o0°
frame storage building cu Lot
126, Black Creek Road, vari-
ance granted Februpary, 1967.
D Zoene.
#2. Application of Russeil P.
Bonzaeeci, 22 Bucky Drive, Roch-

esier, N.Y., [or approval

buidd attzched garage 127 x 26°
on K. side of house 2 fi.-irom
property line. E Zone.

£3, Application of Szlly Weber,
276 Paul Road, Rochester,
M. Y., for approval of variance
to eperate beauiy parlorat2675

£4, Applieation of Tapéi‘-i

- struction, 999 Buffale R [ -

Rechesier, N.Y., for-approvalio
build home ox endersized lot,
50' x 204" with side vard get-
backs of 7 fest on North and
South . E Zone,

#5, Agpliedtion of Keith Killing-
beck, [0 Cammen Hill Read,
Rochester, N.¥., for approval
of radio tower for ham radio,
left rear of house - approx.
50" in beight. E Zone.

6. Applicaticn of Edward
{halel & Robert Ridings, 50
Paul Road, Rochester, WN.Y..
for approval to ereei a 30 sg.

It sign on front of building-

illuminated. B Zone.

All interested parties are
requested to be present. Dy
order ¢f the Chesirmdn of the
Zoning Board of Appeals of
the Town of Chili, New York.

LURAINS E. ROBBINS
Touvn Clerk
Chili, M.¥.

]
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Mrs. Weber appeared, presented sketch of property, stated would
like variance, existing beauty shop of 13 years, has worked here
11 years, presently employ 4 operators, open about 50 hours a
week. Mr. Aureli asked if she 1s going to be sole owner? Mrs.
Weber stated she will be owner. Mrs. Tanger asked if she will
want a sign or will she change existing sign? Mrs. Weber'stated
there will be no outside sign, Ann's name will come out of it.
Mrs., Tanger asked 1if sign will be ‘changed? Mrs. Weber stated yes.
Mrs..Tanger asked 1if she wanted to incoxporate that in application
too? Mrs. Weber stated only sign in window with her.name and
Chili Beauty Salon., Mr. Aureli asked if taking off her name and
keeping Chili Beauty Salon? Mrs. Weber stated yes, taking her
name off.

Mr, Aureli asked if anyone wished to appear in favor or opposition
to the application.  No one appeared.

DECISION: Granted, for as long as Mrs. Weber ocwns and operates
‘the beauty salon.

#4. Application of Toper Construction, 939 Buffalo Road, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval to build home on undersized lot, 50' x 204"
with slide yard setbacks of 7 feet om north and south (733
Marshall Road). E Zone.

Mr, Heilman stéted that this has been properly published and.an
affidavit is on file with the Town Clerk.

Mr. B111 Padgett appeared representing Toper Construction Co: .
Stated he is salesman for company. Sold Mr. & Mrs. Springer a

home to be built on this lot and would like variance on the grounds
that they don't have any other land that could add to it. to increase
size and really does cofiform with other lots in neighborhood from
there right up. to Chili Avenue. "~ Home that is proposed is in price
range and ‘size so would be compatible with other houses also.

¢ -

Mr. Aureli asked 1f owned lot next door? Mr. Padgettustated no.
Myr:. Harrington asked how many square feet.it. would be?. Mr. Padgett
said over a thousand, can't remember exactly off-hand but it's a
thousand, Iifty. Mr. Palermo asked the dimensions of house? Mr.
Padgett stated 24" x 44", Mr. Palermo asked if houses on both
sides of this house? Mr. Padgett stated.no, vacant loft on:north
side and vacant. parcel of several acres on other side. Mr. Palermo
asked if structure on east side of street? Mr. Padgett:said yes.
Mr.. Heilman asked.dimensions are.24.x 44 and applying for 7 ft.
variance on north and. south? Mr, Padgett said yes. Mr, Heilman
asked if house to be built on elongated style? Mr, Padgett said
yves. Mr. Heilman asked would set the opposity way’ Mr. Padgett
sald yes, and has: garage attached to side.

Mr. Davis asked if overall width would be 36 feet? .Mr. Padgett
agreed. Mr. Davis asked if across entire front? Mr, Padgett
stated across: the entire front. Mr. Davis asked if garage would
be facing front? Mr. Padgett sald that’s right. Mr. Palermo asked
1f they own: lot.at present? - Mr. Padgett stated yes, the company
owns: that lot. Mrs. Tanger asked who owns the lot.next. door? Mr.
Padgett stated the people next door to that., Mrs. Tanger asked if
they tried to buy a piece of that land? Mr. Padgett stated had
asked one of the neighbors if. he would be. interested, in selling
ifh' the event onexof our customers would be. interested in buying.
Told me he would talk. to them abont. ft.- -Asked, Mr.. Springer &f he
has talked. torhim? . Mr. Springex: stated no. - Mr. Hedilman asked if
that would: be on the south side facing. away from Chili Avenue?

Mr. Padgett stated no, toward Chili Avenue, Mr. Palermo asked if
small lot is toward Chili Avenue? Mr. Padgett stated right. Mr.
Lighthouse. asked how big is that lot? Mr. Padgett stated believes
it's exactly the same size.. Lo .

Mrs. Frederes spoke from the. audnence. ; Stated lives next door to
this lot and does not approve because I have to give 90 feet to
everybody and takes an exception to it and thinks a 50 £ft. lot dis
entirely too.narrow for .any kind of house. e .
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Mr., Aureli asked if anyone else wished to speak against this
application? . . . . . .

Mr. David DeKramer, 22 Benediet Drive, appeared, stated property

is directly behind this piece and presented petition signed by
thirty people who would just as soon not see this house built on
that property. Mr. Palermo asked reasomns for petition? Mr. :
DeKramer stated tried to buy lot 2 or 3 years ago when it was up
for auction for taxes and was outbid by Toper Construction Co.
Reason wanted lot 1s it was too small to build house on it. - Knew
zoning laws said 80 feet, something like that; and wanted to
increase size of his property and have larger area for the children
to play in and did not intend to build any buildings on it or any-
thing. Just wanted to have lawn or garden or scmething, would have .
taken down weeds and everything else.-

Mr. Palermo asked if objection is that it's undersized? Mr,
DeKramexr stated right. When he bought his house 10 years ago,
consigted of two lots, one 50 foot and one 52 zand at time of
purchase lawyers and Town told them had to combine to a 102 foot
lot. ©Could not sell it as building lots. Undersized and againsat
zoning laws so felt that he had to abide by rules and thinks every-~
one else should too. . -

Mrs. Cox appeared, stated bought property to build a house and
wouldn't let her build, Had tc buy a lot and had to be 90 feet
wide. Asked and everybody said no. : . .

Mrs. Mildred Frederlcks appeared Stated lives on Marshall. Road
next door. . Lo

DECISION: Denied.

#5. Application of Keith Killingbeck, 10 Cannor Hill Road,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of radio tower for ham radio,
left rear of house, approximately 50 ft. in height. E Zone.

Mr. Heilman stated application was properly published and recorded.

Mr. Killingbeck appeared, stated tower is going to be on right

side to the rear of the house, right against the house. Mzx.

Aureli asked if he had talked to any of neighbors? MR, Killingbeek
stated no, but thought you sent lettexs around. Mr. Aureli asked
1f any interference with ham radios toward repgular radio reception
or IV reception? Mr. Killingbeck stated according to operator --
proper use, If you know how to use it properly, should be no
interference. . " . : ’ .

Mr. Aureli asked if going to cperate this himself? Mr., Killingbeck
stated yes. Mr. Lighthouse asked how high tower will be? Mr.
Killingbeck stated asking. for 50 feet. Mrs. Tanger asked how long
he's been operating a ham radio? Mr. Killingbeck stated hasn't
operated yet, just going into it now. Mr. Palermo asked if he has
license? Mr. Killingbeck stated not yet. Would be another 18
months before he gets license, but if he's going to buy equipment,
wants to know if he can build tower. If going to buy equipment,
have to have tower to operate, : Co o

stated 18 months, probably before because have been going for school
ing for almost a year so have about 8 months to go. Mr. Aureli
stated if wvariance granted, would have to have completed in yeax's
time, .or started at least. Mr. Killingbeck stated right, would

be by next March.

Mr. Palermo asked how long before you get license? Mr. Killingbeck l

Mr. Heilman asked if he was going te put this up? Mr. Killingbeck
said no. Mr. Heilman asked where 10 Cannon Hill Road is? Mr.
¥illingbeck stated where Ryan tract is. Mr. Davis stated we have
had 5 or 6 in town that had variances and never had a complaint on
them. Mr, Killingbeck stated it depends on the operator. You
have to have a license. Have to know electronics in order to
operate one. If there's interference, making a mistake somewhere,

.
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crossing over frequencies and that, certain things you have got
to ‘do. ) o o o

Mr.  Aureli asked if aﬁyone Wlshed te speak 1n favor of application.
No one appeared.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak against the application.
Mrs. Marion Simpson, 14 Carnon Hill, appeared. Stated lives next
door to Mr. Killingbeck and in 2 ranch house quite a lot lower
than his house, He's in raised ranch on knoll, we are way down
here, and he wants 50 ft. tower. In Lexington Parkway have under-
ground wiring and this was one of the good things about this place;
didn't have to cope with poles and wires and what not, and people
around there just don't feel they want to gaze at a 50 ft. tower.

Mr. Aureli asked how wide tower will be? Mr. Killingbeck stated
about a foot. Very, very marrow, would practically hardly notice
it. Very narry tower is all they are, nothlng that's going to be
standing out to degrade your property.

Mr. Palerso asked what kind 'of house he has? Mr. Killingbeck
stated a raised ranch. Mr. Palermo asked height of house from
ground level to peak, approximately? Mr. Rillingbeck stated about
20 feet. Mr. Palermo asked how close to house it will be? Mr.
Killingbeck stated less than a foot away, it's got to go right
against the wall stralght up. G01ng to be véry natrow, that's

all they are.

Mrs. Schweitz appeared, stated 1ives in the back house and feels the
réception of FM-AM and TV would definitely be in some way disrupted
and also the saleability of our house. People that do enjoy their
colored TV will not buy a house that is near a2 tower of this kind.

Mr. Harvey Simpson, 14 Cannon Hill Road, appeared. Stated next door
to Mr. Killingbeck. Purchased property in Lexington Tract because

of beauty with no poles, underground wiring and here a 50 ft. tower

is going up next door to us, totally against it. Also possibility
that an accident could happen -- ice storms, tower could come down.
Not that far away. Could do damage and even injury if someone was
out’ there. It isn't a tract that is suitable for a pole of this type.

Mr. Pfenninger asked how stromg a wind would this tower stand? Mr.
Killingbeck stated never looked into it. Pretty sturdy, in four
foot of concrete. Mr. Pfenninger asked if they could buckle? NMr.
Killingbeck stated bullt sturdy. Like he mentiomed about TV,
colored TV - don't-interfere at all. You are on a different
frequency., They have nothing to’ do- w1th the, TV. That depends on
the operator. o i

MR, Palermo asked if he hdd a drawing or sketch of what it would
look like, what it is made ' of? Mr. Killingbeck stated can get one.
Mr. Palermo asked if he can get one of exact type he is going to
install? Mr. Killingbeck stated right, never heard of one coming
down from a storm, first time ever heard anything about that.

Mr. Pfenninger asked if he will have guide wires on it? Mr.
Killingbeck stated right, will be tied down as well. Would be
against the wall; then will have guide wires going both ways.

Going to be right on cermer so going to be double secure; plus
ground, so double secure. Mr. Lighthouse asked if any houses in
tract have aerials on their roof? Mr., Killingbeck gstated yes, they
do. This won't be any different than a TV aerial, except a little
higher. Don't think it would be obstruncting to anything out there.
Won't even notice it in the daytime. Would notice a IV aerial

more than this because it's very thin. Looks like a TV antenna.

Mrs. Schweitz stated when it comes to TV ox radio reception,
definitely does have a bearing on it. Only way it doesn't is if
his equipment is working properly and other people's equipment is
vorking properly and this very seldom happens. People always have
trouble arcund here on acccunt of the airplanes. Have the airplanes
without having to worry about a tower put up.
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Mr. Ed Schweitz appeared, stated lives behind the house. Thinks
neighborhood looks pretty good now and would hate to look out the
window and see something sticking a mile 4in the sky.- Got to keep
looking at it constantly, right behind it. .

Mrs., Simpson appeared, stated they have spoken to an electronics

mah’ about this and he agreed that there would. probably be interference
Wlth opr FM receptlon or television because either his set might

not’ be wprking properly or ours may, not be and consequently,

you re.really going to, get, a copfllct

Mr. Palermo asked 1f he was not in that much a hurry for it° “Mr.
Killingbeck said rlght Mr. Palermo asked if it wonld give him

plenty of time to ‘get the Board the exact antenna to be put up? .
Mr. Killingbeck srated right. Mr. Palermo asked the, contractor

that is going to put it Lp, and .all the speclflcations? Mz,

K;llingbeck stated rlght The one that is. going fo put it up is
prof3551ona1.' He'll put it up properly. - that is if one goes up.

Mr. Heilman asked 1f he could get the specs back for the next meeting
on. the Jast Tuewday in April or would that be Ltoo sopn’ Mr..
Klllingbeck stated, he would get them for Aprll no problem at all.

DEGISION: 'Reserved-pending redeipt of'Spécifications._

#6." Applicatlon of Edwatd Ghafel s Robert Ridlngs, 60 Paul Road,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval to erect a 30 sq ft, sign on
front of building - illuminated. B Zone.

Mr. Heilman stated this. application has been duly publlshed and the
affidavit’ is on file with the Town Clexk.

Mr. Edward Chafel appeared. Stated he was here to ask permission
to mount a 30 sq. E£t. sign onto the front of new structure. (Mr.
Chafel indicated on drawings.) Mrs. Tanger asked if already.
installed? Mr. Chafel stated sign is not installed. This is
front elevation of our new structure and would like to mount the
sign rlght here (indicating). .. . ) .

Mx. Palermo asked if sign is just the. deer? Mr. Chafel stated
right, just 2 deer. This was old structure and this is neir
structure we have just e;gpteg apd!we would just, like to mount
the sign.. . ' Y, o Lo . L

Mr. Pfenninger asked if’ 51gn ig up} Mr. Chafel said no, haven't
had it made yet. Mr. Palermo asked if flew structure starts where
old building ends? Mr. Chafel, said yes. Mr, Palermc asked how
deep is old building? Mr. Chafel stated 50 ft. long, 80 ft. deep.
Mr. Palermo asked is new part coming up here and this is where you
want to put up sign? MR. Chafel stated right. This bullding is
already up, these sidewalks are 18 ft., it will be just the deer,
ne writing, black sign. ) ) C

DEGISfbﬁ:_Gréntedﬁasfper'bléns'sﬁbmitted,'

Kathleen Luedke

Secretaxry .

(Prepared froﬁ minutes transcribeﬁ by Gloria R. Sauei, Grand
Jury Stenographer.)
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A Public Hearing ofi the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of
Chili, N. Y., was held in the Administration Office of the Town of
Chili, W. Y., 32353 Chili Avenue, Rochester, N. Y. on April 25, 1972
at 8:00 P.M. The Hearing was called to ozder by the Chairman, Mr.
Robert Hunter.

Present: Mr, Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mrs. Gertrude Tanger Ao
Mr. John Palerwmo
Mr. John Lighthouse
Mr. Richard Harrington

Absent: Mr. Richard Aureli

Also Present: Mr. Patrick Pietropaoli, Town Attorney
Mr. Alfred Heilman, Deputy Town Attorney
Mr. William Davis, -Superintendent of Bulldings

#1. Application of Wesley Moffett, 2044 Chili Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval to erect advertising real estate sign
4' x 8', two faced, on property located at Chili Avenue . and
Coldwater Road, located as presently existing. D Zone.

Mr. Heilman stated application was duly published and affidavit is
on file with the Town Glerk.

Mr. Moffett appeared, stated application for existing sign, has been
there for several years, would like to continue Ior another year.

Mr. Hunter asked i1f wood sigp with painted letters? Mr. Moffett
stated yes, been there for several years. Mr. Hunter asked if he
realized variance granted for periof of one year? Mr., Moffett stated
yes. :

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or oppositioﬁ to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted, unanimously, for periocd of ome year with right
to renew.

#2. Application of Creekside Meadows, 8 Autumn Chapel Way, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval of two. temporary signs, 4' x 8', 2 sided as
per sketth submitted, one loecated on Chili Avenuve and one on
Beaver Road advertising apartments located at Chili Avenue and
Beaver Road. E Zone. : '

Mr. John Nowicki appeared representing Creekside Meadows. Stated
requested continuation until Septemberl, 1972. Mr., Hunter . guestioned
one on Beaver Road, saw on left of entrance, one on Chili? Mr. Nowicki
stated portable signs for real estate agent on Chili., ZExisting signs, L
just want to leave until permanent signs arxrive, possibly within a
mounth. Will have permanent entrance sign, these temporary advertising ¥
signs.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyomne wished .to speak in.favar of this application
and no one appeared. Mr, Hunter asked 1f anyone wished to speak in
opposition?

Mrs. Harvey Weber, 3472 Childi Avenue, appeared. Asked what is meant
by temporary until Septenber, 1972? She maintains that their address
is Beaver Road not Chili Avenue. Don't know why they should put up
with their sign. Under impression apartments all filled up. Why do
they need signs?

Mr. Nowilcki stated sign on Chili has come before Zoning Board, erect

2 sligns temporarily, have two signs. Allowed to expand, Phase 2,
additional 16 units to be completed by July lst. Have permanent sigus
on order, have delivery date of March 30th. At delivery, cother signs
will come down. : .
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g LEGAL NOTICE

ZONING BOARD

OF APPEALS

NOTICE 1S HERERY GIVEN
that there will be a Public
Hearing of the Zoning Board of
Appeals of the Town of Chili,
io be held in the Chili Adminis-
tration Office, 3238 Chili Ave-
nue, Rochester, New York
14624, on April 25, 1972, at
8:00 P.M. to consider the follow-
ing applications:

#1. Application of Wesley Mof-
fett, 2044 Chili Avepue, Roches-
ter, New York. for approval to
. erect advertising real estate
sign 4° x 8’ two faced, on
property located at Chili Ave-
nue and Coldwater Road, loca-
ted as presently existing. D
Zone, .
#2. Application of Creekside
Meadows, 8 Autamn Chapel Way,
Ruchester, New York, for ap-
proval of two temiporary signs,
4 x ¥, 2-sided as per sketch
submitted, one located on Chili
Avenue and one on Beaver Road
advertising apartments located
at Chili Avenue and Beaver
Road. E Zone

#3. Application of Rebert Stew-
art. 50 May Sireet, Rochester,
New York, for approvaltoerect
auction house, corner of Scotts-
ville Road and Morgaa Road,
100" long- 66’wide. concrete or
steel canstruetion, EE Zone,
#4. Application of Howard Wil-
fiamson, 649 Richardson Road,
Rochester. New York, for ap-
;.-r;wa[ to build 2 house on an

.

irregularly shaped and under-
Sired lot, 80’ at front lot line,
780" deep, approx. 57 at nar-
rowest point. S half of lot 36
Ballantyne Acres - Case A-27.
B Zone.

#5. Application of Robert Hop-
kins, 299 Rumson Road, Ro-
chester, New York, for appro-
val of remewsl of variance for
2 signs, one on building, 4° X 8,
spot lighted, and one internally
fighted on existing pole of Alex
Bonut Sign, same size sign,
advetrtising Pink Parrot, 3208
(hili Avenue. B Zone.

6. Application of Archer
Homes. 4 Saddle Back Trail,
Rochester, New York, for ap-
proval of 4' x 8, sign adver-
tising Archer Homes Sub-
division Plat Mar- located on
Chestout Ridge Road, Lot #2. E
Zone. ’
#7. Application of Ronald Eas-
ton {Ace Swim-Serv) 799 Paul
Road, Rochester, New York, for
approval of two signs 4" x 8’ on
building located at 800 Paul
Road, advertising Ace Swim-
Serv. B Zone.

All interesgted parties arere-
questied 10 be present., Byor-
der of the Chairman of the Zon-
ing Board of Appeals of the
Town of Chili, New York.

LURAINA E. ROBEINS

" Town Clerk Chili, N. Y.



b4

L ey

Zoning Beard of Appeals April 25, 1972

Mrs. Weber asked if they don't have three signs? Mr. Nowicki stated
one is collapsible real estate sign. Mrs. Weber asked if they will
do away with sign on Chili Avenue? Area needs landscaping. Mr.
Nowicki stated definitely.

Mrs. White, 407 Beaver Road appeared. Stated why all these signs,
and further more don't think people would be against apartments so -
much,..seen plans, had men at her house saying recreation things in
back by creek. Ought to be hedgerow, now have wmaple trees, 40 years
before they start to grow. Getting children in yard. This is her
place, pay for 1it, lived there over 20 years. Never had problem
with children, had 6 on shed other day. Who pays if they get hurt?
Want understanding on this. Everyone took at word when you came in,
need signs and this and that. Donlt know what Zoning Board deal

has with you..

Mr. Nowickil stated in agreement with a lot of things. Want to know
when finishing what started...have sign on Beaver, new ome with
fence on Autumn Chapel Way. 4" x 8" permitted on Chili add Beaver
Road. Mrs. White stated ones on Chili are not 4' x 8'. Mr. Nowicki
stated those can be removed, temporary extension for two signs, have
approval, one on Chili and one on Beaver. Mrs. Weber stated put me
down as against it, Mrs. White stated also against it. Bothered
about children playing inm her yard. People have families with
children, let them put regreation area so they can play in own yard.

Mr. Hunter asked if Mrs. White knew for certain children are coming
from apartments? )

Mr. Charles Winkelholz, 3448 Chili Avenue, appeared. Stated didn't
know signs were approved at anytime., Didn't know of any meetings
where signs were approved. Certainly would object to going zhead
with what they would like to do until do things they promised to do.
Remember at two meetings he attended, constantly heard about covered
ashcans, concerned about cellars over there, Promised ashcans would
be enclosed. As of right now, looking at ashcans day after day.
Hasn't been done. Don't know L1f any other wviolations to be corrected
before these things to be approved.

Mr. Nowicki stated first 5 buildings do not have enclosures for ash
cans. Built prior to winter, after frost, no way of digging down to
put posts in. There are reasons for things nct happening. Lot of
plantings in, 20% left to go yet. Recreation area will be done,
cannot get in until area dries up and can be filled. Will have equip-
ment back May 1lst to finish construction by July lst. Signs have
been in fox probably a vear and permanent signs to be erected will be
only means of advertising. As soon as get ordered letters,other signs
wlll come down, other signs no problem, put there be rental agent.
Children are problem, have talked with them. Sure once recreatiomal
areas are completed will relieve problem. During construction,
children around equipment. Like to see what is going on. Would like
to have recreationmal facilities to keep them away. Kids will be

kids. Talked to the, know they are probably going up on Chili,

trying to work with them to make nice place for them too.

Mrs. Betty Winkelholz, 3448 Chili Avenue, stated didn't understand
what they are building for garbage, thought utility room with
everything under cover. Not part of main building, another little
house? Mr. Nowicki stated just atarting work up that way. Won't
see ashcan from whole place. ALl winter he picked up ashcans

over whole place.

Mr. White, 407 Beaver Road, stated would like to see Mr. Nowicki
cleans up papers that blow from neighbors yard. Thnks should send
someone over once a week to check them.

Mr. Hunter stated wanted people to realize their comments are not
properly a matter for this Board. There are ways of getting these
complaints to them. This one not officially.

Mr. Nowicki stated for people who are here this evening, if they
have particular problems would like to hear complaints, just like he
listens to tenmant's problems. Any time, just call, in phone book.
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Mrs. Berxrmice Wilcox, Stuart Road, wished to comment., Apparently new
sign, realize temporary but we are having a celebration in town,

think would be nice if some of these things could be held up uatil
after celebration., Too bad to have a lot of signs through center of
town at any time, visual pollution especially if this thing is granted,
think would be nice to hold up until after celebration.

Mr. Hunter advised that signs are already in, Mrs. Wilcox stated
realize already in, certainly a number of slgns coming up in Chili
Center, too bad it is happening.

DECISION: Granted, unanimously, for period ending September I, 1972.

#3. Application of Robert Stewart, 50 May Street, Rochester, N. ¥.,
for approval to erect auction house, corner of Scottsville
Road and Morgan Rdad, 100' lomg - 60' wide, concrete or steel
construction. EE Zone. ’

Mr. Heilman stated with r¥egard to all appllcaﬁloné being ‘heard, they
have been duly published and aff;&avits are on file with the Town
Clerk.

Mr. David Mogavero appeared repreéenting Mr. Stewart.

Mr. Hunter asked if adpplication were not before Board not too long
ago? Mr. Mogavero stated yes but had been waived. Stated will
basically be evening function, twoe to " three nights a week, Mrs.
Tanger asked if on North corner? Mr. Mogavero stated Northwest
corner. ! : -

Mr. Hunter stated fundamentally asking for use in area different from
what zoning calls for., In order for Board to act favorably, has to
believe and have proven'hardship and property in question cannot be
used for purpose zoned, housing in EE area.

Me. Mogavero stated not really prepaved for hardship case, only thing
along those lines, don't ‘think it would be detrimental to area,

talked to Mr. Frazier on Monroe County Planning Council, said he would
be here this ev ening, reacted favorably, though fit in completely
with lines set up by Master Plan. ’

Mr. Hunter stated only carn act within certain legal constraints.

Only legal basis we have for creating variance like this is to have
proven it is hardship on property. You have other ways to go at this
such as Planning Board, request change in zoning. 1If they saw fit,
would recommend to Town Board and Town Board would make determination.
No legzl basis to proceed with this Board on this application. i

Mr. Heilman stdted from legal standpoint, Mr. Hunter perfectly correct.
Actually seeking to have land rezoned, really function of Planning

Board. Only time Zoning Board can 'act in that area is to present
hardship or land canmnot be-used for purpose presently zomed for,

unlque or various terms ‘that cburt -would uphold, No evidence of

hardship to Board or use for purpose presently zoned for. Consequently =
legal opinion, should make application to appear ian front of Planning
Board. At that time present reasons for this to-them. Meets second '
Tuegsday of the month. : '

Mr. Hunter stated reallze Board has no basis on which to make- Judg—
ment. Mr. Mogaverd stated wasn t completely aware of hardship :
application.

DECTSION: Application withdrawn.

#4. Application of Howard Williamson, 649 Richardson Road, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval to build a house on an i1rregularly ‘shaped
and undersized lot, 80' at front let line, 180' deepy,.approxv-
57' at narrowest pdint, S half of Lot 36 Ballantyne Acres - Case
A-27. (Lester St.} D Zone:-

Mr. Williamson appeared. 'Mr. Lighthouse stated thought should determine
if north or :south half of lot. Mr. Hunter stated Lot 36 on Lester Ave
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{Board members checked plat map book to determine exact location of
lot 1In question.)

Mr. Williamson stated South half of Lot 36, Mr. Hunter asked if
third lot in from Ballantyne? Mr. Williamson stated originally
second lot. My, Hunter stated has been subdivided. Mr. Lighthouse
stated originally one lot. Mr. Palermo stated Mr. Bianchi was in for
North half a couple of months ago. . Mr. Lighthouse asked .if sure it
was South half, three neighbors called him about this,

Mr. Hunter stated 80 on diagonal front lime, . 67' actually in terms
of perpendicular to sides of lot. Asking to build on undersized lot.
How about side lines .and front and back lines? Mr. Williamson

stated has drawing. (Presented drawing to¢ Mr. Hunter.) Mr. Hunter
stated suggesting 8' on either side of structure, does ask for side
line variances and 60" front setback which is per code, Doesun't show
back, would be something over 1l00', sure it is all right. As set it
needs side line wvariances for each side., Does he intend to incorpor-
ate garage in building? Mr., Williamson stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked
if two story home? Mr. Williamson stated yes, .two story. Mr. Hunter
asked if he forsees any nedd In the future in terms of adding to
structure which would require additional variances? Mr. Williamson
stated no, three bedroom home, single car garage. Mr. Palermo asked
if garage incorporated into home? Mr, Willlamson advised getting
variance as contract vendor, Bianchi going to build, won't live in it.

Mrs. Tanger asked 1f same type house Bianchi has been building? Mz,
Williamson stated yes. Mr, Palermo asked if similar to the one next
door? Mr., Williamson stated similar to the one building there omn
other half of lot.. Mr., Hazrington asked 1f side lot variance granted
on other lot?

Mzr. Palermo asked if structure 40' wide, is 57' adequate? M=x. Davis
advised 67' when you scale it, not 57'. Mr, Hunter stated if omnly
40! wide don't need side line variance. If this is .40' and 67' from
there to there (indicating on drawing) could place sc don't need
variance. Mr. Williamson stated originally had 10', wanted to

leave 87, .

Mr. Hunter asked if he knew about 40" dimensioms? Mr. Williamson
stated those ave Bianchl's dimensions. Mr. Hunter asked who is owner
of record? Mr. Williamson stated he is, Bianchi has option.

Mr. Harrington asked if had tape map of lot to show exact width of .
lot? Mr. Davis stated it is here in Plat book. Mr. Harringtom stated
talking about perpendicular, application says 57'., Bill says 67T,
Makes bilg difference if going to apply for side lot variance, No
sense granting variance Lf not necessary. Mr. Williamson stated
though lot was 67'. Mr. Hunter stated if Board approves, should be
tape location map in record. If true, wouldn't need side variance,
Would like to suggest Board reserve decision and Mr. Williamson
furnish copy of tape location map for comnsideration.

Mr. Pietropaoli stated Mr. Davis will get scale and scale off on

Plat book. Mr. Hunter stated if satisfied that is 67' could go ahead.
OQught to get side lot variance straight. -House Bianchi is building
next door was 70" x 30', appareuntly different house. Mr. Williamson
stated his drawing, don't kmow. Mr. Hunter asked 1f he had seen house
going up now, which way does it face? Mr. Williamson stated faces
Lester Street. Mr. Palermo asked short side or long side?

Mr. Pietrovpaoli stated Mr. Davis' scale shows 67': Mr. Hunter stated
record should show lot approximately 67' wide perpendicular to side
lines, only thing needed is wvarlance to build on undersized lot. Board
should congider this way. If granted, on that basis. Mr. Harrington
asked if application should be amended to 672 Mr. Heilman stated
application reads approximately 57'. Mr. Hunter stated should change
to approximately 67'. Mr. Williamson stated will agree to that.

DECISYON: Granted unanimously with following stipulations: Dimensions
of house to be built will be 40" x 26'; House to be placed
10" from either side 1ot line.
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#5. Application of Robert Hopkins, 299 Rumson Road, Rochester, N. Y., _
for approval of remewal of wvariance for 2 signs, one on building
4' x 8" gpot lighted, and one intermally lighted on existing
pole of Alex Donut Sign, same silze sign, advertising Pink
Parrot, 3209 Chili Avenue. B Zone.

Mr. Patrick O'Neil appeared to represent Mr. Hopkins. Mr. Hunter
gstated signs are Pink Parrot sigus, two existing signs previously
granted by this Board. Would you care to say anything about them?

Mr. O0'Neil stated they have been no problem in past year since they
have had them up. Mr, Palermo asked 1f signs would be maintained
and operated the same as in the past? Mr, 0'Neil said yes. Mr.
Heilman asked one has spot light, what hours do they have it omn?

Mr. O'Neil stated until 2:30 am. Mxr. Hunter asked if goose-neck
light that shines on it, other sign internally liphted? Mrs. Tanger
asked if both on until 2:20 am? Mr. Hunter asked if that 1s per
original conditions under which sign was granted? Mr. 0'Neil
answered yes,

Mr. Hunter stated original wvariance stated lightdd through normal

hours of operation and no later than one half hour after closing.

Asked if they close at 2:00 am? Mr. 0’'Neil said yes. Mr. Hunater

asked if evef: thought of replacing sign or con31der1ng replacement?

Mr. 0'Neil stated not at present time. -

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished tec speak in favor of application
and no one appeared.. Mr, Hunter asked 1f anyone wished to speak in
opposition. . - . -

Mr. William Wilcox, Stuart Road, stated doesn't know if opposed,
what 1s extended time, .one year, two, five? Mr. Hunter stated up to
Board, three to four years for permanent type signs, at discretion
of Board

Mrs. Betty Winkelholz, 3448 Chili Avenue, stated doesn't mind signs
on building. Now has sign on road, other places going to request
signs on road, thinks everyone knows where Pink Parrot and Alex
Donut are, pretty soon everyone wants sign. Going to look like West
Henrietta Road. Don't think signs necessary.

Mrs. Bernice Wilcom, Stuart Road, stated this is.visual pollution and’
opposed to signs.

Mr. Charles .Winkelholz, 3448 Chili Avenue; stated not commenting one
way or other, asking if any rules in Chili that limit signs. Henrietta
went to work and really a mess. Anything in plans to get organized

6 that done in . decent.manner or.is every sign: going to have to come
before zoning? Mr. Hunter stated there are provisions in Master Plan
and signs are part of what is covered in that.

Mr. Pietropaoli stated theve are provisions in new zoning ordinances
which will be discussed at 4 public meetings through the town. First
one on May 2 herxre.at . Town Hall.. Would hope that people.interested

in zoning would come here. Town Board and members of Zoning and
Planning Boards will be there specifically to discuss new Master FPlan.
Hopefully will be adopted .some time . this . year with suggestions of
townspeople adopted into ordinances.

Mr. Haeilman stated trying to limit size of, 31gns to approximately
32-36 sq. ft. Trying to have people come in and renew so as to keep
control. ©Not being granted indicriminately but commercial operations
expect to be seen by people and put up signs:. -That is why parg of
zoning ordinances. .-

Mr. Winkelholz stated regerring to sign in front- .of Chili Hardware.

He replaces often .and every time .they go by, somebody has thrown -
rocks and smashed, Looks awful, Doesn't want it to get so that Chili

Center is out.of hand. ©Put some.zoning thing through and take.all.

down, create more problems.
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Mr. Heilman stated that is concern of all Boards, want to make town
look nice for people who live here, out to achieve that. Dealing
with commercial establishments and have to look at their side.

Mr. Winkelholz stated looked at their side. Go back to apartments,
everyone in area opposed to them and everything goes through unani-
mously. Ask me to come to meetings, what is use, This is way feels,

go ahead strictly on what they want to do and whatever He has done or
petitions he has presented apparecently deoesn't make a bit of difference.

Mr., Pietropaoli stated not a matter for this Board. Mr. Winkelholz
stated Jjust wanted to comment on 1t. Mz, Pietropaoli stated apparently
talking about project gentleman represented thisg evening that he

was opposed to before. Regavrding Master Plan, you will have input.

That is why we are coming to people. As Town Attorney the Town .
Board doesn't plan on passing any comprehensive zoning ordinances and
Master Plan without thinking of people about Master Plan. Three

years in the making, thxough services of Monroe County Planning

Commission. Don't know if they are right or not, hope they know

what they are doing when they put document together. ©Not dnfallible,

hope we will have input as Town officials and people as residents

will have input and together come up with something to benefit Town.

Mr., Winkelholz stated will have something to say about the signs,
otherwise waste of tinme,

Mrs. Bernice Wilcox, Stuart Road, stated on constructive side, suggest
that when this comes about, consider some type of uniform sign such

as Scottsville and Pittsford are doing, which would be attsactive

to area of Town.

Mr. Hunter stated hard to resist coming to defense of Board. Over the
years has developed informal set of guides it uses for looking at

sign requests. Probably sign requests are toughest they deal with and
take most time. Many are modified as a result of Board going hack

to applicant and making suggestions. Don't have formal set of rules,
will have and should have. Wanted people to realize they have been
operating with some order in mind. May not agree with Board.

Mr. O'Neil stated if it wasn't for commercial businesses that are
trying to enter town, taxes would go sky high. Can give some good
examples, when Greece didn't. let Xerox in 1B:=years ago, regretting
it ever since.

DECISION: Granted unanimously for one year period with following
stipulations: To be lighted through normal hours of
operation and to be lighted no later than one half hour
after closing hour of business; spot lights on sdgn on
building to be properly shielded so no glaring light
shines toward road.

#6. Application of Avcher Homes, 4 Saddle Back Trail, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval of 4' x 8' sign advertising Archer Homes
Subdivision Plat Mar - located on Chestnut Ridge Road, Lot #2.
E Zone,

Mr. Al Simeone appeared, stated temporary sign, when tract completed .
will take dewn. Mr. Hunter asked roughly how many homes will be

built? Mr. Simeone stated about 20 lots left, Mr. Hunter asked if

sign not up now? Mr. Simeone stated damaged by vandals, having

repaired. Mr. Hunter asked if sign has been there previously? Mr. .
Simeone stated same sign but painted over, cut ap by rocks, etc,

Mr. Hunter asked if unlighted, single-faced sign? Mr. Simeone stated
double-faced, unlighted.

Mr. Hunter asked if any one wished to speak in favor of application
and no one appeared. Mr. Hunter asked if anyone opposed.

Mr., Wilcox, Stuart,Road, asked how long is a while. Mr. Simeone
stated hope to be finished within a year.

Mr. Pietropaoli stated should be corrected to D Zone on application.
(Application correct, legal notice in error.)
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DECISION: Granted for period of one year or until completion of
sale of lots in subdivision, whichever comes first, at
which time sign to be removed by owner.

#7. Application of Ronald Easton (Ace Swim-Serw) 799 Paul Road,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of two signs #4' x 8' on building
locatéd at 800 Paul Road, advertising Ace Swim-Serv., B Zone.

Mr., Easton appeared, stated has leased old Baptist Church, want to
put sign on front and side on Coldwater advertising they are there.
Mr. Hunter asked if where second-hand furniture store was? Mr.
Easton answered yes. Mr. Palermoc asked why need signs that big?
Mr. Easton stated far from Chili Avenue, thought Jay's was 4' x 47,
Has display center set up, warehouse. ~Leased with option to buy.
If things work out, might move over there.

Mr. Harrington asked if two signs 4' = 8'? My, EBaston said 4' x 8'7%
Mr. Hunter asked if unlighted? Mr. Easton said yes. Mr. Hunter asked
1f wood with painted letters? Mr. Easton stated plywood painted,

just as whown on drawing. Mr. Heilman asked if nailed to building?
Mr. Hunter asked how long he will have signs? MNr. Easton stated
leased for one year, 1f move may want to change.

Mr. Pletropaoli asked if any sales taking place in this building?

Mr. Easten stated yes. Mr. Pietropaoli stated at both locations
then.. Mrs. Tanger asked if he will have to store outside of building?
Mr. Easton answered no.’ . .

Mr. Hunter asked about parking situation at.this building? Mr.
Easton stated in front and down side. Thinks adequate. Most of
business will be at old store. What has done is set up pool inside
for display purpoges..:Hope to continue sales:where. . they are, hard
to operate two places. Mr. Hunter asked if.will have people. in.
building all day lont. Mr. Pietrxopaoli stated actually sales or
writing of contracts will be across street. Show me ppol on Paul
Road and.go across street? Mr., Easton stated w111 have someone at
both places, offices at both places.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in- favor of application
and no one appeared. Asked if anyone in opposition?

Mz. Winkelholz asked what happens after.a year? Mr. Hunter stated
has to come back to renew, otherwise would die.

Mrs. Winkelholz asked on building, not on road? Mr. Easton said
that was right. Mr. Hunter stated at suggestion of Mr. Palermo,
after year, if they wish to go on they may reapply and Board may at
that time decide yes ' 6r:np, new ball game:- .

Mrs. White, Beaver Road, asked why then need two signs on Paul Road?
Would one face Coldwater? Mr, Easton statéed yes, way Paul Road sits
church sits on angle, sign gets lost on Paul Road.

Mr. Pietropaoll stated,Mr. Easton presently has trailer located on
premises. Will trailer be takem away when In operation over here?

Mr. Easton stated has zapplication in for this season, coming up in

a couple of weeks. Mr. Pietropaoli asked if applying to keep trailer?
Mr. Easton stated could be, for storage probably, keep about a tomn

of coal and sand in paper bags in it. Mr. Pietropaoli asked if will
keep name on side of trailer too? Mr. Easton stated it does say Ace,
on side of truck when bought it. Painted it so would match building.

Mrs. Tanger asked if there d¢n't trailer next to church too now?
Mr. Easton stated not his, don't know who it belongs to. Doesn't
own pwxuperty, cannot do anything about it.

Mr. Winkelholz stated has gquestion about Master Plan. What happens
if comes up and everybody decides no gigns in Chili at all., Every~
body has to take signs down. Mr. Hunter stated would depend on what
Boards would feel. Other towns have allowed some reasonable length
of time, 3 or 5 years, in which to comply. ©No more new signs and
existing may stay up for X years. Mr. Pietropaoli stated reasonable
pericd of time to amortlze cost of sign before it comes down.
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Mr. Winkelholz stated.felt Board should authorize.no signs until
Master Plan. approved. . Mr. Hunter. stated cannot do that, not faizr.

Mr. Harrington stated apparently consensus of opinion that Board
seems to act at own digcretion regardless of how people state
feelings. Would like to let them know have apent many hours after
public has been released, as late as one in the morning, discussing
pros and cons and trying to give everything due consideration., Not
true that you. come in and give opinions and we do what we want to
do any way. All in minutes aad that is why.decisions take so long
many times. : ccoTo L . . NP

Mrs. Weber stated. moved- -into town not quite 7_years ago, spot .
zoning not for the better, doesn't think anybody deing anything to
improve Chili, Chili Center one big mess.

Mrs. Bernice .Wilcox stated second application mentioned signs.alresady
there, didn't see that it sald renewal.

Mr. Hunter stated doesn t really matter unless signs there are
wiolation. Looked at them Sunday, pretty sure they are. Sorry if
misconstrued. Mrs. Tanger stated can appreciate his position- too,
work not completed w1thin a year.

DECISION' Granted unanlmously with stipulation that signs to-be.

removed by lessor either at completion of business-or
after one year, whichever comes first,

Held over from Mareh 28, 1972 Public Hearing:

Application of Keith Killingbeck, 10 Cannon- Hill-Drive, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval of radioc tower foxr ham redio,-left rear of house,
approx. 50 feet in height. .

Mr. Killingbeck appeared and presented drawings in catalog of radio
tower which he proposed sxecting on his property. TLayfayette Radio
and Electronics Catalog. Heipght of tower 46', approximately 12" in
diameter, Type EP-5, construcked of steel channel., Tower will be
approximately 35' higher than home.

Mr. Harvey Simpson of 14 Cannon Hill Drive also appeared to repeat
his objections. to tower previously presented at March 28 meeting.

DECISTION: Granted, 5 Ayes, Mr. Hunter abstained, pér plans and
specifications submitted and to be erected by professional
contractor and for as long as he owns the house.

Mr. Gary Bonnell, 31 Morrison Avenue, appeared to informally discuss
erecting 21" pool in 44" back yard.

Kathleen Luedke
Secretary
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A Publie Hearing of the Zoning Boaxd of Appeals of the Town of
Chili was held on May 23, 1972 in the Chili Administration Office,
3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester, New York 14624, The Hearing was called
to order at 8:00 P.M. by the Chairman, Mr. Hunter.

Present: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mres. Gertrude Tanger
Mr. Richard Harrington
Mr. John Lighthouse
Mr. Richard Aureli
Mr. John Palermo

Also Present: Mr. Alfred J. Heilman, Deputy Town Attorney
Mr. William Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

oy

Mr. Heilman stated that each of the 10 applications to be heard tenight
have been properly advertised in a paper of town-wide circulation
and an affidavit Is on f£ile in the Town Clerk's office.

#1. Application of J. & J. Tire Sales, 1141 Scottgville Road,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of 1 sign 12' x 6' double faced
illuminated, B, F. Goodrich logo sign for center pole mounting,
two 12' % & 1/2' single faced illunimated plastic 8. F. Goodrich
logo signs for £flush wall mounting, three 1' x 10' signs for
service bay panels reading alignment, brakes, balancing, A Zone,

Mr. Berald Wassgserman; Secretaxy of the company appeared. Showed

sketch and stated this was what building looks like now. Wishes to

add two BFG signs on front and center pole sign in front area. One

logo sign on each side.of front of building and center pole sign in
front of building. This would be free-standing sign up front. Building
sekt at such an angle, no way people can see place from city side unless
free-gtanding sign out froent.

Mr. Hunter asked if.dimensions were correct, 12' x 6'? Mr. Wasserman
stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked 1f sings om either side 12' x & 1/27?
Mr. Wasserman stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked about 1' x 10' signs over
doors? Mr. Wasserman stated yes.

Mr. Hunter stzted the three big signs are quite a bit bigger than
anything Board willing to grant for past three years., Worked on

ground rule of maximum of 36 sq. f£ft. Obviously quite a bit bigger

than that., Asked if Mr. Wasserman cared. to say anything about rationale
and availability of other sizes. -

Mr. Wasserman stated have alternative sizes. BFG sign company makes
them in other sizes, only problem that face of building and signs
that are up there now make proposed sign sizes in proportion to signs
that are up there now. - 4 ft. . letters. Building- 100.ft, long, if
small sign might just as well not put up there.

Mr. Hunter stated recalled when originally asked for sign he has
there, only reason granted letters on face of building itself, not
sign as such. Generally spegking bigger.than anything Boaxd has
allowed recently.

Mr. Palermo asked what is next size down? Mr. Hunter stated 16' x 6',
12' x 4'6", 3' x B', same sign, guess that they are not, single faced.
Mr. Wasserman stated ones on building called:for 12" x 4'6" which. is
standard sign that they use. Mr. Hunter stated smaller omne that same
type 3' x 8' single faced, other one double faced. Mr. Wasserman
stated double faced one wants to use on-pole.

Mrs. Tanger asked if means 5 signs on face of building in all? Mr,
Wasserman stated could forgo bay signs, not that essential, More
essential to have BFG jidentification up therxe. Franchise dealers,

in business standard procedure anybody that handles major brand tires
carries identification. Recommended sizes for proper proportion and
balance with what have on building now. Mr. Palermo asked what is
frontage? Mr. Wasserman gtated 100' long and 25' high, quite a big area.
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LEGAL NOTICE

NOTICE 15 HEREBY GIVEN
THAT there will be a Public
Hearing of the Zoning Board of
Appeals of the Town of Chili,
to be held in the Chili Ad-
ministratien Office, 3235 Chili |
Avenue, Rochester, New York,
14624 on May 23, 1972 at 8:00
P.M. to consider the following
applicatious:

#1 . Application of J. & J. Tire
Sales., 1141 Scottsville Road,
Rochester, N.Y., for approval
of 1 sign 12' x 6, double

faced, illuminated, B.F. Good-
rick logo sign for center pole
mounting. two 12°x4 1/2' single
faced illumirated plastic B.F.

Goodrich log6 signs for flush
wall mounting , ihree I’ ¥
10 signs for servicebay panels
reading alignment, brakes, bal-
ancing. A Industrial Zone,

#2. Application of Robert Lehe,
20 Black Creek Road, for ap-
proval of renewal of variance
for 30" x 60’ building, frame
for storage, on Lot 126,Black
Creek Road, variance grantgd
Feb. 1967. D Zone. -
#3. Application of Esther White,
2844 Chili, Rochester, N. _1,:',
to move house at 2844 CHili
{rear) to lot west of 2844 Chili
Avenue E Zone.

o
_#4. Application of Clifford

Widener, 3582 Union Strest,
N. Chili;N.Y., for approval of
enlarging kitchen and adding
family room to existing resi-
dence at 3582 Union Street,
pre-gxisting, non-conforming




isi, 3209 Chili Avenue, Roches-
ter, N.Y. for approval of raisg-
ing roof over stairway at rear
of building, located at 3209
Chili Ave. B Zone,

#6. Application of Roberts Wes-
leyan College, 2301 Westside
Drive, Rochester, N.Y., forap-

‘proval to convert single famity

residence located at 3311 Unioh
Street to two family residence,

E Zone. Jod

#7. Application of Stallion De-

velopment Corp., 1726 Long

Pond Road, Rochester, N.Y.,

for approval of renewal of vari -

ance for temporary sigm, un-

lighted, advertising subdivision

to be located on property
located between 736 and 738

Paul Road, sign 4" x 8. E/
Zone.

#8. Application of Gary K. Bon-

nell, 31 Morrison Avenue, for

approval {0 ereet above- ground

swimming pool less tham 15

feet from lot line and house.

D. Zoune,

#9. Applicatien of Ryan Homes,

2269 Lyell Avenue, Rochester®

N.Y., for approvaltobuild home
closer to side lot line than
zZouing requirements -1.18 ft.
from S. lot line, E Zoie.

#16. Application of Mary En-
gels, 3183 Chili Avenune, Ro-
chester, N.Y.,fot approval of
renewal of variance for exist-
ing sign which is illuminated,
approx, 2 x 3', advertising
beauty shop. B Zone.

All interested partics are
reguestied to he present. By
order of the Chalrman of the
Zoning Board-of Appeals of the
Town of Chili, New York.

LURAINA E. ROBBINS
Town Clerk
Town of Chili, N.Y.,
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Mr. Lighthouse asked what about lighting? Mr. Wasserman stated
illuminated, plastic face, nice gigns. Don't know if any other
dealers in town of Chili, standard identificatiorn for these buildings.

Mr. Heillman asked 1f have signs on bullding, feel still need free-standing
sign? Mr. Wasserman stated has no exposure toward city at all. Mr.
Heilman asked if granted free-standing would you need sign on building?
Mr. Wasserman stated if had choice, rather have free-standing sign

than sign on building, get exposure from city side, NMr. Harrington

asked what other sizes for free-standing sign? Mr. Hunter stated

16' x 6'. Mr. Pfenninger asked how far sign would be from highway? l
(Board members looked at dimensions of various signs in catalog

presented by Mr. Wasserman.)

Mr. Wasserman stated could prbably still have smaller signs on
building. Mr. Hunter asked if Mr. Wasserman would consider sign

on side of building such that someone coming down road would be able
to see that. Feels free-standing more objectionable kind of sign

in terms of cluttering area. Would like to see them on building,
something to think about.

Mr. Palermo asked if blue on face of bullding only in front or
carried around side? Mr. Wasserman stated painted blue which does
carry around side, part panelied aluminum. Mr. Palermo asked if
possible to have two signs in front and one on side of building?

Mr: Wasserman stated would be satisfied if that is Board's desire.
Purpose of pole sign to get exposure coming from city. If get sign
on that side of building so people can see us coming the other way,
will be okey. Would be happy if you feel pole sign is objectionable

.to put three signs on building, one on c¢ilty side and other two on

front of building.

Mr. Palermo asked which size sign? Mr. Wasserman stated prefer to
have all equal in size. Rather have 12' x 4 1/2' uniform standard,
illuminated. Mr. Hunter asked if Mr. Wasserman would be willing to
write these people and see what else is available? Had this happen
another time, something to suit your needs and more in keeping with
what we are trying to do. Mrs. Tanger stated naturally these are
illuminated signs. Mr., Wasserman stated don't know what flexibility
on thisstuff is, if have in stock or how they work it., Representative
was supposed to be with me tonight. Will pursue further with them,.

Mr. Hunter stated can reserve decision and Mr. Wasserman check and

see what he can find out, call or write letter advising Boarxd.

Mr. Palermo stated ought to amend application stating three signs omn
face of building. Mr. Hun ter asked if Mr. Wasserman would be willing
to amend request to read three signs on building rather than as appli-
cation reads now. Mr. Wasserman stated with that reservation would
like to reserve right to ask for 12' x 4' signs so get enough coverage
on those signs so can see from city. Will amend my request for pole
gsign to three signs 12' x 4 1/2'. 1In event I can get smaller signs,
think pretty much standard, may have to stick with that.

Mrs. Tanger asked if asking for signs for bays also? Mr. Wasserman
gtated yes. Mr. Hunter asked if any indication of candle power or
wattage on these signs? Mr, Wasserman stated single-faced 7.8 amps,
4 1/2' x 12" gign, Mr. Hunter asked what hours and days would signs
be lighted? Mr. Wasserman stated 5 days between dusk and 10:00 P.M.
Mr. Palermo asked what is closing time? Mr. Wasserman stated about
8:00 P.M.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Reserved, application amended by Mr. Wasserman to three
signs 12" x 4 1/2' on building and service bay panels.

#9. Application of Ryan Homes, 2269 Lyell Avenue, Rochester, N. Y.,
for approval to build home closer to side lot line than zoning
requirements ~ 1.18 ft. from S. lot line. E Zone.

Mr. Joseph Yankanich appeared. Mr. Hunter stated apparently in our
legal notice on the application, address of variance was not published
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and Board feels legally cannot conduct heaving this evening., TIf
Board were to render decision, could be overthrown. People did not
kpow where it is. Suggest republishing next month. and hearing in
June meeting so that people have opportunity to f£ind out where it
is. Mr. Yankanich stated he thought adjolning owners had received
notices. Mr. Hunter stated letters do not constitute legal notice,
letters a courtesy. Mr. Heilman stated court would prbably deny.

Mr. Yankanich stated house ready for occupancy. Either have to do
something to render situation or have more serious problem than
previously had. House.is completed and ready for occupancy when sent
to do tape map and found error. If have to go another month might

be tough. Mr, Heilman stated to be acting properly, mobody knows

made application before Board tonight, entitled to kmow that. Take to
court and say not given proper notice, court could say could not come
before Board and speak against variance. Understand your position,
not really done properly.

Mr. Yankanich agked if will be on docket? Mr. Hunter stated the 4th
Tuesday of June. Reégarding signs out fromt in tract, do they indicate
lot line or lot numbers? Mrs. Tanger added 82, etc. Mr. Yankanich
stated put up to identify lot during comnstruction, Usually just
tacked to sanitary sewer lateral. Mr, Lighthouse asked if cormer
stakes on lot? Mr. Yankanich stated usually destroyed through
construction. Instrument survey to Ldentldfy the lot.

DECISION: Postponed.

#2. Applicatiom of Robert Lehr, 20 Black Creek Road, for approval
of renewal of variance for 30' x 60' building, frame for storage
on Lot 126 Black Creek Road, variance granted February 1967.
D Zone. ’

Mr. Lehr appeared, presented map from previous owner showing where
building was erected. Mr. Hunter asked if closeat to Black Creek
Road, corrugated steel building? Mr. Lehr stated yes. Mr. Hunter
asked if new owner? Mr. Lehr stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked what
purpose building is used for? Mr. Lehr stated boat storage and sales.

Mr. Hunter stated assumes not year round sort of thing? Mr, Lehn
stated it was, but cutting back to nine months from March to November.
Mr. Hunter asked if heated building? Mr. Lehr stated yes. Concrete
floor, panelled interior, insulated. Mr, Hunter asked how long he

has owned? Mr. Lehr stated two years inm July. Mr. Hunter stated
essentially reason for request is that this is commercial use in
residentlal area, D Zone. Asked if he has talked to any people who
live in area at all? Mr. Lehr stated only two houses on other side,
other side Scottsville Road, across street school, and creek in back.
Mr. Hunter asked if anyone had commented to Mr. Lehr since notice was
published in paper? Mr. Lehr stated no, building has been there about
5 years.

Mr. Hunter asked 1f anyone wished to speak in favor of application and
no one appeared. On question 1f anyone against application, Mr. Neil
Strassner, Names Road, appeared. Asked if variance is for whole thing?
Mr. Hunter stated in terms of use of property, used as sales and
gservice. Mr., Strassner stated has marina, orginally gave variance. .
Starting to look like junk yard. Doesn't loock very good. Isn't the
way originally started, looked very nice. TLooks like junk yard. Got
enough junk yards in area as it is, don't need any more. If agrees
to.straighten up area wouldn't object to it,.

Mr. HUnter asked if conmcern is for storage outside of building? Mr.
Strassner stated right, outside looking terrible. Gave variance,
promised to keep loocking neat. Done good job for little while, last
year or so looking like awful mess. Mr. Lehr stated been having dirxt
hauled in and grading off. Mr. Strassner stated compilining how boats
strewn all around. Mr. LEhr stated when haul boats in granted going
to sit around on ground and move around. Mr. Strassner stated stored
terrible, not lined up or anything. Mr. Lehr stated cruisers are in
line. facing creek. Trying to get front and side graded off, when
previous owner owned it, side where creek is is swamp. Had garbage
in there. Trying to cover up. Boats are coming in and out, cannot

run
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run out every 5 minutes and move.

Mr. Hunter asked if boats operated out of area? MR, Strassner stated
boats stored there. Mr. Lehr stated canoes on raecks, Mr, Strassner
stated other boats used to be stored neat, not any more. Mr. Lehr
stated busy, cannot stop and park every boat.

Mr. Strassner stated last year stazted to look bad, before that looked
very neat. Mr. Lehr stated as business grows get more customers and

more boats. If had $100,000 would put in blacktop. Trying to improve
over what it was before. Would say before it was a junk yard, straightl
ened up a lot more than what it was, Had people come down and comment

on how much nicer it is beginning to look. In process of eliminating
dirt, actually was garbage there and junk. .

Mr. Strassner stated wanits to see place cleaned up, don't want to

see it get out of our control. Mr. Lehr stated planning on eventually
buying Mr. Tacy's house and wouldn't want to live in juak yard takes
time, If saw what swamp was . like before, that was junk. '

Mr. Pfenninger asked how many boats he has at one time? Mr. Lehr
stated busy season has 30-~40." Outside 8-10, in building 8=10. Mz,
Pfenninger asked if most boats outside? Mr. Lehr stated behind
building and parking area for sale. When customers come in for
repairs, 1f busy put along street until we have time to move them.

My, Strassner asked if owned right up to creek? MR. Lekr stated no,
lease that from R G & E. Mr. Strassner gtated state owns along creek.
Mr. Lehr stated they own swamp. Mr, Strassner asked if water right of
way too? Mr., Lehr stated not listed as navigable body of water, under-
stands R G & E owns it.

Mr. Strassner stated children used to £fish up there, now being moved

off, Mr. Lehr stated stopped fishing because of boats and equipment,
found things missing. Used as pienic area with cans and garbage all

over, Have grass cut, lot looks like park. If want to fish, go on I
cther side of bridge. Used to have boy walk ahead of lawn mower to

pick up cans, ete. Had customer park, when left Carroll's wrappers

etc., all over ground there. That is why stopped fishing. If child

fassl in, have insurance problem toco. Have to protect owan liability,

Put sign out -~ no fishing ~ clean and neat, grass cut, looks like

park. If rent boat, fine, just park.

DECTISION: Cranted with stipulation that property and equipment be
kept in meat and oxderly fashion and as long as Mr. Lehr
owns the business ox for five years, whichever occurs Ffirst.

#3. Application of Esther White, 2844 Chili Avenue, Rochester, N. Y.,
to move house at 2844 Chiii (rear) to lot west of 2844 Chili
Avenue. E Zone.

Mrs. White appeared, stated would like to move little house on next
lot. Wants permit to do that. (Indicated on map) Big house and
double garage, want to move little one. Mr. Hunter asked if west of
lot on which presently located? Proposing 50 ft. setback? Mrs. White
stated goes with rest of houses there. Mr. Hunter stated necessary

to have wvariance, 60 ft. is code. Side line 10 ft. ninimum within

the code, other side motre than 10 £t. ’

Mrs. White asked 1if any objection to house going other way, going
lengthwise? Mr. Hunter asked 1f garage is part of this home? Mrs,

White stated no. Mr. Hunter asked where doors are? Mrs. White

indicated on front and side, have two. Mr. Hunter stated if turn would
locate door on side. Asked if line would then be paxallel with side?

Mrs. White stated parallel with Chili Avenue. Mr. Huntexr asked if would
still maintain 10 £t minimum and 50 ft. setback? Mrs. White stated

ves.

Mr, Hunter asked if subdivided recently by Planning Board? Mrxs. White
stated combined three years ago for tax purposes. Had put into two
separate lots again a year ago. Mr. Hunter stated has letter from
Planning Board to Zoning Board dated Jume 9, 1971 that Board did hear
application to resubdivide lot and approval to move smallhouse to new
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lot. Approved subdivision with stipulations that appear for house
area variance. Implies home is smallexr than code calls for. May be
spegking of area of lot, roughly 60 x 200, 12,000 sq. ft. Think that
is under miminum. E Zomne c¢alls for 15,000 sq. ft. Home roughly 700
sq. fe. 1050 s§. f£t. required. It is size of home in question.
Planning Board grarnted resubdivision to include smaller lot. Referred
to this Board actual size of home, square footage. Single story home?
Mrs. White stated yes.

Mr. Hunter stated code calls for 1050 sq. ft., this is roughly 750;
asked number of rooms? Mrs. White stated living there, 6 rooms and
bath, lives there now. Mr. Hunter asked how many ian family? Mrs.
White stated just herself, all alone. Mr. Hunter asked would like to
rotate 90° 1f agreeable to Board? Mrs. White stated if possible. Mr.
Palermo asked if 25,7 ft. side would be facing xoad? Mr. Hunter stated
that is what proposing as understands, parallel to Chili Avenue. Mrs.
White stated yes.

Mr. Aureli asked if has basement in home? Mrs. White stated yes, has
half basement. Mr. Hunter asked what about garage? Mrs. White stated
would like eventually. Mr. Hunter asked if would require variance for
garage? DMrs. White stated doesn't know. Mr. Hunter stated talking
60.6 ft. and 35.7 wide, 10 ft. omn one side, 24,9 ft. Mr. Harrington
stated 14 ft. if 10 ft. from other leot line, Mr. Hunter stated prefer
not to grant variance which later on will require another wariance.
Mrs. White stated have driveway mow, 30 would leave and do away with
turn around and have garage put up here, Mr. Hunter asked if attached?
Mrs, White stated don't know. Mr, Hunter '‘asked if present intention
would be when put garage in would comply with side lot variance? Mrs.
White stated right. :

Mr.. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of application and
no one appeared. On question of anyone wishing to speak in opposition
Mr. Gerald Meade, 2852 Chili Avenue appeared. Asked what dimensions

of dwelling were? Mr. Hunter stated 34.4 feet long and said variance,
one side 20.3, other side 25.7 feet, jog in back, approximately 780 sq.

Mr. Meade stated, basically pexrsonal reasons for objecting, influences
value of his property. Background dates back some 5-6 years on the
dwelling, was about 20 ft. square. This Board granted permission to
put’ addition on for 5 year period, stipulation that it would be moved
from property at that time. Mrs. White stated not granted te me,
granted to husbanéd, did not know about it.

Mr. Hunter stated gentleman was correct, read decision at that time:
"Granted for a period of five years, to constzxuct a 127 x 22" addition
on the westerly side of the pre-existing, non-conforming house at the
rear of 2844.Chili Avenué. At the end of the five year period, the enti
structure, including the pre-existing, non-conforming house as well as
the said addition to be demolished or removed and any excavation filled
and graded. This variance shall not be renewable after the five yeaxs."

Mr. Meade askeéd whose name property was in at time granted? Mr. Hunter
stated Mrs. White says both her and husband's names. Mrs. White

stated didn't know anything about it. Mr. Meade asked if granted to
owner of property? Mr. Hunter stated considered granted te property,
had owners here at .time.

Mr. Bill Effridge, 2845 Chili Avenue, appeared, one reason, didn't get
notification on any of these variances. People on either side of him
get them for all the times this has been before Board, never received
one, Just stated courtesy, in other words, lack courtesy. Mr. Hunter
stated 1if true, omission, no intentlion to leave anybody out.

Mr. Effridge stated is resident, owns property, like to be classed as
person. Also agree with Mr. Meade for value of property. Cannot agree
on~it, was garage. If new house, would agree. Has been garage and
rebuilt. Mrs. White stated no, mother and dad lived there for years.
Bullt as house for years. Mr. Effridge stated in construction business
for 40 years, nobody can pull wool over his eyes. Mrs. White stated
never. garage, was house, beauty shop was in garage 25 years ago.

Mr: Hunter asked whether claiming hardship for what asking for, hardship

i had
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on property? Mrs. White stated want to sell it and cannot sell with
little house back there, want to sell big one.

DECISION: Denied with the following vote: Mr, Harrington Aye;
Mr. Pfenninger, No; Mrs. Tanger, no; Mr. Lighthouse, no:
Mr. Aureli, no; Mr. Palermo, no; MR. Hunter mno. Board
finds no hardship on property in question. Nothing unique
in character of neighborhood, all lots approximately same

size.
#4. Application of Clifford Widenexr, 3582 Union Street, N, Chili, l
N. Y., for approval of enlarging kitchen and adding family room
to existing residence at 3582 Union Street, pre-existing, non-
conforming building. E Zone. ‘
Mt. Gary Bischoping, son-in-law of Mr. Widener, appeaved. Stated
wants to put additinn on. (Indicated on drawing) proposed addition
46 ft. from center line of road, that is why needs wvariance.

Mr. Hunter asked if attached to south side of existing home? Dimensions
not given? Mr, Bischoping stated ves, 18' x 21", Existing poxch

would be torn off and would extend kitchen, kitchenette and canfiot have
applicances, in dining room. Want .to make kitchen larger soc can have
applicances out there and add family room.

Mr. Hunter stated setback is non-conforming. Mr. Bischoping stated
won't be obstructing vision on road at all. Mr. Hunter asked what is
approximate area? Mr. Bischoping stated have small bedroom here {on
drawing), another two bedrooms, small kitchenette, living room and
dinette, Mr. Hunter asked if one level, single story? Mr. Bischoping
stated has second story but don't use it. Mr. Hunter asked what style
would he term it? Mr. Bwschoping stated looks like cape cod with no
dormers. Have two boys and live with father~in-law.

Mr. Hunter asked presently live there and putting additiom on and still
would have two families there? Mrs. Bischoping stated just hexr father.

Mr. Hunter askad what use will put this to? Mr. Bischoping stated

make kitchen bigger so can take applicances out of dining area. Very
small living room with two growing boys would like to have family room

for them. No basement go would have 8' x 10 room used for laundry

room. Would be entrance here.

Mr. Hunter asked if use barn as garage? Mr, Bischoping stated garage
and storage., Mr. Hunter asked if addition will be same type as far as
siding? Mr. Bischoping stated aluminum siding now and will have that
on addition. Will have slanted roof. Mr. Palermo asked 1if same lines?
Mxr. Bischoping stated not exactly, roof pitched and slanted on other
side. Mrs. Bischoping stated addition 1961 has slanted roof, will match
that, won't be out of proportion.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one agppeared.

DECISION: Granted unanimously as per plans submitted.

#5. Application of Michael Trxuisi, 3209 Chili Avenue, Rochester, .
N. Y., for approval of raising roof over stairway at rear of build-~
ing located at 3209 Chili Avenue. B Zore.

Mr.. Valvano, architect for Mr. Truisi, appeared, presented drawings of I
proposed changes. Stated at rear of property has existing structure

level with basement presently covered with shed approximately 2 1/2 frt,
high. Would like to improve appearance of that by building brick

structure over 1t, remove shed and have doorway going down to basment

and storage down to side. Extend canopy over to door to provide
protection. Would like to build flight of stairs from existing door to
service upper floow.

Mr. Hunter asked what i1t is used for? Mr. Valvano stated presently
unused because being reviewed by Dept. of Labor. Cannot use because

it has certain wvioclations, appealing it. Would like to use as assembly
hall. Mr. Hunter stated one area for about three or four downstairs.
Myr. Valvano stated three stores below, presently upper floor locked up,
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cannot use, in process of appealing to Dept. of Labor. Would like to
with hope of getting approval go ahead and build stairway which will
give upper space a second remote exit in the most practical way

‘possible.

Mr. Hunter asked where other gtair is? Mr. Valvano stated two stairs
there now. From rear two flights go up now, too close together as

far as state is concerned. Would like to eliminate this flight here,
not any good, too close together. This stalr wide enough and by
providing exit at this end of ‘space, get bopefully remotest exlts can
provide within practical reason. Therefore, would like to build
stairway. Provide covering here, for odds and ends and cover for this
door and roof over this.gtructure.

Mr. Hunter asked if major purpose for comstruction is to facilitate
use of upper story? . Mr. Valvano stated mo, very well aware has to
appeal to State. Wants presently to build structure with this roof
over to here. Mr. Hunter stated done in contemplation and hope of
using upstairs, hopes will get approval from State.

Mr. Harrington asked if storage hexe and there? Mr. Valvano stated
this for waste and things like that, this for Alex Donuts and whoever
wants to use it. Here will have stairway. Whole area presently in
appeal to State .and waiting for meeting with them but at this time

and in compliance with this request would like permission to build this
which has nothing to do with upper floor.

Mzr,. Hunter stated. that piece doesn't, stalrway does. Would be intee-
ested in knowing, if State approved use of upstairs, when that happens
what kind of use? Mr. Valvano stated reception  hall for weddings and
things like that. Mr. Heilman asked where is paxking going to be?

Mr. Valvano stated parking in front and some at rear. Mr. Hunter asked
how much he estimated will need for that? Mr. Valvano stated camn
assure there should be enough. Mr. Heilman asked how much land Mr,
Truisi owns, behind that building? Mr. Valvano stated on site plan,
shows Jland at zear. and in. front. .o

Mr. Hunter stated 24.5 ft. off corner at rear lot lime. . Mr. Valvano
stated canopy will come over to about here, just, back of Pink Parrot
exit. Stated would like to suggest that reviewing of this not be based
on upper floor approved or not approved, flight of stairs will serve if
used for some other purpose.

Mr. Palermo asked if any storage under here now? Mr. Valvano stated
presently nothing in that space, just a flight .of stairs.. Mr. Hunter
asked why before this Beoard? Mr. Davis stated hasn't got variance,
too close to rear lot line. Had variance on other side, had 40 ft. on
West, now going 12 more feet.

Mz, Valvano stated existing structure, not adding structure, already
there. Mr., Davis stated ~not there on original prints. Mr. Valvano

.stated original drawings. show as basement. Mr. Hunter stated founda-

tion not structure by ,our codes, don't think require building permit
for basement. Mr. Valvano stated whether build basement or mnot,
extreme boundaries are considered part of building and are subject to
setback requirements. Mr. Hunter stated structure being planned now
not in original priant and that is why felt .should come before. this
Board..

Mr. Truisi stated has room for 100-150 cars in back there, has permission
to use land in back of his. Mr. Hunter asked if laid out with aisles

so know can get that.many back there? Mr. Truisi stated mo. Mr..

Hunter asked who owns property? Mx, Truisi stated Sum 0il Co.

MR. Heilman asked if upstairs 1is presently used? Mr. Valwano stated
no, locked up, getting ready for review by State Dept. of Labor. Mr.
Heilman asked if being veivewed to allow use of upstairs? Mr. Valvano
stated correct, all locked up. Mr. Heilman asked iIf under appeal at
this time? Mr. Valvano stated correct, but not subject of request.
Mr. Heillman stated wondered what hardship was at this point. Mr.
Valvano stated quite a hardship, not able to use it. Mr. Heilman
stated appealing that, has neot been decided yet, possible they might
decide In your favor., Mr., Valvano stated still needs thig, to help
provide remote exit.
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Mzr. Hunter stated structure actually comes back within 24.5 feet of back _
Lot line. Valid question. Harship on piece of property which required
vou to show this addition this close to lot. line., Mr. Valvano stated
already there and wants to improve it and use it. The way it is now,
one big shed and difficult to use. Mr, Hunter stated couldn't find
hardship om that piece of property, own opinion.

Mr. Truisi stated hardship in case of future use of basement, won't

be able to use basement, this way could build doorway., Mz, Hunter

stated should -have been ‘planned in building to begin with, not after -
get bullding up. Mr. Truisl stated ideas change as you go along. Mr
‘Hunter stated if change within the code, fine, asking for varianmce

which calls for us to find hardship to property. Mr. Valvano stated
should look at appearance, hardship in terms of visual pollution to
everyone who sees it. Owner trying to improve that end of building, . -
very strong issue. Mr. Hunter stated can accept what says about

improving building. ' Lagally can only give judgment if find hardship

onr this property if required to be used in -this way. Just telling how

we view it at this time. Mr. Truisi stated flat roof like that

accumulates everyting, hard to keep rain and everythinmg out of there.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of the application
and no one appeared. On question of whether anyone wished to speak
against the application Mr, Charles Mc¢cCall, 3202 Chili Avenue appeared.

-Stated lives directly across from property. Understands putting -

stairway up there to hold dances there. If holds dances, absolutely
no parking. Donut shop closes at 6:00, no parking for customers.
Back of building using Sun 0il property, what if Sun cuts off? Not

‘parking thexe for business he has now. As far as dances there, Pink

Parrot below. Not right to have dances and beer together. Closed
dances at Chili Grange, ask Board not to coensider proposal, says
wants weddings, will have dances.

Mr. Hunter stated thinks within prerogative of Board to grant structure
but not allow stairway. Mr. McCall stated if wants to build first

floor OK but 1f putting stairway, against it because of no parking, l
Had nothing but trouble since Mike has been over there. Had phomne

ecalls andvpdlice in there just because of place across the street.

Ask Board not to put stairway there.

Mr. Truisi stated main objective is for weddings and parties, as far
as dances go has to be approved by State, cannot have until approved
by State to begin with.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone else wished to speak in opposition to
application and no one appeared.

DECISTION: Denied unanimously. 1., No evidence of hardship on
existing property, has not shown that property fails to
show reasomnable return at present. Nothing unique about
property which would suggest to Board there is a hardship.

~ " 2, Presently under appeal to State Dept. of Labor so mute
point for Board to consider until appeal settled. 3.
Inadequate parking for additional space to be added.

#6. Application of Roberts Wesleyan College, 2301 Westside Drive,
‘Rochester, N. Y., for approval to convert single family residence .
located at 3311 Union Street to two fanily residence. E Zone.

Stated this is known as the Harold Adams house across from fire

house on Union Street, college acquired in November of 1969, Mr.

who is still living has lifetime use of downstairs of house. Not using

upstairs at present. No buildings or houses around, garage and shed.

Used for marxied students, Ffaculty or staff. 'Have housing problems as —
far as married students go. Cramped for quarters, would like to use
upstairs of Adams house as apartment. Would not have to have outside
stairway added. Would have to put partitionm in front hall. Mr. Adams
uses side entrance now. This is proposed, we would like to lay out,
showing existing partitions and proposed partitions., Plan te attach
to gewer line and water line, has septie tank and well now. Plan to
change electricity to 200 amp service rather than existing service.

Mr. Howard E. Smith, Business Manager for the College, appeared. I
Adams
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Mr. Hunter asked, apartment on ground f£loor and one above? Mr., Smith
stated 2 1/2 story building, red brick asphalt giding. Sits back from
road. Mr. Hunter asked would be one apartment at omne level and second
at next level, lay out for second level?

Mr. Pfenninger asked if college is buying for investment? Mr. Smith
stated yes, Mr. Adams has use of house until no longer living. Had
since 1969, done nothing except keep in repair.

Mr. Hunter asked if claiming hardship on this property for single family
residence? Basically zoned E, for single family homes. For this Board
to allow some other use has to find hardship, something about that
property which will not allow it to be used for present purpose for
which is coded. Mr. Smith stated mentioned are in need of apartments
and would like to make this eventually into two apartments, only one
right now. Mr. Hunter stated need you have as a school rather than with
property itself. Board's concern has to be with property itself. Not
making claim fox hardship on property. Would like to be able to

convert and use as two family. What is square footage? 720 sq. ft?
Two story storage area on back, roughly 140 sq. ft, about 860 per

floor total.

Mr. Smith stated no buildings around there, isolated. Mr. Pfenninger
asked who owns property south of you? Mr. Smith stated thinks it is
Glidden, no, that is morth. :

Mr. Hunter asked if other building on property is garage? MR. Smith
stated garage and sort of shed. Uses it for his car and thinks small
tractor in shed. Roof between the two also. Mr. Hunter questiomed
need for more parking? Mr. Smith stated has turn-around spot there,
driveway quite long, don't want to back out to Union Street, 55 ft.
from house to shed. Keep it maintained for him now.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak In favor or opposition to

the application and no one appeared. Mr. Heilman asked purpose when

life tenant's interest terminates would be to use downstairs also for
married students or faculty? Mr. Snith stated yes.

DECISION: Denied unanimously. From evidence presented to Board,
purchased property and knew there would be life tenant
who would reside in bottom half, knew it was single family
house in area zoned for single family homes. Not claiming
hardship due to loss of money or no reasomable returm,
nerely want place for married students or faculty to live.
Nothing unique to character of property. :

#7. Application of Stallion Development Coxrp., 1726 Long Pond Road,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of renmewal of variance for temporary
s8ign, unlighted, advertising subdivision to be located on property
located between 736 and 738 Paul Road, sign 4' x 8'. E Zone.

Mr. Charles Lissow, President, appeared. Stated asking for permission
to lemve sign up, got variance last year for it. Started construction
about two months ago, would probably want another year and then should
be through with subdivision, 15 lots, 4 sold.

Mr. Aureli asked if sign needed repair? Mr. Lissow stated going to be
touched up, needs repairing.

Mr. Hunter asked 1if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted unanimously with stipulation that sign is to be
removed by owner upon completion of tract or end of one
vear, whichever occurs Ffirst.

#8. Application of Gary K. Bonnell, 31 Morrison AVenue, for approval
to erect above-ground swimming pool less than 15 feet from lot
line and house. D Zone.

Mr. Bonnell appeared and presented map showing exact location of pool.
Stated actually 11.5 feet £rom side line a2nd back of house. Mr.
Hunter stated recalls pool back here in adjacent yard. Mr. Bonnell
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stated one in another yard which is built in,

Mr. Heilman asked about fencing? Mr. Bonnell stated aiready existing,
in now, chain link 4 feet high, all the way around back yard, existing
fence here that goes down here to kennel area, only one entrance to
area, rest to house. Mr. Heilman questioned utility wires? Mr.
Bonnell stated no wires back here.

Mr, Hunter asked if feels application will comply with code except for
distances? Mr. Bonnell stated talked with mneighbors on either side,
understanding original code for 15 feet was mot so much structural

as for noise variance, That is what neighbor told me at that time.

21 foot pool. Only reason don't shift down Ffurther, there is another

tree down here don't want to get any closer because of leaves, don't

want to cut tree down. .

Mr. Hunter asked i1f anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition to
the application and no one appeared.

DECTISION: Granted unanimously.

#10. Application of Mary Engels, 3183 Chili Avenue, Rochester, N. Y.,
for approval of renewal of variance for existing sign which is
illuminated, approx. 2' x 3', advertising beauty shop. B Zone.

Lisa Engels, daughter of applicant appeared. Stated mother called
away .

Mr. Harrington asked if neon sign in window? Mr. Hunter stated assumed
it was. Asked what hours of operation are? Miss Engels stated not sure,
all night or 9:00 P.M. Mr. Hunter stated original variance for not later
than 10:00 P.M., probably on timer.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition
to the application and no one appeared. l

DECISION: Gramted unanimously for three year period with stipulation
that sign shall be lighted no later than 10:00 P.M.

Mr. Scardetta, Engineer for Dr. Roncone, appeared informally to discuss
plan to comstruct professional building at SE corner of 0ld Scottsville
Chili Road and Chili, proposed raised ranch style, appxox., 80" x 527,
parking for approx. 35 cars, to provide 7 offices.

Mr. Jim Biddle, Rochester Acoustical Co., Paul Road and Millstead,
appeared informally to discuss 12 foot additian to formexr residence
used for offices.

Mr. Raymond Cunneen appeared informally to discuss 4' x 47 sign
advertising save 3¢ self-service, to be put up at George Rice Mobil
Station.

Kathleen Luedke
Secretary
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A Public Hearing was held by the Zoning Board of Appeals in the
Chili Administration Office at 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester, N. Y.,
14624 on June 27, 1972, The Hearing was called to order at 8:00 P.M.
by the Acting Chairman Mr. Aureli,

Present: Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mrs. Gertrude Tanger
Mr. John Palermo
¥Mr. John Lighthouse
Mr. Richard Aureli
Mr. Richard Harrimgton

Absent: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman 4

Also Present: Deputy Town Attorney Alfred J. Heilman i
Superintendent of Buildings William Davis

Mr. Heilman stated all 21 applications before the Zoning Board tonipght
have been legally published in the Gates—Chili News, a paper which is
of town-wide circulation, and affidavits are on file with the Towm Clerk,

#1. Application of Ryan Homes, 2269 Lyell Avenue, Rochester, N, Y.,
for approval of building home eloser to side lot line than
zoning requirements - 1.18 ft. from S. lot lime at 28 Baylor
Circle. Zone E,

Mr. Joseph Yankanich appeared representing Ryan Homes., Stated due to
lay out, home built incorrectly on lot. Basically last lot in subdi-~
vision, one to the north which doesn't help in case of resubdivisgion.

Mr. Aureli asked if 33 ft. between homes? Mr, Yankanich stated vyes,
but only 1.18 £ft. to lot limne and 27 f£t. on other side., Mr. Aureli
asked who laid out? Last home? Mr. Yankanich stated next to last,
one vacaunt lot to the north. I staked out, debatable. Existing home
to the north. House adjacent to the one built has vacant lot.
Couldn't change side lines around to make resubdivision.

Myr. Lighthouse asked if house is s0l1d? Mr. Yankanich stated contingent,
conditional on approval of variance. Mrs. Tanger stated person next
door doesn't have garage, how much in between? Mr. Yankanich stated

12 £t. garage would leave 20 ft. between houses, normal. Mrs. Tanger
stated way situated, could build larger garage there than that. Mr.
Yankanich stated would then have 14 ft. between houses.

Mr. Aureli asked if talked to neighbor about purchasing additional
land?- Mr., Yankanich stated substandard lot then, set up for minimum
size lots. Mr. Aureli asked if talked to people? Mr. Yankanich stated
no objection, in audience., Potential homeowners have been informed.

Mr. Harrington asked what would happen if this man would decide to
put fence on lot line? Mr. Yankanich stated happens all the time in
city, not good situation in suburbs. Mr. Harrington stated if had
words and put up 4-6 ft. fence, this man could not even get ladder in
there to paint house. Mr. Yankanich stated maintenance free siding.
If had to make repailr, neighbor would allow to be made for betterment ¢
of community. N -

Syt

Mr. Aureli asked if all lots 80 £t? Mr. Yankanich stated all 80 f£ft,

or mirimum square footage. Mr. Davis stated West Canon Estates is

D Zone. Mr. Yankanich stated spot D zoning. Mr. Palermo stated appli-
cation should be amended te read D Zone.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of application?
Mr. Jim Stocks appeared, potential homeowner. Stated has no objection
to being close to lot line. :Has talked to both neighbors. Neighbor
to the South is here tomight. No objections. Neighbor to the North
works evenings and has no objections. Wife home and could call her.
She has no objection. ’

Zenobia Green, 30 Baylor Circle, appeared, stated has no objection,

neighbor to the south.
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- LEGAL NOTICE

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

NOTICE IS HEREBY Glv-
EN THAT there will be a Pub-
lic Hearing of the Zoning Board
of Appeals of the Town of Chili,
to be held in the Chili Admini-
stration Offiee, 3235 Chili Ave-
nue, Rochester, New York,
14624, on June 27, 1972 at 8:00
BM. to the fi ing

Cross Bow. E Zone. .

9 - Application of Wilbert
Rabb, 2775 Scottsville Road,
Scottsville, N.Y., for approval
of variance to place a tent ap-
prox.. 40’ x 60’ at rear of pro-
perty at 2775 Scottgville Road
for use for public parties dur-
ing summertime. E Zone,

19 - Application of Don Ryan
Realty, 105 Little Creek Circley
Rochester, N.Y., for approval
of 2 “*For Sale' signs, I located
on SE corner of King and Union
and one on West side of Unjon

applications:

1 - Applcation of Ryan
Homes’ 2269 Lyell Avenue, Ro-
chester, N.Y. for approval of
building home closer to side
lot line than zoning require-
ments - E18 ft. frem S. lot
lime at 28 Baylor Circle. Zone
E.

2 - Application of Benjamin
Sarfaty, 2854 Chili Avenne, Ro-
chester, N.Y., for approval to
build homes onunder sized lots,
Lot A - 86.59" x 200°, Lot B -
86.58° x 200 located at 518
Paul Road. Zone E.

3 - Application of Frank &
Mary Brienza, 44 1/2 Black
Creek Road, Rochester, N.Y.,
for approval of variance to build
carport 2’ Irom East lot line
at 44 1/2 Black Creek Road. D
Zone.

4 - AppHeation of Bianchi
Asphalt Paving Co., 201 Angelus
Drive, Rochester, N.Y. forap-
provale of variance to build on
undersized lot 50° x 120°, side
vards to be 57 on each side,
front setback 40" being located
west of 45 Harold Avenue, Blk, |
F, Lot 12 Harold Avenna. D Zone,

5 - Application of Bianchi
Asphalt Paving Co., 201 Angelus
Drive, Rochester, N.Y. for ap-
proval of variance to build on
undersized. lot 507 x 120!, side

vavrds B' each side, frontsetback

40’, Lot 17, BIk. G, 31 Alired
Avenue. D Zone,

+ 6 - Application of Toper
Construction Tne., 999 Buffalo
Road, Rochester, N.Y., for ap-
proval of variance to build on
nndersized lot, 50° x 120, side
vards 7' each side, front set-
back 40°, Lot 23, BIk. F, 20
Alfred Avenuve. D Zone.

7 - AppHcation of Toper
Construction Inc., 999 Buffale
Road, Rochester, N.Y,, for ap-
proval of variance to build home
on undersized lot, 85’ x 255"
deep, located 416 Paul Road,
E Zoue.

8 - Application of Roger
Anderson, 32 Cross BowDrive,
Rochester, N.Y., for approval
to install in-ground pool 16’ x

- 32, 10 ft. from lot line and
10 ft. from residence at 32

near joter of King Road,
approx 3 x 4" and 4’ x 6",
unlighted. E Zone. . .

11 - Application of Mobil
0il, Ine., 3152 Chili Avenue,
Rochester, N.Y., for approval
of 3'7"" x 3'7" metal sign lo-
cated on §. side at end of pump
island approx. 20" Irom Chili
Avenue, at 3152 Chili Avenue.
B Zone,

12 - Application of Grant
Cotter, 972 Chili Center-Cold-
water Road. Rochester, N.Y.,
for approval to erect I car
garage, 16" x 26’ attached to
existing residence, 5 feet from
South lot linme located at 972
Chili Center-Coldwater Road.
D Zone.

13 - Application of Laycult
Construetion Ine., 1669 Penfield
Road. Rochester, N.Y., for ap-
proval of 2 signs to advertis®
subdivision, one at South end
Lexington Pkwy., one_at South
end Daanton Drive. E Zone.

14 . AppHeation of United
Methodist Church of N. Chili,
48 Parkway Drive, N. Chil,
N.Y., for approval to comvert
church parsonage fnto 2 family
dwelling at 4341 Buffalo Road,
B Zane.

15 - Application of Dario
Marchioni, 21 Alfred Avemne,
Rockester, N.Y., for approval
of variance on front lot line
sethack, lot size 100" x 120°,
house to be set in Kne with
existing homes, located Lots *
16 and 17, Blk. O, Chester
Avenue. D Zone,

16 - Application of Rochester
Acoustical Inc., 44 Paul Road,
Rochester, N,Y., for approval
of building 12’ addition on Mill-
stead side of building used for
offices located at 44 Paul Road,
A Zone.

17 - Application of Winsor
Ireland, 268 Archer Road,
Charchville, N.Y., for approval
of renewal of variance to use
existing out bullding at 268
Archer Road for living quar-
ters. E Zone. .

18 - Application of Fred Og-
‘borme M, 47 Hay Market Road,
Rochester, N.Y., for approval
of erecting attached 2 car gar-
age less than 60 feet from the
front 1ot line at 47 Hay Marke!
Road. E Zone. A

19 - Application of A, Wal-
ter Kaufmann, 2448 Westside
Drive, North Chili, N.Y., for
approval of variance to permit
converting 8 room single fam-
ily residence into duplex with
1 apartment up and I down,
each with private entrance, lo-
cated at 4336 Buffalo Road.
B Zore,

20 - Application of Ronald
Blackman, 92 Hubbard Drive,
N. Chill, N.Y., for approval to
extend garage 2 ft. to N. side
Iot line being 8.1’ to north
side Iot line at 92 Hubbard
Drive. D Zone.

21 - Application of Frader-
ek Metzger & Ronald Mowers,
3200 Chili Avenue, Rochester,
N.Y., for approval to erect an
addition to present building ap-
Prox. 14,600 sq. t. as per
sketch submitted at 3200 Chili
Avenue. B Zone. :

All interested parties are

reguested to be present. By
order of the Chairman of the
Zoning Board of Appeals of
the Town of Chili, New York,

Luraina E. Robbins
Town Clerk
Chili, N.¥Y.
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Mr. Heilman asked 1if realizes 1.18 ft. doesn't leave lot of land
assuming own house and owners might s5ell house and create problem
regarding painting and mowing grass alongside house? Mr. Stocks
stated aware, maintenance free siding. Mr. Aureli stated if put up
20 ft. garage only 13-14 ft, Mr. Stocks stated no objectiomn. Mr.
Heilman asked if windows on that side? Mr. Stocks stated no windows.
Mr. Heilman asked if plans for fireplace? Mr. Stocks stated no.

Mr, Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in opposition to the
application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Denied unanimously

#2. Application of Benjamin Sarfaty, 2654 Chili Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval to build homes on undersized lots, Lot A .
86.59 ft. x 200 ft,, Lot B, 86.58 ft. x 200 ft., located at
518 Paul Road. Zone E.

Mr. Sarfaty appeared, stated appeared before Planning Board and
received approval from them, believes this is just formality. Mr.
Aureli stated yes, still have undersized lots. Have plans to build

orn this right away? Mr. Sarfaty stated yes, setbacks will be complied
with. Have permits from State and submitted te Mr. Davis and have
plans for one of the houses which will be own residence.

Mr. Heilman asked if still planning te follow recommedations regadding
driveways? Been to the County regarding road cuts? Mx, Sarfaty
stated received approval in the mail from them today.

Mr. Heilman asked if easement on the back of these lots? Mr. _Davis
stated backs up to the school property. Mr. Heilman asked 1f doesn't
know if any easement? Mr. Sarfaty stated none on property now that
know of.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or ppposition
to the application and no one appeared. l

DECISION: Granted unanimously.

#3. Application of Frank and Mary Brienza, 44 1/2 Black Creek Road,
Rochester, N, Y,, for approval of variliance to build carport
2 ft. from East lot line. D Zomne.

DECTISION: Postponed, feeling of Baord applicant unable to appear at
this time due to flooding conditions in area.

#4. Application of Bianchi Asphalt Paving Co., 201 Angelus Drive
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of variance to build on undersized
lot 50' x 120', side yards to be 5' on each side, £ront setback
407, being located west of 45 Harold Avenue, Blk. F, Lot 12,
Harold Avenuve. D Zone.

Mr. Frank Iacovangelo appeared representing applicant. Stated here
to represent applications 4, 5, 6 and 7. Has individual plot plans
for each lot, doesn't know if already supplied.

Mrs. Tanger asked 1f two lots there on Harold Avenue? Mr, Iacovangelo .
stated not aware of that. Mr. Aureli asked if Mr. Bianchi owned
adjacent lots? Mr. Iacovangelo stated didn't know of any.

Mr. Pfenninger asked if lots vacant next to this lot? Mx. Tacovangelo
stated didn't know,.

Mr. Aureli asked if wants to build within 3 ft. of side lot line?
Mr. Iacovangelo stated right. Mr. Lighthouse asked if 40 ft. wide
house? Mr. Iacovangelo stated yes, including garage. Mr., Aureli
asked if changed to look like these (indicating sketkhes of homes)?
Mr. Iacovangelo stated corner lot, that would have raised ranch.

Mr. Palermo asked if garage will be incorporated into house? Mrs.
Tagger asked if this is directly west of 45 Harold Avenue? Mr.Iacovangelo
stated didn't know exactly where it is.

Mr. Aureli asked vhat other houses in that area are? Conform deon't
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they? On 50 ft. lots. Mr. Heilman asked how do side lot lines and
front and rear setbacks conform to existing homes? Mr. Tacovangelo
stated basically the same as what 1s there already, not to zoning.

Mr. Heilman asked as far as other omnes, 40 ft. setback, etec? Mr.
Tacovangelo stated substantially the same as what iIs there already,
Houses there built on 50' lots because of ordinances at that time.
Will conform to others.

Mr. Heilman asked if Town has easement across back of other lots for
drainage? Mr. Iacovangelo stated didn't know. Mx. Heilman asked

if would be adverse to giving easement across back to the Teown? Mr.
Tacovangelo stated absolutely not, would reserve right to the Town for
any easements they would need. :

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of application?

Mr. Don Stymus, 53 Harold Avenue, appeared. Stated bought lot 13, he
and neighbor, Galitzdorpher. When lawyer drew maps up on it never saild
there was another lot in between us. Mr. Galitzdorpher has 25 ft. of
land which is no good to him. Galitzdorpher's thinking was to swap

25 ft, of this man land and I would and he would end up with 50 ft.

lot in betwzen. (Board members checked plat book to see location of
Stymus and Galitzdorpher lots.)

Mr. Iacovangelo stated would be willing to put that off and see what
would be involved. May be easier way to do that. Could we adjourn

to next meeting? Mr., Heilman stated could have Board reserve decision
on that item,

No one else appeared to speak on this application.

DECISION: Reserved pending opportunity for appllcant to. discuss with
adjacent nelghbors.

#5. Application of Bianchi Asphalt Paving Co., 201 Angelus Drive,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of wvariagnce to build on under-
sized lot, 50' x 120', side yards 5'. each side, front setbhack
40, Lot 17, Bik. G, 31 Alfred Avenue. D Zone, .

Mr..Iacovangelo stated application. incorrect. Corner lot on cormnerc
of Alfred Avenue. and Theron. Street. Whoever made out application
wrote 50x 120 ft. lot. Plot plan shows will front on Theron. 17 ft.
from front lot line and vear lot line.of 7' and side lime setback of
40 ft. from Alfred Avenue.

Mr. Harrington asked if should amend application to.read as such? Mr.
Heilman stated thinks lot adequately described as to where and what
street. Dimensions just off which would not create legal problem,
just typographical problem. Everyone has notice of where lot is
located. ) I ' :

Mxr. Aureli asked what iIs.to the south? Mr.. Tacevangelo stated didn't
know. (Board checked plat book.)

Mr. Aureli asked if sewexs down there? Mr.. Davis stated yes,,K says Blk

G. Mr. Harrington asked what is other side lot setback? Mr. Iacovangelo
stated another 40 ft..setback from side lot:line. Mr. Heilman asked

if that is on other side of Alfred? My, Davis stated yes.

Mr. Aurell asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Cranted with 40 ft. setback from Alfred Ave., 18 ft. from
Theron Street side and 6 ft, at. other. side line.:

#6. Application of Toper Construction Inc.; 999 Buffalo Road,
Rochester, N. ¥., for approval of variance: to build on under-
sized lot, 50' x 120" side yards 7' each side, front setback
40', Lot 23, Blk. F, 20 Alfred Avenue. D Zone.

Mr. Aureli stated basically only problem is front here? Mr, Heilman
asked if houses on both sides of that one? Mr. Iacovangelo stated
believes own both of Toper's, down't know if houses, doesn't own on

either side.
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Mr. Heilman stated doesn't own lot next to them, but 24 is wvacant,
one on other side is overasized double with house on it.

Mr. Aureli asked 1f anyone wished to speak in favor of opposition
to the application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted, Mr. Harrington yes, Mr. Pfenninger yes, Mrs. Tanger
no, Mr. Lighthouse yes, Mr. Palermo yes, Mr. Aureli yes.

#7. Application of Toper Construction Inc., 999 Buffalo Road,
Rochester, N. :¥., for approval of variance to build home on .
undersized lot, 85" x 255" deep, located 416 Paul Road. E Zone.

Mr. Aureli stated applying basically for 5 ft., supposed to be 90 ft.
Asked if house already sold? Mr, Tacovangelo stated no, not sold.

Mr.. Palermo asked if same type of house? Mr. ILacovangelo stated no,
little larger house, think house plans are here. .

Mr.: Aureli asked if anyone wished. to speak in favor or opposition to
application and no one appeared.

Mr. Palermo asked if neighbors on both sides of. this lot? Would stay
in line with setbacks on othex houses? Mr. Iacovangelo stated yes,
will conform as best we can. . .

DECISION: Granted unanimously.

#8. Application of Roger Anderson, 32 Cross Bow Drive, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval to install in-ground pool 16' x 32", 10 ft.
from lot line and 10 ft. from residence at 32 Cross Bow. E Zone.

Mr. Anderson appeared and presented tape map and sketch of proposed
pool by Tallman, Mr. Aureli stated doesn't have much back yard.

Mr. Anderson stated lacking 10 ft. In ground, concrete, stell wall
pool with wvinyl liner. Mzxr. Aureli stated no other way can build

in there. Asked if has talked to neighbors? Mz, Anderson stated two
here who are on back lot line.

Mr. Heilman asked where utility wires come in? Mr. Anderson stated
roughly in- this wvicinity (map) within 10 ft. from water to lot line.

Mr. Palermo asked how far from neighbors back line, how deep are their
lots? Mr. Anderson stated have both of them here. Approximately same
general size lots as mine, house placement approximately 40-50 ft.

Mr. Phillip Roy of 51 Hitree Lane stated approximately 100 £ft. from
back lot line. :

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in. favor of application?
Mr. James Manion of 49 Hitree Lane stated thing concerning him is
fence. Mr. Aureli stated has to go with zoning codes, at least 4 ft,
fence and placed according to our regulations here.

Mr. Roy asked 1f require map by professional engineer? Mr. Aureli

stated depends on what .looking for. Mr. Roy stated depend on builder
being cognizant of Chill code. Mr. Aureli stated plus building

inspector goes out to check. Mr. Davis added Town does have tape .
map on all properties, :

Mr. Davis added or has to fence entire back yard but must be 3 ft.

from pool. Mr. Anderson stated will outline area to be fenced so if
have questions...don't know, probably concerned because of hedge in
back, would place so that maintain reasonable appearance for him so
has way of maintaining hedge in back. Mr. Aureli stated would have

to work out with code. Mxr. Manion stated if fence on lot line or 6 in.
on his side, no objection. Co

Mr. Heilman started fence has to be 5. ft. from inside wall of pool. I

DECISION: Granted unanimously.
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#9. Application of Wilbert Rabb, 2775 Scottgville Road, Scottsyille,
N. Y., for approval 0f variande to’ place a tent approk. 40" x 60
at rear of property at 2775 Scottsville Road for use for public

parties during summertime. E Zone.

Mr. Rabb appeared. Mr. Aureli asked if operating this now? Mr.
Rabb stated not started, for July and August.

Mr. Lighthouse asked if commercial propérty? Mr. Rabb stated yes, Mr.
Harrington asked what Eype tent, open sides? Mr. Rabb stataed yes,
just top, sides open. Mr. Pfenninger stated has conctete slab there.

Mz, Aureli asked if have parties on weekends? Mr. Rabb stated yes,
Fridays, Saturdays, whenéver clubs want to have parties.

My, Heilman stated may be E District with variance granted. Did Mr.
Rabb have variance to put commexrcial property in residential area?
Mr. Rabb stated had once before. Mr. Heilman asked if something on
property now? Mr. Rabb stated restaurant in front and cement floor
in back. Mt. Heilman asked fronts on Scottsville Road. and have
parking facilities and such? Take down at end of summer season? Mr.
Rabb stated after Labor Day, approximately 2 months. ’

Mr. Heilman asked if would meet with fire dapartment and go along
with restrictions as to things to have there? Mr. Rabb stated yes,
Mr. Palermo asked if has every summer? Mr. Rabb stated didn't have
for 3 or 4 years. Have to rent tent, costs quite a bit of money.

Mr. Heilman asked how high is tent? Mr. Rabb stated about 10 ft. Mr.
Heilman asked if have lighted? Mr. Rabb stated temporary electric
lighting, had underground wiring put in.

Mr. Atreli asked if anyone wished to speé&'in favor of or opposition
to the application and no one appeared.

Mr. Heilman asked what is next to Mr. Rabb's property? Mr. Rabb stated
nothing, no immediate neighbors.

DECISION: Granted for period andiné September 30, 1972 and 239M
to be submitted to MCPC.

#10. Application of Domn Ryan Realty, 105 Little Creek éircle, Rochester,

N. Y., for approval of 2 "For Sale" signs, 1 located on SE corner
of King and Union and one on West side of Union near intersection
- of King Rd., approx. 3' % 4" and 4% x 6'. TUnlighted. E Zone.

Mr. Bob Whelehan appeared. Mrs. Tanger asked if signs are aglready up?
Mr. Whelehan stated yes. Mrs. Tanger asked if had up previously?

Mr. Whelehan stated no. Mr. Aureli asked 1if strictly for sale signs?
Mr. Whelehan stated correct. Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to
speak in favor or opposition to this application and no omne appeared.

Mr. Palermo asked how long will they have them? Mr. Whelehan stated
have listing for one year. :

DECISION: Granted for one year from date of listing. To be submitted
to MCPC.

#11. Application of Mobil 0il, Inec., 3152 Chili Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval of 3'7" x 3'7" metal signm located on s. side
at end of pump island approx. 20 ft. from Chili Ave. 3B Zone.

Mr. Raymond Cunneén, Mobil 0il Co., appeared., Presented picture with
indicated sign. Mr. Heilman asked if in last month informally? Mr.
Cunneen stated yes. Mr. Aurelil asked if applying for one year? Mr.
Cunneen stated one year at a time.

Mr. Davis asked why need two signs? Mr. Cunneen stated one between

pumps not visible until you get alongside it. Good to get new customers,
proof - 25% increase last month. Mr. Davis stated two signs a foot

apart saying same thing. Mr. Cunneen stated one is more visible,

doesn't have oil carousel and pump blocking view. Have one sign on end
of island.
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Mrs. Tanger stated one sign on application. Mr. Cunnesen stated other
slgn on island, message unit already granted. Mr. Davis stated no,
not correct., Mr. Cunneen stated all Mobil stations have that unit,
did not know had to request. Talking about Waylanhd, Damico, Booth
statfons. Island message unit. Never veceived notification that it
was in wviolation.

Mr. Palermo stated came in one time to show different signs. Mr.

Heilman asked if represents Mobil? Mr. Cunneen stated in Gates and

Chili., Mr. Heilman stated with regard to promotional sales, go in B
and put signs up on poles. Does he plan tc come in for application I
to put signs up? Mr. Cunneen statéd if Board asks for it. 18 week
promotion with 2-3week 1lull. If could be acconmnplished in those weeks

for each promotion. Mr, Hallman stated thlnks will look into problem,
whole town putting up these aigns. .

Mr. Cunneen asked if possible to apply and receive permission to have
this sign prior to promotion? Have only 3 weeks notification of promo-
tions, Mr., Palermo stated brought up about a year ago. Showed. us
several different types of signs lncludlng thege. Mr. Cupneen stated
size of sign always consistent 1f ‘could get variance regardless of
seript, will apply but do we have to apply for each sign?

Mr. Heilman stated thinks what Town is interested in is number of
signs per station. Wouldn't be unreasonable Erom commercial stand-
point, concerned with fact that some stations may have 5-6 51gns,
Supervisor contcerned may be getting out of hand Just’ asked as point
of informatién.

Mr. Palermo asked if trequesting one sign or two signs? Mr. Guhneen

stated if need to atk for middle one, would have to request forthis.

One in question is 3'7" x 3'7" which 1is movable. Other one not movable,
permanent, as pumps and carousel., Mr. Palermo asked if place on old

oil racks or something? Mr. Cuneen stated three way concave sign.

One at each island, other says Mobil Detergent Gasoline. l

Mr. Aureli stated if once catches on, will they leave sign up or take
down? Mr. Cunneen stated not promotion. Mr. Aureli stated then
basically indefinitely if successful.

Mr. Harrington stated suggests that they maké public aware that when
you have 3¢ off if purchase 8 gals., or more they are not allowed to
get giveway. Mr., Cunneen stated put something in the window to nature
or no stamps or premiums at self-service island. Dealer still pays
sawme for gasoline vregardless of what he sell it for, Only way able

to reduce price, mot just because customer gets out and pumps gas,
people enjly doing something for money they pay. Only way they can
afford it, stamps quite costly and promotion offexs, lower price
instead of premiums.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyoné wishéd to speak ih favor ot dpposition to
the application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted unanimously for one year perlod to be submitted
to MCPG. ’ ) ’

#12, Application of Grant Cotter, 972 Chili Center-Coldwater Road,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval to erect 1 car garage, 1l6' x 26°
,attached to existing residence, 5 ft. from South lot line,
located at 972 Chili Center-Coldwater Road. D Zone. ' l

Mr. Cotter appeared and presented drawing. Stated wall would be 5'7"
from lot line, wall of garage would be 16'2" from neighbors house. Mr.,
Aureli asked if has talked with neighbors? Mr. Cotter stated here
tonight.

Mr. Aureli stated now don't have garage at all. Not remodeling, brand
new garage? Mr. Cotter stated yes. Mrs. Fanger asked how wide’is
lot? Mr. Cotter stated 70 ft. House is 38 ft. long, garage 16 ft.
wide.

Mr. Heilman asked if not going to use for any other purpose except own
vehicles and such? Mr. Cotter stated right. Mr, Heilman asked if has
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talked to people on sides? Mr. Cotter stated yes, here, Bedroom
side of his hopse 107" from that lot line.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of the applica-
tion? Mr. Herman Dohr, 974 Coldwater Road, stated in favor of Mr.
Cotter building garage.’ ’ )

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone opposed to application and no one appeared.
DECISION: Granted unanimously.

#13. Application for Laycult Construction Inec., 1669 Penfield Road,
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of 2 signs to advertise subdivision
one at South end Lexington Pkwy., one at South end Daunton Dr, .
E. Zone. . . -

Mr. Cliff Williams appeared and presented drawing of how sigps will
appear. Mr., Harrington asked what size? Mr. Aureli stated 3.8 1/x x
8'. Asked if will start building in there soon? Mr. Williams stated
hopefully. Mzs. Tanger asked if a.new builder down there? Mr.
Williams stated Don Cultrara.

Mr. Heilman asked how high signs will be? Mr. Williams.stated didn't
know. Mz, Aureli asked if will be in front of monument out there

pow? Mr. Williams stated back in tract itself. Mrs. Tanger stated

at end of tract Mr. Heilman asked if just want signs for one year?
Mr. Williams stated yes. Mr. Heilman asked no lighting? Mr. Williams
stated no. Mr. Heilman asked how many lots? Mr, Williams stated
didn't know. Mr. Aureli stated though about 400. Mrs. Tanger asked
if custom built? Mr. Williams stated some may be semi-custom built,
still ranches and splits.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition te
application and no one appeared.

DECISION Granted for one year. To be erected under Supervision of
Superintendent of Buildings.

#1l4, Application of United Methodist Church of N. Chili, 48 Parkway
Drive, N. Chili, N. Y., for approval to convert church parsonage
into two family dwelling at_434l Buffalo Road, B Zone.

Messrs. Bennett and Ahrens, Trustees of the church appeared. Mr. Ahrens
stated involves making changes on second floor as far as plumbing

and power are concerned. (Presented sketch.) Zoned commercial right
now.

Mr. Aureli asked no structural changes outside? Mr, Bennett stated
one family, want to chanpge to two. Thinking of having assgsistant
pastor and want to have facilities for living quarters.

Mrs. Tanger asked if there was a hardsHip on the property? Mr. Bennett
stated yes, actually property xeceive rent from andhhelps financial
picture of church and would help in this respect. This is part of
assistant pastor's income --~ living quarters would be free. If goes
cut and rents apartment, pays X dollars.

Mr. Aureli asked if rented now? Mr. Bennett stated have rented as
single.  Mr. Aureli asked if minister doesn't live inmn it now? Mr.
Bennett stated have another parsonage that he lives in. All zoned
commercial and 4 family dwelling next to it. Mr. Aureli asked the
square footage? Mr. Bennett statéd didn't have it. Mr. Ahrens stated
it 1s big. Mr. Aureli stated have to have minimum square footage if
approve it, Mr, Bennett stated only single family apartments.

Mr. Heilman asked if one for assistant pastor and other to be rented?
Mx. Bennett stated yes; presently rented as single dwelling. Mr. .
Heilman asked if owned by the church? Mr. Bennett stated right. Mr.
Aureli asked how long has church owned? Mz. Bennett stated 150 years,
original chuxch paxsonage, not something new.
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Mr. Harrington stated thinks we would have to have plans with square
footage of each floor plan because of code. Mr. Benmett stated could
tell you, square footage in new ones greater thas what is existing.
Can submit square footage to you very simply. Mr, Aureli stated
could bring or send dimensions in. Mr. Bennett stated put them on
these drawings and resubmit then.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak im favor or opposition and
no one appeared. .

DECISION:. Denied,. no hardship shown on propexrty as presently exists.
Mr. Harrington no, Mr. Pferninger no, Mrs. Tanger no,
Mr. Lighthouse no, Mr. Palermo no, Mr, Aureli yes.

#15. Applicatior of Dario Marchioni, 21 Alfred Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval of variance on front lot line setback, lot
size 100' x 120%', house to be set in line with existing homes,
located Lots 16 and 17, Blk. 0, Chester Avenue. D Zone.

Mr. Marchionl appeared. Mr. Aureli asked if putting home. in line
with existing homes? Mr. Marchioni stated right. These are 50' lots
but combining to make bigger.

Mr. Davis stated no road and no water up there, just sewer. Mr.
Marchioni stated house across the street, road is there, about 10 ft.
from lot line. Mr. Davis stated County owns lots. Mr, Marchioni
stated right, If ask for 50 ft. lot, road in £ront of it, combining
lots so road would have to be extended. (Presented rendering of
house.) Stated completely raised ranch, garage floor 1 1/2 feet higher
than existing street. Everything up high, more expensive to bring in
dirt but only way to build there.

Mr. Aureli asked if anjone wiéhed'fo'épéék in favor or oppositiou to
the applicaticn z2nd no one appeared.

DECISION: Reserved. Boa¥d has been informed by Building Superintendent
that road is non-existent in fromt of these lots, feel
cannot grant variance because CO could not be granted without
road there. Would like to have Supt. of Highways opinion,

#16. Application of Rochester Accustiecal Inc., 44 Paul Rcad, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval of building 12 £t. addition om Millstead
side of building used for offices located at 44 Paul Road.
Zone A.

Mr. Biddle appeared before the Board. Stated addition to office on
Millstead side. Mr. Aureli asked this is variance locking for? Mr.
Harrington asked if in informally last month? Mr. Biddle stated yes,
other quéstions from Planning Board at that time. Question about
dumpster along warechouse and gquestion of paving also. Mr. Palermo
asked if problems going %o be satisfied? Mxr. Biddle stated didn't
know. Discussed putting stockade type fence, probably best to put in
there, can put alongside tree.

Mr. Lighéhouse asked if has discussed with next door neighbor? M=x.
Biddle stated has not personally discussed with him, could check with
him. Mr. Lighthouse stated if goes out 12 £ft. will be right in front
of his house. Mr. Biddle stated quite a distance, sits out further
on angle.

Mr. Aureli asked how far from here to road? Mr. Biddle stated
approximately 44 ft.

Mr. Heilman asked as far as fence, would be willing to work out? Mr.
Biddle .stated discussed fence and paving with Planning Board, don't
know if question in their mind, Ridings & Chafel have gravel drive

which is prefereble inm that type situation. Would be willing if creates
that much of problem. Hate to spend money andnhave break up,

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition
to application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Reserved., Before granting variance, must conply with pre-
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existing stipulations set out by Zoning Board on December
17, 1968 and then variance will be granted. To be submitted
to MCPC,

#17. Application of Winsor Ireland, 268 Archer Road, Churchville,
N. Y., for approval of renewal of variance to use existing out-
building at 268 Archer Road for living quarters. E Zomne.

Mr. Ireland appeared, stated owner of property in question. Mr. Aureli
asked if existing building? Mr. Irveland stated existing for 16 yrs.
Thinks 4th time has .come for variance. Situation same as always,

small house in rear of property built for mother to live in and now
rent it.

Mr. Palermo asked if going Lo stay the same? Mr. Ireland stated ves.
Mr. Lighthouse asked how long asking for? Mr. Ireland stated would like
forever but get for 5 years. '

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opp051t10n to
application and no one appeared. .

DECISTON: Granted unanimously for five year period.

#18. Application of Fred Ogborne II, 47 Hay Market Road, Rochester,
N. Y., foxr approval of erecting attached 2 car garage less than
60 ft. from front lot line. E Zone.

Mrs. Ogborne appeared, presented drawing, stated this is house and that
is garage we want to put up. ’

Mr. Aureli asked why is garvage so far out? Mrs. Ogborne stated that
is the way he wants it. Others built by builder, ours raised ranch
with nothlng underneath whevre garage is. Wanted to put patio back
there, don't know reasons. : :

Mr. Heilman stated going to present problem with regard to all the.
other houses on the block to some degree. Mr. Aureli stated there
are.homes in area like yours with garage.  Mrs. Ogborne stated ours
only one with.it.forward:: Have colonials with garage forward. Mr,
Harrington stated they conform with lot lines though.

Mr. Palermo asked dimensions of house? Mrs, Ogborne.stated didn't

_ know, thinks 407 x 24'. Mr. Harrington asked if Ryan home? Mrs.

Ogborne stated yes, would. only need about 9 #Heet at front.

Mrs.. Tanger.asked if.setback.about 50.ft? Mrs. Ogborne stated 51 ft.
from road. (Bozard checked plat map.)

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this applicatlon and no one appeared

DECISION: Denied. Mr.<Harrington no,;Mr.'Pfenninger no; Mrs. Tanger
ves, Mr. Lighthouse no, Mr. Palermo no, Mr. Aureli no.

#19., Application of A. Walter Raufmann, 2448 Westside Drive, North
Chili, N. Y., for approval of variance tec permit converting 8
room single family residence into duplex with 1 apartment up and
1.down; each with private entrance, located 4336 Buffalc Road.

B Zone, . " : B . :

Mr. Kaufmann appeared, stated this.is revised.tape location nap,
added a couple of things to the legal one, houses on right and garage
and fact that zoned. commercial. .

Mr. Heilman asked if opposite application from United Methodist Church?
Mr. Kaufmann stated cemetery next to us and they are across from
cemetery. Wasn't aware of. their application until saw on list. Mr.
Heilman asked if next to doll museum? Mr. Kaufmann stated house between
us and doll museum. - o T :

Mr. Aureli asked if lives in this home? Mr,:Kaufmann stated no. Mr.
Aureli asked if rented now? Mr, Kaufmann stated yes.
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Mr. Davis, asked who owned originally? Mr..Kaufmann stated Roushey's,
second house west of doll hsepital, east of cemetery.

Mr. Aurell asked if hardship on property? Mr. Kaufmann stated just

acquired it and figuring income, marginal rental income with commercial

tax and only about 87 return, low in rental, looking for way of
improving.  Just around corner from college and demand for small low
cost apartments is high.

Mxrs., Tanger asked if apartment in garage? Mr. Kaufmann stated yes,
Mrs. Tanger asked if now: rented? Mr. Kaufmann stated former owners
1iving in it right now, Mrs. Tanger asked if has been rented before?
Mr. Kaufmann stated yes. Mr. Aureli asked if owns now? Mr. Kauhann
stated yes, closed on it.

Mrs. Tanger asked if three apartments on that property? Mr. Kaufmann
stated yes. Mr. Heilman asked if presently two? Mr. Kaufmann stated
ves. Mrs. Tanger asked when apartment was put up in garage? Mr.
Kaufmann stated about 12-16 years ago.

Mr. Aureli asked if figures total square footage? Mr. Kaufmann
stated house is 24' x 28", would be possible for small bedroom herxe if
did not.use for dining room, 2 1/2 story house and attic large enough
to make bedrooms up there but not making part of this application.
Mrs. Tanger asked 1f any idea of square footage in each? Mr. Davis
stated 672 sq. ft. Mr. Aureli asked what we call for in one bedroom?
Mr. Heilman stated one bedroom 750 sq. ft. .

Mr. Raufmann stated actually on conversion, 7' x 14' enclosed porch
on both floors - that would use for basement entry and second floor
entry and this would make difference in square footage.

Mr. Heilman asked szys just closed and at time was aware one family
house? Mr. Kaufmann stated xight, Mr. Hellman asked if knew what
taxes were at that time? Mr. Kaufmann stated yes, assumed as commer-—
cial may be easier to get wvariance than in other zones. Mr. Heilman
stated wondering what hardship was. Mr, Kaufmann stated as far as
renting of single house, income that can generate from that makes
marginal proposition. "Mr. Heilman stated thinks about a month ago
Methodist church was in on property on Union for converting from
single into double, know Beard at that time saw fit not to grant
request because hadn't shown hardship, except there was gquestion of,
valid point, to some degree, to use Ffor married students, saying don't
believe in any of evidence presented to Board shown hardship ocutside
of fact that would generate more money for you to have two family
rather than one family.

Mr. Kaufmann stated thinks correct in saying there may be apartments
around, 2-3 bedrooms in Meadow Brook Farms but rent a bit high, get
into around $200-250. Thinking that if there are apartments, people
who need apartments at low range so if I can present something that 1s
rent maybe $50 less tham that, not only going to enhance my position
as far as income but present peasibilities for apartments.

Mr. Heilman stated test that has been set down in this state on this
issue before. the Board, may exercise discretion and grant use variance
on ground of hardship, land cannot yield reasonable return if used
only for the purposes used in that zone, plight of owner due to unique
circimstances which may reflect unreasomable use of zoning ordinances
and use to be. authorized will not alter essential character of
locality. Doesn't believe putting consideration into that, talking
about economics. Know that property has two rental units on it to
generate income and hardship of generating more income rather than
some unique thing to building.

Mr. Kaufmann stated one statement peints out sufficient and adequate
income, Mr., Heilman stated reasonable return. Mr. Kaufmann stated
8% return on rental property not reasonable, can get that in long

term savings certificate at 7%. Mr. Heilman stated depreciating property

too... Mr. Kaufmann stated paper income. As far as changing naturxe
of neighborhood, have multiple dwelling around me, right across the
street building has several apartments and doll hospital has more than
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one apartment in it., Mrs. Tanger stated created own hardahip by
buying it. . .

Mr. Heilman stated in best interests to:.present hardship, if any other
things you feel are hardship to this property, should direct remarks
to the Board vegarding ft, if not can go on teo next step.

Mr. Harrington stated Mr. Kaufmann said figures out 8% return on that
piece of property asiit stands now, asked if had figured out before
closed the deal? Mr. Kaufmann stated beenm working on it, had figures
as near: as could tell, had incorrect tax statement for one part which
made some difference so that. there was minor adjustment in this area.
With figures had.prior.to that, yes was aware.'

Mr. Aureli asked 1f thought of leasing for commercial enterprise
downstalrs? Mr. Kaufmann stated this is direction will have to move
1f doesn't turn out to be profitable.

Mrs,: Tanger asked how would he park the cars? Mr. Kaufmann stated
there.is area between the houses: here, room for at. least two cars. in
here. and. pull off:in here. "Alsoc, don't know, unot sure, thege Is solid
line here for parking along Buffalo Road here. .Would be room for three
cars in drive.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
application and no one appeared. '

DECISION: Denied, no evidence of hardship shown on property as:.pre—
sently exists. Mr. Harrington no, Mr. Pfenninger no, Mrs.
Tanger no,-Mr. nghthouse no, Mr. Palermo no, Mr. Aureli yes.
#20. Appllcatlon of Romnald Blackman, 92 Hubbard Drlve, N. Chlll,
N. Y., for approval to extend garage 2 ft. to N. side lot line,
8.1' from side lot line. D Zone.

Mr. Blackman appeared and presented letter to Mr. Aureli as follows:
"To Honorable members,. Chili: Zoning. Board of.Appeals, Mr. Robert
Hunter, Chairman. Please be assured that the remodeling plan submitted
by my.next door meighbor,. Mz. Ronald Blackman, for your consideration
tonight: meets with no.objection from: me.. Your approval for his

request will.be much apprecmated Thank. you. /[s/ Carl €. Moore, Jx.
88 Hubbard Drive." . o . e e

Mr. Blackman stated McCombs has sketches, drew rough omne; have garage
cannot use because. door too gmall. Mr, Aureli asked if want to add
two: feet?. Mr. Blackman stated ves, two feet to the side and to the.
front about 5 ft. so can. incopeowvate.door:'into garage.. There will be
12 f£t. from where the. garage comes. out to the front. :

Mrs. Tanger asked how wide is lot? Mr. Blackman stated 75 ft. Mr.
Aureli asked instead of 10 ft. will have 8 ft. from lot line? Mr.
Blackman stated. when completed garage.will be 15 ft. wide.. Been-
there two years and haven't rbeen able to use it yet. Bottom low and
get water in it. Want to put 9 ft. door on front and door coming into
house from garage. 18 ft. between buildings.

Mr. Aureli asked if anyone.wished to speak.in. favor or.opposition to
this appllcation and no one appeared. . .
[N -y - - R TS T

DECISION‘ Granted unanlmously.

#21. Application of Frederick Metzger & Romald Mowers, 3200 Chili
Avenue, Rochester, N. Y., for approval. to erect an addition to
present building approx. 14,000 sq. ft. as:per sketch submitted.
B Zone.

Mr. Mowers appeared stated wished. to make correctlon to appllcatlon,

plans drawn up to show around 10,000 sq. ft. because have stayed

proper distances bn lot line without getting variance,

Mr. Aureli:'asked.if planning on taking out:parking in fromt? Mr. Mowers
stated parking have. there now out and drive through area probably only
a couple cars in there, salesmen, office entrance here in fromnt. Mr.
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Aureli asked parking in front? Mr. Mowers stated drive through area,

Mr. Heilman stated. Planning Board recommends no parking in Ffront. Mr.
Mowers stated yes, did explain this and seemed to feel reasonable to
pave this and get rid of:mess. Curb-which state would dictate,
entrance and exit, have for salesmen coming and going.

Mr. Aureli stated still have parking at front door. Mr, Mowers stated
3 spaces. Mr. Aureli asked if refacing front of building? Mr. Mowers
stated. do away with all windows as here.now. Mr. Aureli asked if
been to Planning Board? Mr. Mowers stated informally to see where to
get started. Told us to get . things drawn up..and come to yvou paople
and then come back to them. Mr. Aureli stated have to go back to
Planning Board. Mr. Heilman stated. for site plan and things like
that. Mr. Davis stated architecturel review.

Mr. Heilman stated recollection was that were going to. face front and

do something with the tops.: Mr. Mowers. stated originally two separate
buildings,and had tied in and. to make. lpok good we would be willing..

existing doorways to.get into factory. .Employees would be parking in

back and coming in from back, fromt doors fire.doors.

Mr. Heilman asked about structure to be torn down? Mr. Mowers stated
300 dq.. ft. barn - used.for.shipping and receiving to:be toxn down. Mr.
Hellman stated employees going to park back there. and have agreement
with church for parking. Mr. Mowers stated agreement with church when
they built. : . . :
Mr.. Auxreli asked what is along east lot. line? :Mr. Mowers.stated no-
man's land, haven't cleaned it, would like to get together with chuxch
and clean up. .

Mr. Aureli asked how much will this increase.work force? Mr. Mowers
stated have approximately 13,000 sq. ft. Mr. Aureli asked how many

new jobs? Mr. Mowers stated none, immediately, gradually has to create
new jobs, right now jammed, to get zid of barn...

Mr. Palermo asked sgize of new addition? Mr. Mowers stated originally
said 14,000, by time found had to.be 10 ft. setback got down to 10,000,
Mr. Heilman stated properly described as.far as:public:notices, only
question reduction in what asking for regarding space,

Mr. Aureli asked how many years been there? Mr. Mowers stated 12-13.
Mr. Lighthouse asked construction of building? Mr. Mowers stated
block, or brick. Mr. Heilman asked if any signs? Mr., Mowers stated
no, sign would be. nothing more than-sign on bulilding, very inconspic-—
uvous, within regulations. Mr. Palarmo asked church on one side and
house on other? Mr. Mowers stated right.

Mr., Aureli asked. if anyone wished to speak in favor. of application. and
no one. appeared. On question of. anyone wishing to speak against
application, Mr. Baker, 841 Paul Road, stated wanted to see where
building. will be. constructed.,. Parking lot:in:rback yard right now.
Ground pitched and drains into his property now.

Mr. Mowers stated last fall had regraded, Mx. Baker never couplained
about this, could see condition, regraded and gravelled out to ditch
and took pains to raise edge so would drain to us and down driveway
and not into Bakers. Mr. Baker stated still drains in. Mr. Mowers
stated paid a man to do this, McCall's yard higher too.

Mr. MecCall, 3202 Chili Avenue, stated getting water off building now,
every time a down pout, get wash-out. -

Mr. Selden Marshall, 836 Paul Road, stated if you like to liwe with. .
dust and dirt. from trucks and cars, good place to be,

Mr. Baker stated all stone, did have filled in. Setting here, about
30 ft, from lot Jine. How would you like to sit in back and see cars

looking at you. IXIf barrier. put up there, worrying about tractor trailers

and cars,.what is to.prevent them from going out, of gear?
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Mr. McCall asked which way is pitch of roof? Mr. Mowers stated when
build new building will arrange pitch so water doesn't run towaxrd you.

Mr. Marshall stated made mistake 10-12 years ago in letting them in
there. Mr. Mowers stated garage gould be in there without variance,
now light commercial. Mr. Baker stated if keep adding on don't
consider light commercial. Mr, Marshall asked who determines indus-
trial? Mr. Aureli stated Planning Board and Town Boaxd.

Mr. McCall asked who keeps property clean? Kids throw garbage all
ovexr yard and don't cleanr up. My, Marshall stated would like anyone
to come over some night and sit in my garage at 5:00 or 8:30 when kids
get through or trucks come in.

Yt T

Mr. Aureli asked what are hours of operation? Mr. Mowers stated 8:00

to 8:30. Mr. Marshall stated the last variance when asked for drive,
thinks was suppolsed to be landscaped then, Mr, Heilman stated this

is Zoning Board and what he is here for is Variance. After this have

to come back before Planning Board at Public Hearing and go over site
plans and Planning Board will listen to people's complaints and decide
what will be in best interests of community. Informald}y suggested

this area free of parking, area blacktopped. Suggest coming to Planning
Board and let them hear your objections.

Mr. Aureli stated powers of Zoning Board cannot change zoning, can
give permisfion to go further and go to Planning Board and Publie
Hearing. Not approving building, just saying OK to go to Planning
Boaxrd.

DECISION: Granted with stipulations that suggestlons given by Planning
Board after Jume 13, 1972 informal hearing be complied withs:
1. No parking in front of building on Chili AVe. 2. Chili
Ave. side of building to be given new facade. 3, All storage
of raw and waste material to be inside. 4. Appear before’
Planning Board om July 11, 1972 with proposed plans.

Held over from May 23, 1972 meeting:

Application 6f J. & J. Tire Sales, 1141 Scottsville Rd., Rochester,
N. Y., Eor approval of 1 sign 12' x 6' double faced, illuminated,
BFGoodrich logo sign for center pole mounting, two 12' x 4 1/2°
single faced illuminated plastic BFGoodrich lege signs for flush
wall mounting, three 1' x 10' signs for service bay panels reading
alignment, brakes, balancing. Zone A.

DECISION: Granted, three 12' x 4 1/2' to be placed on building and
three 1' x 10' signs for service bay panels. Signs to be
lighted no later than 10:00 P.M.

Kathleen Luedke
Secretary

P St
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS -
July 25, 1972

A Public Hearing was held by the Zoning Board of Appeals of.the
Town:of Chili en July 25,.1972.in the Chili.-Administration Offices,.3235
Chill Avenue, Rochester, New Yori.l4624. "The meeting was called +o order
by the Chairman, Mr. Robert Hunter. . Lo

Present: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. -Charles Pfennlnger . -
Mrs., Geritrode:Tanger.. :. B
Mr. John Lighthouse. .
Mr. John Palmero

* Mr. Richard Aureli

Absent: - -Mr, Richard Harrington .. . ... .»

Also Present: Mr. Alfred Hei!maﬁ, Deputy fown Attorney
. Mr. Stephen Chydyk, Comm. of Pub. Works, Supt. of Hys.
Mr. Willtam Davis, Supt. of Buildings

Mr. Heilman gtated:that:all applications:to.be considered have been
publisbed in a paper of general.clrculation and atfidavits are.on file
with the Town Clerk.

#5. Application of Pitt-Qrchard; Ipnc., 3183 Delaware Avenue, Kenmore,
N. Y., for. approval of .variance for.8' x.16'.sign on poles, adver-
tising new stores and store space for rent, not illunimated, located
3240 Chili Avenue. B Zone.
. . .. . . —e . v o .. N . . - N .1
Mr. Frank lLojacimo, Vice.President, appeared.. Mr. Hunter asked if had
sketch of proposed sign.. Mr. -LoJacimo stated_had sign up once before
and unfortunately blew down past winter. Sign had up was much larger
than this. :This 8' x [6', : .

Mr. Hunter asked what sort of sign it is supposed fo be? Mr. Lojacimo
stated wood, plywood painted white background with red lettering on it.

Mr. Hunter asked how about locatlion as far as height and where on pro-

perty? Mr. Lojacimo stated hack from road about 100 f+., 100 ft+. away

from road here, this is plot plan, approximately right here. Probably

3-4ft. off ground. : I N T

Mr. Pfenninger asked 1f put where .old sign was? Mr. Lojacimo stated

right where old sign was before {(indicated bank and Loblaws store on map).
Mrs. Tanger asked how far from [Tttle roadway? Mr. Lojacimo stated from
where it was before to here about 25-30 ft+. JusT want exposure to
fronting on Chili, identifying area to be developed.

Mr. Hunter stated only comment, still pretty big sign compared to what
normally willing fo grant. Realize back from road but talking about [28
sg. ft. and generally talk about 36 sq. f+ for maximum sign. Do They
really feel they need something this bit? Mr. Lojacimo stated would
prefer something larger. Thinks (36 .sq. ft. from 100 ff. from road just

700 small. Couldn't get enough on that fto be visible from road. Thinks
1 sign before was 10" x 20' which would be 200 sq. ff. Thinks would need
¥ in order to identify itself from road.

' Mr. Hunter asked what period of time asking for? Mr. lLojacimo stated .
maximum a year. Mr. Hunter stated would consider temporary sign, there is
maximum of one year. Mr. Lojacimo stated there is sign there identidying
center closer to the road. Mr. Hunter stated thinking on signs has
changed in that period.

Mr. Heilman asked how high sign would be? Mr. Lojacimo stated 3-4 ft.
plus 8ft., 12 £+. maximum héight. Mr. Hunter asked if double-~faced? Mr.
Lojacimo stated single-faced, facing Chili.

Mr. Hunter asked 1f anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition To the
application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted for one vear, maximum size of sign To be 36 sq. ft.,
to be erected under supervision of Superintendent of Buildings.
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(EGAL NOTICE

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

The Zoning Board of Ap
peals of the “Town of Chill
will .hold a Public Heariag at
the Chili Administration Of-
fices, 3235 Chili Avenue, RS-
chester, New York 14624 on_
July 25, 1972 at 8:00 P. .
to’ consider 'the following ap-
plications: - . -

#1. Application of Hubbard
Foods Ine.,Walpole, New Hamp- *
ghire, ‘for - approval to erect
restaurant on portion’ of Tax

- Acct. #1174-600, NE_corzer,
150 frontage’ On Scottgville
Road, 210" deep, locatedat 1148
Scottsville Road. Zoue.A.

o2 Application  of John

Ranieri, 296 Chili-Scottsvilie:

. Road, Chirchville N.Y., forap-
proval of a dog kennel at 296
Chili Secottsville Road. Zome:’

" EE. . T

#3. Application of Mary Apn
Zaleski, 192 . Hillary Drive,
Rochester, N.Y., for appro-
val of variance to operate ome .
operator beauty' shop -in por- '
tion of residence located 192
Hillary Drive. E Zone. . ’

 #4 Application of Ronald Cu-
simano, 36 Haroid Avepue, Ro-
chester, N.Y., for appro-
val to ereet 12’ X 24° above-
gromd pool 107 from back lot
Jine ané €'7'" .from Back of

' house and 10° from East ‘gide . -
lot line at 36 Harold Avenue,
D Zobe. T
- #5. Application” "of  Pitt-
Orchard Inc., 3189 Delaware-
Avenue, Kenmore, N.Y.,forgp- -
proval of variamce for 8" x 16"
sign on poles, advertising rey
stores apd store space,!orreht,
not {lluminated. B Zone,located
$240 Chili Avenue. | -

" 6. Application of John Ro-

. mansky, 328 Long Pond Road,
Rochester, N.Y,, for aliprorﬂ' .
of converting single family »e--
sidence to two-family pesidence -

“ Jocated at 340 Ballantyne Rokd.:
EE Zone. I

. #7. Applieatidli of Mobil 0il
* Company, 675 Brooks Avenue,

Rochester, N.Y., for approval
of variance for portable Sigm, -

S g oy 377 to be located at
end of pump tsland at David
Booth Mobil Station at 2765 .
Chili Avenue. E Zoue. S
" #8. Application ‘of ‘David
Barnes, 29 College Avenue,
North Chili, N.¥., for approval

to build garage north of present
garage Iand ‘convert present gar-
age and breezway into family -

room, garage to be 4 fi. from o
lot line. B Zone, located 29
College Ave. -

All interested pariies are
rYequested to attend: By order =
.of the Chairman of the Zoning
poard of Appeals of the Towr
of Chili.

LURAINA E. ROBBINS
Town Clerk
Chili, N.Y..
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#1. Application of Hubbard Foods, Inc., Walpole, New Hampshire, for
approval to erect restaurant on portion of Tax Account #1[74-600
NE corner, 150" frontage, on Scottsville Road, 210' deep, located
| 140 Scottsville Road. Zone a.

Mr. Thomas Solomon, Attorney, appeared and stated here to get permission
to erect and operate restaurant. Believes NW corner of lot. 1140
Scottsville Road, really runs NE-SW, really NW side of lot.

Mr. Solomon continued, currently this lot has cperation khown as J.
Kozel & Son metal favricating plant, 9.1 acres. NW corner 150" frontage
to 200 deep ,about 30,000 sq. ft., infend To operate quality restaurant.
Here because ordinance requires in order to cperate commercial in
industrial zone, have to have varlance and zone is industrial. Need

two additional variances, minimum area permitted in industrial, 62,500
sq. ff., only need 30,000 sq. ft. Variance to lot size. Rear line
variance, industria! 80', will only be 55', side and front and height
comply with all appropriate measurements. (Presented maps and diagrams,
colored drawings for each member of Board.)

Mr. Solomonexplained the drawings, first page site plan, Shows dimen-
sions of how restaurant will look on parcel ifself. Sedond page
rendition of what restaurant will look like from front and actual floor
plan. Page three side view. Page 4 diagram of area currently taken
from tape location maps of existing bulldings on lot plus fwo adjoln-
ing lots. In addition shows what restaurant will look Iike when added
To area. )

Mr. Hunter asked whole lot in question on right side, piece talking
about in corner in middle of page? Mr. Solomon stated right. Page 5
shows everything on lprevious drawing except us, That is how inter-
preted shee¥ | had That wanted subject lot and adjoining lots and
diagram showing how it fit in here. Brought along ftonighf Harvey
Rosenblioom, real estate appreiser 30 years and served on Zoning Board
in Rochester, exper, giving copy of qualifications, would I[Tke fto have
Mr. Rosenbloom give presentation.

Mr. Rosenbloom appeared, stated Scottsville Road from canal southerly
has been zoned and used industrially for many decades. Many commercial
uses in area, some pre-existing and some granted by varlance. Penn
Central and predecessors major land owhers in zone, fn 1969 sold to
Kozel 9.1 acres from which subject properfy being subdivided. Operate
and maintain steel fabricating business at [140. 680 f+. frontage to
railroad right of way. Scoftsvilie main entrance to airport before
construction of hew ferminal and proximity to alrport objectionable

to many users. Development of industrial park made better for commer-
cial, good convenient location. Have been variances granted, Olympic
Park granted variance for bowling alleys and golf course, many commer-
cial uses within park i+self. Drive-in at 1200 granted in 1955, 1971
additional variance granted for Carroll's drive-in restaurant. Demand
and economic pressure for road front development has been great and
undeveloped frontage too veluable for industrial storage which presently
used for storage of steel and enclosed by chain Iink fence and barbed
wire. Hubbard Foods proposed fTo dev elop |50 x 200 at NW corner, 30,000 )
sq. ft., and generous size for proposed use although less Than 62,500 -y
required by industrial zone. Hubbard Foods subsidiary of old line, well
established NE business enterprise ahd enjoys high financlal rating,

AAA in Ddnn-and Bradstreet. Family business, third generation, active
owner management. Presently part of business community, one on West
Henrtetta and other on Winton north within Rocheser, opposite Taylor
Chevrolet. Hub House very interested in expanding within Monroe County
business community and is owner operated enterprise, not franchised,
owner run business, not drive-in, sit down, buys goods and services
locally, no alcoholic beverages. Ample off street parking with good
traffic flow, 62 ft. betwesan entrance on south and exit on north.
Congenial surrounding considered attractive for restaurant business and
applicant inftends to make site outstanding. Designed by Thomas Boyde,

Jr., local, will be similar to the two existing locations. 100 f+f.
setback will be [andscaped with lawn and shrubs and screening and

lfghting will be in good taste. Ordinance calls for 80' rear, plan
indicated 55' and latk of 25' will be of no significance to Kozel property

in rear. Facility would be worthwhile addition to Scottsville Road and
to Town of Chili, sure would serve real need in area, many indusfrial

Tlants asqp
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plants nearby who find difficult to find good place to ear and would add improve-
ment over present use and should help increase property values nearby. Happy

to answer any questions about presentation or areas in which feel qualified to
talk.

Mr. Hunter stated basically interested in reason for request, This ig industrial
property, commercial use prohibited by our code. Curious to know by what basis
recommending or justifying commercial property in industrial area? Mr. Solomon
stated Kozel didn't need all land for industrial purposes. Fronmt footage along
Scottsville valuable for commercial enterprise, especially where not being used
industrially. Hubbard locking for additional areas to go into. Rlt fit in
well, lot of customers at this point.

Mr. Rosenbloom stated Kozel bought 9.1 acres, large investment and probably
wants to recoup socme by selling frontage, too valuable to use for storage of
steel.

Mr. Hunter stated faced with requasst to rezone this piece of property since
prohibited use put upon this Board to feel this is justifiable use. Guess that
is why asking question.

Mr. Soclomon stated managing supervisor of Hub restaurants Warren Harvey who will
discuss operation of restaurant.

Mr. Harvey stated as Mr. Rosenbloom hentioned previously, privately owned
copporation, not franchised. Own and manage as corporation. 014 line company.
Restaurants geared primarily for family and family operation, not carzyout or
fast food. Seat 54 people there in booths and coumter stools, Operation run on
24 hr. 7 days, employ approximately 25 people. Building, supplies everything
purchased locally in Rochester, Home offices in New Hampshire. Building modern
design, conservative not outlandish. Maintain large grass area around building
and shrubs and bushes around perimeter as well as red wood fencing around property.
Regarding refuse, take care of own refuse. Cannot think of anything else. bid
bring along picture plub copies of menus which will give you idea of what type
of food we serve,

Mr. Hunter asked take it building is one that you use, common design? Mr.
Harvey stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked about parking? Understood 54 seats in
restaurant, how much parking? Mr. Harvey stated 30 parking spots, shows on
front page of drawing. Mr. Hunter stated assumes number based on previous
experience. Mr. Harvey stated is sufficient, have 22 at Winton Road, really
very little problem. Same size restaurant. Henrietta has 38-40 parking spots.

My. Heilman askéd how far are opénings from 47 entrance? Across from Standard
Building? Mr, Davis stated opposite J & J Tires, on east side of road. Mr.
Hunter stated 47 toward city more. Mr. Rosenbloom stated north of Standard which
is adjoining property. Mr., Hunter asked at what time expect peak traffic to occur
in restaurant? Mr. Harvey stated busiest hours between 6 AM and 2 PM, biggest
operating hours.

Mr. Hunter asked if any idea of what kind of traffic could expect? What freguency
of occurrence of automobiles in and out. Mr, Harvey stated judging by turn-over
in seats, half hour to 45 minutes on average. If had one customer per car, one in
and out every 45 minutes.

Mr. Heilman asked if anticipate any truck problems? Mr. Harvey stated our type of
business does not appeal to truckers. In both operations discouraging trucks
parking along right of way, no room in lots, appeal not to truckers.

Mrs. Tanger asked if West Henrietta has more seating capacity? Mr., Harvey stated
no, the same.

Mr. Lighthouse stated doesn't see any signs of any kind. Mr, Haxvey stated West
Henrietta has sign. Mr. Solomon stated no application for sign pending today but
if grant, would come back at another time with sign. Felt tonight ought to spend

energies on whether or not want restaurant in area and then debate sign. Mr. Hunter

stated would like to ask one question in this regard, . fixed sizes of signs? Have
own feelings about maximum sizes, don't want to be putiin position like that. Mr.

Solomon stated signs on West Henrietta and Winton entirely different. WNew sign for

Winton 35 sg. ft. Would be willing to be flexible. Would probably come before
Board with maybe three alternate drawings. Interested in upgrading area, asset to

property, would landscape totally as in drawing. Want to make attractive, don't want

to wreck with sign. Operated on Winton almost a year without sign. Good looking
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with wrong sign. . =

Mr. Heilman stated in terms of outside lighting, do see a few lights shown here. Is

that what you would be talking about? Relatively low in height and illumination. Z
Mr. Harvey stated that is gize would use. Only lighting shown on drawing. Believes

20 lamps on perimeter. Mr. Solcomon stated all lock like carriage lamps. Mr.

Hunter asked if knew wattage of those individual lamps? Mr. Solomon stated

mercury vapor, about 1,000 watts per light. Mr. Huntey asked if transluscent

material as far as enclosure? Mr. Solomon stated developed for Winton Road property

which is in middle of residential area. Mr. Bunter statéd if clear glass would be

more light coming out, frosted glass of scme kind. Mr. Palermo stated noc lights

on chimney like over here.

Mr. Hunter asked if correct in stating of Board passes on this Planning Board .
would have to give architectural reivew. Mr. Heilman stated right, site plan. =

Mr. Palermo asked no other identification, no name on the building or anything?
Mr. Harvey stated no. Mr. Rosenbloom stated building is identification.

Mr. Heilman stated have lawn in front of building, will that run right up to
Scottsville Road? Mr. Solomon stated 100 ft. of lawn, one of trade marks to
keep green area in front.

Mr. Honter asked 1f approved, would essentially be all built and constructed at
the same time? Mr,. Solomon stated yes. Mr. Heilman asked if has been to NYSDOT R
for approval? Mr., Solomon stated no, probably this week.

Mr. Hunter stated application has been sent to MCPC and essentially their recomm-—
endation is that decision be made by this Board on basis of local consideration.
Mr, Solomon stated precedent for commercial uses along Scottsville Road set forth
by Mr. Rosenbloom, thinks front footage has become too valuable and for economic
reasons, if developed in way not objectionable to plans all neighborhcod would
benefit esthetically and economically to area, quarter million dollar operation.
Mr. Hunter stated may well be merit to what says, not wlithin province of this
Board to take that into consideration. Mr. Solomon stated feels zoning ordinances
unigue, easy to upgrade zone, glad to have because upgrades area. Mr. Hunter
stated personally might like one thing and as member of Board something else.

Mr. Heilman asked if will lease property with right to purchase? Mr. Solomon
stated believes after so many years. Mr. Heilman asked how long have restaurants
in city been in operation? Mr. Harvey stated Henrietta's 3 yrs. and Winton

3 yrs. Mr, Heilman asked if still leased? Mr. Harvey stated building and equip-
ment owned by Hubbard Foods, land leased for tax purposes. Mr. Rosenbloom added
option tc buy land within term of lease.

Mr. Bunter asked if claiming any hardship in this particular piece of property
with relation to its use as industrial property? Mr. Solomon stated no, not in
sense offered for sale and unse in industrial,

Mr. Hunter stated anyone who would like to come forward and look at plans is
welcome to do so.

Mr. Harold Krenske, Webaco Oll Co., appeared, stated has property right across
road. When heard Hub intended to build, checked intc their operations and found
cliettele they cater to would make desirable neighbor to hawe. Also feel that
nice building across street would improve it. J & J did beautiful job on building.
landscaped and worked on building to improve in front and think that would be big
improvement, Improve appearence and would make look lot better when you come

up or down Scottsville Road, now all you have is wire fence. Would be glad to
welcome them to our community.

Mr. Cardell, owner of Standard Builder, appeared, stated on legal notice
said NE corner and changed to NW, isn't that NE corner still? Mr.
Sclomon stated lot slants at that point. Mr. Hunter stated the way
north shows should be NW. Mr. Cardel! stated Scottsville runs east -
and west.... Mr. Rosenbloom stated river runs north and south. Mr.
Solomon stated NE corner by railroad,

Mr. Cardell stated didn't really have obJection to this but ordinances
are sufficient to safeguard interests. Seems building too close to
our business, only 50 ft+., doesn't know why didn't get more land. When
park cars park plenty close to fence. Mr. Palermo asked what Mr,
Cardel!l has on his lot line? Mr. Cardell stated just fence, no

buildings or storage,
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Mr. Cardell added when signs come up would make sure would not
obstruct our business.

Mr. Lighthouse.asked if Standard is industrial! or commercial? Mr.
Rosenbloom stated industrial. Mr. Cardell stated been there since
1940. Mr. Davis stated pre-existing.

Mr. Hunter asked 1f anyone else wished to speak in favor or opposi-

tion to the application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Denisd, no evidence .of hardship. Suggested appear before
Planning Board fo seek rezoning.

2. Application of John Ranieri, 296 Chili~Scottsville Reoad, Church-

ville, N. Y., for approval of dog kennel at 296 Ghili-Scottsville . z
Road. Zone EE.

Mr. Ranieri appeared, stated not in business of selling, boarding or
rafsing dogs. Owns three deogs, one show dog, cne hunting dog and

one watch dog. Kept kenneled, don't run loose. 10 acres.of land,
not amdl! lot. Understands need variance to have three dogs.
Mr. Hunter stated need kennel license to make legal. Mr. Ranieri

stated not in kennel business. Mr. Hunter asked if any of the dogs
are female and may have pups? Mr. Ranleri stated two females but
don't breed, two Doberman Pinschers and a German Short=hair use for
hunting. They are kenneled and do have 10 acres of land.

Mr. Hunter asked if had takked with any neighbors about application?
Mr. Ranieri stated people acress the street and one side not against
it. Mr. Hunter asked if has llved in area for some time? Mr. Ranier]
stated a vear in fall, owned property for three years. Mr. Aureli
asked i{ kennel behind house? Mr. Ranieri stated in back, with doggy
doors to get.in and out.

Mr. Hunter stated takes it not familiar with ordinances until recently.
Asked how did he learn of it? Mr. Ranieri stated dog warden, fold

would only license two. Mr. Hunter asked if feels dogs are quiad.
Mr. Ranieri stated if somebody comes in start rumpus, people-on one
side have rabbits that run loose and then hunting dog will bark.

Mr. Aureli asked how far is nextdoor nsighbor? Mr. Ranieri stated
about 75-80 f+. to house. Mr. Heilman asked on each side? Mr. Ranieri
stated on one side, on other side said didn't care, probably 200 fft.
Mr. Heilman asked how far back from There To lot line? Mr. Ranieri
stated about 6-700 f+.

Mr, Heilman asked if just have three animals? Mr. Ranieri sfated all
has is three. Mr. Heilman asked if had restriction for three dogs no
objection. Mr. Ranleri stated right.

Mr. Hunter asked 7f anyone wished fo speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted for lifetime of present three dogs.

#3. Application of Mary Ann Zaleski, 192 Hillary Drive, .
Rochester, N. Y., for approval of variance to operate oche
operator beauty sheop In portieon of residence located [92
Hillary Drive. E Zone.

Mr. Peter Zaleski appeared. Mr. Hunter stated reason for app]icaﬁon,l

existing residential neighborhood and asking for permission to

operate commercial enterprise. Mr. Zaleski stated wife was beautician

for 5 years, wanted fto do part-time in home. Talked to people in -
neighborhood and nobody objects, know most of people and would be

interested in coming in. Basically people in neighborhood coming in.

Mr. Hunter stated reason for it has nothing to do with property in

‘question, want to do part-time work. Mr. Zaleski stated have spare

room with bathroom next fTo it and could put in plumbing and use for
shop instead of extra rocm.

ey .
IAEA R o [ RN
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Mr. Hunter asked if would have ample parking off street? Mr. Zaleski
stated has two car driveway. Mr. Palermo asked how many cars at one
time?  Mr, Zaleskl stated probably 8 cars in driveway. Don't Think
that ma ny, just one or-two at a time. Cannot take more than that
anyway: '

Mrs. Tanger asked if would be run just by Mrs. Zaleski, nho others?
Mr. Zaleski stated one operator. Mr. Hellman asked if 5 days a week?
Mr. Zaleski stated usually no clients beginning of week, Wednesday,
Thursday, Friday or Thursday Friday, Saturday. Mr. Heilman asked

by appointment, how many hours? Mr. Zaleskl stated 6-8 hours, 9 to

4 o'clock. Mr. Hunter asked if no evening hours?

Mr. Hellman asked if don't want any kind of sign? Mr. Zaleski stated
no, just people that they know.

Mr. Hunter asked If anyons wished fo speak in favor or opposition to
application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Denied, no evidencs of hardship.

#4. Application of Ronald Cusimano, 36 Harold Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval to erect 12" x 24' above-ground pool 10 f+.
from back lot line, 6'7" from back of house and 10 f+. from
East side lot line at 36 Harold Avenue. D Zone.

Mrs. Cusimano appeared and presented sketch showing houses next to
theirs and where pool would be in yard. Mr. Hunter stated essentially
oval pool. . :

Mrs.: Tanger dsked ‘how deep .is lo¥? Mrs. Cusimano stated 50' x 120'.
Mr. Heilman asked how close to electrical line? Mrs. Cusimanoc stated
9 ft. Mr. Palermo asked i+ will be [0 ft. from electrical wire? Mrs,.
Cusimano stated 9 f+. from electrical wires. Mr. Hunter stated 9 f+.
at closest point, not over pool. 9 f+. dimension, does that represent
horizontal measurement, level line? Mr, Hellman stated down fo
ground, distance to pool should be.- 10 ft.

Mr. Hunter asked if saying that with exception of this idea just
talked about and except for distances from house and lot line will be
able fo comply with swimming pool code in all other ways? Mrs.
Cusimano stated right.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposiftion to
the application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted.

#6. Application of John Romansky, 328 Lohg Pond Road, Rochester,
N. Y., for approval of converting single family residence tfo
two-family residence located at 340 Bzallantyne Road. EE Zone.

Mr. Romansky appeared and presented sketch of proposal. Stated would
like To put new section in and make double out of house. Have enough
square feet In house but would like to make addition., Mr. Hunter
stated additTion on back 24" x 36'. Asked dimensions of lot? Mr.
Romansky stated 8 acres, map doesn't show house but is right about
here.

Mr. Hunter stated frontage 386.12 ft., a little over 8 acres. This
is zoned EE. Asked if clalming hardship on property? Mr. Romansky
stated yes and ne., Used to wekk at American Laundry, closed down,
vould like to use for income property.

Mr. Hunter stated is concerned with personal situation. What about
as far as property itself? Claiming that that property cannot be )
used for single family homes? Making any claim fto tThat effect? Mr.
Romansky stated. not really, just personal.

Mr. Davis asked if zoned right across street for industrial? Between
two railroad tracks indusfrial. Mr. Romansky stated made industrial
but don't know what doing with i+. Knows 84 Lumber is but don't know
about Rodney Farms. (Presented plans for addition to Board.)
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Mrs. Tanger asked if he plans to live there? Mr. Romansky stated

some day. FPlans rent both now. Mr. Hunter asked what Is age of exist-
ing home? Mr. Romansky stated doesn't have siightest idea, old houss,

fixed up but can only do so much, Stated front of addition will be
facling rear of property. Mr. Hunter asked front of rear facbng rear?
Mr. Romansky steated yes, thinks will be pretty nice.

Mrs. Tanger asked if plans to do anything fo present house? Mr.

Romansky stated fix it up more and more. Mrs. Tanger asked if more at

this time? Mr. Romansky stated not that much, but doing it right aleng

as fast as money is available. Mr. Lighthouse stated outside [ooks .
preftty nice. o

Mr. Hunter stated proposing two bedroom, single story addition. Mr.
Romansky stated doesn't know 1f fThat is quite the way it will be In

end. Mr. Hunter asked if garage on the property now? Mr. Romansky
stated shed on property. Mr. Hunter asked if used as garage? Mr.
Romansky stated keeps tractor in there. Plans to put garage in
eventually (indicated on map). Basically have section 33', old section:
24'. Have addition 24' so stay that way. Have garage and driveway,
depends on how warks out.

Mr. Hunter stated fair-sized piece of property. Why did he go this
route instead of building extra home? Have room. Mr. Romansky stated
talking about $20,000 vs. $6-7,000. Quite a bit of money and don't
feel have 1t to put in there. Maybe eventually will put own house in
there. Don't know. Mr. Hunter asked where he lives? Mr. Romansky
stated Long Pond, in Greece. Bought this before had Long Pond houss,
when money was rolling in wasn't so bad.

Mr. Heilman asked what is property on each side presently zoned? Mr.
Romansky stated all farm land. Mr. Davis stated all farm land, EE.

Mr. Romansky stated somé sections commercialized 3-4 years ago, nothing
done with 7+. Asked the neighbors and they don't have objections.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished fto speak in favor .or opposition to
this apptication and no one appeared.

DECISION: Denied, no evidence of hardship.

#7. BApplication of Mobil 0il Compan¥, 675 Brooks Avenue, Rochester, N. Y., for
approval of variance for portable gign, 3'7" x 3'7", to be located at end
of pump island at David Booth Mobil Station at 2765 Chili Avenue. E Zone.

Mr. Raymond T. Cunneen appeared. Stated sign identical and same picture as showed
Board last time for George Rice sign. Sign in guestion to be located at eastern
end of front pump island. Purpose of sign to direct incoming traffic to appro-
priate island.

Mr. Heilman stated thinks went into it last time, one in middle, this is inaddition
to that one. Mrs, Tanger asked this isn't stationary sign too? Mr. Heilman
stated indicated permanent concave sign, one applying for portablé sign. Mrs.
Tanger asked if will have 2¢ oIf on existing sign too? Mr, Cumneen stated only
purpose is that big one gets incoming traffic and center one has different copy

at different time of year according to promotions that come out.

Mr. Palermo asked if one'sided sign? Mr. Cunneen stated two-sided sign, ordinarily ‘
uséd out at edge of curb where it is permittdd so that traffic coming from both
ands can See it. In this case being put at end of island.

Mr. Davis asked how come last time said sign would say 3¢ off and now it is 24?9 l
Mr. Cunneen stated cannot control dealer‘s price, indépendent dealer. Elt not

making sufficient profit to remain in business so raised price from 36.9 to 37.9

against my better judgment.

Mr. Heilman asked if Board were to grant sign would be for specific purpose of
self-service saving and if promotion went out sign would disappear? Mr. Cunneen
stated correct. Mr. Hunter asked if asking for any particular time? Mr. Cunneen
stated one year.

Mr. Davis asked if really another price war coming around that every station in
town will have? Mr. Cunneen stated Mobil will not grant dealer assistance,
attempting to keep stable market, All other comanies give aid to dealer so that

they can lower prices. We have not and still maintaim growth in sales higher

TR
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than other companies. If we dropped prices bottom would drop out and only buyer _
would gain. Mr. Davis asked if Mr. Booth is in favor of deing it because guy dewn

the street cut his price? Mr. Cunnecen stated he is in favor of it, volume has

dropped considerably and Rice’s picked up considerably. Mr. Davis stated knows -
Dave was not in favor of that but has hurt his business but think still not in

favor of it, Mr. Cunneen stated agrees, has to do it to survive. Most constant .
thing about business of oil companies are inconsistencies, change overnight. -

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of opposition to application
and no one appeared at this time, After hearing last application, Mr. Myers of
2758 chili Avenue appeared and stated had been here every time Mobil Oil attempted
to change things at station across the road. Have done nice job of keeping within
regulations set for them and -happy with cleanliwness and appearance of place.
Came to "talk in favor.’

DECISION: Granted for ohe year period, to be used for self-service
promotion only. )

#8. Application of David Barnes, 29 College Avenue, N. ChilTl,
N. Y., for approval fo build garage north of present garage
and convert present garage and breezeway inte family room,
garage to be 4 ft. from lot line, located 29 College Avenue.
E Zone. '

Mr. Barnes appeared, stated would like to pur garage in, don't have
experience with Zoning Boards, Biologist at Roberts Wesleyan Collegs.
Doesn't know if 4! preper. Would like to put in family room and
cheapest way to do is to convert garage into family room and to do

that and be on safe side in terms of reselling property should have
right Yo put garage on other side of present garage. That is rationale
of 12' asked for which would take me within 4' from lot line.

Mr. Hunter asked what would distance be between garage and residence
next door? Mr. Barnes stated home next door owned by college, 12!
between the two buildings. He hag approxXimately 8' from house to lot
line and we would be 4'. Mr. Palermo asked, house next to him,

which side of their living area?! Mr. Banres stated their bedrooms
would be next to my garage, cape cod house very much |ike ours, same
general dimensions. : )

Mr. Hunter asked if would be doing work himself? Mr. Barnes stated
would hire contractor, at least for framing of 1+ and perhaps would

do interior work. Mr. Aureli asked if &pproved do you plan to do it
immediately? Mr. Barnes stated would be able tTo tell potential buyer
that most houses have garage, this doesn't but you can build garage.
Do not have funds fo remodel and build garage. Mr. Hunter stated part

- of ordinance is that would have to build within one year. |[|f went

the vear and had not started to build this would ‘expire and could no
longer have variance.

Mr. Barnes stated guesses would tell potential buyer that you approved
it once and perhaps you would again because of first approval. Perhaps
would not be fair fo him.

Mr. Hunter asked if has discussed with neighbors? Mr. Barnes stated
didn't know was o do it. Understood put into papers, haven't talked
to neighbors about it. Mr. Hunter asked If any neighbors aware? Mr.
Barnes stated guesses chap next door, renter from college, have not
talked to college's lawyer or member of administration.

Mr. Hunter asked if lot dimensions on the map? Mr. Barnes stated ves,

76 x 204'., Mrs. Tanger asked what width of gearage would be? Mr.

Barnes stated present and new should be 12'. There is present

breezeway 8 ft. and existing garage 12' and though would be room 20!

wide. [|f not acceptable, would like to appeal for some lesser amount -
of space. Would move garage over somewhat, thinks could move within
10 £t+. without appealing and perhaps appeal for smaller amount of
space than asking for here. If turned down 1f there Is compromise
that would let me be less than [0 f+., would Iike you to consider
compromise and tell me how many feet you would give me,

Mr. Palermo asked how old is house? Mr. Barnes stated thinks about
20 years old. Mr. Hunter stated guesses maybe 22 or 23 vyears old,
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those homes before Springbrook Drive were built, In that area. -
Architecturally, what does.roof look like on present garage? Mr. Barnes

stated roof runs parallel to road, follows contour of house. Can

continue roof from house To garage. -

Mr. Hunter stated space suggesting between two buildings is kind of
small for my point of view. Mr..Barnes stated thought perhaps it was
too but advised by builder to look at that as alfernative and Iif

that 1s not acceptable ask that you consider something less than
lega’l 10'. Mr. Hunter stated for Mr. Barnes to build now, have
approximately 6 more feet To use within 10 f+. limit.

Mr. Hellman stated said neighbor was schoo!, have you falked fo them?

Mr. Barnes stated business office rents out on temporary basis to

faculty. Mr. Heilman asked if they have raised no objecticons o . -
being within 2 ft.? Mr. Barhes stated hasn't tfalked to them, in

Terms of saying this is opportunlity to say ves or no, haven't done

that, certainly could.

Mr. Hunter stated not required, in general want to knew what neighbors
know .about application and how they feel about it. 1F you could

say talked to them and were in favor would be in your favor. Not
required. Do publish Jegally but unfortunately not everyone sees
notices.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
application and no one appeared.

Mr. Barnes stated thought of alternative, move present garage and

use breezeway and extra space. On that basis thought of making

room go deeper info property. Have shown as 20 f+., thought in

terms of 30 ft. Mr. Hunter stated have lots of depth on lot., Mr.

Barnes stated though if would accepT something less than [0 ft. and
indicated built only 20 ft. deep may have to reapply to go 30 f+.

Mr. Hunter stated no, not as long as comply with minimum rear

setback, no problem there. : l

DECISICN: Denied, no evidence of hardship.

Mr. Weit, 316 Paul Road, appeared, stated received notification would
have To move pool, less than 15 f+, from side lot line. Asked If¥
could apply to leave 1t where it is. Mr. Hunter explained procedure
to apply To Zoning Board for variance.

Held over:

Application of Frank and Mary Brienze, 44 |/2 Black Creek Road, To
build carport 2! from east fot {ine at 44 |/2 Black Creek Road. r
D Zons.

DEC{S.ION: Denied, no one appeared.

Application of Dario Marchioni, 2! Alfred Avenue, for variance on
front lot 1ine setback, lot size [00'" x 120", house tTo be set in |ine
with existing homes, located Lots 16 and |17 Chester Avenue. D Zone.

DECISION: Denied, until such time as the roadway is exfended tThe
full width of the property.

KATHLEEN LUEDKE .

Secretary
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
August 22, 1972

The Public Hearing of the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of ¢hili was held
in the Chili Administration Offices, 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester, N. Y., 14624 on
August 22, 1972, The Hearing was called to order by the Chairman at 8:00 P.M.

Present = Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mrs. Gertrude Tanger
Mr. John Lighthouse
dMr. John Palermo

Mr. Richard Harrington v

Mr. Richard Aureli

Also Present: Mr. alfred Heilman, Deputy Town Attorney
Mr. William Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

Mr. Heilman stated with regard to nine applications in front of Board tonight, these
have been duly published in one of the newspapers of general circulation in the Town
and affidavits are on file with the Town Clerk.

i. Application of Carroll's Development Corp., 968 James Street, Syracuse, N. Y.,
13203 for approval of a variance for one free-standing sign, mounted on 13°4"
pole, sign size 9'3" x 5'7", illuminated, double faced, located on property at
1200 Scottsville Road. Zone A.

Mr. Gary Grab appeared representing Rochester Poster, erecting the sign for Carroll's.
Mr. Hunter asked if had sketch showing sign? Mr, Grab stated 12' high pole and overall
height is 17'7". Mr. Hunter stated different height than shown in application, what
does 13'4" represent? Mr. Crab stated pole size actually 12'. Mr. Hunter stated total
height 17'7". BAsked proposed hours of lighting of sign and days of week to be lit?

Mr. Grav stated opening hours, not certain hours they are open.

Mr. Hunter stated one comment would make in regard to application. Height of sign and
size greater than Board willing to grant in last three years. In texms of height,
around 15 f£t, from crown of road wmaximum and 36 sg. ft. as maximum size, prefer smaller.
This sign around 53 sg. ft. Custom .desidned sign? Mr. Grab stated standard size they
use. Two sizes, one larger than this. Sign already made in Texas, shipped here and
ready to go.

Mr. Hunter asked what happens if Board says won't allow this sign? Mr. Grab stated
refer back to Caxxoll's and either vut smaller sign or none. Mr. Hunter asked what is

value of sign in place? Mr. Grab stated to sell or erect? Mr., Hunter stated both, what :

will it have cost them by the time it is in position and ready to go. Mr. Grab stated
over $5,000.

My. Heilman stated asked about illumination. Mr. Hunter stated really only specified
hours. Anything about candlepower? Mrs, Tanger stated operates on 6.3 amps, 120 valts.
Mr. Hunter stated really nc way of knowing from those specs illuminmation of that sign.
Mr. Grab stated as to brightness? Very dark oragge face, not going to get light
shining down on parking lot, just enough to illuminate itself. Mr. Palermo stated
background orange. Mr. Hunter stated letters white.

Mr. Heilmen asked if signs on building now? Mr. Grab stated yves, built right on the end
of the building. Mr. Hunter stated standard Carroll's building. Mrs. Tanger asked

if Carxoll's visible on Scottsville Road from both ways without sign? Mr. Grab stated
believes fire department has quite a few trees along drive and blocks building.

Mr. Hunter asked what is setback of building? Mr. Davis stated 104 ft., lower than
Scottsville Road. Mr. Hunter asked where would put sign? Mr. Grab stated as close

to road as Board would allow. . his is lay out now of property they own and use. Would
like to put this sidewalk stops here, trees in here, put sign in here as close to

road as possible. Mr. Hunter asked in green island here? Mr. Grab stated in that
general area, drawing a little vague. Mr. Hunter asked if edge of pavement here and
this property line? Mr. Grabh stated believes so.

My. Heilman asked if in and out signs jilluminated? Mr. Grab stated doesn't believe
so. Mrs. Tanger asked if sign doesn't revolve? Mr. Grab stated no.

cUd
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LEGAL HOTICE

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS -
. . 11

. o v .
The Zoning Board of Ap-

 peals- of the Town of Chill, i’

hoid a Paublic Hearing in the'.
Chili Adminisrratio"_p. Offices,
3235_Ch§1i Avenue, Rochester,
N.Y., 14624 on August 22, 1972
at g:00 P.M. fo consider the
tollowing applications: : .
1. Application of Carroll’s
Development Corp., 368 James
Sireel Syracuse, N.Y., 13203,
for approval of & ‘yariance for
one free-standing sign, moust-
ed on 13'4" pole, sign size
g3 X 5'7, iHuminated, dous

" ple-idced, located on propérty

~ at 1200° Scottsville’ Road. Zone

2. Application of Patrick
3. Roncone, 3227 1/2 Chili Ave-
nue,. Rochester, N.¥. 14624 for
approval to erect 'pro!essional
building with setback variance
on property located at 3253
Chili Averite. Zone B.

3. Application of Bruee F.
Chanira, 17 B@ylor Circle, Ro=
chester, N.Y., 14624, for ap-
proval of erecting 2 2 car
garage, 22' X 24% on north
side’ lot line, ,approximatel:’,;.S’ .
from lot line at.17 Baglor C
cle. D Zone. - ’

4. Application of Edwhrd
Weit, 316 Paul Road, Roches-
ter, N, Y. 14624, for appr?:;al

ress

he

to have above-ground pool
thap 157 from side lot line, -
cated-at 316 Paul Road, E Z#ne.
5. Application of Willlam,
paul Harris, D.B.S., 20-12 Lee -
Gardens, Apartments, Roches-
ter, N.Y., 14624 for approval
of renewal of variance to oper-
ate dental office in apartment
building located 20-12LeeGar-
dens Apartments. D (MR) Zone.
§. Application of Lincoln
Rochester, Bank, 4390 Butfalo
:0ad, North Chili, N.Y. 14314,
1gr approval of 2 signs, nne
4'17" x 4’1" on pole at entrsdnce
on ~ Uniion Street “Prive-’
in Teller”, non-illuminated;
one 4'4”" X 16°4"", single-faded, *
illuminateﬂ' on front of building.
B Zomne. .- .
LT Applicalion,of Jose;‘: 3
gchuter, 1300 Scottsville Road,
Rochester, N.Y., fof approval
of erecting, gascline psmps at
existing car wash - 2islands;
4 pumps, ldcatedatlZSOScbn's-
vilie Road. & Zone. - N
g. ‘Application of Georee 1.

" Coon, 17 Fenton Road, Roches-

ter, N.Y., 14624, for approval

16 erect 2-faced sigh advertis-
ing real estate oifice; on poles,
in front of residence at 17 Fen-

, ton Road. D Zone.

., val te

9. Application of Page Air-

" ways, Inc. 1265 Scottsville Road -

Rochester, New Yorkfor appro-
o an addition: 30" x

“"*6a* to ihid Sonth side of the pre-

. semt hanger-at 1265 seottovitle’

“'Road. A Zone. )

All Interested parties. are
requested to attend. BY Order’
of the Chdirman of the Zoning
Board of Appeals of the Town

of Chili.

Luraina E. Robbjos
Fown Clerk
_piki. New York E
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Mr. Harrington asked how many Carroll's stores in Monxde County? Mr. Grab stated
doesn’t work for them, doesn't know, Mr. Harrington asked if any signs smaller than
this put up for Carrolls? Mr. Grab stated no.

Mr. Davis asked what is next size si¢gn? Mr. Grab stated 14 ft. across the top. Mr.
Harrington asked if has installed other signs for Carrolls? Mr. Grab stated yes, this
sizeand larger one, nothing smaller. Pretty much their standard size. Just started
using big one.

Mrs. Tanger stated basically one)’Carroll's sign, oily have one on building itself.
Mr. Grab stated goes arowund face of building. Wraps all the way around, all block,
name on front. Mrs. Tanger stated name appeared on front, not on sides.

Mr. Heilman asked if any thonght of low-profile sign, illuminated? Mr. Grab stated .

sure this one could be lower. Mr. Heilman stated sign 3-4 feet tall, set on ground

with lights that shine on it? Mr. Grab stated if wide open coming both
ways might be of some value, Mr, Aureli asked ftrees at fire department,
how far out do they come? Mr, Grab stated doesn't know for sure, it is
lower than the road.

Mr. Hellman stated problem because sign proposing bigger than one usually
allowed. May be alternative to find out 1f could have low profile sign

in front. Mr. Hunter stated suggesting something shorter than.... Mr,
Hellman stated than on pole. Mr. Hunter stated as alternative. Mr. Heilman
stated go back depending on what Board decides, Mr. Grab stated could be
lower [f height 1is problem. Mr. Hunter stated not a lot different

than allowed in past buf thinks Board should be consistent unless some
reason. Mr. Grab asked if ever had application for larger one? Mr. Hunter
stated larger and taller.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to the
application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Denied: Mr. Harringtson yes; Mr. Pfenninger yes; Mr. Light-
house no; Mrs. Tanger no; Mr. Aureli no; Mr. Palermo no;
Mr. Hunter no.

2. Application of Patrick J. Ronconhe, 3227 1/2 Chill Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y., 14624 for approval tTo erect professional building with setback
variance on property located at 3253 Chili Avenue. Zone B.

Mr. George Scardetta, Engineer, appeared representing Dr. Roncone. Stated
this is revised site plan taking into account some of the comments made

by Board and feedback from MCPC where suggested furning building around.
Reduced size of building, gives more parking spaces, reduces requirement.
Building would require 39 parking spaces based on one space for 200 f+.

of building space .plus one for every Two emplovees. Able to provide

40 spaces with thls arrangement. This represents building on site which
would be commensurate with area, fairly attractive, fits in with plenty

of room and should be credit to area.

Mr. Hunter asked when in before? Mr. Scardetta stated informatly in June,
missed July meeting. Mr. Palermo stated one time before with present
structure.... Mr. Davis statdd that burned down.

Mr. Hunter stated has parking space requirements on square footage and .
employees of buiiding. In what way in terms of tenancy visualized, feel
will be adequate? Mr. Scardetta stated plans 7 offices, and.approxi-
mately 2 employees per office, Mr. Hunter stated says 7 offices, asked
what might they be? Mr. Scardetta stated intended to be professicnal
buiding, not just general offices. Doctors, possibly attorneys, dentists$
Dr. Roncone 1s dentist, really is professional building or medical

building If want to call it such.

Mr. Hunter asked what visuallze as far as hours of operation? Daytime or
sometime other than that? Mr. Scardetta stated would say strictly daytime.
Dr. Roncone stated primarily physicians and dentists hopefully. They
cperate primarily daytime hours. Maybe some one night a week., Depends
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on individual practicing ih building. Mr. Hunter stated ftrying to get
some feel of use of parking in evening. Dr. Roncone stated doubts if

anyone there. Mr. Scardetia stated may be somedone in emergency cases,
may be some, not vacant but minimal.

Mrs. Tanger asked if plans to have this lighted? Mr. Hunter asked parking
area? Mr. Scardetta stated wasn't planning on it. |f Board feels necess-
ary, more than happy to. Mrs, Tanger stated wondering because didn'+t

see. Dr. Roncone stated probably would add to i+, helpful for evening
hours. As far as burglaries concerned, might be [dea that would do this.
Mr. Scardetta stated certain amount of lighting for building entrance

and from security standpoint. As far as lighting whole lof, no plans.

Mr. Heillman stated these are not plans submitted to MCPC. Mr. Scardetfta
stated no. Mr. Heilman stated haven't submitted these plans +o them since
that time, would have to be done for this Board to decide. Mr. Scardetta
stated comments were rather nebulous. Mr. Heilman stated Isn't something
would like to do. Under Sec. 239-m of General Municipal Law have to if

it falls within 500 ft. of County Road or Interstate highway or expressway
or park, MCPC has to review plans and make recommendations back To

Board before Board acts. Mr. Scardetta asked if they can make anything
mors specific? Mr. Aureli stéted first plans were sent to them and this
is what they proposed that you do. Mr. Heilman stated fiil out appli=-
cation with copy of these plans and call Them and tell them what you have
done in regard to meeting requirements. :

Mr. Scardetta steted someone who wasn't man enough to sign comments’
submitted, if they don't like them tell us what they want, ready to
cooperate, Mr. Heilman stated have people assigned to this area, If ask
them they will tell you.

Mr. Hunter read the site plan comments from MCPC. Mr. Hunter stated
Mr. Scardetta says he has done this. Mr. Scardetta stated within scope
of what letter says. Mr. Hunter stated relocated building as they
suggested. That apparently is their comment on eriginal application.
Mr. Scardetta stated has done what they asked for.

Mr. Hunter asked where are property lines here in relation to center line
of Chili and your parking? Right To edge of property line, no provision
for any screening of parking, realize working with small site. Mr.
Scardetta stated plans to keep existing Trees except for one or two.
Could plant something there. This Is property line, not road line. Have
room To work with as far as screening concerned.

Mr. Hunter asked deoesn't this go - to Planning Board for architectural
review? Mr. Heilman stated heres for variance at this point. Mr. Hunter
asked in terms of setback and what else? Mr. Davis stated property

big enough. Mr. Heilman stated if Zofing Board grants variance, have to
come before Planning Board for site approval. So that we have shot at
you there as far as screening, parking facilities, trash and things of
that navure. Everybody comes before Planning Board for site approval
whether shopping center or building.......

Mr. Scardetta stated taking one step at a time. First objective was tTo
comply with your requirements. Mr. Heilman stated this is formal appli-
cation for variance.  Thinks should submit this document with another
application. Will take +o MCPC, tell them revised plan and get feedack
and this Board will act To grant variance. Mr. Scardetta stated would
like o see more constructive criticism in comparison to what got last
time. Mr. Heilman stated why not fill ouft and leave it here, ask them to
get feelings o us so that Board can give approval at next meeting. Then
go to Planning Board for final site plan. May have to set up drainage
district through Town Board.

Mr. Aurell asked if has any proposed tenants? Dr. Roncone stated not yet.
Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposisition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Reserved pending report from MCPC.
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3. Application of Bruce F. Chantra, [7 Baylor Circle, Rochester, N. Y.
14624 for approval of erecting a 2 car garage, 22' x 24' on north
side lot line, approximately 8" from lot line at [7 Baylor Circle,.
D Zone.

Mr. Chantra appeared and presented map. Stated here is proposed new
construction. Mr. Hunter stated talking about 8' from lot llne. Mr.
Chantra stated unfortunate document at best. Doesn't tell story.
According to figures and way house positioned supposed to have [|].5
feet and doesn'f. Tapes off, less than that. In order to get 22!
wide garage to allow walk-up from lower level will need 2! variance to
b e 8' from lot line,

Mr. Hunter asked 1f saying Tape maps in error? Mr. Chantra stated .
correct. Mr. Hunter asked if had new survey done? Mr. Chantra stated

no. Mr. Hunter stated that ought to be established first. Apparentiy

Mr. Chantra checked. Mr. Chantra stated in back have stake with red flag
and here 1s telephone cabi e box which assumes is on or close to lot

[ine. Reads 11'6". Mr. Hunter stated Mr. Chantra says has 3 /2 foot
discrepancy. Doesn't know if a fair assumption or not.

Mrs. Tatiger asked 1f new house? Mr. Chantra sftated yes. Mr. Helilman
stated tape maps say not to be used as boundaries, not instrument survey
and information shown should not be used for building purposes and
location of property lines.

Mr. Hunter stated if in error and give variance for one thing and turns
out being something else, could be problem. Mr. Chantra stated thinks
he is within inches. Mr. Hunter stated if give variance and 5 years
from now sell house and find difference may be probiem. Mr. Chantra
asked iIf you allow to get closer tc where thinks [ine is? Mr. Hellman
stated granted variance 8' from line and in fact where you build garage
is 6' from line, your mistake and not Board's,

Mr. Chantra stated only approximately 40 it. between houses. Going to
absorb 22 ft, I8 ft. left. Mr. Heilman stated when you sell house attorney
for buyer not going fto think unreasonable, going to teil client not to

buy because of that. Mr. Hunter stated trying to protect you so that If
granted, granted properly.

Mr. Chantra asked what should he do? Mr. Hunter stated suggest get
surveyor and find out where line is and go from there. Mrs. Tanger
stated garage might fall within limlitations allowed, may not have to

have variance. Mr. Aurell stated quite a few houses there do have two
car garages, seem to have a lot of room. Mr. Chantra stated will be
first on Baylor Circle. Mr. Aureli stated talking about ones with exisi-
ing garages. Mr. Chantra stated none with attached. Mr. Aureli stated

might be within lines and not have to come up here.
Mr. Hutter stated can delay action until have survevyed so know where
sits there. |[f do require variance then Board can grant. Can get facts

of case but saying not make decision. Commented on distance between

your home and next door. Mr. Chantra stated approximately 33 or 34 f+.
from my house to their |ine and should bw another 10 ft+. from line Yo

the next house. Little over 40 1. taped out. That is why gave argu- .
ment. Mr. Hunter stated you say 40 ft. and garage 22 ft., that would
leave 18 ft. between bujldings. Mr. Chantra stated a little over 40 f+,
This is why point followed to this conclusion, need 2' varlance to allow
putfting garage up.

Mr. Hunter asked home +o north, has garage now? Mr. Chantra stated
net yet, would be on other side. Mr. Hunter asked where would garage
go on that home? Mr. Chantra stated further north, would come before
you if they wanted on south side. Every house offset to the north.

Mr. Palermo stated there are some houses where fhey have garages. Mr.
Chantra stated on circle portion of street, a couple underneath. Mr.
Palermo stated have some houses where garage to garage, not all on left
side of house. Mr. Chantra stated neighbors garage would have to go on
north.
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Mrs. Tanger asked if has to be 22' wide? Mr. Chantra stated in order -
to give walkout to garage from lower level would have to be, raised
ranch. Mr. Hunter asked 1f stairs exist now? Mr. Chantra stated well
will be dug when garage put in. Couldn't put walkout in back, sump

pump in corner. Mr. Hunter asked how wide? Mr. Chantra stated 3 [/2
ft., tight at best with 22 f+. garage. Mr. Palermo asked how many steps
up tfo garage? Mr. Chantra stated 7 or 8 steps, maybe 5 or 7.

Mr. Palermo asked how far is neighbor on this side?t Mr., Chantra stated
approximately 40 ft. Mr. Palermo stated doesn't have garage now. Mr.
Chantra stated no. Mr. Hunter asked how wide is lot? Mr. Chantra

stated nominally 80 fi.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition to ~ -
this application and no one appeared. Advised Mr. Chantra will hold

off on decision and see what can do about getting line legailly focated. ;
Will wait to hear from him. Mr. Ghantra asked 1§ must appear before
another meeting? Mr, Hunter stated call and see if in order, wouldn't
need To come back. Have all information we need. Question of where it
is. May not need it after all.

Mr. Aureli asked 1f discrepancy in Mr. Chantra's favor or not? Mr.
Chantra stated other way. Mr, Aureli asked have |ine too close to your
house? Mr. Chantra stated yes. Mr. Hunter stated more space on other
side than had planned.

DECISION: Reserved pending receipt of new survey of property.

4. Application of Edward Weit, 316 Paul Road, Rochester, N. Y. 14624,
for approval to have above-ground pool less than 5 ft. from side
.»7 iline, located 316 Paul Road. E Zone.

Mr. Weit appeared, presented drawing indicated location of home, pool
lot line and back lot Iine. Mr, Hunter asked this is where pool now
located? Mr. Weit stated right. Mrs. Tenger asked if deck here? Mr.
Weit stated south of the pool. Mr. Hunter asked if Gartland next dcor?
Mr. Weit stated doesn't think can see deck from street,

thinks garage would cover it. Mr. Hunter stated asking for side line
variance of less than |5 ft+., asking for 10 ft? Mr. Weit stated 10 f+.
from fence, approximately 10 1/2 to lot line. Would have to take down
pool and move it. No other place, can see on sketch oniy place would
be closer to willow tree and now on border because of roots. No place
over here, |5 ft. from house, 20 ft+. from tree.

Mr. Hunter asked what is diameter of tree? Mr. Weit stated overhang Ts
bigger, approximately 30 ff. Mr. Hunter stated leaf area around 30 f+.,
in total, asked age of tree? Mr. Weit stated about 15 years olf.

Mr. Hunter stated has letter here which will be entered into record,
objecting to application, if would like to read it, welcome to. (See
copy of lett+er attached to minutes.)

Mr. Pfenninger asked how far from pool fo tree? Mr. Weit stated approxi=-
mately 20 f+. Not leat area, would come to pool. Mr. Hunter stated trumk
small and leaf area larger. Mr. Pfenninger stated if move pool would

be under .tree then. Mr. Weit stated plus have old leach bed which

would have to dig out. '

Mr. Harrington asked how long has pool been up? Mr. Weit stated this is
fourth year. Mr. Harrington asked if had to have permif To put pool

up four years ago? Mr. Davis stated was when first started, today psople
don't know about if. Saw him a year ago, at that iime thought would move

it. Mr. Hunter stated doesn't remember when pool ordinance came in.
Mr., Weit stated believes July, 1968, This was only spot could possibly -
put pool, |0 ft. from fence and |5 f+. from back fot line which thought

was ordinance. -

Mr. Heilman asked how far from rear of garage? Mr., Weit stated approxi-
mately 34 f+. Mr. Harrington stated could move closer to house and
tovward center. Mr. Weit stated have breezeway and walk. Mr. Harrington
stated frying to Think of alternative. Mr. WeiT stated cannot under-
stand what 4 [/2 f+. on that pool is going to solve. This is lot line,

el




e e "' 320 Paul Road wom s

Rochester, New York 61-1562t1)
August 16, 1972

Mr. Robert Huater, Chairman : % /) 2/ TA
Chili Zoning Board of Appeals ‘ &

3235 Chili Avenue

Rochester, New York (14624)

Gentlemen:

We oppose the application of Edward Weit, 316 Paul Road, Rochester, New York for
approval to have an gbove ground pool less than 15 ft. from side lot line located at
316 Paul Road, E Zone. The applicant has not fulfillied the requirement that he has
a practical difficulty or undue hardship as required by New York State Town Law,
Article 18, Section 267-5.

The applicantts lot width is 100 ft, which is sufficient width to comply with the Chili
Swimming Pool Ordinance, Chapter 14, Section 14-4-A2 which requires a minimum
pool location of 15 f, from a side yard or rear yard line,

The applicant erected the pool in the summer of 1969 in viclation of Chili Ordinance,
Chapter 14, Section 14-3-A which requires a building permit before erection or
assembly of a pool. Mr. William Davis, Building Inspector, was informed many
times of this violation. Many other violations were observed during this period of
time, namely:

Chili Ordinance

Sect. 14-5-D-1 Rescue pole is required to be siored within 15 ft. of pool.

Sect. 14-5-D-2 Ring buoy with 25 fi. of rope be stored within 10 f. of pool
is required.
Sect. 14-7-H Removal of ladder when pocl is unatiended is required.

Sect, 14-10 Use of a swimming pool shall be in a reasonable manner and
at reasonable times so as not to cause undue discomfort
and/or annoyance to adjacent residents,

The applicant has violated all of these sections. On many occasions, there have been
many noisy, late in the evening swimming parties and excessive loudness on the part
of other participants in the pool at other times.

Approximately June, 1972, the applicant drained part of his pool for obvious reasons
and started to construct a pool deck or platform. Again, Mr. Davis informed the
applicant of this violation. During this periced of appeal, the applicant continued to
use the pool in an unreasonable, noisy atmosphere and continued the work on the
deck or platform,,

Because of the above reasons, we sirongly oppose the granting of approval of this
application,

@%@W

c}}%tty Gartland
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hedge along here. Mr. Davis asked how high? Mr. Weit stated 6-~7 ft. Mr. Pfenninger
asked if people next deoor have swimming pool? Mr. Weit stated yes. (Mr. Weit
submitted letter to My, Hunter.)}

Mr. Heilman asked if pool presently existing? Mr. Weit stated yes. Mr. Heilman
asked when put in? Mr. Weit stated 4 years ago. Mr. Heilman asked to best knowledge
had no knowledge of existing 2Zoning foxr pools? HMr. Weit stated though 10 £t. from
Iot line, what 4 1/2 ft. will solve here doesn't know. Mr. Heilman asked have

large willow tree overhangs pool now? Danger to pool if moved closer to it? Mr.
Welt stated not trunk, roots, problem with pool naw.

Mr. Heilman asked how about things falling into pocl? Mr. Wein stated gets leaves
in pool now, has to trim every fall. Mr. Heilman «stated received letter that

Mr. Davis notified you on many occasions, true to best recollection or just this

year? Mr. Weit stated at his house last year and didn't think any action taken

because thought in compliance with zoning. Mr. Heilman sated this year informed .
you violating zoning, first knowledge. Since that time came informally to Board

and made formal application tonight to present this to Board with regard to pool.

Fence on side, correct? Mr. Weit stated yes, 10 ft. to fence. - Mr. Heilman asked

how high? Mr, Weit stated three ft. wood xail fence. Mr. Heilman asked if

plantings along fence? Mr. Weit stated on this side 6 ft. Mr. Heilman asked

person next to you has hedge, of what type is it, privet? Mr. Welf

stated ves.

Mr. Heilman asked in summertime, when you use pool this hedge is in
full bloom? Mr. Weit stated yes. Mr, Hellman asked at least 6 f+.
high? Mr. Weit stated at least. Mr. Heilman asked 1f use pool at
night frequently? Mr. Weit stated no. Mr. Heilman asked about how
many times would use affer 11:80 at night? Mr. Weit stated maybe

once, that would be himself only. Mr. Heilman asked if have parties,
these might be in yard but not necessarily in pool? Mr. Weit stated
correct. Mr. Aureli asked if have heater in poel? Mr. Weit stated no.

Mrs. Tanger asked if checked zoning laws before installing? Mr. Weit
stated had understanding 10 ff. from side. At the *ime, really

didn't feel could put closer to tree plus leech bed comes from back

of house there, Mr. Hellman asked where electricity lines are? Mr. I
Weit stated served from font. Mr, Heilman asked if any lines in this
area? Mr. Weit stated no. Mr. Heilman asked if any easements in

This area? Mr. Weit stated just leech bed that he knows of. Mr.

Aureil asked if tied into sewers? Mr. Weit stated vyes, from front.
Mr. Hellman asked when began to build deck? Mr. Weit stated this year.
Mr. Hellmanh stated shows deck to be 8' x 11!, how high? Mr. Weit

stated about 3 ft. Mr. Helliman asked just above top of pool? Mr,
Weit stated right. Mr. Hunter asked 1f deck complete now? Mr. Weit
stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked if worked on it recently? Mr. Weit
stated maybe two w-eks ago, finished. Mr. Heilman asked how much done
before Mr. Davis stopped at house? Mr. Weit stated had just started
at that time. Mr., Heilman asked if he mentioned anything to Mr. Weift
about deck at that time? Mr. WeiT stated didn't believe so.

Mr. Aureli asked if pool sits right on ground or in 6" or so? Mr.
Weit stated might be +wo or three inches down in some places to keep

level.

. Mr. Hunter asked if anyonse wished to speak in favor of the application?
No one appeared. Mr, Hunter stated in addition to letier of objection
put on reocrd that have petition with Il signatures dated August 22,

1972 in favor of granting variance. <{(To be on file.) Mr. Hunter
asked if anyone wished to speak in opposition and no one appearred.

DECISION: Granted, unanimously. l
5. Application of Wiltiam Paul Harris, 0. D, $., 20-12 Les

Gardens Apartments, Rochester, N. Y., for approval of renewal
of variance to operate dental office in apartment building
located 20-12 Lee Gardens Apartments. D (MR) Zone.
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August 22, 1972

To: Zoning Board Appeals Hearing
Town of Chili, Chili, New York -

Request for Pool Variance for Edward Weit

io

We, the undersigned, neighbors of both concerned parties,
(Weit; CGartland), support the request for a variance because -
82id pool in guestion has been installed for a period of four

years, has not been a nuisance, and was so placed by honest

mistake of requestee,

Furthermore, relocation of said pool would cause inconvenience,

hardship, and ecological problems,

This petition has not been reguested directly by eilther party,

and is merely an eXpression of support to grant the variance.

Seed A YoMy
fz’ ; .777 @ Kelly, 308 Paul Road

é; % . i 2 sponn, 300 Paul Road
7

@{m P g Pocle, 312 Paul Rozd

¥/
@4’7&?" % Q%ﬁ??,ﬁ«w gt D
2 Bonanno, 314 Paul Road

7%@4@9
77«%@/&{%9/% 530 M«,/QDKW

%m-c(, (}\4 M 23%  [ant s f
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Dr. Harrls appeared, stated asking for continuance of variance, Mr.
Hunter asked previousty granted variance on this? Dr. Harris stated
yes, one In 1967 and one in [962. Mr. Hunter stated two 5 year varliances.
Asked if any comment would care fo make as far as operation? Dr, Harris
stated same offices, hours, parking, no changes. Mr. Hunter asked

what are hours? Dr. Harris stated 8 - 5:00 Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday,
Friday, Saturday until three, no evenings, no Thursdays. Mr. Hunter
asked if any outside sign? Dr. Harris stated only one small allowable
sigh, 18" x 25" at the road, standard size allowed by dental society.
Mr. Hunter asked parking spaces available? Dr. Harris stated in
apartment parking lot. Most people in apartment out when | am there,
never been problem with parking. Mr. Hunter stated this agreement

is with owners of apartment for use of parking?

Mr. Hunter asked If anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition
to this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted for 5 vyears or until Dr. Harris terminates use
of property, whichever shall be first.

6. Bpplication of Lincoln Rochester Bank, 4390 Buffalo Road, Noxth Chili, N. Y.
14514 for approval of 2 signs, one 4'l" x 4'1" on pole at entrance on Union
Street, "Drive-In Teller",non-illuminated, one 4'4" x 16'4"™ single faced,
illuminated on front of building. B Zone.

Mr. Harvey Wilson of Pederal Sign appeared. Stated reason asking for this is that
bank by law has to change name. Going to be Lincoln First, When do this, 40
locations involved. Standardized on these signs. Using standard signs at these
locations but trying to build anpy special signs for one location. Cost would

get out of hand. Ask permission to put the signs up as shown on plot plan and
drawings.

Mr. Palermo asked same size in North Chili as on another bank? Mr. Wilson stated
different sizes in the 40 but this is one of the smaller front signs. On this
4'4" high x 16'4", existing letters not 7 3/4" high. If used smaller sign, never
read letters from highway. Ratio has to be maintained with BEymbole and letters.
. hat dictates size of sign have to use.

Mr. Hunter stated commented earlier in last three vears not willing to grant size
larger than 36 sq. ft. Did he consult with towns to see if would be problem?

Mr. Wilson stated to be honest, first communities run into where have specific sizes
of square footage. Meet ordinances as regquired but if decreased size of sign

could not read it. Mr. Hunter asked if talked with any of these people before
designing? Mr. Wilson stated no, didn't design symbol and letters, designed and
turned over to us.

Mr. Hunter stated mentioned two or three sizes of that sign. Smalles and biggest?
Mr. Wilson stated this is smallest of this type. If made smaller in length size
would decrease here and of no use to us. Mr. Hunter gtated curious what size
choice offering. Mr, Wilson stated another one 40 f£t. long, this is smallest. Mr.
Davis asked how big is present sign? Mr. Willson stated letters cover that span.
Mr. Davis stated bigger than this. Mr. Yilson stated thinks so.

Mr. Hunter stated does have large setback. Mr. Wilson stated would like to work
with larger one, wouldn't have to repair front of building. Going to put this
over where take old letters off. Replacing what is there.

My, Hunter asked how will it be illuminated? Mr. Wilson stated internally. Mr.
Hunter asked if on transluscent background? Mr. Wilson stated white plastic with
flat letters. Mr, Hunter asked illumination level of sign? Mr. Wilson stated not
bright light, cannot tell candlepower, not white, off-white and will cut down on
glare. Not flashing or gaudy. Would only burn probably sometimes an hour aftexr
they close. Mr. Hunter asked total wattage being used? Mr. Wilson stated didn't
know. Mr. Heilman asked just on Friday night, to be on until maybe 9¥00? Mr.
Wilson stated would assume according to local banking hours. Did not ask for timer
so imagines would be turned off manually when bank closed. Mr. Heilman stated
during day sign would not be on. Mr, wilson stated thinks dusk until closing. Mr.
Hunter stated normally close before dusk, what are their Fkiday night hours? Mr.
Davis stated until 8:00 P.M. Mr. Heilman stated a c¢ouple of houses across the way
on Union. Mr. Hunter stated only on Union St. where there would be any problem at all.
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Mr. Wilson stated other stores open moxe than bank. Mr. Heilman stated bank closest
to street, Mr. Wilson stated will face center of shopping esenter, cwouldn't be

that close to anyone's house. Mr. Hunter stated wishes when get applications would
be some specification that tells illumination can expect, need something to define.
Mr. Wilson stated with flourescent tubes camnot get too bright. Mr. Hunter stated
need this to know what allowing.

Mr, Wilson stated have sign for exit only, didn't want traffic going wrong way. Mr.
Hunter stated presently have sign, proposing to put another one in its place? Mr.
Wilson stated all existing signs will come down, not illuminated, metal faced sign.

Mr. Harrington asked if suppolsed to be picture of other side? Mr. Hunter stated hav
only one other sign in front of Board, Drive-In Teller. Mr. Palermc stited exit '
sign also. Mr. Hunter asked exit only up hexe? Mr. Wilson stated never had teo

apply for directional signs in past experience. Mr. Hunter stated under our

ordinances you are, sorry., Mr. Wilson stated only applied for the two with

advertising on. .

Mr. Wilson stated this section has symbol on it, Mr., Hunter stated shows 5 signs,
have seen three. Mr. Wilson stated exit only sign, npon-illuminated, porcelain.
Mr. Hunter asked letters would be made of what? Mr. Wilson stated porcelain also,
stamped and porcelainized.

Mr. Hunter stated should amend application to five signs, total. 1) 4'4" x 1l6'4",
2) exit only e"l" x 1'5%, non illuminated double faced, 3) Drive~in Teller 1'5" x
3'1", non illuminated = double faced, 4) 4'1" x 4'L* double faced, non-illuminated
Drive-in Teller., 5) same as three.

Mr. Wilson stated only one illuminated on front of building. Mr. Palermo asked if
all signs existing are coming down? Mr., Wilson stated yes. Mr. Hunter stated
heights of signs 2) 6'5" to top, 3} and 5) 6'5" to top, 4)12'1" to top. Asked if
constrpction on all signs except one is the same? Mr. Wilson stated pole sign
double faced, not two flat panels enclosed, retainer to give depth and finished look.

Mr. Hunter asked what colors used? Mr. Wilson stated black rust and ivory, lower
part in reverse of top. Usually required by ordinances to put direction signs up.
Mr. Hunter stated thinks way our ordinance written would require approval of all
of these signs.

Mr, Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition to this
application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Approved unanimously for requested signs plus one exit only sign 371" x
1'5" and two directional signs 1'5" x 3'., ,Three years.,

7. Application of Joseph Schuler, 1300 Scottsvillie Road, Rochester, N. Y. for
approval of erecting gasoline pumps at existing car wash - 2 islands, 4 pumps,
located at 1280 Scottsville Road. A Zone.

Mr. Hunter asked if correct tax account number and address? Mr. Entress believes
correct address 121- Scotts¥idle Road and, &x Account No. 1172-000, amend application
if agree to show those numbers. Mr. Schuler agreed.

Mr. Bertrand Russell appearéd representing Mr. Schuler. Stated map done by engineer-
ing firm that will do the work. Mr. Schuler stated wants to put 4 pumps and two islands
in front of car wash. Mr. Russell indicated location of tanks,

Mr., Hunter asked if this is property line? Mr. Schuler stated yes. Mr. Hunter

stated this is island here, what would distance be from property line? Mr. Russell
stated 15 ft. Mr., Hunter stated that is property line, not street. Mr. Russell

s&ated right. Mr. Hunter stated next island 20 ft. from that, 20 £t. between

islands, what is total distance to car wash? Mr. Russell stated 101 ft. to

building. Mr. Hunter asked if entrances are now as show them? Mr. Russell stated l
ves. Mr. Hunter stated 21 ft. entrance on SW and 21 ft. on other side. Theater
property line here,,apparently this is unused area. Mr. Schuler stated 41 ft. from
building to property line,

Mr. Pfenninger asked if owns gas station on triangl@? Mr. Schuler stated closed
as gas station, has other plans for property.

Mrs. Tanger asked what is this presently? Mr. Schuler stated car wash, remodeling
this. Mrs. Tanger stated nothing in there now. Mr. Schuler stated putting in new
equipment. Mr. Davis st#ted same one granted variance to have fruit stand in one end.
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Mr. Hunter stated has been sent to MCPC, have not received reply.
Cannot make decision until receive comments from them.

Mr. Russel!l stated present time grass area and this superimposed on
the plot plan., Mr, Hunter asked about paving area under proposal?

Mr. Russell stated requirement fto have concrete pads through here, all
blacktopped other than where pads are.

Mr. Heilman stated doesn't show any indication for signs there. Mr.
Russell stated not at present ftime. Mr. Hellman asked 1f plans to
have sign? Mr. Russel] stated up to people who furnish pumps.

Mr. Hunter asked if anything in way of a building? Mr. Russell stated
sometimes in order fo keep attendant, put small glass enclosed
building on one end. Islands |9 ft. long by 5 f+. wide.

Mrs. Tanger asked 1f strictiy pumps, not service station? Mr. Russel]
stated no repair work, il change, Just gasoline. Mrs. Tanger stated
no building in connection.

Mr. Aureli asked if self~service? Mr. Russell stated full time
attendant. Mr. Hunter asked if sell oil? Mr. Russell stated this is
done in some locations, more of nuisance than anything else. This is
whatT islands will look like. t9 ft. by 5 ft., flat lights, ftwo pumps
and oil unit on one island and probably other will have small kiosk
where cash register is located.

Mr. Heilman asked 1f open 24 hours? Mr. Russell stated no sir, Normal
operation 8 am fo 6 pm or 8 am to 9 pm. Depending on demand by public.

Mr. Hunter asked if only lighting proposing over the two islands?

Mr. Russell stated there is perimeter lighting arcund building at

this time. Mr. Hunter asked if additional lighting, only over the
island? Mr. Russell stated hardware being put In by Mobil Oil Company
and have no proposal for lighting at +he present time. Mrs. Tanger

asked {f Mr. Russell represents oil company? Mr. Russell stated
working for Mr. Schuler. Mr. Aureli asked 1f car wash open 24 hours?
Mr. Russell stated same hours as presently.

Mrs. Tanger asked if redoing car wash and putting new equipment in

it? Mr. Schuler stated automatic equipment. Mr, Davis stated

staion and car wash work together. Mr. Schuler stated pro rate charge
for car wash. Mr. Russell stated really haven't set up definite
concept of how.

Mr. Aureli asked if self-service car wash? Mr, Russell stated at

least two attendants at all times. Mrs., Tanger asked approximate
distance between Mclintee's statjon and Schulers? Mr. Schuler stated
5-600 ft+. Mrs. Tanger asked existing one or new one? Mr. Schuler

stated new. Mrs. Tanger stated existing better than 700 ft. Mr. Palermo
stated this Is toward city.

My. Hunter stated understood shows signs, not part of application.

Mr. Russel] stated these are cardboard signs, oll company furnishes

for specials, we will have none of that. Mr. Heilman stated no ques-
Tion in mind as far as towns policy on signs, |imit to 36 sq. ft. area.
Mr. Russell stated whatever additional lighting 1f any or signs would

have to be provided by oll company. Mr. Heilman stated as long as

would be aware that future applications for signs would be limited fo
that 1f granted at all. Mr. Russell stated sure they understand that,
took pictiure primarily to show length of island and space in between.

Mr. Hunter asked since no service as such planned, correct in assuming

nc overnight storage - of vehicles? Mr. Russell stated should be none,
neither inside or out. Mr. Hunter stated refuse, trash, oil cans,
etc., how take care of these? Mr. Schuler stated smalti dumpster that

they pick up once a week. "Mrs. Tanger asked where it would be? 'Mr.
Schuler stated in back of car wash. Mr. Hunter stated not visible

from street.
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Mr. Russel!l| stated sure what proposing will look betfer than present

building and cattails in front now. Mr. Harrington asked how many =
bays will car wash have? Mr. Russell stated single bay, drive in one

end and out the other. Mr. Schuler stated one bay will be taken

off to allow more turning space. Mrs. Tanger asked if similar Yo N
the one on Chili Avenue? Mr. Russell stated thinks will be better,

equipment better. Mr. Schuler stated building will be all glass in
front, where overhead doors were. Mr. Heilman asked in process of
being remodelled now? Mr. Schuler stated yes. Mr. Heilman asked

when anticipate will be finished? Mr. Russell stated doesn't know.

Mr. Llghthouse asked if bays long enough to accomodate automatic l
equipment? Mr, Russell stated yes, should be done within 3 or
4 weeks Time. Mr. Heilman asked if have office connected with that?

Mr. Russell stated no additional buildings. Mr, Lighthouse stated . =
doesn't know how people know car wash without sign. Mr. Russell
stated will ask for signs at correct time.

Mr. Hunter asked reascning for location of pumps, impression too
close to road? Mr., Russell stated laid out by engineering department
of Mobil. Going to ask that we set back a few feet. This would be
detfermined by local code. Mr. Hunter stated doesn't think spelled
out that way, concern would be from safety point of view. Mr.
Hellman stated probably be questioned by MCPC. Mr. Hunter stated
they may have specific questions.or suggsstions.

Mr. Aureii asked if all biacktopped? Mr. Russell stated this all
blacktopped now, except areas grass, will be all blacktopped. Mr,
Patermo asked how many people working fthere? Mr. Russell stated normal
periods, two people in car wésh. Highly automated. Mrs. Tanger

asked i¥ new concept for Mibil? Mr. Lighthouse stated have one on
Henrietta Road. Problem, have to walt until fellow comes out to gas
pump, expect one guy to take care of car wash and pumps. Mr. Russell
stated normally have girls pumping gas and two men in car wash unless

lunch period or something. At my locations two people handle Iit.
Mr. Hunter asked with this many pumps? Mr. Russell stated more pumps.
Represent myself and helping Mr. Schuler tay out. In car wash

business for 26 years.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISITON: Ressarved.

8. Application of George T. Coon, |7 Fenton Road, Rochester,
N. Y., 14624 for approval To erect 2=faced sign advertising
real estate office, on poles, in front of residence at |7
Fenton Road. D Zone.

Mr. Coon appeared, stated only thing wants to show, has sign made up
[0" x 20". Left address off because want primarily as exposure fo
public, Doesn't own office, accounts for 25% of income. Not full-
time, needs exposure to keep license active. Doesn't have office at
present.

Mr. Palermo asked 10 x 20 inches or feet? Mr. Coon stated inches,
letters would be professionally painted. Mr. Heilman asked what would
sign be made of? Mr. Coon stated wood, painted white with black

letters. Mr. Heilman asked how high? Mr. Coon stated lot does go

down from rocad, doesn't know really from c¢rown of road, might be ]
3«4 feet from the ground level. I

Mr. Hunter asked what size? Mr. Coon stated I0Y" x 20", could be
smaller. Mr. Heilman stated book says signs over 2 square feet

must apply. Mr. Hunter stated really doesn't need us... Mr. Heilman -
stated questions had were how high and where it will be from road,
Mr. Coon stated will make sure of setback regulations before putting :

It up. Mr. Heilman stated usually have |5 ft+. easement, 30 ft. from
center of road? Mr. Hunter stated doesn't know what Fenton Road 1s...
Mr. Lighthouse stated Thinks 40 1/2 feet. Mr. Davis stated for three
rod road but if town road could be anything.
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Mr. Heilman stated other thing on height of sign, doesnt!t see any problen on that.
Mr. Coon stated less than 5 ft., sure. Mr, Hunter statéd thinks way code wiitten
home free. Decided this applicants sign is amaller than that which is required to
come béfore the Board.

DECISION: Withdrawn.

9. Application of Page Airways Inc., 1265 Scottsville Road, Rochester, New York,
for approval to erect an addition 30" x 64' to the scuth side of the present
hangar at 1265 Scottsville Road. A. Zone.

Mr, Frank Dublin, Page Airways, Mr. Jeremiah Kennedy, Attorney and Mr. Mike Portier,
Engieer from Wilmorite Inc., appeared. Mr. Kennedy stated certain elements
peculiar to situation if familiar with Page., Page, while corporate headquarters in
Rochester, rapidly expanding in private passenger aviation field, Washington,
Florida, Texas, Michigan, Albany, Pittshurg, only distributor for Gulf Stream 2,
ultimate in executive aviation aircraft in world. Selling aircraft all over.

All done out of this headquarters. Peculiar vecause looks as though guite a bit

of property but in 1955 through exchange of lands, city of Rochester wanted to

build fire academy on river so could have access to pumping facilities and water.
Land owned by Page and land owned by airport later exchanged and land which is now
fire academy went into city and these lands into Chili. If look at plot, lines land
actually owned by Page Airways. Rest of land owned by county and leased from the
county by Page Airways. Trying to keep building on own land, done little building
on county land. Only development on county land, as you lock north, lunch area,
part of terminal, actually general aviation terminal for airport, did build end on
airport property. Contention of the city it is in city because airport formerly
city property and pay taxes to the city rather than Chili., In connection with
operation of executive aircraft used to furnish crews to operate Gannett, Xerox, etc.,
planes. When Xerox moved headquarters to Westchester, set up own £light department.
Recently Gannett entered into contract to buy G 2 and down in facilities in San
aAntonio being outfitted. There quarter Million dollars of avionic eguipment and
chairs and seats go into plane. Naturally maintenance required guite a bit of

help. Kodak has g 2, Xercx has G 2, most industries in NE have one. Would like to
build up opsrational fixed base with capacity to service them rather than have to
ship them to facilities in Florida or San Antonic. Believes in future will be

more demand for hangar facilities and as develop hangar facilities logically reach
leased land so that hangar can be extended. Put one addition on and next will be on
leased land. Gannett invisions will have to increase from 3 people to about 7 people
and maans have to have office space for mechanics and egquipment in addition have to
expand our land capacity because most planes come eguipped with one or two enertial
guidance systems. This is type of equipment proposed .to buidd wp radio capacity here.

Mr. Kennedy continued, want to build it here. Would like to build office addition
on the front of existing building in this area here. This is hangar and want to
build in here. Will tie in with present building. In town of Chili on land we own.
Only logical place can do any development, has to keep area on west of building free
for people coming and going from general aviation terminal. Wants to keep this side
open to extend hangar facilities to east. Camnot build in here, getting into
taxi-ways and entrance to hangar and interfering with arrivals at terminal. Anyone

with private aricraft probably told to come to Page by tower. Parking on leased ground,

have peopld coming and leaving cars, departing by airx. If look at lay out of
proposed addition, Gannett would occupy tenant space and radio facilities, office,
hangar and conference foom could be used, have to expand present facilities, anybody
that comes. into terminal free to.use it., In addition have loading and unloading
&arried on through parts department presently located off hangar in ease of building.
Does reguire truck transports because jet engines have to be exchanged because have
to be replaced every so many hundred hours. Have to be able to move egquipment in and
out of parts department. Does have letter, been to airport people and have letter
signed by Mr. Fitch in which indicated has reviewed plans and would not interfere
with radar or in any way with lighting of airxport. Would not create hazard to
activities of airport.

Mr. Heilman asked if three cuts in presently to Scottsville Road? Mr. Fortier stated
yes, existing. Mr. Hunter stated reference to conflict with easements or sewers,
resolved? Mr, Fortier stated checked out and gone down and checked with filed
easements. There is easement on county property (indicated on map}, nothing on

Page property. Investigated utilities, also airport electrical line was discontinued
across here. Sanitary line does stop somewhere in this area, Page ties into that,
water line in right of way, not easement.
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Mr. Hunter asked sewer line interrupted? Mr. Portier stated starts here and runs
other way. Mr. Kennedy stated where rental plane building used to be, may have had
to do with lighting for that, also short rwmway in there for Iight planes. Mr.
Fortier stated poles still there, wired independently now.

Mr, Hunter questioned dimensions, shows setback of 16'+ from right of way? Mr.
Fortier stated 50 ft. from center of raod. Mr. Hunter stated property line, setback
of 16 f£t. with proposed addition. Width or length appeares to be 68 ft. should be
68?2 Mr. Portier stated was 60, increased, in error. Mr., Hunter stated width 30 ft.
Mr. Fortier stated correct, 30 ft. off face of hangar.

Mr, Hunter asked if concrete block? Mr. Fortier stated brick faced, brick and

block wall with 12" wall. Mr. Hunter asked if entrances entirely from within? Mr,
Fortier statdd probably one entrance out of tenants bay, Gannett's, not sure of

that. Mr. Hunter asked strictly personnel entrance? Mr, Fortier stated just .
Gannett people. Mr. Hunter asked walk to parking spaces? Mr. Fortier stated this

is parking now, just cut back parking, would be little walk there, existing parking
spaces. Mr. Hunter asked presently setback approximately 46 ft.? Mr. Fortier stated
correct.

HMr. Kennedy stated at occupancy not sure if geing to have one DH or fwo fellows
qualified on DH, two on Grumamn, three mechanics and 4 pilots and possibly a girl,

lots of scheduling, Mr, Harrington asked if only operating one plane now? Mrx,

Kennedy stated has DH 125, capabilities probably 7-8 people. Grumann Gu¥ Stream
actually same as BOC 11, capability 45,000 ft. Intercontinental, 4,600 miles.

One getting was sold to fellow in Germany, died and unable to swing deal. Available

in san Antonio, really why trying to expedite this. Pilots have been to school, plane
should be finished on October lst. Want to be operational around fivst part of
October. Bhip will be in here someplace. Days of twin engine planes going out

and people getting jets, talking about 4~5 million dollar aircraft. Quite a bit of
backup has to go with this in way of pilots and mechanics. In parts, factory
recormends spare parts, might need inventory of $80,000. Quite sophisticated operation.
Avionic part highly sophisticated too. Have to have trained people. Xnow reason

why., one 2/3 of all G 2's last year, Page installed 2/3 of equipment. When started
three years ago, 3 distributors. Today Page only one in world. Could be beginning

of bigger operation, more employment. Would like to keep on own land, willing to .
continue to pay taxes to Town of Chili.

Mr. Hunter atated has been referred to MCPC, they twll us decision up to us. Do
point cut "The three curb-cuts indicated on the plan seem excessive, particularly

in light of the heavy amount of traffic on Scottsville Road. Therefore we strongly
urge eliminating all but one curb-cut with internal circulation to be made via a
service road." Mr, Hunter asked if talked to MCPC at all? Mr. Kennedy stated may
have to go back, curb cuts exist now. Mr. Dublin stated do service Greyhound buses
that come in and have Army personnel on Army aircraft. Mr. Hunter stated questioning
number, wovld seem. Mr. Fortier stated might be difficult to cut down to one.

Mr. Kennedy stated airport security ibig thing, that is why Gannett wahts to be

as close to their plane as they can be. All fenced off, gates locked. Certain amount
of servicing has to come in through this area. Could probably get along without curb
cut in center. Mr. Heilman stated talk to MCPC, Mr. Dublin stated isn't that up

to New York State Dept, ofT¥ansporkation? Mr. Fortier stated not asking for it,
already there.

Mr. Hunter stated changed character by proposal. Mr. Heilman stated did think middle

one might become problem. Mr. Fortier stated deesn’'t think that would be objectionable

on Page's part. Mr. Hunter stated have to check with New York State Dept. of .
“Transportation. Mr. Brtier stated already talked to themp are aware, didn‘t aske

them for anything because didn't need it, they are aware of the situation. Mr.

Hunter stated form says must be approved by NYSDOT, say exists? Mr. Fortier stated
wondeys if they think asking for Em cuts, Mr. Heilman stated Glenn Cock the one
working on it. Mr. Fortier stated could meet with him and goelestihnit.

Mr. Heilman asked if going to take away many parking spaces? Mr. Kennedy stated going
to make executives walk a little more, parking reserved. Mr. Heilman asked where can
they park? Mr. Kennedy indicated on map.

Mr. Heilman stated variance asking for, supposed to be 100 ft., from front, also need
area variance? Take up more than 30 per cent of ground? Mr. Kennedy stated supposes

they do. In terms of space, cannot tell how much land leased from county, three different
leases, go east to fence where Kollak picks up and leased property. Down other way to
fence, then north for taxiways and improwements, believes 8 or 9 acres of leased ground
from county. Mr. Fortier asked would room be based on owned property or pombination?
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Mr. Hunter stated separate tax account, thinks have to look at it alone. Mr. Kennedy
stated does have other land under control, believes 20 year lease, about 5§ years old.
Mr, Hunter stated thinks would have to look at it as this piece of property. Mz.
Heilman quoted size reguirements from zoning ordinances.

Mr. Fortier stated existing structure exceeds that. Mr, Kemnnedy stated lease, although
20 years, will probably renegotiate at higher price. Mr., Fortier stated part of
building on leased land. Mr, Heilman asked what is right across the street? Mr.
Fortier stated golf course. Mr. Heilman asked if going to maintain 24 hours a day?

Mr. Dublin stated persomnel there 24 hours, addition basically 9-5 operation. Mr.
Fortier stated Gannett would have access during the night but office function. Mr.
Hunter asked no reason for sign in commection with this building? Mr. Fortier stated
no. Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition on this
application and no one appeared.

ow> Rqyl?

DECISION : Approved subject to removing center road cut as suggested by MCPC and
receiving approval by NYSDOT.

Mr. Ford, Chestnut Ridge Road, appeared informally to discuss possibility of putting
circular driveway and eventually fruit stand on property on Chili Avenue between
Lexington Parkway and Daunton Drive,

Mr. Lodan appeared representing Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints
Reorganized. Discussed possibility of purchasing property at Paul Road and 490
expressway for use of church and temporarily msing existing residence as sanctuary.

KATHLEEN LUEDKE
SECRETARY

s el
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ZONING BOARD OF AFPEALS
Epecial Meeting -~ September 12, 1972

A Special Meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals was held in the Chili
Administration Offices, 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester, New York 14624 on September
12, 1972 at 7:00 P.M. The meeting was called to order by the Chairman Mr. Hunter.

Present: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mrs. Gertrude Tangexr
Mr. John Lighthouse
Mr. John Palermo
Mr. Richard Harrington
Mr, Richard Aureli

E S

Also Present: Mr., Alfred J, Heilman, Deputy Town Attorney .
Mr. William Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

My, Heilman stated that the notice of this hearing had been published in a newspaper
of town-wide circulation and an affidavit is on file in the Town Clerk's office.

Application of Lancaster Homes, Inc., 2269 Lyell Avenue, Rochester, N. Y.
for approval of rehearing of new facts with regards to zoning variance on
Lot 82, located at 28 Baylor Circle. D Zone.

Mr. Joseph S. Gaadagnino appeared representing Lancaster Homes. Stated application
submitted on new facts which feels will meet with approval in granting variance
asked for in permit., Oficially have acguired from Mrs, Green, adjoining land owner,
option to purchase approximately 9 f£t. for proposed easement. Set option with under-
standing that if variance granted will purchase easement and if not, option will
cease., Have for examinatipn survey made by our engineer, glad to pass among members
or Board so can see approximately what intentions are with regard to easement. By
purchasing easement then would be able to comply with your zoning laws, (passed out
maps of property.)

would help vou to visualize where property locatdd and exactly where easement will
be granted by conveyance on this big map drawin g by our engineer. If lock at 82 and
83, compare large sketch together with small one, can easily vigualize what have in
mind. Feels can comply with zoning law provided Board sees it our way. Feels can
handle without too much difficulty.

Mr. Guadagnino stated would like to interject that do have large drawing which l

Mr. Davis asked not buying 9 ft., stip? Mr. Guadagnino stated purchasing only easement,
not buying land. Fee title to easement will remain in owner of property of lot 83.

Mr. Davis asked just buying easement? My. Guadagnino stated correct, easement runs with
the land, forever with the ladd. For example, public utilities easements, telephone,
gas and electric permanent, runs with the land. Although fee ocwner of land granted
right to utility to use this particular land for whatever purpose deemed purchased for.
Very common in many instances like this, in clty problems where common driveway where
¢ two houses or properties use driveway, common easement drawn for both parties concerned.,
Easement under eaves encroaching on adjoingin property owners 1and and easement drawn
up for that particular purpose. Used in many, many ways and feel that as stated in
application that this could work out very easily here,

Mr. Harrington asked if property owner of 83 realizes that if sells home at future
date would have to sell with easement? Mr, Guadagnino stated easement would be
recorded. Has cleared with Mrs. Green's attorney and believes contacted Mrs. Green. .
Have FHA and Columbia Savings Bank approval, telephone calls in, will have corres-
pondence in hands this week. Mr. Barone of FHA in Buffalo assured approval has been
granted, paperwork not in from Buffalo to Rochester. Made telephone call and assured
have easement approval, committee has taken under consideration and approved with no
difficul&y realizing have had problem of course many times in past., Has lettexr from
attorney on behalf of Mrs. Green who has granted option to puu chase this easement.
Definitely will make available for your counsel letter from Columbia Bank and FHA,
forthcoming. '

Mr. Heilman asked if easement for 46 ft.? Mr. Guadagnino stated yes. Mr., Heilman
stated Mrs. Green property owner from whom easement proposed to purchase. Condition
of easement is that Mrs. Green understands they will not build on this property,
cannot put fence or any other structure. Mr. Guadagnino stated Mrs. Green talked to,
understands by putting fence across cuts off easement right., Mrs. Green {in audience)
stated ves, understood.
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LEGAL NOTICE

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

A Special Public Hearing of
the Zoning Board of Appeals
of the Town uf CThili witlibe held
in the Chili Administration of-
fices, 3235 Chilt ﬁvenug‘."kn-
chester, New York 14624 on
Seplember 12, 1972 ac 7:00
P.4. ifor the parpase nf%ear-
ing the follawing applmatwn—

Application oi Laneasier
Homes, Ine., 2269 Lyell Avenue,
Rochesier, N. Y., for apprcval of
rekearing of new facis with re-
pards Lo zoning variance an Lot
52, lncated at 28 Baylor Circle.
D Zone.

All interestet parties are
requested to be present. B¥Y

arder of the Chairman of the

Zoning Board of Appeals of the
Town of Chili.

LURAINA E. ROBEING
Town Clerk
Chill, New York
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Zoning Board of Appeals - Special Meeting September 12, 1972

Mr. Guadagnino stated reason for permanent easement so that adjoining property owner : =
can put ladder up and pait, certainly won't be able to put Bpilding on easement. Mr.

Hunter stated wouldn't be able to put fence on there either, PUrpose of easement to

make that side of home accessible for any repairs necessary. Mr. Guadagnino stated -
correct and so that can comply with zoning law and satisfyyrequirements.

Mr. Davis asked what is stopping them from putting fence down line hege? Mr. Guadagnino
stated believes could not be done in Zzoning laws, believes has to be so many feet

away from property line. Mr. Davis stated that would be property line. Mz. Guadagnino
stated except easement will be property line in compliance with zoning law., If put
fence there killing purpose., Would not be suitable for his purposes.

Mr. Hunter stated home mext door, if were to build garage, would need variance. Doesn't
see problem in terms of property line, that allows it., No problem with distances
between buildings, understands 33 ft. between two homes. There is garage on home in
question already.

Mr. Guadagnino stated of the opinion that Mrs., Green might consider nmutting small car
breezeway, nowhere near, small breezeway would solve problem. That is what interested
in doing. Mr. Heilman stated even if two car garage still have 10 ft.+ between garage
and his house wlth easement. Mr. Guadagnino stated plenty of room.

Mr. Hunter stated worst would have 11 ft., 10 between their building and line and 1.1
on other. Mr. Heilman stated our zoning would not permit to build anything bigger than
22 ft., would have to get variance to go further. Mr. Hunter stakted in past have
tried to maintain distance between buildings of 15-16 ft., would be possible to build
within 11 ft., smaller distance than we would like to see.

Mr. Guadagnino stated Mr, Titus says 35 or 34 feet between buildings. Mr. Titus
stated 32+ inchses from property line to Mrs. Green's house, approximately 34 ft.
between two buildings as it is right now. If build 20 ft. two car garage would
leave 14 ft. ‘Thinks probably 15 ft.

Mr. Hunter stated that would be only concern, true could build within 10 ft. of line
and if include there would be only 11 ft. and few inches, a little less than we would
prefer to see. Interested in Mrs. Green's comment.

Mrs. Green stated deoes plan to build two car garage, 22 ft. Mr. Hunter stated that
would be 11 ft. then. Would be within 11 ft. of property line. Mr. Davis stated 14
ft. Mr. Heilman stated 12 ft. Mr. Hunter stated 12 ft. awfully tight, normall if case
before us like this would not allow anything less than 1S or 16. Citing previous
decisions of Board, access for fire equipment, etc., taken into account. Need to

get out into the open so understand. Other questions?

Mr. Guadagnino asked Mrs. Green if builds 22 ft., might consider 20 ft. standard
two car garage, would you consider 20 £t. or 22 ft? Mrs. Green stated would prefer
22 ft. for storage.

Mr. Hunter stated Board has to decide on that basis but end result of that would be
12 ft, between buildings. Board has to consider that in decision. Mr. Heilman
stated only question, doesn't know if Mr. Guadagnino made clear, map easement going d
to be 1f granted, available to both parties. Talk about fence up on something, they i
could, but other perscn has right to tear down. If put up fence and town wants to
extend road they can come in and take down. Has talked to Mr. Guadagnino since there

is presently a motion panding with regard to Board's original decidion and in pleadings
that were served on various member of the Board petitioner does allege will cost in
excess of $8,000, doesn’t know if wants to go into estimate. Mr. Hunter asked if mowve
home? Mr. Heilman stated right.

Mr. Guadagnino stated didn't allege these things. Motion pending, jointly adjourned
for this hearing. Didn't go into facts assume available to Board., 7Two important points
here, this type of problem unfortunate, engineer made error and of course wasn't
discovered until CO was applied for and to move building would be extremely expensive
situation, over $8,000 in approximation and of course type construction worries our
vice president and head of construction, exactly what condition would house be in

after moving. Feel in view of fact that neighborhood as you can see from enlarged

maps basically not changéd, not changing neighborhood in any manner or form, keeping i
in scheme of neighborhood. Have to admit, human ervor, all make mistakes, sure you

all do. Done by engineer, have to live with it.
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Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of the application. Mr. Jim
stockes, potential property owner for lot 82 appeared. Stated would like to bring
out some aspects. Obviously is hurting Ryan Homes, going to cost them money. Wife
and I directly affected. Has list of inconveniences, some small - scme bigger. Has
paid for 2 phones because originally expected to move in end of May and had phone
installed, paid 2 phone bills until end of July. Second, first time Supposed to move
before knew house offset, had truck rented to move furniture and needless to say lost
deposit on truck. Had 4 extra months rent which feels would have been considerable
sum towa¥d mortgage in terms of say $600, sure wouldn't all go toward principal

but over period of 30 years have certain amount of money to pay off and interest

part of that, $600 fair amownt, ©Going to move in end of May. BReen packed since
hikf-way thzough May, lived out of suitcase over 4 months. Had to reapply for .
mortgage twice, had to store furniture, kicked out of apartment August ist. Furni-
ture in storage. Have no place to liwe, living with in-laws, inconvenient for them,
needless to say inconvenient for me and wife. As you can tell wife pregnant, due

in 4~6 weeks, no home. Would like home that can bring baby home to. First, family, .
tough if no place to live. Have registered to vote, believes if move cannot change
address after 15th of month from what they tell me when registered. Plan to go to
school, been for one year school before that, applyging for degree. Registration
next week, school starts following week. Feels that would be inconvenient for self
to have to go to school 4 nights and try te study in house with two families in it.
Fact that hospital ready for us to register now, no address, cannot register without
address. Last thing, vereran, served 4 years for our country, don't think awfully
much to ask if comntry will let have place t¢ live. Big inconwenience all the way
around.

Mr. Hunter stated sure it has been. Mr. Stockes stated quite hard on us, they are
main inconveniences, quite a list,

Mrs. Stockes appeared, stated would like to say that when put heart and soul into
first house and really have found perfect house, built and ready to move and somebody
says cannot, extremely upsetting when you don't know where you will bring baby home
to, hasn't got much time, house to settle and things to get for new baby and mot
experienced at settling a new house and all will have to be done by end of October.
Certainly would appreciate if things could be settled,

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in opposition to the application and no I
one appeared, Stated had one comment to them speaking for Board, sorry have had to

go through this, wouldn't know what like, not in their shoes. Think should realize

that what has happened done to protect them and future owners. Could have approved
application in June and let go through and you end up with problem at future date,

Reason passed. Appreciste what saying and sympathetic, reason not for us but for you.

DECISION: Approved subject to completing the option to purchase an easement 46' x
9' from Zencbia Green and forwarding lettexrs covering agreements as
stated. Granted under wnique circumstances and not intended to set
precedent in regard to disposition of future cases.

KATHLEEN LUEDKE
Secretary
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
September 26, 1972

A Public Hearing was held by the Zoning Board of Appeals in
+he Chlli Administration Offices, 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester, New
York 14624 on September 26, 1972, The Hearing was called to order by
the Chairman, Mr. Hunter.

Ro!l Call: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. Charles Pfenninger
Mrs. Gertrude Tanger
Mr. John H. Lighthouse
Mr. John R. Palermo
Mr. Richard Harrington
Mr. Richard Aurel]

Also Present: Mr., Alfred Heilman, Deputy Town ATtorney
Mr. William Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

Mr. Heilman stated the eleven applications that are appearing before ‘
+the Board tonight have been published in a paper of general circulation °
in the Town and legal requirements have been carried out and affidavits
are on file in the Town Clerk's office.

l. Application of Fred Kuhs and Pat DeCroce, 3313 Chili AVenue, :
Rochester, N. Y. for approval of painfed sign, 4' x 8! adver-
tising land for building~lease a2t 3313 Chili Avenue. B Zone.

Mr. DeCroce appeared, presented information sheet To Mr. Hunter.

Zoned B Commercial, 8 acres on Chilil and Chili-Scottsville, Naums,
fabric shop, cleaners, dance studio, gas station, 2 houses, lumber
company. Mr. Hunter stated sign has been there, in effect.asking

for renewal, Asking for what in terms of time? Maximum of one vear.
Mr. DeCroce stated one year. Mr. Hunter stated would [ike another year,
any questions from Board? Mr. Palermo asked if same sign as has up
there?- Mr. Hunter stated wooden, painted sign, unlighted. Mr. DeCroce
stated ves, 100 feet back. .

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak infavor or oppostion to fThis
application and no one appeared. .

DECISION: Granted unanimously for ohe year period.

2. Application of American 0il Company, P. 0. Box 4340, Rochester,
N Y. 14611 for approval of two 28" x 44" curb signs with stands
and one 3' x 8' pole sign on property located at 4371 Buffalo
Road, North Chili. B Zone.

Mr. David Adam appeared representing American 0Oil, marketing representa-
tive for western side of city. Stated this is 3 x 8 pole sign and these
are the 28 x 44 free~standing signs. Mr. Hunter asked if double-faced
sign? Mr. Adam stated yes it is, flip panel which reveals service

|ike clean windshielf, check motor oil. These can be flipped either

as price advertisement or service advertisement.: Mr. Hunter.stated this
is 3 x 8 pole sign, lighted? Mr. Adam stated no, Mr, Hunter asked
approximate value in place? Mr. Adam stated approximately $60, ?

Mr. Hunter stated other 2 signs 28.x 44 curb signs. Mr, Adam stated
correct, will not be used as price type sign as this shows, strictly
for advertisement., Lead free Amoco is insert, clean windshield, check ¢
mofor oil. MR. Hunter asked if temporary, movable? Mr. Adam stated
permanently on isiand, could be moved inside if needed.. Mr. Hunter
asked on the island? Mrs. Tanger asked not on curb? Mr. Adam stated
not eon curb. Mr. Hunter asked if width perpendicular to the length

of the Island? Mr. Adam stated correct, two way sign, Mr. Hunter asked
if two islands? Mr. Adam stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked one on each,
fastened down? Mr. Adams stated heavy mounts, approximately 50 |bs.,
steel construction. Mr. Hunter asked unlightfed? Mr. Adams stated yes.
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[LEGAL- NOTICE

.—’-»

zonife Board of Appeals

A meeting of the Zoning
Buard of Appeals of the Town
of Chili wilt be held on Sept-
ember 26, 1972 at 8:00 p.m. in
e Chili Administration Of-
fices, 3235 Chili Avenue, Roch-
ester, New York 14624, to con-
sider the following applications:

1. Applcation of Fred Kuhs
and Pat De Croce, 3313 Chili
Avenue, Ruchester, N. Y. 14624,
for approval of painted sign, LY
« 8 advertising land for build-
ing-least a1 3313 Chili Avenue.
B Zone.

2, Application of American
0il ‘Company, P. O. Box 4340,
Rochester, N. Y. t4sll, for ap-
proval of two 28" x 44" curb
signs with stands and one 3’
X 8 pole sign on property
Jocated at 4371 Buffalo Road,
North Chili, B Zone.

3. Appiication of Lakeside
Builders, 1726 Long Pond Road,
Rechester, N. Y. 14606, for ap-
proval o erect 2 story frare
nouse 7.5 feet to the south side
tol line, located lot # 13 Paul
Road Estates, House No. 9Stal-
Mar Ciycle, E Zone.

4. Application of John Fanti-
grussi, 176 Brook Road, Roeh-
ester, N. Y. 14623, for approval
of a renewal to operate roofing
and sheet metal business
jocsted at 170 Bropk Rvad. EE
Zme. .

5. Application of WilliamF.
Bunkharizmeyer andChatlesF..
Vowles, 448l Buffalo Road,
Churehville, N. Y. 14428, for
approval of 2 free-standing, i1-
luminated stgn, double-faced on
existing pole on property at 4381
Buffaln Ruad. B Zone.

5. Application of Clifford
Smith, 33 Tarrylown Road,
Rachester, N. Y, 14624, ior ap-
proval to erect 17" X 25’ garage
(attaclied) on property within
5 of lot tine at 33 Tarry-
town Rluad. D Zone.

7. <application of Thomas
Cowcovan, 45 Laredo Drive,
Rachester, N.Y. 14624, to
nave parage less than 10 teet
from ot line on property al
15 Tarrytown Drive. D Zone.

8. Application of Harold
Fard, 230 Chestnut Ridge Road,
Rochester, N.Y. 14624, for ap-
proval of variance o erect
siand Jor selling fruits and
yepetlables oft property at 2669
Chili Avenue. B Zone. N

o, Application of Darwin
Furner, 14 Ronnie Lane, North
Chili, N.Y., 14514, for approva,'
of renewal of variance to do
upholstery work in residence
on pari-time basis. £ Zoue-

10. Application of Agway Pe-
Iyoleum Corp-y Bax 706, Syra-
cuse, LY., 10 operate (re-open
and re-establish) service sta-
('mmmprnperlylonated at 1391
seotisville Road. B Zone.

11, Application of Floyd Ster-
wer, 330 Stone Point Road,
Raochester, Ny, 14624, for ap-
proval of 14 x 8 sist 20 ft.
from  cornet at  Southwest
enrnett nf Stillmeadow and Brian
prive. E Zone. )

A:H julerested parties are
requbsted 10 be present. By
arder of the Chairman of the
Zoning Board of sppeals.

3

Luraina E. Robbins
Towny Clerk

e e a1
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"Zonmhgyg Board of Appeals September 26, 1972

Mr. Hunter asked if Mr. Adam happened tTo know what approval alrsady
exist for signs in that station? Mr. Adam stated to his knowledge

has ho permit at this +ime. Mr. Hunter stated reason raising question
noticed in looking over station Sunday for this application seemed to be
several sighs down , stamps, several others. Frankly concerned, have
decided to keep signs down at service stations and find showing up with-
out going through formality of approval. Doesn'!t know if others have
been approved. Mr. Davis stated have on big one. Mr. Adam stated as

go through couse of dealers do have some signs remaining on Grassy
island, Try to pull in and keep as neat appearing as can. Mr. Hunter
stated one sign orange or light buff background., Mr, Adam stated may

be one made up by delaer, decesn't have sign that affect.

Mr. Hunter stated has been sent to MCPC as required and they recommend .
local agency having jurisdiction make decision. BDoesn't appear to have . -
any cther comments. ’ :

Mr. Lighthouse stated would like to know where pole sign will be. Mr.
Adam indicated on diagram. Mr. Aurell asked how high is 1t? Mr. Adam
stated won't be obstructing intersection or view of oncoming +raffic.
Halight about 3 feet off ground, 2 feet off ground.

Mr. Hunter asked can Mr. Adam tell in terms of those locatlions what
distance are we talking from right of way? Going to choose one or the
other? Mr. Adam stated from road approximately 20 ft. This one consi-
derabiedistance longer because there is grassy area in here |15 ft+. and
this is about 7-8 ft+. past that. Gives indication. As far as in

between, 40-50 ft. between the two. Mr. Hunter asked what will determine
which location will be used? Mr. Adam stated if dstructing any traffic
at intersection will move over here. Doesn't see any obstruction on

either pole,

Mr. Palermo asked where is present large sign? Mr. Adam stated centered
in grassy area. Mr, Palermo asked separate from that? "Mr. Adam

stated single lighted pole #hat we use. Mr. Palermo asked how high?

Mr. Adam stated 40, 30, 25-30 ft. Metal light pole. Both of these
front poles have [ights on them. Mr. Lighthouse asked if going to hang
sign on pole? Mr. Adam stated ves. Mr. Palermo stated pole there
already. Standard pole for colonial tight fixture. Mr. Adam stated
right, adds rather than detracts. Mr. Hunter asked if could keep
pictures as part of applicaiion? Mr. Adam stated yes you may. '

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition on
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Denied with the following vote: Mr. Palermo no; Mr. Aureli
ne; Mr. Lighthouse yes; Mr. Pfenninger no; Mr. Harrington ves;
Mrs. Tanger no; Mr. Hunter no.

3. Application of Lakeside Builders, 1726 Long Pond Recad, Rochester,
N. Y. 14606, for approval 1o erect 2 story frame house 7.5 ft.
to the south side lot line, located Lot #[3 Paul Road Estates,
House No. 9 Stal-Mar Circle. E Zone.

Mr. Charles Lissow appeared and presented tape location map.  Stated

what happened, apparently lot staked out, when engineer staked, staked
wrong. Staked as 90 ff. lot. House built on it should have had 13 .
ft. on each side. Only on 85 ft. lots insfead of 90, wound up with

7.5 ft. on side. Mr. Hunter stated looked at this bu¥ unable to tell

which house it was. One home built on that side, is this 1t? Talking

7.5 ft? Mr. Lissow stated only lot on this side of street built so

far, nothing next +to it. :

Mr. Hunter asked what is width of [of next door? Mr. Lissow stated
85 ft. also. Mr. Hunter stated on radius so actually Iittie less than -
85 f+. [2 through 14, 85 f+t.

Mrs. Tanger asked if people living in there? Mr. Lissow stated using
as mode! home. Mr. Palermo asked distance to the other lot Iline? Mr.
Lissow sTated I3 |/2 ft. Mr., Hunter asked what is planned as far as
home to be built on Lot 14? Mr. Lissow stated hasn't got definite
contract, people don't have morigage commitment. 54 f+. house, if hold
10 1. from the south side, would give almost 20 ft. on this side. 27
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feet befween houses. Mrs. Tanger asked if includes garage? Mr. Lissow
stated yes, has copy of plans. Mr. Palermo.asked which side will garage
be on? Mr. Lissow stated south side. Mr. Palermo asked short side of
I3 fot? Mr. Lissow stated right. Mr. Hunter asked what would be dis-
tance between two buildings? Mr. Lissow stated 7.5 and approximately 20,
19 [/2 or 20, Mr. Hunter stated if they happen to buy that particular
home. Mr. Lissow stated hasn't got mortgage, has contract.

Mr. Hunter stated legally could build |10 ft. from line, would be 7.5
ft. Mr. Palermo asked if Lot 14 garage would be on south? Mr. Lissow
stated all garages on south side. Mr. Hunter asked if home has contract
for 1s two story with two car garage incorporated? Mr. Lissow stated
yes. Mr. Hunter stated concerned about likelihood of somebody who

buys that might want to expand. Mr. Lissow stated if did would be on )
other slide. Large house, 1959 sq. ft. Mr. Palermo asked 54 f%. included -
garage? Mr, Lissow stated yes. Mr. Hunter asked any idea of people

who are irying to buy |4 as far as preference as to location of. home

on lot? Mr. Lissow stated mentioned problem with 13 and didn't have

any objection as long as meet with town réquirements, fine with them.

Mr. Hunter stated actually if set way over could end up with less dis-

tance between that home and |5 than this one. Could end up with 20

ft. there and 27 ft. here. Mr. Lissow stated putting a 54 f+. could

come off and center between two, hext lot 90 ft. which gives more room

To work with as far as setting house.

Mr. Hellman asked have most of these [o¥s In subdivision vacant at the
time? Mr. Lissow stated 3 houses up and bringing in building permits
for three to start. Mr. Heilman stated isn't in front of board, but may
be in future: What kind of assurance or guarantee. that this won't
happen in future with remaining lots? Have problem with people who
apparentiy...

Mr. Lissow stated can tell reputation in Greece, 96 lots;,; | side line
variance.. Unfortunately happened and doesn't know whether all our mistke
or partially engineers mistake or what. Didn't realize until house up
and tape map made. Mr. Palermo asked any precautions can take to over-
come tThis in future? Mr. Heilman stated hard for board to understand

how somebody doesn't get out with +tape map before.digging hole and start
putting In block and mortar. Mr., Lissow stated just starting on that
side and nothing to go from to stake. Mr. Heilman stated spend money
having surveyed and staked out, seems incredible somebody doesn't
measure before building houss in wrong place.  Mr. Hunter stated getting
a number of these and trying to find way to profect you and us. Mr.
Lissow stated trying to- get tape map made as soon as foundation complete.
Would know way ahead of time iIf house buflt wrong. Mr. Heilman stated
would seem esven at that point would be Too late, costs to dig hole and
put in foundation, somebody ought fo measure. before you do anything,

save yourselves Trouble, .Mr: Palermo stated sometimes mason might put
block on wrong side of line. Mr. Lissow stfated right.

Mr. Hunter asked 1f anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition
To this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted unanimously. Board wished to go on record, making
exception in this case but might not look favorably on future
applications on remaining. lofs in this area.

4. Application of John Fantigrossi, 170 Brook.Road, Rocheskr, N. Y.
14623 for approval of a rnewal to operate roofing and sheet .
metal businessilocated at 170iBrook Road. EE Zona. :

Mr. Fantigrossi appeared, stated no comment, would [ike to continue to

operate the way has been for 12-14 years. Mr. Hunter stated original

application shows 1964, +hat woulid be 8 years. Mr. Fantigrossi stated

before that didn't have permit. Mr. Hunter-asked if nature of business -
changed any since last application? Mr. Fantigrossi stated not very much,

almost same.- : : : - : : e E

Mr. Hunter asked about external appearance of property, buildings, etc.
Mr. Fantigrossi stated little extra work and more equipment around
outside of property.” Mr. Hunter asked equipment, when say equipment
what are you talking about? Mr, Fantigrossi'stated roofing equipment,
tar kettles, drums of tar, prefty well on rear of property, back of
barn and garage.
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Mr. Hunter stated just noting reference to. earlier variance. Indication
of what was to be stored outside. No storing of materials outside.
Saying there is equipment stored outside. No signs attached to this
business. Mr. Fantigrossi stated no, don't have to worry about signhs.
Mr. Hunter asked how many people employed? Mr. Fantigrossi stated 10.
Mr. Hunter asked hours of operation? Mr. Fantigrossi stated 8-4:30, 5
days a week. Mr. Davis stated men don't come to shop. Mr. Fantigrossi
stated men report To work on job, oneez in a while report to farm. Mr,
Héllman asked how long is application for? Mr. Hunter stated believes
3 years, renewed 7/22/69, l.ittle over three years, letter written 7/12
pointing out variance had expired as of that date. Apparentiy one .
before that three years Too. e e T

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this. application and no one appeared. : o

DECISION: Granted unanimousiy for a- five year period with The stipu-
lation that there be no outside storage of materials.

5. Application of Willfam F. Burkhartzmeyer and Charies'F, Vowles,
4481 Buffalo Road, Ghurchville, N. Y. 14428 for approval of a
free~standing, -illuminated. sign, double-faced on existing pole

on . property at 4481 Buffalo Road. B Zone.

Mr. Burkhartzmeyer appeared, stated actually what sign is basically
taking same sign but changing face of it and almost same identicat
location. My, Hunter asked if sign already there? Mr. Burkhartzmegyer
stated was sign there, sticking fo same size That was there before,
change name. Mr. Hunter asked new sign? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated
ves, deéfinltely.

Mr. Hunter stated in terms of size, not indicated on application. 4'I0"
by 6'I"™, outside dimensions? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated. yes, taking
about | inch lap that goes into metal part so actually probably take an
inch off dimensions to fit into frame. :

Mr. Hunter stated looks like whole pole |6'6" high, correct? That ' l
exists? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated right. Mr. Hunter asked tell us

what value will be in place if application granted? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer
stated $150 approximately. Mr. Hunter stated doesn't have anything to
indicate what going to say. What will sign itself say? Mr. Burkhartz-
meyer stated will have name and address and.few other lines, not too
sure, fine bedding and furniture. Mr. Hunter asked lettering in one
color, illuminated abck? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated yes, soft lighting,
nothing exotic. Mr. Hunter asked any idea what power talking about as
far as- lamp sizes; 1llunimation level? Mr., Burkhartzmeyer stated thinks
4 lamps, flourescent tubes in there. Mr. Hunter stated standard 4 ft.
tubes. Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated thinks three 4 and one two.

Mr. Hunter asked what was business in there before? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer
stated paint and hardwase store. Same pole but new sign up.. Just for
name purposes. Mr. Hunter asked If steel pole? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated
yes, approximately 5 inch round, in the ground goocd. Mr. Harrington

asked if hahging sign? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated yes, with guy wires.

Mr. Hunter asked hours of operation? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated 10 AM

to 9 PM, sign wouldn't be on, justT soft |ights In store. Monday .
through Friday and Saturday 9-6., Mr. Hunter asked wouid want sign to

be illuminated during hours actually operating? Mr. Burkhartzmsyer

stated yes, at night have soft [ights oh in store. -Mr. Hunter asked

if any others outside lights in area now? Mr. Burkhartzmeyer stated

Just a couple lights going into parking area.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished fo speak in favor of or opposition
to the application and no one-appeared.

DECISION: Granted unanimously for a three year period or as long as
applicant operates the business, whichever comes first.

6. ~ Application of Cllfford Smith, 33 Tarrytown Rd., Rochester, N. Y.
for approval to erect 7' x 25' garage (a¥iached) on property
within 5 ft. of lotf line at 33 Tarrytown Rd. D Zone.
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Mr. Ken Zimmerman of T & Z Contractors appeared. Stated house right on
circle. Garage 17 ft. by 25 feet deept. Mr. Hunter stated on That
basis with Tthat width saying would be 5 f+. to the property line. Mr.
Zimmerman stated right. Mr. Hunter asked on fhat basis what would be
total distance between proposed garage and structure adj]acenf to it?
Mr. Zimmerman stated 15 ft. Mr. Hunter stated home next door 10 feet
from lot line. FRankly closer than we would like To have it. What is
need for 17 f+.? Mr. Zimmerman stated has three steps coming from house
and cement and without |7 ft., doesn't think coufd get car in and get
out without removing steps. Mr. Hunter asked width of sfteps? Mr.
Zimmerman stated doesn'tT know offhand.

Mr. Hunter stated doesn't know how much clear space in garage with 17

foot width. Essentially owner looking for one car garage plus storage

in 17 f+. Know if talked with neighbors fto ask how they feel? Mr.
Zimmerman stated people directly to the north are all right, no complaints.
Mr. Hunter asked people that would be 17 ft. from? Mr. Zimmerman

stated right, talked to them and no comptaints. Mr. Hunter asked

anyone eise? Mr. Zimmerman stated canhot say, doesn't know.

DECISION: Granted unanimously.
7. . Application of Thomas Corcoran, 45. Laredo Drive, Rochester,

N. Y. 14624 1o have garage iess Than 10 feet from lot line on
property at 15 Tarrytown Drive. D. Zopne.

Mr. Corcoran appeared before the Board. Mr. Hunter asked sketah
represenis what you would [ike to do? Mr. Corcoran stated garage
already built and selling property and somebody surveyed and instead of
doing ours did house next door. This is abstract taken, should be 10
ft. from line and is 9.2, already up. Mr. Hunter asked this was
discovered in process of selling home? Mr. Corcoran stated 9.2 feet
which should be 10 f+t. ’

Mr. Hunter asked how long ago was garage put up? Mr. Corcoran stated
1968, 4 years ago. Mr. Hunter asked what is distance between this
garage and structure over here? Mr. Corcoran stated another home
over about 15-20 ft. Couldn't tell exact measurement. Mr. Hunter
stated. looked at it the other day, guessed at 20 f+.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of or opposition
to the application and no one appeared. .

DECISION: Granted unanimouslivy.

8. Application of Harold Ford, 230 Chestnut Ridge Road, Rochester,
N. Y. 14624 for approval to erect stand for selling fruits and
vegetables on property at 2669 Chill Avenue. E Zone.

Mr. Ralph Wickens, attorney, appeared representing Mr. Ford. Stated
owns property on Chili Avenus and owns adjoining house. _Also owns land
on Paul Road on which he grows vegetables and fruit., Would like Yo
have stand down there on Chili to market these fruits and vegetables
that he grows himself. Would like variance to have building and not to
excead 20 x 20 ft. and also sign That could be in front, neot permanent,
would only have when open for business and this would be during growing
season, probably June through December but not. permanent thing that
would operate vear round. Market own products. No question about
traffic because has got driveway they can pull off road, permission
from state to do this. Not parking all around going fo pick up corn or
something vWhich:knewshcould object to. These taken care of. Did say
building he would have there, certainly would be attractive because
owns property himself. Doesn't want fto destroy value of own property
and alsc owns adjoining house. So would behoove him to keep attractive/

Mr. Hunter asked 1+ any plan for tThat structure being submitted as part

of application? Mr. Wickens stated doesn't thinks so, not more than

20 x 20. Mr. Hunter stated Board would be interested in building itself,
would gu-ess before approve finally would bs subject to tThose plans.

Needs to go before MCPC. Mr. Heilman stated not sent formally, informally,
Mr. Hunter stated would not be able to render decision tonight, Mr.

Ford appeared informally before and we did discuss basic question and

had concern about fraffic problem and pulling in and out. Has he talked
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to MCPC for permission? Mr. Wickens stated permission to put in drive-
way approved by State, state road.

Mr. Palermo asked 1f wood sfructure on there now? Mr. Wickens stated
temporapy, didn't know had fo have variance, being his property and
farm at one time thought could sell there. Mr. Hunter stated on ques-

tion of cuts, does Mr. Ford have permission in writing? Would [ike to

have copy as part of application. Mr. Ford stated yes for the drive-

way, got the application, doesn't have it with him. Mr. Hunter

stated should submit copy to the Board as part of application giving .

their approval.

Mr. Heilman asked prasently *this 1s in E Zone, 15 that correct Mr.
Wickens? Mr. Wickens stated right. Mr. Heilman asked would it be

fair to say essential character of that locality is residential, mostly
houses? Mr. Wickens stated has apariment house there and not very

far ldylbrook area not too far. Beauty parlor on right side of if.

Mr. Heilman asked is there some unique circumstances presenting to Board
that would require Board to grant variance, wouldn't be able To use land
as residential? Mr. Wickens stated cannot sell produce where he grows
it, not enough traffic by There and Chili Avenue logical place to do T+t.
Mr. Heilman stated thinks has to prove to Beoard that land would not give
him reasonable return if were to use residential. Mr. Wickens stated
rental property he owns, old homestead converted info two family house.
Wants to increase productivity of property by disposing of produce which
he grows on Paul Road in vegetable stand.

Mr. Aureli asked {f part of house next door? Mr. Wickens stated separate
lot. Mr. Aurell asked not on old homestead? Mr. Wickens stated all

same property. Mentloned | think owned it, farm pa'ri of Lexington
Subdivision and kept two old homesteads and he built new house. Mr.
Palermo asked if two separate lots, tax accounts? Mr. Wickens stated

yes.
Mrs. Tanger asked present property not part of Ford property? Mr.

Wickens stated sold some *o Scoit years ago, but that came from Ford

too, that is reason said all Ford property.

Mr. Hunter stated only legal basis Board can grant application is to
find hardéhip on property. Does Mr. Wickens know if has attempted to
sel] property for residential use in recent years? Mr. Wickens stated
no, sold land off for Lexington. Mr. Hunter stated this particular
lot no aitempt to sell for any purpose. Mr. Wickens stated no, right.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or oppositiaon to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Denied unanimously. No evidence of hardship, no uniqueness
to the property to allow Board to grant variance.

9. Appllcation of Darwin Turner, |4 Ronnie Lane, North Chilf,
N. Y. 14514 {for approval of renewal of variance to do upholstery
work in residence on parttime basis. E Zone.

Mr. Turner appeared before the Board. Mr. Hunter stated apparently had
variance to operate business in home. Mr, Turner stated works 1in

garage. Mr. Hunter stated granted for three years last time. Been

any change in nature of business since that time? Mr. Turner stated no.
Mr. Hunter stated when went by home no idea business in home. Mr, Turnen
stated no traffic, does own estimating and pick up when does Job. '
Boy does help some.

Mr. Davis stated knew when got three years ago and never saw sign of
truck or anything or ever had complaint. Any complaints | get them.
Mr. Turner stated everything inside, nothing outside. Mr, Aureli asked
use station wagon to pick up? Mr. Turner stated pick up truck with
camper on i7. ' ' '

Mr. Hunier asked i1f anyone wished to speak in favor or oppesition to
this application and no one appeared.’

DECISION: Granted unanimously for five year period with sflpulaTion
that there be no outside storage of materials.
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0. Application of Agway Petroleum Corp., Box 706, Syracuse, N. Y.,
to operate (re-open and re-establish) service station on: property
located at 1391 Scottsville Road. B Zone.

Mr. John Wiley, Agway representative from Syracuse, appeared, presented
photo of existing premises as they now are, abaondoned service statlion
ovwned by Marciano's who are here tonight. Propose to substantially
renovate property pursuant fto plan passing out and plan for improving
property is to seal off lube bays and o In effect attempt to retail
only gas. Very simifar To what Hess and Minuteman doing. Agway just
getting into gas business, knows that this Is what tomorrow's retailing
going to be. Has 5 up already, set high standards for operators. Found
with county survey a little off from plan originally drew and would
have to be somewhat modified, Plt plan shows Two pump islands in
front. . One exists, would tear ocut and put in twe brand new islands.
Would remove other side island completely and make building improve-
ments as - seen onplans. Pave yard completely. Anticipate hours 6 AM
to 12, 6 days-a week and 8 AM to IOPM on Sundays. Have individual
operating whose only concern to sell gas, not to collect Junk cars or
get involved Tn mechanical work.

Mr. Hunter stated say sell gas only. Also motor oil? Mr. Wiley stated
yes we would. Mr. Davis stated wouldn't change oil. Mr. Wiley stated
no slr, seal bays off completely so cahnot be done. Mr. Hunter asked
no tires, batteries or anything else? Mr, Wiley stated no.

Mrs. Tanger asked any signs? Mr. Wiley stated indicated Agway logo and
price signs at intersection. Quite truthfully not going fo use Agway
sign, going to use standardized sign, T C R, name of refinery owns

in Texas. Basic business delivering gas to farmers at varying prices
and might be more competitive in most places. Would be 9 ft+. by 6 f+
plastic, two-faced, internally lighted sign. Not flashing, noft
furning.  Regquast permission to maintain 4 x 8 f+. price sign 1it by
quartz.-lamp -light. That would be extent of all signs on property.

Mr. Hunter asked wish to include signs ftonight? Say 9 x 6, 54 square
feet. Quite a bit bigger than what willing to grant in past Three
years. Maximum In area of 32-36 sq. it+. total size. Is this sign
custom made? Mr. Wiley sftfated almost 1s, now talking with sign companies
to have made. Subsidiary sign already has made. Does not mean could
not adapt or come up with smaller sign. Mr. Hunter stated town code
in process of béing revised along lines of new master plan. One of
+he things that this Board consiigéring recommending is elimination of
all free-standing signs within period of three years. How would Mr.
Wiley feel about putting sigh up and have cut down in three years?
Considering making recommendation, nei fact at this point.

Mr. Wiley stated guresses in the particular situation, major oil
companies death, only thing they spend money on is advertising. For
example $350 million for Humble to change fo Exson. My pjilosophy
would li1ke to have some recognition that have name people saying

going to. Saying going down to station name. Has %o be name. No
objection to taking down if alternative to put name on property,
buflding, whatever. These +fwo only requests for sign permits, nothing
on building. '

Mr. Hunter asked estimated value of 32 sq. ft. sign, double-faced, and
other one, what kind of investment would that represent? Mr. Wiley
stated has quote on 9 x 6 of about $600. Mr. Hunter asked sign itself
and cost of installing? Mr., Wiley stated going to use base existing

on property. Does have to fabricate pote, not sure what will cost, not
more than $8-9200.

Mr. Palermo asked what is height of pole? Mr. Wiley stated 12 f+., Mr.
Heilman asked if signs on pumps? Mr. Wiley stated just 8" decals. Mr.
Heilman stated no signs, had lot of applieations lately for pump your-
self gas and those type., Coming Tn for any Kkind like that? Mr. Wiley

stated cannot prophesy what will happen tomorrow. Doesn't believe
will bury extra pipe in event go self-service but would have to coms
before Board to do so: Our philosophy that people still want service.

ATtempt to duplicate what HEss has done with their own stations.
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Mr. Heilman asked just sell gas and oftl, no Agway products? Mr. Wiley
stated no sir. Would probably do as Hess does, promote anti-freeze or
motor oil to retall gas. Mr., Huntersstated any other signs would
require that they be approved., Proposing to with present building? Mr,
Wiley stated yes, didn't see building plan, drawing done by engineering
firm in Rochester showing plan to renovate by fixing aluminum facéd:
under which st¥rip lighting and white brick fibre glass material on front
of bullding. Gives indirect lighting and reflective lighting rather
Than direct. :

Mr. Palermo asked what is size of buiiding? Mr. Davlis stated 30 x 45.
Mr. Hellman asked what wlll do with existing bay areas? Mr. Wiley

stated frame in and seal off. Mr. Aureti asked if putting one on
Spencerport Road? Mr. Wiley stated no. Mrs. Tanger .asked 1f one in

area? " Mr, Wiley stated three In Syracuse, 2 in Massachusetts. Mr. .
Heilman asked if Agway will retain control or just lease? Mr. Wiley

stated law rules out now making control over individual operators
difficult, attorneys trying to piece out what control can aféect.

As much control fo insure that you maximize everything Tncluding image

and service to people, this is what has tThat majors don't have.

There are k4mits legally as to what can do. Will exert strong control.

Mr. Hellman stated say renovate building pretty much from what it Is at
present. Mr. Wiley stated yes. Mr. Helilman stated usually on these
types of situations owners have to come before planning board for
architectural or slte plan approval. NoT fefurbishing. Mr. Wiley
stated putting another coat on outside of building, in no way changing
structure. Mr. Hunter statdd would have +o check, thinks would have

to come before Planning Board for that purpose. Mr. Heilman stated

say golng to blacktop. Any other plans as far as plantings along
roads? Questions Planning Board would be more Interested in. Working
for 3-4 years to come up with comprehensive plan in Town and alleviate
what they call sore spofs. Mr. Wiley stated this is why before you
tonight. Thinks this eliminates what mus® be sore spot for your. Mr.
Heilman stated other prople might have additional Tideas. l

Mr. Palermo asked what fencing or screening? Mr. Wiley stated abutting
property owned by Marciano's, doesn't thinks have definite plans for
that. There 1s hedge along property line to the rear between houses,
no problem there. MR, Heilman asked are cuts presently existing? Mr.
Wiley stated same plans, not checked with State highway. Mr. Heilman
stated 4 cuts, 2 on sach road. Mr. Wiley stated pumsuant To New York
state law. ) ’ )

Mr. Hunter stated assumes no need for outside storage of oil cans, etc.
Mr. Wiley stated ne sir. Bays have typlcally ended up doing that,

will cut Tnto side of building, existing side door for access to the
bays to get trash in and out. Are in no way affecting structurse of
building. Paving needs more thaft refurbishing job, not changing grades.
Not+changing other than up-grading and puiting new flnish on buflding.

Mr. Hunter asked if total job done as one job, refurbishing, blacktopping,
new pumps, etc. Get into situation where new building built, blacktopped
a vear later. |n Time, how soon dohe? Mr. Wiley stated would like to
start construction next week. |f would have to wait ¢ould not make -
promise. Mr. Hunter stated intent to follow up and do whole Job. Mr,
Bavis siated thinks talking about new gas station, blacktopped now, not
like new station. Mr. Palermo stated thinks has in mind is This projsct
going to be completed before you open for operation? Mr. Wiley stated
very definitely. Never believed in opéning place without finishing. I
Poor advertising.

Mr. Harrington asked has it been decided if should go fo Planning Board?
Mr. Hunter stated thinks will have to check it. Doesn't recall fine
line of regulation. Mr. Harrington stated doesn't see necessity. Mr.
Davis stated reads any addition or new building In industrial or commer-
ciatl has to go to Planning Board. Mr. Hunter stated would interpret

as not being in that area. Mr. Davis stated wouldn't come fto Board to
put siding on house and that Is what doing. Doesn't have to advertise,
go to Board ahd look at 1t, matter of holding them.up.

Mr. Wiley advised signs they wish included in application are 9 x 6 ft,
sign, 12 ft. pole o bottom of sign, I8 ft. Total heigh¥, Other-sign

4 x 8 ft. mounted on sapme pole
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Mr. Heilman asked when was station last operated? Mr. Marciano stated
thinks took over in 1965. Mr. Davis stated last two times came in

t+hey could not use as gas station. Mr. Marciano stated about 4 years.
Mr., Davis stated only change that could not sell to public, had gas for
own trucks. Zoning Board said could not have trucking firm and sell to
public.. Used for own trucks. Mr., Macciano stated gas stored constantly
up until a month or two ago for own use.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposttion on
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION+ Granted with The following stipulations: 1. Approved as ,
per plans and specifications submitted to Zoning Board of -
Appeals. 2, Vent pipes for bufied tanks o be behind front
ltne of building. 3. No merchandise displays To be any
closer to the road than the front Iine of building. 4. No
motor vehicle rep&drs allowed. 5. No outside storage

of vehicles, 6. Enclosed storage of all refuse within

the bullding or within stockade type fence not visible from
the road. 7. No selling or rental of automobiles and
trallers on premises, 8. Internally lighted sign to be

stationary sign with maximum size of 36 sq. ft., height not
to exceed 16 ft. measured off crown of nearest abutting road.
sign to be illuminated only when station in operation. Sign
To be erected on existing base, used for identification and
not price of gas. 9. Approval granted for sign for a

period of three years.. '10. There ars to be no other signs
banners or promofional devices other than signs. specifically
authorized in this special permit. 1l. Sales to be limited
To gasoline, motor oil, anti-freeze and occaslonal promotional
sales connected with or to promote sale of gasoline. [2.

All @werating conditions referred to above to be made a part
of sach and every lease between Agway Petroleum Corp. and
the lesses of this station.

1. Application of Floyd Sterner, 330 Stoney Point Road, Rochester,
N. Y. 14624 for approval of one 4' x 8' sign 20 ft. from corner
at Southwest corner of Stilimeadow and Brian Drive, E Zone.

MR. Sterner appeared, submitted pichiure of sign which [s already
erected. Stated wasn't aware had to have permit to do i+. BIl]
caught me. Primarily for sate of houses and representing Bianchi who

owns [and and something tThat wil! be up temporariiy until get houses
sotd. About 20 loTs and they have been approved. Mr, Hunter stated
can be granted for period up to one year. What would you like? Mr.

Sterner stated dossn't think capable of building more tThan 15 houses

a year, two years anyway. Mr. Hunter stated year most can giv e at

one time. Wood sign, painted, unlighfed. Mr. Sterner stated sign sits
in front of model house on corner. 4 x 8 ft.

Mr. Heilman asked how many lots does he own there?! Mr. Sterner stated
28. Mr. Heilman stated bought £rom committee. Mr. Hunter asked dpiand
down road see being developed There? Mr. Sterner stated Brian Drive
runs Into Sand Pebble, most on Sand Pebble, only three on Brian. Runs
east and west.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak In favor or opposition to this
application and no one appeared.

DECISION: @Granted for one year period.

Mr. George McCadden appeared informally fo discuss possiblity of con-

verting single family residence on Reed Road to 4 family zpartment H
building.

Held over from August 22, 1972: Application of Joseph Schuier to erect
gasoline pumps at car wash at 1210 Scoftsville Road.
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DECISION: Granted with following stipulations: t. As per Zoning

! ordinance, all plans and specifications must be submitted
to the Planning Board of the Town for.its approval. 2.

Yent pipes for underground tanks to be located as dictated
by- Planning Board. 3. No merchandise displays to be any
closer to +he road than the front line of the building.

4. No mofor vehicle repalrs allowed. 5. - No outside
storage of vehicles. 6.: Enclosed storage of all refuse
within the building or within stockade type fence not
visible from the road. 7. No selling or renting of
automobiles or ftrailers on premises. 8. There are to be
no other signhs, banners or promotional devises other than
signs specifically authorized by thlis Board. 9. All
operating conditions referred to above to be made a part of
each and every .lease betweeh Joseph Schuler and the lessee
of this station. -

Held over from August 22, 1972: Application of Bruce F. Chantra, 17
Baylor Circle to erect garage 8 ft. from north lof [ine.

DECISION: Approved unanimously.

Héld over from August 22, 1972: Application of Patrick™Jd. Roncone
+o erect bullding with front setback variance at 3253 Chili AVenue.

DECISION: Grasmted on second plans submitted by applicant.

Held over from June 27, 1972 meeting: Application of Rochester Acoustical
Inc., 44 Paul Road, Rochester, N. Y. for approval of building 12 ft.
addition on Millstead side of building used for offices located at 44

Paul Rocad. Zone A.

v

DECISION: Granted, 6 ayes, Mr, Hunter abstained.

KATHLEEN LUEDKE
Secretary
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
October 24, 1972

A meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of Chili was
held in the Chili Administration Offices, 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester,
New York 14624 on October 24, 1972, The meeting was called fo order
by the Chairman Mr. Hunter at 8:00 P.M.

Present: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mrs. Janice Chapman
Mrs. Gertrnude Tanger
Mr. John Lighthouse
Mr. John Palermo
Mr. Richard Aureli

Absent: Mr. Richard Harrington

_Also Present: Mr., Patrick Pietropaoli, Town Aftorney

Mr. Alfred Hellman, Deputy Town Attorney
Mr., William Davis, Supertntendent of Buildings

Mr. Heilman stated +hat all 5 applications before the Board tonight were
duly published in a paper of general circulation in the Town and
affidavits were on file with the Clerk.

#4. Application of Albert and Ruth Abbazia, 49 Brasser Drivej
Rochester, N. Y. 14624 for approval to operate kennel on property
at 49 Brasser Drive. E Zone.

Mrs. Abbazlia appeared. Mr. Hunter asked can you tell us reason for
application? Mrs. Abbazia stated has two poodles, foy and mini-toy.
Had puppies and kept them. When came to license, said could not have
unless fhad kennel license, keep three toys and mini-toy poodle. ,

Mr. Hunter asked four dogs alfogether? How long anticipate having

four dogs? Mrs. ‘Abbazia stated until they die. Mr. Hunter asked I1f
talked +o neighbors about this to see how they migh+t feel, basix purpose
of ordinance to control number of dogs. Mrs. Abbazia stated dogs not
outside dogs. Outside three times a day. My four dogs don't make one
normal size dog. See no objection. NexT door neighbor, saw a week or
so ago, didn't know had four dogs. Knew had two originally, never saw
other two. Hasn't talked to any neighbors at all,

Mrs. Chapman asked doesn't plan to have runs outside or keep outdoors?
Mrs., Abbazia stated only reason want kennel license because you require
it. Mrs. -Chapman asked doesn't plan to breed as commercial operation?
Strictly that they have had pupplies. Mrs. Abbazia sfated 7o comply
with your rules.

Mr. Aureli asked two new dogs are puppies? Mrs. Abbazia stated male
and female which will have spaded, puppies nice but had enough. MR.
Aurel] asked original dogs were puppies? Mrs. Abbazia stated yves.

Mr. Hunter asked what is normal life expectancy? Mrs. Abbazia stated

no idea, 8-10 years, |2 at most, would Imagine. Couldn't tsll you.

Mr. Hunter asked how old are fwo older dogs? Mrs. Abbazia stated thinks
tfwo years old. Other two are six months.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favof of application?
Mrs. Ralph Smith, 54 Brasser Drive appeared. Stated next door neighbor.

Has nothing against it. She has four, has others next to her would Iike
to kill them. Mr. Hunter asked .if across the street? Mrs. Smith

stated on circle, our houses divide line. Mrs. Abbazia stated if room

a circle, lives where you are sitfTing and | live next to hers.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished To speak in opposition and no one
appeared. . R . . . ]

DECISION: Denled.



2 K et - ¥

Al P
L a-:n:'

Gates-NEWS.Chil;

1269 CHILI AVENLIE « ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 14824

00T 18197

DATE......coeiee

THIS IS TO GERTIFY THAT THE ATTACHED LEGAL NOTICE(S} WERE PUBLISHED
IN THE......... ,

GATES-CHIL]I NE!
fsswe Dated ................ % §1819?2 ........................

. 7';/ | SAMUEL J. SMITH

Publisher

T
I



LEGAL NOTICE

s

A meeting of the Zoning
Bourd of Appeals of the Towh
of " Chili will be held in ihp
Chili Adminsiration Offices,
3235 Chili Avenue, Rochesiet®,
N.Y. 14624 on October 24, 1972
at 8:00 p.m. for (he purpose
4f hearing the following ap-
yjcatons:

1. Application of Calmli'
sevelopment Corp., 968 James
jpent, Syracuse, N.Y. 13203,
for approval of variance for
freo-standing sign, 61 174" X
81 174" over-all height 17 1.,
double-Ffaced, illuminated, can-
dlepower approx. L, 000 lumens,

Jocated 1260 Scovisville Road.

e A,

2. Application of William
Hamilton and John Oliver, 3851
Univn Street, North Chili, N.Y.
14514, [ approval to operaic
antique shop in barn behind re-
widence located at 3851 Unicn
Sireel, Zone EE. B

3. Application of Victor
Ciaccig, 3945 Dewey A\lﬂnue,
Apt. 22D, Rochester, N.Y. [3616,
for approval of variance to build
on bt 92 f1. wide in EE Zuone
lncated al 16 Beaver Road. EE
Zone, i

4. Application &f Albert &
Ruth  Abhazia, 48 Brasser

-

Drive, Rochester, N.Y. 14624

for approval to operate kennel
wrr  property ai 49 Brasser
Drive. E Zone.

5. Application of John G.
Doerr, I North Sireet, Church-
viHle, N.Y. 14428, for approval
of variance o converl single
family dwelling to two family

dwelling, located at 4351 Buf- 3

falo Road, North Chili. B Zone.

All inlerested parties are -

reguested ‘v be present. By «

prder of the Chairman of the
Zoning Board of Appeals.

LURAINA E. ROBBINS
Town Clerk
Chili, N.Y.



228

Zoning Board of Appeals October 24, 1972

#1. Application of Carroll's Development Corp., 968 James Street,
Syracuse, N, Y. 13203, for approval of variance for free~
standfng sigh, 61 1/4" x &1 1/4", over-all height |7 ft., double-
faced, illuminated, candlepower approx, 1,000 lumens, located
1200 Scottsville Road. Zone A.

Messrs. Bole, Texlite Sign Co., and Grab, Rochaster Roster, appeared.
Mr. Hunter stated doesn't specify in particular where you want to
focate This sigh, can gentlemen tell what proposal 1s? Mr., Bole

stated doesn't believe brought plot plan. Mr. Hunter stfated no, didn't
see it. Mr. Bole stated plet plan forwarded before. Electricity in
grassy plot in front of building. Mr, Hunter asked island out front?
Mr. Bole stated yes. ’

Mrs. Tanger asked right on road? Mr. Bole stated 15-20 ft. sétbaokd, .
fromrioddyngtrassrplotiy MineHunter asked 15-20 f+. off road, in relation

Yo property Iine? Mr. Bole stated thinks off property line. Don't

hold me to that number. o

Mr. Lighthouse asked describe sign? Same as have oh Mohroe Avenue In
front of Carroli's? Mr. Bole stated this is, Mr. Aureli asked orange
sign? Mr. Bole stated orgnge sign with green, Carroll's at bottom.

Mr. Hunter stated doesn't show anywhere on this plan. ‘Mr. Bote sfated
graphics, no. That is configuration. Green, orgnge strip and Carroll's,

Mr. Hellman asked pole {12 f+. high? Mr. Bole stated 12 ft. Calcula-
+iohs on pole and sign. Mr. Hunter stated notices a bit higher than
normally willing to allow, thinks approximately 5 1/2 ff. a standard
height., Any particular reason why needs to be that height? Mr. Bole
stated could drop 2 f%, easily, not obstructed on either side. Mr. Hunter
stated perfectly level area as far as could tell. Fixed sign, right?

Mr. Bole stated yes, it is fixed.

Mrs. Tanger asked if illuminated 24 hours? Mr. Bole stated strictly
at night. During open hours only, operational hours of store, Mr.
Hunter asked hours of store? Mr. Bole stated [1-12 o'clock. Mr.
Hunter asked 7 days? Mr. Bole stated yes.

Mr. Hunter asked value of sign in place? Mr. Bole stated total value,
$11-1200. Mr. Hunter stated Town in process of considering new codes
of which signs are part. Possible among those considerations would
be.one that would eliminate at some time free-=standing signs. How would
you feel 1f application approved and three years from how have to take
down? Mr. Bole stated would be three vears ahead. Location proven
many times with this type sign, Carrollis does so much advertising in
whole area that if people see it .will stop in because familiar with It.
Had graphics outfit, Chase, come in and design something first class,
no gingesbread, no sparkling lights. Something could put in front of
hospital or doctor's office. Should have graphics with me. M™Mr. Hunter
stated weould Iike to have them, understand what sign going to look
|ike. Mr. Bole stated 1f gave permit, could drive by tomorrow and ook
at it.

Mr. Heilman asked presentliy have signs on building? Mr. Bole stated
building fascia sign part of building. Mr. Heilman asked dimensions

of that sign? Mr. Bole stated 4 ft+. high by dimensions of building.

Mr. Grab stated actually sign with weiting not more than 15-20 f+. .
long. Orange goes around whole buitding. Mr. Bole stated actually

sigh that says Carroll's 4 f+. x 18 f+. 7 in. Mr. Heilman asked
illuminated now? Mr. Bole stated yes sir, till 12:00. Mr. Heilman

asked how far back is buifding from sign? Mr. Davis stated pretiy l
close to 100 f+. Building back 104 ft. Mr. Heilman stated about 80 f+.
back. Anything that blocks sign fo right or left on that side of Scotts-
ville, building, fence? Mr. Grab stated lot of trees by fire bureau.

Mr. Heilman asked on both sides? Mr. Grab stated east side. Mr. Bole
stated building set back so far, difficult +to see until jJust on top

of it.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of this application?
Mr. Bole asked right,fn assuming that wifth this size we have tried to
conform with size requirements have now? Mr. Hunter stated yes, thinks
allowed maximum of 36 sq. fT. Your sign about 257 | bellieve 26 sq.

f+. Well within what we would |like to see in terms of size.
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Mr. Aureli asked newly developed sign, not like any other sign you have? Said
something about looks like doctors' office. Mr. Bole stated when say Carroll's
sign, 15 or more available. More recently has gone to white sign that says
Carroll's with orange block. This is newer than that in the sense none of that
gingerbread, strictly Carroll's logo in corner and Carroll's across bottom. Mr.
Hunter asked indication of what future Carrecll's signs going to be. Mr, Beole
stated yes, hate to admit in front of you, but not only Town Hall ever been in.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to this appli-
cation and no one appeared.

DECISION: Approved with the following stipulations: 1. Height of sign to be
16 feet measured from corwn of nearest road. 2, Sign to be lighted
no later than 1/2 hour after closing. 3. Sign to be erected under
supervision of Superintendent of Buildings. 4, Granted foxr three )
year period.

$#2. Application of William Hamilton and John Oliver, 3851 Union Street, North
chili, N, Y. 14514, for approval to operate antigue shop in barn behind
residence located at 3851 Union Strxeet. Zone EE,

Messys. Hamilton and Oliver appeared. Mr. Hunter asked can you tell about
situation? Gathers from having locked at this Sunday already in business. Mr.
Oliver stated right, Mr. Hunter asked how long? Mr, Oliver stated just over a
year on weekends. Mr. Hunter asked unaware required to have permit? Mr. Oliver
stated didn't know at first was going to work out. Thought would try out first.
Figures it has worked out, figures get straightened out with Town before get in
trouble., Didn't realize was going toc work out.

Mr. Hunter stated been operating in violation of law. Mr. Oliver stated just
operated last summer and this year, not in winter. Mr. Hunter asked weekends
only? What hours? Mr. Oliver stated yes, 12 to 6 PM.

Mr. Hunter asked any idea since you have been in operation how much traffic
generated by this? Mr. Oliver stated varies, this weekend three customers all
weekend. Mrs. Tanger stated sign says Wednesday also. Mr. Oliver stated didn't
follow through because nobody came in.

Mr. Hunter stated in EE Residential zone. In order for this Board to act
favorably on your application have to be able to show hardship on that property
in terms of inability to use as residential property. Prepared to make that claim?
Mr. Oliver asked why hardship? Mr. Hunter stated because zoned residential
property. In order to use property for other than what zoned, have to be able

to show and Board able to believe that there is hardship on the property. Gather
not making such a claim. Mr. Oliver stated no, seems ridiculous to say hardship
if trying to make business there. Mr. Hunter stated Town is essentially, land
placed in various zones, can be residential, commercial, industrial, etc. Each
laid out to allow certain uses within those zones. Have areas where we do allow
commercial enterprises. Zone you are in doesn't allow.

Mr. Oliver asked how do we get hardship? Mr. Hunter stated doesn't get hardship
unless there is one. For us to have some understanding of what hardship must be.
Land in question for some reason or other, size, shape or location, couldn't
normally be expected to be used in manner for which zoned. If you can show that,
Board can consider that., Seen property, just driving by, find hard to understand
that you could make such a plea. You have that right. Not making that claim?
Mr. Oliver stated right,

Mr. Aureli asked do you own the property? Mr. Oliver stated yes. Mr, Aureli asked
how much property? Mr. Oliver stated over 2 acres of land. Mr, Lighthouse asked
was that barn part of farm? Mr, Oliver stated yes, at one time. Mr. Aureli asked
strictly antiques? Mr. Oliver stated ves. Mr. Hunter asked does one of you live
on the property? Mr. Hamilton stated yes, I do.

Mrs. Tanger asked how large is sign? Mr. Oliver stated right now small sign. Mrs.
Tanger asked what are dimensions? Mr. Oliver stated doesn't know exact size. Mr.
Hunter stated 3 x 3 , 2 x 3., Mr. Oliver stated 2 x 3. If goes through would like
te put sign on top of barn. Mr. Hamilton stated on face of it. Mr. Palermo asked
what size would that be? Mr. Oliver stated about size of desk. Mr. Hunter asked
non-illuninated, painted? Mr. Olver stated ves, wouldn't be messy place or anything.
The way it locks now would always look. Mr. Huntex stated certainly neat appearance.
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Mr. Heilman asked where do people park? Mr. Oliver. stated right ingrone of barn.

Mr. Hamilton stated nc need to park on road. Mr. Heilman asked how much space? Mr.

Hamilton stated at least 8 cars. Mr. Heilman asked this kind of business not
auction type or anything. Mr. Hamilton stated part hobby and part business. Mr.
Heilman stated customers would not come all at one time.

Mrs. Chapman asked working at other than thig business? Not your sole source of
income? Mr. Oliver stated no, I work at Kodak and he is at Kirsch Co.

Mr. Pietropaoli asked anticipate expansion of business at this location? Mr.
Oliver stated no need for any expansion. Mr. Pietropacli asked if business were
to pick up do either of you feel would give up present line of work and enter into
this business full time? Mr. Oliver stated not until retires.

Mr. Lighthouse asked wouldn'®t anticipate flea market? Mr. Oliver stated no,
too many at one time. Place wouldn't hold that many people at one time.

Mr. Palermo asked wouldn’t envision business getting larger to move inte quarters
larger than now? Mr. Hamilton stated other than barn, also has adequate area
within house to display glass pieces, etc.

Mr. Palermo stated this is where want to stay. Mr. Hamilton stated right, use
barn for large pieces of furniture, glass and those that have value have in house.
This is where work from. Mr. Oliver stated could be inspected inside at any time.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in fawor or gposition to this application

and no one appeared.
DECISION: Denied unanimously, no evidence of hafdship presented.

#3. Application of Viector Ciaccia, 3945 Dewey Avenue, Apt. 22D, Rochester,
New York 14614, for approval of variance to build on lot 92 ft. wide in
EE Zone located at 16 Beaver Road. EE Zone.

No one appeared. Called again bafore closing meeting and no one present.
DECISION: Denied, no one appeared.
$4, cCalled at beginning of meeting at request of applicant.

#5. Application of John G. Doerr, 1l NMorth Street, Churchville, N. Y. 14428,
for approval of variance to convert single family dwelling to two family
dwelling, located at 4351 Buffalo Road, North Chili. B Zone.

Mr. Doerr appeared. Mr. Hunter asked can you tell about this application? Mr.
Doerr stated house older home. Has downstairs rented out now. Contemplating
making into two famlly home. Mr. Hunter asked these drawings show areas of the
two floors? Mr. Doerr stated tock tape survey of the home when bought it, house
real old home. It is cut up like that. Took outside measurements so have roughly
sguare footage of space for each family. Mr. Hunter asked do you know square
footage? Mr. Doerr stated didn't know, didn't know what allowed. Two bedrooms
downstairs, living room, kitchen, Upstairs one bedroom apartment, kitchen, living
room dinette.

Mr. Davis asked is this by house church owns? Mr. Doerr stated down farther, right
across from Pages Pizza. Green house. Mr, Hellman asked does he own property?

Mr. Doerr stated ves, bought in January this year. Mrs. Chapman askéd do not live
there yourself? rental property? Mr. Doerr stated yes.

Mr. Hunter stated this is in commercial zone, right? Actually no provision in

the Town Code for a double family home as vou know. Think essentially has same
situation had earlier. Claiming hardship on this piece of property in regard to
its present use compared to use proposing for it? Mr. Doerr stated not as such,

no. Could still be one family home except with one family, had 5 bedrooms and gquite

large for one family to rent out. Mrs, Chapman asked family in it a& moment
doesn't use upstairs? Mr. Doerr stated right. Not going to add onto the building,
outside will remain the same.
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Mr. Aureli asked anticipate turning into commercial store? Mr. Doerr stated
not at present but if opportunity comes might consider it. Lot kind of small in
frontage, Mr. Palermo asked how large is lot? Mr. Doery stated thinks 202 ft.
back but frontage 55 ft. Por commercial actually almost have to have two lots
for ample parking. Mz. Palermo asked would be some type of hardship for use as
commercial property? Mr. Doerr stated yes, thinks it would be. Lot undersized
like most of the older lots are.

Mr, Heilman asked how close is front of house to the street? Mr. Doerr stated
pretty close, within probably 20 ft. or less because Buffalo Road has been extended
back. Thinks tape shows lot back further but thinks Buffalo Road got bhigger in %
last several years. Mr. Heilman stated Buffalo Road two lands and then shoulder.

Mr. Doerr stated shoulder in front of this property so makes look smaller. Mr,

Palermc asked size of Buffalo Road? Mr, Davis stated thinks 3 rod road.

¥

Mr. Hunter asked actual size of lot? Mr, Doerr stated 56.48 ft. at front, 83 ft.
at back and 200 ft. on one side, 201 on other., Mr., Heilman asked presently house
on each side of that too? Mr. Doerr stated house on both sides, center of two
houses. Mr. Heilman asked occupied by one family? Mr. Boerr. stated believes they
both are, cannot swear to this because does not liwve there himself. Mr. Huntex
asked have you talked to neighbors about how they would feel about this? Mr.
Doarr stated has not bourhg up to any neighbors. Mr. Hunter stated essentially
saying doing this in hope of improving income from property. Understand you

to say if were to be approved were considering addition? .Mr. Doerr stated no
addition at all.

Mr. Heilman asked have enough room if were two family? Mr. Hunter stated area
isn't shown but ronghly 22 ft. x 23 ft. upstairs. Mr. Heilman stated 506 sg. ft.
Mr. Hunter stated roughly 500 sq. ft. What does MR code call for for single family?
Bfficiency 500 sq. ft., one bedroom 750 according to code. This would definitely
be on small side. What does he visualize apartwent vpstairs would be like in

terms of rooms? Mr. Doerr stated one bedroom and living room, kitchen with dinette
between them, two main rooms mainly. Mr. Lighthouse asked if bath upstairs? Mr.
Doerr stated yes.

Mr. Hunter asked what is access to the upper floor? Mr. Doerr stated will make
access, natural stair case comes down side here. Front down here, back down here,
stair case right here, private access on own side of house. This is bidder side,
guesses before used to be garage out back, now only building on property. Actually
access would be on own side, not.in with the other people'’s.

Mr. Hunter asked how about parking? Where park automcbiles associated with this
building? Mr. Doerr stated house situated toward east lot line. There is ample
parking. Boulder in herxe, could be stones over here. Driveway deesn't go all
the way to back of. house, big gully in vack goes way down toward creek.

Mr. Aureli asked how long owned property? Mr. Doerr stated January of this year.
Mr. Hunter asked was this occupied as single family residence? Mr. Doerr stated
single family rented property before bought it. Mrs. Chepman asked if same tenants?
Mr. Doerr, stated no, these people are from Pennsylvania.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to this application (
and no one appeared. {

DECISYON: Reserved pending receipt of opinion from MCPC and more complete floor
plans of proposed change.

KATHLEEN LUEDKE
Secretary
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
November 28, (972

A PUblic Hearing was held by the Zoning Board of Appeals of the
Town of Chili in the Town Administration Offices, 3235 Chili Avenue,
Rochester, N. Y, 14624 on November 28, 1972, The Hearing was called to
order by the Chairman Mr. Hunter at 8:00 P.M.

Present: Mr. Robert Hunter, Chairman
Mr. Richard Harrington
Mrs. Janice Chapman
Mrs. Gertrude Tanger
Mr. Richard Aureli
Mr. John Palermo

Absent: Mr. John Lighhouse

Also Present: Mr. Patrick Pietropaoli, Town Attorney
Mr. Alfred Heilman, Deputy Town Attorney
Mr. William Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

Mr. Heilman stated that all five formal applications before the Board
tonight have been published In paper of general circulation in tThe Town
and affidavits of publication are on file with the Town Clerk.

l. Application of Janet Springer, |2 Chestnut Ridge Road, Rochester,
New York 14624, for approval of variance for YMCA offices inh pro-
perty at |2 Chestnut Ridge Road. D Zone.

Mrs. Springer and Gray Wright, Program Director of the YMCA, appeared.
Mrs. Springer stated as you know, have beauty shop in back of 12

Chestnut Ridge Road and front of the existing bullding would be for Y
which are 3 rooms for the office. Mr. Wright stated just going to be
used for offices for administrative purposes, nho programs or anything.

Mr. Hunter asked how many people? Mr, Wright stated secretfary and my-
self. No more than two cars during the day. Mr. Hunter asked what hour
and deys? Mr. Wright stated secretary's from 10~-2:00. | am géing

in and out, 9-5:00, 5 days a wesk.

Mr. Hunter stated there was question about sign. Mr. Wright stated
thought would only be 2 x 2 sign. Mr. Hunter stated as recall, size
smaller than size requiring permit. Mr. Heilman stated | x 2 smallest
requires permit,

Mr. Hunter stated thinks was notied in record when originally requested

variance for use of property as beauty shop, did indicate would like
tenant at front of bullding and Board sald OK buf when proposed tenant
there, would |ike to approve or disapprove.

Mr. Heilman stated 2 sq. ft. maximum size on sign, or arfificially
lighted sign. Mr. Hunter stated if want something bigger -have right
to apply for i1+. Board would have to make decision whether allow or
not.

Mr. Palermo asked have many people calling there? Mr. Wright stated

maybe once every 4 months when start program might come to register

kids, like have one program [lke gym hockey program. All other pro- .
grams will be registering kids at schools themselves. Mr. Palsrmo

asked any other administrators from other offices down there? Mr.

Wright stated no, Jjust secretary and myself will be using offics. l

Mr. Hunter asked in terms of parking space, adding two cars with
occasional visitors? Mr. Wright stated right. Mrs. Chapthan asked
Mrs. Springer, feel would not Inconvenience customers in any way?
Mrs. Springer states busiest: time on weekend and they will not be
there. Secretary just there until 2:00 and Gray in and out all day
anyway. Shouldn't be problem.
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~ LEGAL NOTICE % :

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

, wurke

‘A Public Hearing will be
held by the Zoning Board of
Appeais of the Town of Chili
in the Town Administration Of-
fices, 3235 Chili Avenue, Ro-
chester, N. Y. 14624 on Nov-
ember 28, 1972 at 8:00 P.M.
to consider the following appli-
calions: ’

1. Application of Janet Spring-
er, 12 Chesinut Ridge Road,
Ruochgster, New York 14624 for
approval of variance for YMCA
offices in property at 12Chest-
nat Ridge Road. D Zone., -~

2. Application of Parkminster
Preshyterian  Church, 2710
Chili Avenue, Rochester, N.Y.
14624, for approval of sign to
be altached to building, 4 x
67, “Parkminster Book Store,”
located at 2709 Chili Avenue.
E Zone..

3. Application of Beaver Road
Chureh of Christ, 376 Beaver
Ruad, Ruochester, N.Y. 14624,
fur approval of variance to
dfrect 4' x 6" sign, illumina-
led, in {romt of chureh, ap-
approximaiely 110 f1. from
Beaver Ruad. E Zone,

4. Application of Vietor Ciac-
cia, 248 Marblehead Drive, Ro-
chester, N. Y. 14615, for ap-
proval nf variance to build on
tot 92 wide x 29¢° deep, lo-
cated 16 Beaver Road Ext. EE
Zone,

5. Application of Genesee Pack-
ing Company and Ewpire Beef
Company, 17{ Weidner Road,
Rachester, N.Y. 14623, for ap-
proval of varianee to build of-
fices on front of existing build-
ing with front setback on addi-
_ #ion o be 85 feel. A Zone.

All interested parties are
.requestied to be present. By
order of the Chairman of the
Zoning Board of Appeals,

LURAINA E. ROBBINS
Town Clerk
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Mr. Heilmanh stated take it hot going to be traffic problems with just

you and secretary and not going to conflict with your hours of operation.
When people come to register for These programs, say once every 4
monThs?' Programs run in conjuction with other facilities? Mr. Wright
stated use schools and churches for our programs. Mr. Palermo asked
register at the schoeols? Mr. Wright stated started Gray-Y for kids.

Have meetings at school after classes so don't have to leave school

or come to Y for any reason. Mr. Palermo asked about registering part?
Mr. Wright stated bring reglsfraflon forms with them to the activity.
Don't have to come to Y.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted for 3 year period or as long as YMCA is tenant.
Sign to be no larger than 2 sq. ft. without further appli-
cation to Board.

2. Application of Parkminster Presbyterian Ghurch, 2710 Chili
Avenue, Rochestar, N. Y. 14624, for approval of sign to be
attached to building, 4' x 6!, "Parkminster Book Store”, |ocated
at 2709 Chili Avenue. E Zone. :

Rev. Showalter appeared together with Mr. O'Dwyer, Attorney, and Mrs.
Frazer, mandger of store. Mr. O'Dwyer stated secretary read basic
part of application. Would like +o add to our application for the
Board fact that would lTke fto include lighting on that particular sign
and thesé in three fixtures., Fixed lighting, not blinking, permanent
bighting turned oniand off by switch, don't flash. These three fix-
Tures are tThere. Flat sign, has wording set forth in application and
would Iike approval to have approval of 'your Board +o have +Hat sign
feft where I+ presently is. Series of events, Town did have Inquiries
made by +he church and thinks acted in good faiTh, did not receive
reply so proceeded forward. DIld want to find out what deal was and
did not get reply so would like blessing of Board for the sign. Thinks
proBably some of .Board has seen it and if so, Thinks can make deter-
mination on own.

Mr. Pietropaocli stated thinks did ask about whether variance would be
required for-the storse but never received inquity for the sign which is
foplec of this application. Rev. Showalter stated has testimony from Mr.
Evans saying called at 11:45 on October 9th and talked to switchboard
and no one called back. Mr. Pietropaoli stated as far as this Board
concerned and legal staff, never got request on sign. Mr. O'Dwyer
stated wanted to know church was acting in good faith.

Mrs. Chapman asked are these actual dimensions of sign as it exists?
Seems larger than that. Rev. Showalter stated has bill of sale from
man who made sign with dimensions on it. Mr. Hunter stated sketch
doesn't appear to be in scale, 2 to [. Rev. Showalter stated sketch
made by man in sign business. : -

Mr. Hunter stated has not seen sign, maybe wasn't .lighted when was
there. Specifically where on building located? Rev. Showalter stated
right above tThe door on the soffit. Mr. Hunter asked on Chili Avenue...
Mr. O'Dwyer stated right on building over door.. |f look:ito right of
superette as face building would see entrance into bookstore and over
store, sign affixed to the building Tn.4 points on the sign.

Mr. Hunter asked if flat sign? Mr., O'Dwyer stated over entrance.

Rev. Showalter stated slopes. Mr. OfDwyer stated pitches out from the
structure. Mr. Hunter asked |f goose-neck lighis? Rev. Showalter
stated existing lights already There. Mr. Palermo asked already there?
Rev. Showalter stated there from photography store there before.

Merely added light butbs. Mr. Palermo asked how many lumens? Rev,
Showalter stated 200 watt bulbs. . o

Mr. Heilman asked when is sign [ighted? Mr. O'Dwyer stated hours of

operation. 'Rev. Showalter stated [ighted from-dusk until 9:00 Monday
through Friday and 5:00 on Saturday. If dusk falls before 5:00 on

Saturday will be so. Mr. Heiilman-.asked" who puTs lights on? "Rev.
Showatter stated staff of store. S
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Mr. Heilman stated thinks Duncan mentioned wanted to amend application
to include illumination of sign, Mr, O'Dwyer stated correct.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished t¢ speak in favor of application or
in opposition and no one appeared.

DECISIQON: Granted for a three year period'or as. long as the business
is in this location, whichever shall come first. Sign to
be lighted from. dusk until 9:00 P,M. Mon. Through Fri. and
dusk until 5:00 P.M. on Sat. I
3. Application of Beaver Road Church of Christ, 375 Beaver Road,
Rochester, N. Y. 14624 for a variance to erect sign in front
of church, 4' x 67, illuminated, approximately 110 f+. from .
Beaver Road. E Zone.

Messrs. Padgett and Cain appeared representing the church. Mr, Hunter
asked if have sketch showing location of church and sign? Mr. Cain
stated right. This is building, center of Beaver Road here, moved
back to be off of State property. MR. Hunter stated as close to road
as you can get it but on your property. Mr. Cain stated 110 ft. from
center of road. .

Mr. Padgett stated State has purchased good deal more land than needed
for road so therefore sign would still be , even though long way from
pavement, sTill off of state property also. Mr, Hunter asked anybody
know - -pavement width of Beaver Road? Mr. Davis stated 4 rod ptobably,

66 ft. Mr, Hunter stated curious just about pavement itself. Mr. Davis
stated assume about 40. Mr. Hunter stated probably about 90 f+. from
edge of pavement then. Would want paratlel +o church rather than
paraliel fo road? Mr, Padgett stated righ+t. )

Mr. Aureli asked what Is construction of this sign? Mr. Cain stated

4 x 4 redwood, white plexiglass. Mr. Pagett stated seems to illuminate
very well by internatl light. Mr. Aurell asked two-sided? Facing

road with lights on front? Mr. Cain slated two 6 ft. flourescent tubes,
one at top and one at bottom. If doesn't work would |ike option.

Mr. Hunter stated say sign iltuminated, internal? Mr. Cain stated this
Is how we hope to'erect using two 6 f+. [ights on inside behind sign.
Mr. Hunter asked-single~faced only from road and from beshind would be
dark? Mr. Cain stated right.

Mr. Hunter asked how about hours of Jighting? ,Mr. Cain stated until
come up with better idea would use eye to turn/on at dusk and off at
morning. Mr. Hunter asked 7 days a week? Mr. Cain stated yes. Mr.
Hunter stated as recalls, no buildings across the road. Mr. Cain
stated jJjusT property.next o us. Mrs. Chapman asked isn't there quite
a buffer row of trees? Mr. Padgett stated Beaver Creek between
bullding and house. Mr. Cain stated wanted this type of lighting so
wouldn't bother somebody close by.

Mr. Palermo asked i1f have sketch of sign? Mr. Hunter stated ves, i+t
is-here., Mr. Palermo asked on po$ts? Mr. Cain stated 4 x 4 posts

on four sides. Mr. Heilman stated ftwo feet off ground and 4 feet high.
Two 6 ft+. flourescent lights? Mr. Caln stated one at top and one aft
bottom facing up, plexiglass. Mr. Heilman asked case-type sign, all
enclosed? Mr. Cain stated everything printed on here except telephone
numbers and times, everything else cemented and cannot be changed. l

Mr. Hunter asked what is maferial? Mr. Cain stated all plexiglass,
put on and won't come off. :

Mr. Palermo asked mentioned might want [ittle roof over fop? Mr. Cain
stated if this type of lighting doesn't work, put pitched roof with
lights inside but 1Tght would be hidden. Mr. Padgett stated checked
illumination by sign |ighted through the sign and seems to be very
satisfactory to light with flourescent lights inside. Mr. Palermo

stated 1f that becomes necessary thinks ought to add in there for this
little roof. Mr. Davis stated still part of sign, not changing anything.
Mr. Hunter stated thinks Board should make decision [f accept or not so
would not be nhecessary fto come back.
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Mr. Harrington asked multiple colored? Mr. Cain stated white wi+th
black letftters.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted for three years with option to use alternate lighting
plan involving roof on top of sign. Hours of lighting to
be at discretion of church.

4. Application of Victor Cilaccla, 248 Marblehead Drive, Rochester,
N. Y. 14615 for approval of variance to build on lot 92 ft.
wide x 290 ft. deep, located 16 Beaver Road Ext. EE Zone.

Mr. Ciaccia appeared, presented drawing, stated this is what lot locks
like and this would be house built on it. 16 f+. from this lot [ine
and 16 ft. from there and entire house 60 f+, with garage. Mr. Hunter
asked threse bedroom ranch proposing and single car or car and one-half
garage? Mr. Ciaccia steted car and ohe-half garage.

MRs. Tanger asked what 1s square footage? Mr. Ciaccia stated approxi-
mately 1100.

Mr. Hunter stated shows 16 f+. on elther side. Could make two car
garage within codse. Feel could put double car garage on In additional
6 ft? Mr. Ciaccla stated yes it is. Mr. Hunter stated EE calls for
100 ft. in code. Mr. Palermo asked what size garage? Mr. Ciaccia
stated 16 x 22.

Mrs. Tanger stated that lot up higher with lower lofts on each side?
Mr. Ciaccia stated in front it is, as it goes back, levels off. Mrs.
Tanger stated last.month neighbor here and mentioned drainage problem,
strafghtened out with him? Mr. Ciaccia stated hasn't talked to him.

Mr. Aureli asked building house? Mr. Ciaccia stated selling property,
getting variance to sell. Mr. Aurell asked should house be moved
over 6 ft either side? Mr. Ciaccia stated yes.

Mr. Palermo asked any objJection if granted with contingency that That
size house as shown on drawing be constructed on that lot? Mr.

Clacclia stated no objection. Mr. Aureli asked what is on either

side? Mr, Ciaccia stated house on either side, on one side 65 ft. back
and other side closer to the road, older home. Mrs., Tanger asked this
is where it goes up? Mr. Ciaccia stated yes, as it goes back, when get
to. where 65 ft. it slopes. Mr., Palermo asked how far are houses

from your lot |ine? Mr. Claccia stated house on this side very far
away, 50 ft. Mr. Hunter stated George Peterson home, thinks probably
right. This one might be fairly close on this side. Mr. Ciaccia
stated closer, doesn't know exactiy. Mr. Hunter stated could be 7-8
ft., at the Time bulit could have been under 10% ordinance. Asked
would there be problem tor.move house further to the right? Mr. Ciaccia
stated no because going back 65 ft. from the road, front of lot up

but will be bull~-dozing down, no problem.

Mr. Hunter stated thing wondering about, might be wise to move This
way so 1f wanted to go to double 24 ft. garage still could do, avoid
future variance. Possible as far as you are concerned? Mr. Ciaccia
stated right.

Mr. Hunter asked if falked with neighbors? Mr. Ciaccia stated talked
with them before, not within last month or so. Mr. Hunter stated one
here at last month's meeting and expressed some concern about drainage.
Feel can be worked out to mutual satisfaction and willing to work

with him on +his? Mr. Claccia stated right.

Mrs. Tanger asked if building this house? Mr. Ciaccia stated selling
contingent ' to getting (00 f+. variance. Wants to use these plans and
has taiked to MR. Peterson.
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Mrs. Chapman stated if this variance allowed perhpas should have in
suggest moving house that distance. Partficularly since not building
yourself, perhaps other person would not realize discussion had Taken
place. Mr. Ciaccia stated sees no reason why person going to build
it wouldn't go along.

Mr. Hunter stated only variance asking for and need is for width of lof,
comply with code in all other ways. Asked if anyone wished to speak
in favor or oppostion to this application-and no ohe appeared.

DEC|ISION: Granted as per plans submitted. ) .

5. Application of Genesee Packing Company and: Emplre Beef Company,
{71 Weidner Road, Rochester, New York [4623, for approval of

- - variance to build offices on front of existing building with .
front setback on-addition to be 85 ft. Zone A.

Mr, Sidney Levine appeared representing Empire Beef. - Stated as appli=-
cation says, want to put offices across front and brought basic sketch
with him. This part here is 16 ff. further out tham this area here.
Right now building flush.

Mrs. Tanger asked trailer there now? Mr. Levine stated temporary office
as no room inside. Brought plan we drew, This is building and 128 f+.
from center of road. |19 on this.side. -Want to go ouf 16. ft. ouf here
+o new addition, weould be like this.- Mr. Hunter asked know actually what
these distances convert to to edge of property? -What is 19 ft. from
property line? Mr. Levine stated estimate within a couple of fes, 33 ft.,
about 20 ft. road so 108 ft. Jess 16 f+. Mr. Hunter stated say 20 ft,.
road, have to consider whole right of way. 66 ft. road, 33 ft., 95 ft.,
right? Mr. Levine stated in application made 85 ft. Expec¢ting building
to be 85 ft. from road line to here. Mr., Hunter stated if that is 66

ft. road, doesn't check. :

all of a sudden make 3 rod so 33:ftf. Original map showed three rod roa
Mr, Hunter stated 85 ft. would not be, this may not be correct then,

1 consider three rod or 66 ft. would give 95 ft. from here to hers,

take 16 ft. away down to 79 ft. based on new right of way. -Mr: Levine
stated under impression that 100 ft+. setback required from lot line.

Mr. Hunter stated when bullding -built narrower road than' now. Based

on that talking. about 79 ft+. from mew line. |[f this dimension correctT
that is 33 §t from this, gives 95 ff. Mr. Davis stated original map,

we. figured 104 f+. to center of road so would be 88 ft+. Mr. Levine

asked wouldn't 33 §t+., right of way come into this area somewhere so might
be. 79 ft. from here to here but would be closer to 85 f+. from new build-
ing to the lot line. Mr. Palermo stated original lot line. Mr. Hunter
stated tryifg to establish in relation to |line now. 95 f+. from new line
to present edge of building. Take, I6 ft. from that would be 79 f+. Mr.
Palermo stated still in same spoft. ‘

Mr. Davis stated on original map shows as two rod road, 40 1/2 f+. and i

Mr. Davis stated might feli how changed business. Used to slaughter,
don't anymore., Mr. Levine stated cattle aresa open whed. Mr, Davis

stated back in over this way, closed off old doors where cows used fo
go down. Mr. Levine stated haven't slaughtered.in almost 4 years how.

Mr.Hunter asked whatT is across street now? Mr. Davis stated Olympic .
Park, bare ground, Mr, Levine stated go-cart thing of Olympic. Mr.

Davis stated owns right down to corner of Weldner Mr. Levine stated
nothing hete, all woods. River back here, . ' . l
Mr. Aureli asked what Is construction going to be, facing? Mr, Levine

stated probably brick, hasn't decided. Cinder block covered with
facing to make more attractive. Really doesn't know what. Just %o doll
it up & little bit.

Mr. Hunter stated could add in other spaces without a variance. ' Have
reason want up here? Mr. Levine stated present office up thers now,

just inside in this area here. Since scales and all traffic, enable any
visitors to office, more convenient in front. Other parts of building
really don't lend itself To putting office anyplace else. Mr. Hunter
stated have code, asking To divert from that code and for us to have some
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Justifiable reason to be willing t¢o grant variance of this type. Func-
tionally, present office here now. Mr. Levine stated phone lines and
toilets and although new office would have toflet facilities anyway,

but could utilize sewer lines, sanitary lines from present toilets

and more economical To put there. Mr. Hunter asked no idea whatT differ-
ence would be, considered any other location for i+? Mr. Levine stated
haven't considered any other location to be hohest. Have basic sketch If
want to see whatT inside of new building would look |like. 4 loading
docks and new addition which is 16 f+. across front, would contain
lunchroom for men;} bookkeeping office and tfoilet facilities for men.
Front entrance here. Sales office, private office and storage room

make up present office.

Mr. Hunter stated assume you intend in part fo improve appearance of
building. Mr. LEVine stated front, definitely. Mr, Heilman stated

in past have been asking applicants to go in front of Planning Board
as far as design. Mr. Hunter stated esthetic appearance. Mr. Heilman
stated informally, but when do get plans drawn up, come In front of
Planning Board and they have opportunity. Mr. Levine stated would be
glad to.

N Sy

Mr. Hellman asked this is going to front on Weidner Road? Mr. LEvine
stated right. Mr. Heilman asked also going to ask for sign on building
itself? Mr. Levine stated there is one on building now, would |ike to
move To this location, script different, same letters and size.

Mr. Heilman asked illuminated? Mr, Levine stated no. Mr. Heillman

asked fastened to building? Mr. Levine stated right, fastened to the
building, big plastic letters. Mr. Hunter asked dimensions of rectangle?
Mr. lLevine stated lestters 36"™ high, width something like 24" per

tetter. Mr. Hunter stated 14 spaces, about 28 ¥+, Honestly bigger than
normally willing to allow, but let Board consider, consider anything
smalfer? Mr. Levine stated will consider anything. Mr. Hunfer asked
these would be block plastic leffers, unlighted? Mr. Levine stated

ones has now are block, might change script but same size. Just name,
nothing eise. Isolated, nobody around us.

Mr. Hellman asked should amend to read 79 f¥t. rather than 85 in appli-
cation? Mr. Hunter stated right, based on terms of distance in front.
Mr. Hellman stated also amend to remove existing sign on building now to
be put on building to be put up. Mr. Hunter stated talking about new
letters, talking about same basic size on new building but new [etters.
Mr. Palermo asked where is sign presenfly? Mr. Levine stated presently
up above, this would be down lower.

MR. "Hunter asked if anyone wished to speak in favor or opposition to
this application and no one appeared.

DECISION: Granted with application to read 79 ft+. setback.

Mr. Zukoski representing the Varsity Inn appeared to discuss erecting
sign on front of property. Will make forma! application for December

meeting.

Held over from October 26, 1972 nmeeting:

Application of John G. Doerr, |1l North S+reet, Churchville, N. Y. for
approval of variance to convert single family dwelling to two family
dwelling located at 4351 Buffalo Road, North Chili. Zone B.

Wer? Bt

DECISION: Denfed unanimously, no evidence of hardship.

KATHLEEN LUEDKE
Secretary




238

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
December 26, [972

A Meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of Chill was
held in the Chili Administration Office at 3235 Chili Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y. 14624 on December 26, 1972 at 8%¥068 P.M. The meeting was called
to order by the Chairman Mr. Hunter.

Present: Robert Hunter, Chairman
Richard Harrington
Janice Chapman
Gertrude Tanger
John Lighthouse .

Richard Aureli .
John Palermo

Also Present: Patrick J. Pietrogaoli, Town Attorney
Alfred J. Heilman, Deputy Town Attorney
Witliam A. Davis, Superintendent of Buildings

MR. Heilman stated fthere are 4 applications before this Board that were
published in a paper of genera! circulation and the affidavit of that
publication is on file with the Town Clerk.

l. Application of Vincent Pagluico, 2970 Chili Avenue, Rochester,
N. Y. 14624 for appeal of Building Inspector's refusal to have
floodlights removed from Reynold's Bungalow. located at 25 Chestnut
Ridge Road, installed in violation of order of Zoning Board of
Appeals .dated February 6, 1957. E Zone.

Attorney Neil Bubel appeared representing Mr, Pagluico. Stated Zoning
Board of Appeals granted variance to Howard Reynolds to erect grocery
store. One of the conditions stated that any floodlights shall be
installed under directlion of building inspector. Floodlights were
installed on the building and | sent notice to building inspector and
stated that Reynolds had placed |ights on building despite order.

No plans filed with building inspector's office or permission given to
install. Request remove as installed illegally.. Contention that did
not apply to the bulilding inspector as per order because if he had,
sure inspector would have talked to the applicants in regard to the
lights before allowing to be installed. We must exhaust our adminis-
trative requiters before allowed to go to court and last act to appeal
to Board and request that you order |ights removed and have him comply
with the order of the Board regarding floodlights.

Mrs. Pagluico stated floodlight hits 75% on my preperty, only 42 f+.
away from my propertfy. Those |ights hit me right in the bedroom.
Entitles to fresh air once in a while. Cannot open windows, got to
have double drapes and shade. |[f not entitled to open window, what
good is living in Zone E. :

Mr. Heilman asked Mr. Bubel in presentation referred to that there

were no plans on fite with buiiding inspsctfor, some authority to file
plans for floodlights? Mr. Bubel stated said must get permission from
inspector and only way can see 7o geT is to present plans showing
circumference and diameter of area |ight would cover to show wouldn't ’
obstruct or bother anyone in neighborhood. Also sure building Inspecto
would have ftalked to the applicant before permifting. Mr. Heliman asked
ne reference to specific requirements? Mr. Bubel stated no, .

Mr. Pietropaoli asked I{f owner of supermarket had come to inspector and
said want to put light up, this Is where | want it, come have look at
it and building inspector went out to look at location, would that be
sufficient permission as to variance granted In your opinion? Mr.
Bubel stated naturally that would be strictly complying with terms,
would feél should talk with the people in the neighborhcod before
allowing light to be installed but if made proper inspection and if
your answer written that he did and was fold just how far 1ight would
shine and all, supposes in a way has complied,
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I LEGAL NOTICE

Zvning Board of Appeais

A Public Hearing will be
lield by the Zoning Board nf
Appeals of the Town of Chili
in rthe Town Administration
Offices, 3238 Chili Avenue,
Rochester, New York 14624 on
Docember 26, 1972 at & 00
DM, for the purpose of hear-
ing 1he folivwing applicatious:

‘I Application of Vingent Pag-

luien, 2870 Chili Avenue, Roch-
ester, New York 14624 for ap-

_peal of Buikling Inspectnr’s re-

fusal 1o have floud-lights re-
muted from Reynolds’ Banga-
low  loecated at 25 Chestnut
Ridge Read, installed in viola-
lionr of arder of Zoning Board
af Appesls dated February 6,
1957, B Zume.

2. Application of Jack and Wil-
liam Friel, 1509 Secottsville
Road, Ruchester, New York
14624 For approval of one free-
wianding sign advertising Var-
sily Inn, 36 Sq. Ft,, height
11 i, lighted, approximately
64 feel off road. A Zone,

3. Application of Brunswick
Olvmpic Bowl, 1300Scottsville
Road, Ruehester , New York
14621 for approval of free-
standing roadside sign (0 re-
place existing sign and re-
nlace existing flashing marquee
sign an [romt of building. A
Zone,

4. Applicaiion of Jnseph Schu-
ler, 1300 Seottsville Road, Ro-
chester, New York 14624, for

appraval of varianee to erect

nne free-standing sign 8 x 47
approximately,  non-roiating,
infernally ilfuminated, approxi-
mately 13 ft. over-ail height,
on property at 12190 Scoitsville
Road. A Zone,

All interested parties arc

requested to be present. By or
der of the Chairman of the Zov
ing Board of Appeals.

'Y
LURAINAE. ROBBINS ™
Town Clerk .Y
Town of Ci%yili, NY¥Y ™

>
-
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Mr. Hunter asked need for any more statements? Mr. Heilman asked

Mr. Davis, you are building inspector in the Town, correct? Mr, Davis =
stated yes. Mr. Heilman asked at one time you were requested to go

out and look at floodlights on back of store? Mr. Davis stated yes,
went and looked af:it and talked 1o Pagluico's about it. Mr. Heilman
asked- do you remember when? Mr. Davis stated at flirst had assistant,
sent him over first, over a year ago, September sometime. Did go into
it and looked it over. Mr. Heilman asked did you go over personally?
Mr. Davis stated couple of days later and went inside and they showed

me condition. Mr. Heilman asked did you look at light in question? Mr.
Davis stated on corner of building, attached to building. Mr. Heilman
asked as far as vyour determination, is light properly attached to that
building? Mr. Davis stated not authority on lights because electrical
work done by Underwriters so no authority on [Ights but did get him )
to paint outside of the light, did cut down brightness of the light. -
Mr. Pietropaocli asked do you approve of [ight In present location? Mr.

Davis stated as far as location. Mr. Pietropaoli asked no objection

as far as |light being there? Mr. Davis stated had break-ins and tow ,

of trees, kids around back there. Mr. Heilman asked were Trees taken
down at somebody's requesft? Mr. Davis stated doesn't know. Mr. Heilman
stated doesn't have anything else. '
Mrs. Pagluico stated trees were dead and did lot of damage in my vard,
told them about it. Broke our fence and ftrees and had garden and big
branch came down in my yard and yet played ball and cleaned up buft
eventually had to come down because they were dead. That's before
light went up. In july trees down and September put lights up. Mr.
Hunter asked what year? ‘Mrs. Pagluico stated July of 197[. |If those
trees were there, probably would break some of -that fight. Get light
direct. The wrong lights To be up, can be different kind if he wants
them.

Mr. Nell Gialiano, 2975 Chill Avenue, stated doesn!'t want light like
that shining-in bedroom window. In this day and age with all kinds

of light can:light all he wants in his property, seems unreasonable

to put floodlight on top of .roof. | know | would complain [f own

back. there. Only 40 ft. from line. Light shines more on their property
than his property. .

Mr. Bube! stated would [ike to ask building inspector one questions,
were lights Installed under your direction? Mr. Davis stated no, lights
there and +hen they called me, never saw putting lights up.

Mrs. Giuliano, 2975 Chili Avenue, stated not against light if he put
something in front to protect neighbors. As husband said, wouldn't
want it shining in bedroom. Light didn't help after put up, robbed.

Another time kids . or someone took hakery and threw all over Chili
Avenue, half on our lawn. Lights don't protect, why bother neighbors.
I living in residential should have privacy, could have lights but to

protect own building and property.

Mr. Pietropaoli asked Mr. Bubel are there [ights in front of this

house on Bhill Avenue, in front of house of appl!icant, street lights,
traffic, anything? Mrs. Pagluico stated on corner of private road.

Mr. Paglulco stated there i1s |ight because Reynolds put road tThere,

if not put road there, light would nof be there. Mr. Pletropaocli asked
light on that service road? Mr. Pagluico stated that lighit 150 f#.

away from me. Light back of me only 4| f+. | own 80 ft. behind me.

Mr. Pietropaoli asked any {ights illumina®ing entrance to 0ld lvy
Circte? Mr. Pagluico stated yes there is on Old lvy Circle. Mr.
Giuliano stated one on-every corner, That is not point to have |ight H
on every street and corner, have to have for safety. Talking about
backyard, only privacy man has in backyard. Wouldn't want in my back-
vard, that is for sure. Mrs. Pagluico stated according +o master plan
cannot put anything beyond 30 ft., that | know. Mr. Pietropaoli stated -
that has not been adopted yet. Mr. Hunter stated proposed, not adopted.
Mrs. Pagluice stated that is old master plan.- :

Mr. Heliman stated unless Mr. Bubel has specifics as:far as |ight
concerned itself, no more questions.

Mr. Hunter asked if anyohe wished to speak in favor or opposition tfo
this application and 'no one appeared. : :
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DECISION: On February 5, 1957 there was a hearing before. the Zoning
Board of Appeals and on that date there was granted a variance
to one Howard Reynolds. This stated that floodlights should
be installed under the direcTion of the building Inspector.
This was not acted on In [957 but in fact were put up in
1971 and although it wasn't done under the supervision of
Mr. Davis, he did testify that as far as he its concerned he
would approve it as presently installed in a capacity other
than electrical inspection as this is under the aufthority
of the Underwriters fto approve that. There was no testimony
by Mr. Bubel as to any specifics as to illumination or inten-
sity and there was testimony that there is other ample
illumination in the area. Denied unanimously.

2. Application of Jack and William Friel, 1509 Scottsville Road, .
Rochester, N. Y. 14624 for approval of one free-standing sign
advertising Varsity Inn, 36 sq. f+., height Il ft., lighted,

approximately 60 feet off road. A Zone.

Mr. Paul Bronson appeared on behalf of Messrs. Friel. Stated submitted
application for variance on sign, doesn't know what questions might
have, called clerk and apparently all forms in order.

Mrs. Chapman asked same sign submitted informally last month? Mr.
Bronson stated has been reduced in size. Mrs. Chapman asked same
lettering and sign? Mr. Bronson stated 7 x 6 outside dimensions,
indented, comes out to 34 sg. ft. Location to be determined by building
inspector, willing to locate anywhere as long as satisfactory with Town,
line of sight no problem.

Mr. Hunter asked if two-daced illuminated sign? Mr. Bronson stated yes,
apparently, not that familiar., Going To be floodlights elevated

toward sign, pointed to the sky, not reflecting off building. Mr. Hunter
asked one on each side? Mr. Bronson stated yes, doesn't know wattage.

Mr. Hunter asked proposed hours of lighting? Mr. Bronson stated

during hours of operation, 2:00 in the evening, thinks stop admitting I
at 1:00. Mr. Hunter asked 7 days a week? Mr. Bronson stated most
prebably would be.

Mrs. Tanger asked did you explain fto Friels thati if in future required
free-standing signs should go, they would be willing to take down?

Mr. Bronson stated is builder who put addition on, foreman out of town
and briefed me on it. Pretty sure they did discuss it.

Mr. Hunter asked if other questions from Board? Mr. Heilman stated

no questions, thinks asked all questions last time around. Mr. Hunter
asked if anyone in audience wlished 1o speak in favor or opposition

to application and no one appearsd.

DECISION: Granted for three years, unanimousty, with installation of
floodlights on ground to illuminate sign to be approved
by Superintendent of Buildings.

3. Application of Brunswick Olympic Bowl, [300 Scottsville Road,
Rochester, N. Y. 14624 for approval of free-standing road-~side sign

2tyn to replace exlIsting sign and replace existing flashing marquee =ign
sign on front of building. A Zone.

Application was withdrawn by applicant on December 19, 1972,

4. Application of Joseph Schuler, 1300 Scottsville Road, Roches+ter, l
N. Y. 14624 for approval of variance To erect one free-standing
sign 8' x 4' approxiamtely, non-rotating, internally illuminated,

approximately 13 ft. over-all height, on property at 1210 Scottsville
Read. A Zone.

Mr. Michael Peck appeared representing Mobil 0il. Stated has three
sketches on specifications for location .and type of sign would |ike fo
install. Has plot plan showing location of sign. Would |like to make
corraction in original application. Stated sign would be approximately
I3 £+, high, as it stands now, [5'7". On third page, specifications on
sign and square area attached. Pole 12 7., sign 3'7". finternally
illuminated, non-rotating. Standard Mobil ID sign, one right here at
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corner of Paul and Chili Avenue.

Mrs. Tanger asked this.isn't sign you have reference to? Mr. Peck
stated no that s location of sigh, this would be what sign would
look like, just Mobil ID.

Mr. Lighthouse asked 10 ft. off road? - Mr. Peck stated vyes, [0 ft. and
40 f+. Mr. Davis stated 10 ft. from (ot line., Mr. Peck stated ves
[0 f+. from lot line, not road.

Mr. Hunter asked fwo-faced sign? Mr. Peck stated right. Mr. Hunter
stated nothing here | ses and maybe missed it, Tthat gives intensity
of illumination. Anything in specs on that? Mr. Peck stated doesn't
know {f has ifT.

Mr. Harrington asked standard Mobil -sign? Different intensities of

I Tght? Mr. Peck stated no, all the same unless get into largsr sign,
might have more lights. Mr, Harrington asked standard intensity for
that size sign? |f same size as one up hére, would look the same?
Mr. Peck stated yeos, exactly the same. Doesn't flash or blink.
Standard intensity, same as one on service station on corner.

Mr. Hunter stated interested in illumination ectualiy coming out of
the sign measured in lamens or something.

Mr. Heilman asked what hours would light be on? Mr., Peck stated not
sure in that we don't operate location, Mr. Schuler is operator, would
imagine something like 9 AM to 7, 8, 9PM, doubt 1f past 9 o'clock.

Mr. Aureli asked sign won't have cer wash underneath i+ also? Mr. Peck
stated no, It will not.

Mr. Hunter stated the Town is in process of looking at revised code

for the Town and included in this code would be provision for signs
different than presently exists. |f this code were to call for removal
of free-standing signs by soms reasonablie period of time as part of
tThe cods, would client still want to put up? Mr. Peck stated sure he
would, expense of installing sign is Mobil's, will put up for period
of a year. |f less than a year, would not install sign.

Mr. Heliman asked what is value of sign? Mr. Hunter asked total value
aof sign in place, installed, approximately. Mr. Peck stated could
take guess, thinks around $1,000, could be $2-300 either way. Have it
somewhere, 1f want to get it, could find. That is including instalia-
tion fee. '

Mr. Palermo asked any other sign going to be on this post? Mr, Peck
stated won't be any other signs on that post, 1f somebody else comes
along and attaches sign relating to car wash, will ask to take down
because my sign. Mr. Palermo asked has jurisdiction on what goés on
pest? Mr. Peck stated does maintain sign.

Mr. Davis stated does have variance for car wash. Mr. Heilman asked
where is sign for car wash? Mr. Davis stated on building. Mr. Peck
stated does have system where can put banners on pole for promotional
things. For this operation would not require, will probably do away
with because do run into zoning difficulties,

Mr. Heilman asked can you tell| Board whéther or not if this s going

tTo be only application for signs, specifically referring to applica-
tions for self-service signs by companies. |Is it your intention That
this sign will be your advertisement for this station? Mr, Peck stated
that is intention at this time. No plans now or in visible future to
request self-service or mini-service, Doesn't say won't come dowa the
Jine within 6 months or a year and be possibility.

Mr. Heilman asked what is directly across from the sign? Mr. Peck
stated abandoned building directly across and airport. Page on the lef+t,
airport, Kodak and building. Mr. Hunter stated possibly Lifttle's,
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Mr. Hunter asked if anyone in the audience wished to speak in favor
or opposition to this application and no one appeared. Mr, Hunter
stated this does have to.be sent down To MCPC and cannot act until we
hear their decislon.

DECISION: Reserved pending.receipt of cpinton from MCPC.
Mr. Finkel of the YMCA appeared informally fTo discuss.proper procedures

for locating a YMCA branch on property on Chestnut Ridge Road.
Attornies will advise. - :

KATHLEEN LUEDKE
Secretary



