
  CHILI ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 February 22, 2005 
 
A meeting of the Chili Zoning Board of Appeals was held on February 22, 2005 at the Chili Town 
Hall, 3333 Chili Avenue, Rochester, New York 14624 at 7:00 p.m.  The meeting was called to 
order by Chairperson Beverly Griebel. 
 
PRESENT:   Michael Martin, Peter Widener, Jeffrey Perkins, Dan Melville, 

Richard Perry and Chairperson Beverly Griebel.  Gerry Hendrickson was 
excused. 

 
ALSO PRESENT:  Daniel Kress, Director of Planning, Zoning & Development;  
     Richard Stowe, Counsel for the Town. 
 
This is a draft only and has not been filed according to Section 106 of the Public Officers Law.  
These are not certified verbatim minutes; they are a summary of the meeting.  These minutes have 
not been approved by the Chili Zoning Board, and therefore, are subject to change. 
 
Beverly Griebel declared this to be a legally constituted meeting of the Chili Zoning Board of 
Appeals.  She explained the meeting's procedures and introduced the Board and front table.  She 
announced the fire safety exits.  The Pledge of Allegiance was cited.   
 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  I was out the first Saturday, 2/12 in the afternoon.  Application 1. I 
didn't have a problem with that, Kathleen Marmo.  Anyone have a problem? 
  
The Board indicated they would hear that application. 
  
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Number 2, Robert Drzewiecki, any problems with that? 
  
The Board indicated they would hear that application. 
  
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Number 3, Dario Marchioni. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Those were up. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  I was all right with that. 
  
The Board indicated they would hear that application. 
    
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  I'm asking, because the Board doesn't go out as a group.  People go 
at different times and look, and these signs are supposed to be up for the entire period. 
          Number 4, Susan Spino, Davis Road, any problem? 
  
The Board indicated they would hear that application. 
   
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Number 5, Mary Rose? 
  
The Board indicated they would hear that application. 
  
         BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Number 6, Amerada Hess? 
  
The Board indicated they would hear that application. 
 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  We are on a roll. 
          Number 7, Sam Gallo? 
          PETER WIDENER:  I had a problem with that.  The application was addressed to 4 
Krenzer Road and the sign was not on Krenzer Road, but I did see a sign on Morgan Road that 
addressed this undersized lot. 
          To my understanding, the sign should be on the property of the road address, or not? 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  The first Saturday I drove down that road, and it was there oh, just 
before the driveway, it was in the lawn.  It was on there. 
          PETER WIDENER:  Just thought I would bring it to your attention. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Not on Krenzer? 
          PETER WIDENER:  I did not see one on Krenzer.  I saw one on Morgan. 



          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Then that one wasn't up for the required period of time. 
          PETER WIDENER:  If you saw it -- 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Well, I saw it on the first day, but it is supposed to be up for the full 
ten-day period of time. 
          PETER WIDENER:  It was on the property – being that it is a corner lot, maybe it was 
facing the wrong way.  Krenzer and Morgan -- 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  I drove down Krenzer.  That is a little dead-end road.  I drove down 
there and it was there on the lawn, oh, maybe two-thirds of the way down there before the 
driveway. 
          PETER WIDENER:  I can accept that. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Well -- 
          DAN MELVILLE:  I did see it, too.  I saw it. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  But it wasn't up when you were there.  That -- 
          PETER WIDENER:  The only sign I saw was on Morgan Road. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Unless you missed it or something. 
          PETER WIDENER:  That was on 2/20. So there is that possibility if you saw it before. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Well, it is up to the applicant to make sure it is posted for the entire 
period of time. 
          PETER WIDENER:  It was on the property. I'm just stating the fact that it was facing to the 
Morgan Road side instead of the Krenzer side. Krenzer and Morgan Road both are on that    
property. 
          MICHAEL MARTIN:  Maybe it just turned a little bit. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Was it up on Morgan Road? 
          JEFFERY PERKINS:  It was there. 
          PETER WIDENER:  The sign was there on the property.  I'm just clarifying what road it 
was on – 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  But the lot in question is on Krenzer. 
          PETER WIDENER:  And Morgan, I believe. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  No.  It is Krenzer. 
          PETER WIDENER:  Krenzer? 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Uh-huh. 
          PETER WIDENER:  Would there be another sign on that property for any other reason?  2.9 
acre?  2.49? 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  I don't have any idea. 
          If it was not there -- 
          PETER WIDENER:  Well, I'm not saying I have a problem with it.  I'm just saying I'm 
questioning where the sign should have been facing on the property, because there was a sign on 
the property. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  What road was it posted on?  Krenzer? 
          PETER WIDENER:  It is a corner lot. Krenzer and Morgan.  It was posted on that lot. 
          RICHARD PERRY:  So it was on Krenzer Road.  You're saying it was facing -- 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Facing the other way. 
          PETER WIDENER:  It depends how you look at it.  That is my question.  If you're on 
Krenzer Road, looking at it, you would see the sign side ways.  If you're on Morgan Road, looking 
at it, you would see the sign forward.  But it was still on said piece of property. 
          MICHAEL MARTIN:  Might have turned. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  You went down Krenzer Road and you saw it there? 
          PETER WIDENER:  No. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  You didn't see it there. 
          PETER WIDENER:  I was on Morgan Road and saw it on Morgan Road, facing Morgan 
Road with – the option is it could have turned in the wind.  I was just bringing this up because I 
had a question about it. 
          RICHARD PERRY:  Being a corner lot, there is no requirement for dual signage, is there? 
          PETER WIDENER:  I don't think so. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Mr. Kress? 
          DANIEL KRESS:  The law provides if you have multiple road frontages, the sign needs to 
be posted on each frontage so typically on a corner lot, there would be a sign facing each way. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Both sides? 
          DANIEL KRESS:  That is what the code provides for. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Should have been two signs then. 
          PETER WIDENER:  I saw one sign. 
          BEVERLY GRIEBEL:  Well -- 



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  


