
  
 
 
A meeting of the Chili Zoning Board of Appeals was held on June 22, 2004 at the Chili Town Hall, 
3333 Chili Avenue, Rochester, New York 14624 at 7:00 p.m.  The meeting was called to order by 
Vice-Chairperson Dan Melville. 
 
PRESENT:   Gerry Hendrickson, Richard Perry, Michael Martin, Peter Widener, 

         Dennis Schulmerich and Vice-Chairperson Dan Melville. 
 
ALSO PRESENT:  Daniel Kress, Director of Planning, Zoning & Development;  
    Keith O'Toole, Assistant Counsel for the Town. 
 
 
 
 
Vice-Chairperson Dan Melville 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.  
 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Let's discuss signage tonight.  Number 1?  Everybody see a sign on that 
one? 
          PETER WIDENER:  No sign. 
          GERRY HENDRICKSON:  No sign. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Will not be heard. Motion? 
          DENNIS SCHULMERICH:  So moved. 
          GERRY HENDRICKSON:  Second. 
          MICHAEL MARTIN:  This is the second month with no sign for the application. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  We'll deny without prejudice. 
          MICHAEL MARTIN:  I'll make motion to deny without prejudice. 
  
The Board was all in favor of the motion to deny without prejudice. 
  
          DAN MELVILLE:  If there is anybody here for that application tonight, it will not be heard.  
They will have to make a new application to the Building Department if they want to proceed with that 
project.  
          How about Number 2?  Okay?   
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 
          DAN MELVILLE:  3?  
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage.  
 

DAN MELVILLE:  4?   
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 

DAN MELVILLE:  5?   
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 

DAN MELVILLE:  6?   
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 

DAN MELVILLE:  7?   



  
 
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 

DAN MELVILLE:  8?   
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 

DAN MELVILLE:  9?   
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 
          DAN MELVILLE:  10?   
          GERRY HENDRICKSON:  10 wasn't up.  It was laying on the ground.  That was on 6/15. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  That one was up when I went out.  It was laying on the ground?  You the 
only one that saw it?  Anybody see it laying on the ground? 
          It is not properly posted.  What do you want to do? 
          MICHAEL MARTIN:  Posted and maintained for full ten days. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Motion? 
          MICHAEL MARTIN:  I would make a motion to table it until the next meeting, until  
July -- what is the date of our next meeting -- July 27th. 
          DENNIS SCHULMERICH:  Second. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  All in favor? 
   
The Board was all in favor of the motion to table. 
 
          DAN MELVILLE:  That is Number 10.  
          Number 11?   
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 
          DAN MELVILLE: Number 12? 
 
The Board indicated they had no problem with the notification signage. 
 
          RICHARD PERRY:  I only saw one sign, and that is over 1,000 feet.  It is a requirement for two 
signs, and technically three, because it is a -- over 1,000 feet, but I think two would have covered it. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  I did notice that it only had one sign up on one side of the real estate sign.  I 
was there.  Can we have a directive from our legal counsel on this? 
          KEITH O'TOOLE:  Based on a reading of the minutes from the last hearing, it would appear 
there was intention to continue the public hearing.  Since the code doesn't require specifically a 
reposting, I would suggest that you hear the application. 
          RICHARD PERRY:  Well, there was no, you know -- the meeting technically was continued to 
this month which would require the sign be up until after the meeting, or the hearing. 
          KEITH O'TOOLE:  My take on the code is there is a ten-day posting requirement.  There is no 
posting requirement subsequent to that. 
          RICHARD PERRY:  What about people who, you know, are not aware that this is a continuing 
subject and don't have the opportunity to see it because the signs were not maintained? 
          KEITH O'TOOLE:  Certainly the interested parties are -- already received notice and were here 
at the last meeting.  There was a legal notice out in the paper and posting on the Town bulletin board, so 
there are multiple avenues for them to take. 
          RICHARD PERRY:  All right. 
          DAN MELVILLE:  Okay.  We'll hear that one. 
 
1.  Application  of Joseph Dunn, owner; 107 West Forest Drive, Rochester, New York 14624 
     for variance to erect an above-ground swimming  pool to be 25' from side lot line (55' req. 



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



  


