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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES
January 7, 2025

Old Business:

1. Applicant: Hawley Development Corporation — Crosby’s
Address: 3561 Latta Road & 638 N. Greece Road
Mon. Co. Tax No.: 044.04-1-1 & 044.04-1-12
Zoning District: BR (Restricted Business)
Request: a) A special use permit to operate a fuel dispensing station in a BR
(Restricted Business) Zoning District. § 211-37, § 211-
17B(3)(b)[4]

b) An area variance for a proposed fuel dispensing canopy to have
an area of 5,114.5 square feet, instead of the 1,500 square foot
maximum permitted. § 211-37C

c) An area variance for a 6-foot-high closed construction fence
(wood, board on board, 500+ linear feet), approximately 260+
linear feet of which is located in a front yard, instead of the 4-
foot-high, open-construction fence permitted in such front yards.
§ 211-50L

On a motion by Mr. Wechsler and seconded by Ms. Andreano, it was resolved to
continue the public hearing on this application until the meeting of February 4,
2025, as requested by the applicant.

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Continued Until
Meeting of February 4, 2025
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New Business:

1. Applicant: Ridgeway Kingdom Hall
Address: 52 Ingress Park
Mon. Co. Tax No.:  089.18-1-38.22
Zoning District: BP (Professional Office)
Request: a) An area variance for a proposed second (west side) building-

mounted sign (“JW.ORG”; 1.6 feet x 1.6 feet; 2.7 square feet),
instead of one (1) 50.0-square-foot sign permitted. §211-56 B (2)

(a) [1]
b) An area variance for a proposed third (west) building-mounted

sign ("JW.ORG"; 1.6 feet x 1.6 feet; 2.7 square feet), instead of one
(1) 50.0-square-foot sign permitted. §211-56 B (2) (a) [1]

c) An area variance for a proposed fourth (west) building-mounted
sign ("JW.ORG"; 1.6 feet x 1.6 feet; 2.7 square feet), instead of one
(1) 50.0-square-foot sign permitted. §211-56 B (2) (a) [1]

d) An area variance for a proposed fifth (south) building-mounted
sign ("JW.ORG"; 1.6 feet x 1.6 feet; 2.7 square feet), instead of one
(1) 50.0-square-foot sign permitted. §211-56 B (2) (a) [1]

Mr. Jensen offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, Don Norton, on behalf of the applicant, came before the Town of Greece
Board of Zoning Appeals (the “Board of Zoning Appeals”) relative to the property at 52
Ingress Park, an BP (Professional Office) district requesting as outlined above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and other
evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1. Upon review of the application, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
application is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York
State Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations
(6 NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
application constitutes an Unlisted action under SEQRA.

2. The Board of Zoning Appeals has considered the Proposal at a public meeting (the
“Meeting”) in the Greece Town Hall, 1 Vince Tofany Boulevard, at which time all
parties in interest and citizens were afforded an opportunity to be heard.

3. Documentary, testimonial, and other evidence were presented at the Meeting
relative to the Proposal for the Board of Zoning Appeals’ consideration.

4. The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered environmental information
that was prepared by the Applicant and/or the Applicant’s representatives or the
Town’s staff, which included but was not limited to maps, drawings, descriptions,
analyses, reports, reviews, and an Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF”")
(collectively, the “Environmental Analysis”).

5. The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered additional information submitted by the Applicant’s
representatives, including but not limited to: oral or written descriptions of the
Proposal; maps and other drawings of the Proposal; and various oral or written
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES
January 7, 2025

comments that may have resulted from meetings with or written correspondence
from the Applicant’s representatives.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered additional information and
comments that resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that may
have resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from various involved and interested agencies, including but not
limited to the Monroe County Department of Planning and Development and the
Town’s own staff.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that
recommendations and comments that may have resulted from telephone
conversations or meetings with or written correspondence from nearby property
owners, and all other comments submitted to the Board of Zoning Appeals as of
this date.

The Environmental Analysis examined the relevant issues associated with the
Proposal.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has completed Parts 2 and 3 of the EAF and has
carefully considered the information contained therein.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has met the procedural and substantive requirements
of SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered each and every criterion for
determining the potential significance of the Proposal upon the environment, as
set forth in SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered (that is, has taken the
required “hard look” at) the Proposal and the relevant environmental impacts,
facts, and conclusions disclosed in the Environmental Analysis and all additional
relevant information submitted.

The Board of Zoning Appeals concurs with the information and conclusions
contained in the Environmental Analysis.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has made a reasoned elaboration of the rationale for
arriving at its determination of environmental significance and the Board of Zoning
Appeals’ determination is supported by substantial evidence, as set forth herein.

To the maximum extent practicable, the project as originally designed or as
voluntarily modified by the Applicant will minimize or avoid potential adverse
environmental impacts that were identified in the environmental review process.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it

RESOLVED that, pursuant to SEQRA, based on the aforementioned information,

documentation, testimony, and findings, and after examining the relevant issues, the Board
of Zoning Appeals’ own initial concerns, and all relevant issues raised and recommendations
offered by involved and interested agencies and the Town’s own staff, the Board of Zoning
Appeals determines that the Proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the
environment, which constitutes a negative declaration.
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Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano No Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried

Mr. Jensen then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of Ridgeway Kingdom Hall, of the property
at 52 Ingress Park, in a BP (Professional Office) district, Don Norton appeared before the
Board of Zoning Appeals tonight, January 7, 2025, on behalf of the applicant requesting the
above listed variances.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, Don Norton states the applicant has been
at this location for approximately 25-30 years. The reason for the signs is to promote the
Kingdom Hall webpage. The Kingdom Hall has one main entrance, and another rear
entrance used as a fire exit. The sign will be cut vinyl on aluminum plates. The applicant has
agreed to withdraw items “b”, “c”, and “d”. The only variance needed will be the request for
item “a”. This sign will be located on the front of the building near the main entrance doors.
The applicant has provided drawings, and he will follow the placement of this sign to the
specifications agreed to at this meeting tonight.

HAVING reviewed all the testimony and evidence as just summarized in the findings
of fact AND having considered the five statutory factors set forth in New York State Town
Law Section 267-b and finding that the evidence presented meets the requirements of this
section. AND having found that there is no significant detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community, and that the benefit to the applicant is
substantial. AND having found that this is an Unlisted action under SEQRA regulations,
requiring no further action by this board, I move to approve this application with the
following conditions:

1. The applicant has requested, and agrees to, withdraw variance items “b”, “c”,
and “d”.

2. The sign for variance item “a” will be placed on the building at the front
entrance, to either the left or right of the doors, as shown on the drawings
provided to this Board by the applicant. The sign will be the only “jw.org” sign
and will not be placed in any other location.

3. The applicant will obtain and adhere to all necessary permits.

Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano No Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried

Application Item “a” Approved
With Conditions

Items “b”, “c”, and “d"” Withdrawn
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2. Applicant: Mark Quistorf
Address: 1199 Long Pond Road
Mon. Co. Tax No.: 074.10-7-18
Zoning District: R1-E (Single Family Existing)
Request: a) An area variance for a proposed accessory structure (detached

garage; 30.0 feet x 60.0 feet; 1,800 square feet), resulting in a total
gross floor area of 2,980.74 square feet in all accessory structures,
where 1,250 square feet is the maximum gross floor area permitted
for lots over one (1) acre in area. §211-11 E (1), Table I

b) An area variance for a proposed accessory structure (detached
garage) to have a height of 20-feet (measured from the highest
adjacent grade to the highest roof peak), instead of the 15 feet
maximum required. §211-11 E (1), Table I

c) An area variance for the total gross floor area of existing and
proposed accessory structures on the premises (2,980.74 square
feet) to exceed the total gross floor area of the existing principal
structure (single-family home; 1,682 square feet). §211-11 E (1),
Table I; §211-5, Structure, Accessory.

On a motion by Ms. Andreano and seconded by Mr. Hartwig, it was resolved to
continue the public hearing on this application until the meeting of January 21,
2025.

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Continued Until
Meeting of January 21, 2025
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3. Applicant: Mark Arcarisi Jr.
Address: 22 Veness Avenue
Mon. Co. Tax No.:  060.72-3-10
Zoning District: R1-E (Single Family Existing)
Request: An area variance for an existing 6.0-foot-high, closed-

construction fence (82+ linear feet) with the finished/decorative
side facing inward, instead of the finished/decorative side fences
facing outward toward adjoining lots (16 Veness Avenue). §211-
501

Mr. DeCamilla offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, Mark Arcarisi Jr. came before the Town of Greece Board of Zoning
Appeals (the “Board of Zoning Appeals”) tonight, January 7, 2025, relative to the property
at 22 Veness Avenue, an R1-E (Single-Family Existing) district requesting as outlined
above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and
other evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1. Upon review of the Proposal, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
Proposal is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York State
Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations (6
NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
Proposal constitutes a Type II action under SEQRA. (SEQRA Regulations,
§617.5(c) (2), (11), (13), (16) & (17).)

2. According to SEQRA, Type II actions have been determined to not have a
significant impact on the environment and are not subject to further review under
SEQRA.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it

RESOLVED that, based on the aforementioned information, documentation,
testimony, and findings, SEQRA does not require further action by the Board of Zoning
Appeals relative to the Proposal.

Seconded by Mr. Wechsler and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis No
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
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Mr. DeCamilla then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of Mark Arcarisi Jr. of the property at 22
Veness Avenue in an R1-E (Single-Family Existing) district, the Applicant appeared before
the Board of Zoning Appeals tonight, January 7, 2025, requesting the above listed
variances.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, Mr. Arcarisi has lived at the property for
approximately 18 years. The fence was installed to keep his dog, kids and property
separated from the new neighbors. Due to the design of the lots and an existing chain link
fence of the neighbors, it is not possible to build the fence with the finished side facing
outward. It would be an encroachment on the neighbor’s property and driveway of 16
Veness Avenue and their chain link fence would have to be removed to do so. The neighbor
at 16 Veness Avenue has provided to the Board a letter of support, as have 8 additional
neighbors, in keeping the fence in its current position.

HAVING reviewed all the testimony and evidence as just summarized in the findings
of fact AND having considered the five statutory factors set forth in New York State Town
Law Section 267-b and finding that the evidence presented meets the requirements of this
section. AND having found that there is no significant detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community, and that the benefit to the applicant is
substantial. AND having found that this is Type II action under SEQRA regulations, requiring
no further action by this board, I move to approve this application with the following
conditions:

1. All necessary permits are obtained.
2. Approval is for the life of the fence.

3. The applicant must return to the Board of Zoning Appeals to have the finished
side of the fence facing 22 Veness Avenue should the neighbors chain link fence
ever gets removed.

Seconded by Mr. Wechsler and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis No
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Approved
With Conditions
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4, Applicant: O'Reilly Auto Parts
Address: 2918 Dewey Avenue
Mon. Co. Tax No.:  075.25-2-11
Zoning District: DMU (Dewey Avenue Mixed Use)
Request: a) An area variance for a proposed (north side) building-mounted

sign ("O’'Reilly Auto Parts”; 6.4 feet x 30.6 feet; 195.9 square
feet), instead of the 61 square feet granted by the Board of
Zoning Appeals on February 2, 1999. §211-56 B (2) (c) [1],
Table I

b) An area variance for a proposed (west side) building-mounted
sign ("O'Reilly Auto Parts”; 6.4 feet x 30.5 feet; 195.2 square
feet), instead of the 61 square feet granted by the Board of
Zoning Appeals on February 2, 1999. §211-56 B (2) (c) [1],
Table I

Ms. Andreano offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, Charlie Tarr of NAS Sign Company, on behalf of O'Reilly Auto Parts, came
before the Town of Greece Board of Zoning Appeals (the “"Board of Zoning Appeals”) relative
to the property at 2918 Dewey Avenue, a DMU (Dewey Avenue Mixed Use) district
requesting as outlined above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and other
evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1.

Upon review of the application, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
application is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York
State Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations
(6 NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
application constitutes an Unlisted action under SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has considered the Proposal at a public meeting (the
“Meeting”) in the Greece Town Hall, 1 Vince Tofany Boulevard, at which time all
parties in interest and citizens were afforded an opportunity to be heard.

Documentary, testimonial, and other evidence were presented at the Meeting
relative to the Proposal for the Board of Zoning Appeals’ consideration.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered environmental information
that was prepared by the Applicant and/or the Applicant’s representatives or the
Town’s staff, which included but was not limited to maps, drawings, descriptions,
analyses, reports, reviews, and an Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF")
(collectively, the “Environmental Analysis”).

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered additional information submitted by the Applicant’s
representatives, including but not limited to: oral or written descriptions of the
Proposal; maps and other drawings of the Proposal; and various oral or written
comments that may have resulted from meetings with or written correspondence
from the Applicant’s representatives.
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The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered additional information and
comments that resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that may
have resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from various involved and interested agencies, including but not
limited to the Monroe County Department of Planning and Development and the
Town’s own staff.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that
recommendations and comments that may have resulted from telephone
conversations or meetings with or written correspondence from nearby property
owners, and all other comments submitted to the Board of Zoning Appeals as of
this date.

The Environmental Analysis examined the relevant issues associated with the
Proposal.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has completed Parts 2 and 3 of the EAF and has
carefully considered the information contained therein.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has met the procedural and substantive requirements
of SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered each and every criterion for
determining the potential significance of the Proposal upon the environment, as
set forth in SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered (that is, has taken the
required “hard look” at) the Proposal and the relevant environmental impacts,
facts, and conclusions disclosed in the Environmental Analysis and all additional
relevant information submitted.

The Board of Zoning Appeals concurs with the information and conclusions
contained in the Environmental Analysis.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has made a reasoned elaboration of the rationale for
arriving at its determination of environmental significance and the Board of Zoning
Appeals’ determination is supported by substantial evidence, as set forth herein.

To the maximum extent practicable, the project as originally designed or as
voluntarily modified by the Applicant will minimize or avoid potential adverse
environmental impacts that were identified in the environmental review process.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it

RESOLVED that, pursuant to SEQRA, based on the aforementioned information,
documentation, testimony, and findings, and after examining the relevant issues, the Board
of Zoning Appeals’ own initial concerns, and all relevant issues raised and recommendations
offered by involved and interested agencies and the Town’s own staff, the Board of Zoning
Appeals determines that the Proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the
environment, which constitutes a negative declaration.
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Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried

Ms. Andreano then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of O'Reilly Auto Parts, of the property at
2918 Dewey Avenue, in a DMU (Dewey Avenue Mixed Use) district, Charlie Tarr of NAS Sign
Company appeared before the Board of Zoning Appeals tonight, January 7, 2025, on behalf
of the applicant requesting the above listed variances.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, Mr. Tarr has explained that O’Reilly Auto
Parts has revitalized buildings that are deteriorating, do good things for the community, and
are good tenants. They have a recognizable brand that includes a bright red painted
background. In the case of this specific building, they are seeking to paint the same red on
the background of the internally lit LED channel letters that say O'Reilly Auto Parts. The
total square footage of the words themselves would total 99.53 square feet. As per the
Town’s guidelines, the painted area in the background is to be included making the total
square footage 195.9. The hours of illumination of the sign will be one hour before opening
to one hour after closing.

HAVING reviewed all the testimony and evidence as just summarized in the findings
of fact AND having considered the five statutory factors set forth in New York State Town
Law Section 267-b and finding that the evidence presented meets the requirements of this
section. AND having found that there is no significant detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community, and that the benefit to the applicant is
substantial. AND having found that this is an Unlisted action under SEQRA regulations,
requiring no further action by this board, I move to approve this application with the
following conditions:

1. The applicant obtains and adheres to all necessary permits.

2. Hours of illumination are limited to one (1) hour before opening to one (1) hour
after closing. If there becomes a need to increase these times, the applicant must
return for a Relief of Condition.

3. The size of this sign adheres exactly to the drawings provided to the Board by the
applicant. That being, 4-foot and 1-inch x 24-foot and 4 and half inches; 99.53
square feet.

4. The applicant/property owner is to relinquish this variance should O'Reilly Auto
Parts leave this location or leases/sells the property.

Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Approved
With Conditions
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5. Applicant: Timothy Myers
Address: 2174 Maiden Lane
Mon. Co. Tax No.:  058.04-4-20
Zoning District: R1-E (Single Family Existing)
Request: An area variance for a proposed accessory structure (deck; 12.0

feet x 12.0 feet; 144.0 square feet) to be located in the front
yard of an interior lot, where accessory structures, including
decks, are permitted in rear yards only; and for said deck to have
a proposed front setback of 65+ feet (measured from the
northern right-of-way line of Maiden Lane), instead of the 83.7%
feet maximum established by the neighborhood average. §211-
11 E (3), §211-11 E (1), Table I

Mr. Tyo offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, the Applicant. came before the Town of Greece Board of Zoning Appeals
(the “Board of Zoning Appeals”) tonight, January 7, 2025, relative to the property at 2174
Maiden Lane, an R1-E (Single-Family Existing) district requesting as outlined above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and
other evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1. Upon review of the Proposal, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
Proposal is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York State
Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations (6
NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
Proposal constitutes a Type II action under SEQRA. (SEQRA Regulations,
§617.5(c) (2), (11), (13), (16) & (17).)

2. According to SEQRA, Type II actions have been determined to not have a
significant impact on the environment and are not subject to further review under
SEQRA.
NOW, THEREFORE, be it
RESOLVED that, based on the aforementioned information, documentation,

testimony, and findings, SEQRA does not require further action by the Board of Zoning
Appeals relative to the Proposal.

Seconded by Mr. Wechsler and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
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Mr. Tyo then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of Timothy Myers of the property at 2174
Maiden Lane in an R1-E (Single-Family Existing) district, the Applicant appeared before the
Board of Zoning Appeals tonight, January 7, 2025, requesting the above listed variance.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, Mr. Myers states the current structure is
being redone because the current state is not structurally sound. It suffers from dry rot and
is not safe for his grandchildren. The new deck will be made from Trex, have vinyl railings
and be expanded from the original to allow more comfort and ease. The deck will not be
enclosed, and there will be no additional lighting or electricity.

HAVING reviewed all the testimony and evidence as just summarized in the findings
of fact AND having considered the five statutory factors set forth in New York State Town
Law Section 267-b and finding that the evidence presented meets the requirements of this
section. AND having found that there is no significant detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community, and that the benefit to the applicant is
substantial. AND having found that this is Type II action under SEQRA regulations, requiring
no further action by this board, I move to approve this application with the following
conditions:

1. All necessary permits are obtained.
2. All building codes are adhered to.

Seconded by Ms. Andreano and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Approved
With Conditions
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6. Applicant: Brian Gray
Address: 195 Emery Run
Mon. Co. Tax No.:  045.02-7-20
Zoning District: R1-E (Single Family Existing)
Request: An area variance for a proposed accessory structure (shed; 8.0

feet x 18.0 feet; 144.0 square feet) to be located in the side yard
of a corner lot, where accessory structures, including sheds, are
permitted in rear yards only. §211-11 E (3)

Mr. Jensen offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, the Applicant. came before the Town of Greece Board of Zoning Appeals
(the “Board of Zoning Appeals”) tonight, January 7, 2025, relative to the property at 195
Emery Run, an R1-E (Single-Family Existing) district requesting as outlined above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and
other evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1. Upon review of the Proposal, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
Proposal is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York State
Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations (6
NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
Proposal constitutes a Type II action under SEQRA. (SEQRA Regulations,
§617.5(c) (2), (11), (13), (16) & (17).)

2. According to SEQRA, Type II actions have been determined to not have a
significant impact on the environment and are not subject to further review under
SEQRA.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it

RESOLVED that, based on the aforementioned information, documentation,
testimony, and findings, SEQRA does not require further action by the Board of Zoning
Appeals relative to the Proposal.

Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried

Mr. Tyo then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of Timothy Myers of the property at 2174
Maiden Lane in an R1-E (Single-Family Existing) district, the Applicant appeared before the
Board of Zoning Appeals tonight, January 7, 2025, requesting the above listed variance.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, the applicant has lived at this location since
2010. The shed will be for storage. The shed will be made of wood and will match the color
of the house and the roof of the home. There is a white, vinyl fence around an inground
pool in his rear yard. The applicant has extended the fence, and the shed will be placed
within the fenced area. The reason for this location is that this is a corner lot, and this is the
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only practical placement. The only utility will be electricity to be used for a fan & TV. No
neighbors have spoke in favor of, nor against this project.

HAVING reviewed all the testimony and evidence as just summarized in the findings
of fact AND having considered the five statutory factors set forth in New York State Town
Law Section 267-b and finding that the evidence presented meets the requirements of this
section. AND having found that there is no significant detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community, and that the benefit to the applicant is
substantial. AND having found that this is Type II action under SEQRA regulations, requiring
no further action by this board, I move to approve this application with the following
conditions:

1. All necessary permits are obtained.

2. All building codes are adhered to.

3. The shed will have electric only and no other utilities of any kind.
4. The variance is for the life of the shed.

Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Approved
With Conditions
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7. Applicant: Family Faith Christian Center
Address: 2901 Dewey Avenue
Mon. Co. Tax No.:  075.25-7-2
Zoning District: DMU (Dewey Avenue Mixed Use)
Request: A special use permit to operate a church. §211-20 B (5) (b) [2]

Mr. Wechlser offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, the Applicant, came before the Town of Greece Board of Zoning Appeals
(the “Board of Zoning Appeals”) relative to the property at 2901 Dewey Avenue, an DMU
(Dewey Avenue Mixed Use) district requesting as outlined above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and other
evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1.

Upon review of the application, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
application is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York
State Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations
(6 NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
application constitutes an Unlisted action under SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has considered the Proposal at a public meeting (the
“Meeting”) in the Greece Town Hall, 1 Vince Tofany Boulevard, at which time all
parties in interest and citizens were afforded an opportunity to be heard.

Documentary, testimonial, and other evidence were presented at the Meeting
relative to the Proposal for the Board of Zoning Appeals’ consideration.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered environmental information
that was prepared by the Applicant and/or the Applicant’s representatives or the
Town'’s staff, which included but was not limited to maps, drawings, descriptions,
analyses, reports, reviews, and an Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF")
(collectively, the “Environmental Analysis”).

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered additional information submitted by the Applicant’s
representatives, including but not limited to: oral or written descriptions of the
Proposal; maps and other drawings of the Proposal; and various oral or written
comments that may have resulted from meetings with or written correspondence
from the Applicant’s representatives.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered additional information and
comments that resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that may
have resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from various involved and interested agencies, including but not
limited to the Monroe County Department of Planning and Development and the
Town’s own staff.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that
recommendations and comments that may have resulted from telephone
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conversations or meetings with or written correspondence from nearby property
owners, and all other comments submitted to the Board of Zoning Appeals as of
this date.

The Environmental Analysis examined the relevant issues associated with the
Proposal.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has completed Parts 2 and 3 of the EAF and has
carefully considered the information contained therein.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has met the procedural and substantive requirements
of SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered each and every criterion for
determining the potential significance of the Proposal upon the environment, as
set forth in SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered (that is, has taken the
required “hard look” at) the Proposal and the relevant environmental impacts,
facts, and conclusions disclosed in the Environmental Analysis and all additional
relevant information submitted.

The Board of Zoning Appeals concurs with the information and conclusions
contained in the Environmental Analysis.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has made a reasoned elaboration of the rationale for
arriving at its determination of environmental significance and the Board of Zoning
Appeals’ determination is supported by substantial evidence, as set forth herein.

To the maximum extent practicable, the project as originally designed or as
voluntarily modified by the Applicant will minimize or avoid potential adverse
environmental impacts that were identified in the environmental review process.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it

RESOLVED that, pursuant to SEQRA, based on the aforementioned information,
documentation, testimony, and findings, and after examining the relevant issues, the Board
of Zoning Appeals’ own initial concerns, and all relevant issues raised and recommendations
offered by involved and interested agencies and the Town’s own staff, the Board of Zoning
Appeals determines that the Proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the
environment, which constitutes a negative declaration.

Seconded by Mr. Tyo and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE:

Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamiilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
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Mr. Wechsler then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of Family Faith Christian Center, of the
property at 2901 Dewey Avenue, in an DMU (Dewey Avenue Mixed Use) district, Pastor
Carlos Morales appeared before the Board of Zoning Appeals tonight, January 7, 2025, on
behalf of the applicant requesting the above listed Special Use Permit.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, Pastor Morales states the hours of
operation for this Church, as agreed to by the applicant tonight, are Monday - Friday
8:30am to 8:30pm for office hours. Saturday and Sunday from 8:00am to 9:30pm. The
staff at this location will be 6 people. The current congregation is approximately 30 people
and there is currently seating for 45. They have approximately 60 parking spaces available.
Flaum Management, the owner of Dewstone Shopping Center on the neighboring lot at 2891
Dewey Avenue, has granted permission to Family Faith Christian Center to use the shopping
center parking.

No special permit shall be granted by the board of Zoning appeals unless and until the
applicant has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the board that:

1) Access to the site and the size of the site are adequate for the proposed use

2) The proposed use will not adversely affect the orderly pattern of development in the
area.

3) The nature, duration and intensity of the operations which are involved in or conducted
in connection with the proposed use will be in harmony with nearby uses and will not
alter the essential character of the neighborhood nor be detrimental to the residents
thereof

4) The proposed use will not create a hazard to health, safety, or general welfare

5) The proposed use will not be detrimental to the flow of traffic in the vicinity

6) The proposed use will not place an excessive burden on public improvements, facilities,
services, or utilities

Based on the aforementioned information, documentation, testimony, and findings, pursuant
to the authority conferred by New York State Town Law, Article 16, the request submitted by
Family Faith Christian Center for a special use permit to operate a place of worship to be
known as Family Faith Christian Center, on property located at 2901 Dewey Avenue, in a DMU
zoning district, hereby be and the same is approved and granted, subject to the following
conditions:

1. The Applicant shall operate this home occupation in conformity with all details of the
Proposal as presented in the written descriptions and site development plans of the
Proposal, as orally described at the hearing, and as set forth herein. In the event of
any conflict among the oral or written descriptions of the Proposal, the site
development plans of the Proposal, or the requirements or restrictions of this
resolution, the Board of Zoning Appeals, in its sole discretion and judgment and
without hearing, shall determine the resolution of such conflict.

2. The Applicant shall comply with all requirements of the Code of the Town of Greece,
New York, Chapter 211 (the town’s zoning ordinance), or any variance granted
therefrom. Failure to comply with these requirements may be grounds for revocation
of this special use permit.

3. The maximum occupancy of this building will be the lesser of 60 seats or as established
by the town’s fire marshal pursuant to the building codes of New York State.

4, The Applicant shall comply with all requirements of the town’s staff relative to local
laws, ordinances, codes, rules, and regulations, and the Building Codes of New York
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State. Failure to comply with these requirements may be grounds for revocation of
this special use permit.

Wherever this resolution refers to a specific public official or agency, it shall be
construed to include successors and assigns.

Wherever this resolution refers to a specific law, ordinance, code, rule, or regulation,
it shall be construed to include any superseding or succeeding authority.

Upon the sale or other transfer of controlling interest in this church to any person or
entity other than Family Faith Christian Center, a new application for a special use
permit must be submitted to the Board of Zoning Appeals.

It has been agreed upon that any special event that would require more than 60 people
in attendance shall require a waiver to determine the possible allowance for the people
of that event.

There will be no funerals held at this location.
This special use permit is subject to the approval of the fire marshal.

The hours of operation will be from 8:30 a.m. to 8:30 p.m., Monday to Friday, and
8:00 a.m. to 9:30 p.m. Saturday and Sunday.

There will no on-street parking at any time, for any reason.
There will be no use or parking in the lot behind Chase Bank.

Seconded by Mr. Tyo and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE:

Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Approved
With Conditions
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8. Applicant: Coming Through the Rye, LLC
Address: 135 Bellwood Drive
Mon. Co. Tax No.:  089.04-1-8.31
Zoning District: BG (General Business)
Request: An area variance for a proposed temporary sign (7.0 feet x 48.0

feet; 336.0 square feet), instead of the 20-square-foot maximum
permitted for signs advertising a lot or building for sale, rent or
lease, on a non-residential lot. §211-55 E (3), Table V

Mr. Hartwig offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, Joe Fiore of Coming Through the Rye, LLC, came before the Town of
Greece Board of Zoning Appeals (the “Board of Zoning Appeals”) relative to the property at
135 Bellwood Drive, a BG (General Business) district requesting as outlined above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and other
evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1.

Upon review of the application, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
application is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York
State Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations
(6 NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
application constitutes an Unlisted action under SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has considered the Proposal at a public meeting (the
“Meeting”) in the Greece Town Hall, 1 Vince Tofany Boulevard, at which time all
parties in interest and citizens were afforded an opportunity to be heard.

. The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered environmental information

that was prepared by the Applicant and/or the Applicant’s representatives or the
Town'’s staff, which included but was not limited to maps, drawings, descriptions,
analyses, reports, reviews, and an Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF")
(collectively, the “"Environmental Analysis”).

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered additional information and
comments that resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that may
have resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from various involved and interested agencies, including but not
limited to the Monroe County Department of Planning and Development and the
Town’s own staff.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that
recommendations and comments that may have resulted from telephone
conversations or meetings with or written correspondence from nearby property
owners, and all other comments submitted to the Board of Zoning Appeals as of
this date.

The Environmental Analysis examined the relevant issues associated with the
Proposal.
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8. The Board of Zoning Appeals has completed Parts 2 and 3 of the EAF and has
carefully considered the information contained therein.

9. The Board of Zoning Appeals has met the procedural and substantive requirements
of SEQRA.

10. The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered each and every criterion for
determining the potential significance of the Proposal upon the environment, as
set forth in SEQRA.

11.The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered (that is, has taken the
required “hard look” at) the Proposal and the relevant environmental impacts,
facts, and conclusions disclosed in the Environmental Analysis and all additional
relevant information submitted.

12.The Board of Zoning Appeals concurs with the information and conclusions
contained in the Environmental Analysis.

13.The Board of Zoning Appeals has made a reasoned elaboration of the rationale for
arriving at its determination of environmental significance and the Board of Zoning
Appeals’ determination is supported by substantial evidence, as set forth herein.

14.To the maximum extent practicable, the project as originally designed or as
voluntarily modified by the Applicant will minimize or avoid potential adverse
environmental impacts that were identified in the environmental review process.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it

RESOLVED that, pursuant to SEQRA, based on the aforementioned information,
documentation, testimony, and findings, and after examining the relevant issues, the Board
of Zoning Appeals’ own initial concerns, and all relevant issues raised and recommendations
offered by involved and interested agencies and the Town’s own staff, the Board of Zoning
Appeals determines that the Proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the
environment, which constitutes a negative declaration.

Seconded by Mr. Wechsler and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried

Mr. Hartwig then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of Coming Through the Rye, LLC, of the
property at 135 Bellwood Avenue, in an BG (General Business) district, Joe Fiore appeared
before the Board of Zoning Appeals tonight, January 7, 2025, requesting the above listed
variances.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, Joe Fiore states he has owned the property
in question since 2007. A portion of the property has been developed as a hotel however,
the remaining portion still sits vacant. The applicant has tried more conventional methods of
marketing and have been ineffective. He is requesting the large size of the above-
mentioned sign to be placed at this address so that it can be clearly seen from the distance
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of interstate and due to the speed of the cars on the interstate. The sign will be a temporary
sign placed on the side of a trailer. There will be no illumination. The sign will be removed
no later than December 31, 2025.

HAVING reviewed all the testimony and evidence as just summarized in the findings
of fact AND having considered the five statutory factors set forth in New York State Town
Law Section 267-b and finding that the evidence presented meets the requirements of this
section. AND having found that there is no significant detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community, and that the benefit to the applicant is
substantial. AND having found that this is an Unlisted action under SEQRA regulations,
requiring no further action by this board, I move to approve this application with the
following conditions:

1. The applicant obtains all necessary permits.

2. The sign is to be removed no later than December 31, 2025.

Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Approved
With Conditions
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9. Applicant: ABVI Goodwill/Skylight Signs
Address: 140 Greece Ridge Center Drive
Mon. Co. Tac No.: 074.18-4-7.113
Zoning District: BG (General Business)
Request: An area variance for a proposed (east side) building-mounted

sign (“"Goodwill” w/ logo; 10.6 feet x 20.4 feet; 216.24 square
feet), instead of the 133 square feet granted to Circuit City by
the Board of Zoning Appeals on June 27, 1995. §211-56 B (2)
(c) [1], Table I

Ms. Andreano offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, Frank Cleere and Michael Bonnano of Skylight Signs Inc, on behalf of
ABVI Goodwill, came before the Town of Greece Board of Zoning Appeals (the “Board of
Zoning Appeals”) relative to the property at 140 Greece Ridge Center Drive, a BG (General
Business) district requesting as outlined above; and

WHEREAS, having considered carefully all relevant documentary, testimonial and other
evidence submitted, the Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings:

1.

Upon review of the application, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that the
application is subject to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York
State Environmental Conservation Law, Article 8) and its implementing regulations
(6 NYCRR Part 617, the "SEQRA Regulations”) (collectively, "SEQRA"), and that the
application constitutes an Unlisted action under SEQRA.

The Board of Zoning Appeals has considered the Proposal at a public meeting (the
“"Meeting”) in the Greece Town Hall, 1 Vince Tofany Boulevard, at which time all
parties in interest and citizens were afforded an opportunity to be heard.

. The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered environmental information

that was prepared by the Applicant and/or the Applicant’s representatives or the
Town'’s staff, which included but was not limited to maps, drawings, descriptions,
analyses, reports, reviews, and an Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF”)
(collectively, the “Environmental Analysis”).

The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered additional information and
comments that resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from the Applicant and the Applicant’s representatives.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that may
have resulted from telephone conversations or meetings with or written
correspondence from various involved and interested agencies, including but not
limited to the Monroe County Department of Planning and Development and the
Town’s own staff.

The Board of Zoning Appeals also has included in the Environmental Analysis and
has carefully considered information, recommendations, and comments that
recommendations and comments that may have resulted from telephone
conversations or meetings with or written correspondence from nearby property
owners, and all other comments submitted to the Board of Zoning Appeals as of
this date.
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7. The Environmental Analysis examined the relevant issues associated with the
Proposal.

8. The Board of Zoning Appeals has completed Parts 2 and 3 of the EAF and has
carefully considered the information contained therein.

9. The Board of Zoning Appeals has met the procedural and substantive requirements
of SEQRA.

10. The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered each and every criterion for
determining the potential significance of the Proposal upon the environment, as
set forth in SEQRA.

11.The Board of Zoning Appeals has carefully considered (that is, has taken the
required “hard look” at) the Proposal and the relevant environmental impacts,
facts, and conclusions disclosed in the Environmental Analysis and all additional
relevant information submitted.

12.The Board of Zoning Appeals concurs with the information and conclusions
contained in the Environmental Analysis.

13.The Board of Zoning Appeals has made a reasoned elaboration of the rationale for
arriving at its determination of environmental significance and the Board of Zoning
Appeals’ determination is supported by substantial evidence, as set forth herein.

14.To the maximum extent practicable, the project as originally designed or as
voluntarily modified by the Applicant will minimize or avoid potential adverse
environmental impacts that were identified in the environmental review process.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it

RESOLVED that, pursuant to SEQRA, based on the aforementioned information,
documentation, testimony, and findings, and after examining the relevant issues, the Board
of Zoning Appeals’ own initial concerns, and all relevant issues raised and recommendations
offered by involved and interested agencies and the Town’s own staff, the Board of Zoning
Appeals determines that the Proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the
environment, which constitutes a negative declaration.

Seconded by Mr. Wechsler and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried

Mr. Hartwig then offered the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

WHEREAS, with regard to the application of ABVI Goodwill/Skylight Signs Inc, of the
property at 140 Greece Ridge Center Drive, in an BG (General Business) district, Frank
Cleere and Michael Bonnani of Skylight Signs appeared before the Board of Zoning Appeals
tonight, January 7, 2025, on behalf of ABVI Goodwill requesting the above listed variances.

WHEREAS, regarding the findings of fact, the applicants explained the sign is
necessary as the visibility of this building has decreased with the addition of trees in the
parking lot, and there is soon to be another business built that will also obstruct view of this
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building. Despite this will be an east facing sign, ABVI Goodwill will be using an entrance for
donation drop off on that side of the building, which was previously an unused area. The
representatives of Skylight Signs have agreed to the condition that the sign is for the life of
this lease, and they have been empowered to relinquish the previous variances on record.
They also agree to relinquish this variance once ABVI Goodwill leave this location.

HAVING reviewed all the testimony and evidence as just summarized in the findings
of fact AND having considered the five statutory factors set forth in New York State Town
Law Section 267-b and finding that the evidence presented meets the requirements of this
section. AND having found that there is no significant detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community, and that the benefit to the applicant is
substantial. AND having found that this is an Unlisted action under SEQRA regulations,
requiring no further action by this board, I move to approve this application with the
following conditions:

1. The applicant obtains all necessary permits.

2 The variance for this sign will be relinquished upon ABVI Goodwill leaving this
location or the termination of their lease.

3. The applicant/property owner agrees to relinquish all previous variances on
record for this building.

Seconded by Mr. Hartwig and duly put to a vote, which resulted as follows:

VOTE: Ms. Andreano Yes Mr. Tyo Yes
Mr. DeCamilla Yes Mr. Wechsler Yes
Mr. Hartwig Yes Mr. Meilutis Yes
Mr. Jensen Yes

Motion Carried
Application Approved
With Conditions
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NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATION MODIFICATION: None

ADJOURNMENT: 9:25 P.M.

APPROVAL OF BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MEETING MINUTES

The Board of Zoning Appeals of the Town of Greece, in the County of Monroe and State of
New York, rendered the above decisions.

Signed: Date:

Albert F. Meilutis, Chairman

NEXT MEETING: Tuesday, January 21, 2025
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