SAVAS DETERMINATION

Mr. Ricci moved, seconded by Mr. Dehm, that the area variance requested by Mr. George Savas of 695 West Bloomfield Road, Pittsford, NY, bearing tax account number 205.01-1-20 and located in an RA-5 zone, for a pond to be located within less than 100 feet from the northern property line, be approved, based on the following Findings of Facts and Conclusions of Law and the stated Conditions.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1.
Mr. Savas appeared before the Zoning Board of Appeals at a public hearing on Thursday, May 11, 2000.  The public hearing was closed on Thursday, July 13, 2000.  No persons appeared in opposition to the proposed variance.  No letters in opposition to the variance were received by the Board.

2.
The pond is already in existence.  Mr. Savas stated that it was unintentionally created in the process of removing soil to be used as fill around his newly constructed home.

3.
Mr. Savas indicated that there has been a noticeable improvement to a drainage problem, in that area of his property since the pond was created.  This is the reason Mr. Savas wants to keep the pond.

4.
The pond is located in a low-lying area of the property.  A map provided by Mr. Savas shows the pond located 25’ from the northern property line.

5.
The property has no public water supply.  The pond could be used as a source for water for fire protection.

6.
The pond was inspected, after construction, by Mr. Vyt Burkunas of the Monroe County Soil and Water Conservation District.  Mr. Burkunas submitted a report dated 7/11/00, a copy of which is in the file.

7.
Mr. Burkunas stated that the pond could be improved upon as a better site for recreation and fire protection, but was adequate from the safety standpoint.  He also stated that it does catch some runoff and sediment that would normally end up in the roadside ditch of West Bloomfield Road.

8.
Mr. Burkunas suggested that grass be planted on the sides of and around the pond, as well as planting trees along the northerly property line.

9.
Mr. Savas stated that he did not want to spend more money to improve the pond.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1.
Granting the requested variance will not result in an undesirable change in the neighborhood.  It is located in a low-lying area of the property, therefore not very visible.

2.
Alternate methods of solving the drainage problem would require moving more soil and creating berms to direct the flow of water.

3.
The degree of variance requested is substantial – about 75% (25’ compared to required 100’).

4.
The requested variance should not have any adverse environmental effects.  It could have some positive effects on controlling flooding of the road.

5.
This is a Type II action under SEQR.

6.
This is a self-created difficulty.

CONDITIONS

1.
The pond must be no closer than 25’ to the northern property line.  If any further excavation is done to the pond, it must not move the pond any closer to the northern property line than it already is.

2.
The pond must be maintained to control the growth of weeds and mosquitoes.  If the water level of the pond does not remain at a level to allow this control, then the Town of Mendon can require the pond to be filled with dirt.

3.
Grass must be planted on the sides of and around the pond.  The grass must be planted before 9/31/2000.

4.
The applicant shall not use, without a proper permit, any chemicals or other substances for the treatment of the water in the pond or removal of weeds.

July 27, 2000

APPROVED

Mr. Basch – nay; Mr. Mattaro – aye; Mr. Ricci – aye; Mr. Thorp – aye; Mr. Dehm – aye.
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