FARMER DETERMINATION

Mr. Mattaro moved, seconded by Mr. Irvine, that the area variance requested by Arlene Farmer, owner of the property located at 7094 Rush Lima Road, Honeoye Falls, NY be granted, permitting the construction of an accessory building approximately 2,400 square feet instead of the 400 square feet allowed by the ordinance based on the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and subject to the following conditions.

. 

FINDINGS OF FACT

1.
The property is 1.37 acres, tax account #223.03-2-29.11 and is zoned RS-30,000.

2.
Ms. Farmer stated that she needs the additional storage for equipment used for her landscaping business, due to the fact her insurance company will not cover equipment stored in any off-site storage unit.

3.
The existing 8’ x 10’ shed is currently used for storage of small tools and equipment.

4.
The second shed on the property is not permanently secured to the ground.

5.
Ms. Farmer stated that she restores cars as a hobby and currently has two car frames located on the property.  One of the existing car frames will be used for car reassembly and the other disposed of.

6.
Ms. Farmer stated that in the four years she has owned the property, she has invested over $20,000 into landscaping on her property.  Blue Spruces (32) have been planted along the back row and lilacs and rhododendrons along the south side.

7.
Ms. Farmer stated that the view from Lot #2, the house to the northeast, would not have the road view restricted, since the road is not visible now.

8.
Ms. Farmer did not know who was responsible for maintenance of the private entry road but has plowed the road and occasionally been paid by Mr. Ed Maisch, who resides on Lot #2, to the northeast.

9.
Ms. Farmer stated that she had spoken with her tenant who did not have a problem with the requested structure, but Mr. Maisch had concerns with the increased traffic and possible deterioration of the road.

10.
The size of the requested structure would be a 40’ x 60’ pole barn.

11.
Mr. Robert Saturno, 7100 Rush Lima Road, was concerned about increased traffic on the common access road.  

12.
Mr. Saturno also read a statement about his concerns related to his neighbor being granted this variance.

13.
Mr. Saturno supplied a list of seven area residents who were against the variance, but not present at the meeting.

14.
Mr. Puchevner, who resides on Lot #3, stated that he has small children and was concerned about the traffic.

15.
The property is not located within 500’ of a farm or agricultural district.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1.
Granting the variance would not alter the character of the neighborhood.

2.
Alternative methods are not possible.

3.
There will be no adverse physical or environmental effects as a result of granting the variance.

4.
The difficulty is self-created.

5.
The degree of variance is substantial.

6.
This is a Type II action under SEQR.

CONDITIONS

1.
The existing 8’ x 10’ shed in the northeast corner of the lot shall be removed from the property upon completion of the pole barn.

2.
The pole barn shall not be used for the commercial sale of restored vehicles.

3.
Upon completion of the pole barn, all on-site storage shall be within the barn.
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