                                     WILLIAMS  DETERMINATION

Mr. Wright moved, seconded by Mr. Thorp, that the area variance requested by Ron Williams, 4143 Clover St., Honeoye Falls, NY 14472, consisting of 3 acres, bearing Tax Account No. 203.4-1-12.11, located in an RA-2 zone, to add approximately 2 feet to the height of an existing front yard fence, resulting in a fence of approximately 7 feet, whereas Town Code allows a front yard fence of only 4 feet, be approved based on the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Mr. Williams appeared before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the public hearing on August 24, 2006.

2. The Williams home is a restored historical home built in 1850. Since it was built, Clover St. has become a NYS highway (Rt. 65), been widened, straightened, and most recently, repaved. The speed limit on this stretch of Rt. 65 is 55 mph, and the area has become a designated passing zone. The Williams home is quite close to the road, and the current fence is inadequate to buffer the inside of the house from the noise and car lights of passing vehicles.

3. The Williams home is extensively landscaped to disguise the fence, but the property is directly across from Mendon Ponds Park. This area has a well documented excessive deer population, and the deer can easily clear the existing 4 foot fence. Once inside, they feed on the landscaped buffer. The additional height requested is designed to discourage feeding deer, and funnel their crossing of Rt.65 around either side of the property.

4. The Williams fence is only visible to the neighbors directly across Clover St. (the Klingenbergers), and they provided a letter to the ZBA in support of this application.

5. Mr. Williams’ driveway exits directly on Rt.65. In response to questions about line-of –sight safety issues by the ZBA should a higher fence be constructed, Mr. Williams responded that he already must clear the forward edge of the existing fence to see oncoming traffic, so that the fence is not a factor in safely entering Rt.65.

6. No members of the public, or neighbors, came to the public hearing.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The objective Mr. Williams is attempting to achieve cannot be achieved by any other means.

2. The granting of this variance will not create an undesirable change in the neighborhood or to nearby properties.

3. The request is not substantial.

4. The granting of this request will not have adverse physical or environmental effects.

5. The difficulty is not  self created

6. This is a Type II action under SEQR.

Approved 9/15/06
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