
Village of Homer Zoning Board of Appeals
Public Hearings & Meeting Minutes - Thursday, 26 June, 2025 – 6:30 PM

Village Offices – 31 North Main Street – Homer, NY
Board Members  (*absent)                            Others Present

Adam Clifford, Chair                                Dan Egnor, Village Clerk

Patricia Pollak*                                        Fran Casullo, Village Attorney
Daniel Zech                                                   
Michael Harter                                         
Applicants/Public Present
Tom & Jean Quinn (zoom)
Chairman Clifford opened the Public Hearing at 6:32 PM.
Appeal #514
Tom & Jean Quinn-Third Covered Bridge LLC/Applicant-Owner –29 Cayuga St. - TM #76.26-01-22.000-R-2 –Article ll: Section 228-12 D (I)-Lot Line Adjustment/Variance for a Zero Setback. Tom is asking to separate 29 Cayuga St. into two properties, one will be Arnold’s Florist, and the other property would be the apartment for accounting purposes of the owners, Third Covered Bridge LLC.  Member Harter asked if the buildings are physically connected and was wondering how they would separate the two. The Quinn’s would like to put up a party wall between the two areas to maintain the storage area for the florist business and separate the apartment area. Chair Clifford believes that all the Board should be looking at is the zero setback that is being put in front of them. Fran told the Board that Kevin McMahon and the County find this an adequate arrangement, at the very least there should be a party wall to grant variance. Next the Planning Board will have to grant a subdivision if the ZBA grants the zero setback.
This is a type 2 action and no SEQRA is required.
Board Discussion/Decisions

1. Would there be an undesirable change in neighborhood character or a detriment to nearby properties?


Finding: No- all Board members present agreed. 

2. Can the benefit be achieved by other means feasible to the applicant?


Finding: No- all Board members present agreed.

3. Is the requested variance substantial?


Finding: Yes- all Board members present agreed.

4. Would the variance have an adverse impact on the physical or environmental

     conditions in the neighborhood?


Finding: No- all Board members present agreed. 

5. Has the alleged difficulty been self-created.


Finding: Yes- all Board members present agreed.

There was no feed back from the area residents.
A motion was made by Member Harter to allow the variance of zero 

setback as requested if there is a party wall or a physical separation. The motion was seconded by Member Zech, with the vote recorded as follows:

           Ayes:
Chair Clifford                                  

Member Zech

                             Member Harter 

Nays: None         Abstain: None

Motion carried.
Fran reminded the Quinn’s that they still must present a subdivision plan to the Planning Board for approval at the July 23 meeting. 
Approval of Minutes – 22 May 2025 by Member Harter, second by Member Zech.
            Ayes:
Chair Clifford                                   

Member Zech

                             Member Harter
Nays: None         Abstain: None

Motion carried.
Adjournment

At 6:50 PM, a motion was made by Member Harter to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Member Zech, with all those present voting in favor.

Respectfully Submitted,
Maureen Hoy Account Clerk 

