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VILLAGE OF MONROE 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

REGULAR MEETING 
OCTOBER 11, 2011 

MINUTES 
 
 

PRESENT: Chairman Baum; Members Margotta, McCarthy and Proulx; 
Assistant Building Inspector/Code Enforcement Officer James 
Cocks 

 
ABSENT: Frank Vitarelli 

 
Chairman Baum called the meeting to order at 8:05 pm with the Pledge of Allegiance to 
the flag.   
 

1. Approval of Minutes from September 13, 2011 Meeting 
 
Chairman Baum made two changes to the draft minutes from the September 13, 2011 
meeting.  First, he recommended changing the phrase, “The motion died” which 
appeared on page 4 with, “The resolution failed to pass by a majority vote.”   
 
Second, he recommended including a copy of the Notice of Determination that had 
been prepared for Michele McCann as an attachment to the minutes.  
 
On a motion by Chairman Baum, seconded by Member Proulx, it was unanimously:  
Resolved, that the Zoning Board of Appeals approve the minutes of the September 13, 
2011 meeting with the above-noted corrections.   
 
Ayes – 3 
Nays – 0 
Abstaining – 1 (Dick McCarthy) 
 

2. New business:  Request of Pano Displays & Graphics for a re-hearing of the 
application of  Joe DePaulis for a modification of previously granted area 
variance to permit the alteration, maintenance and use of a freestanding 
business identification sign which will have less than the required front 
setback. – 520 Route 17M (T/M 214-1-55) 

 
Chairman Baum briefly summarized the events of the previous meeting for the benefit 
of Member McCarthy, who was not present at that meeting.  He explained that at the 
previous meeting he had made a motion to deny the application.  That motion did not 
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pass.  Member Vitarelli made a motion to deny modifying the previously granted 
variance; that motion passed.   
 
Following that, the applicant wrote a letter asking to resubmit his application.  This is 
being treated as a request for a rehearing.  Chairman Baum sent an email (Attachment A 
to these minutes) which references the two provisions of the law regarding requests for 
re-hearings before the Zoning Board of Appeals.  §7-712a(12) of State law says that an 
applicant can have a re-hearing if there is a unanimous vote by the board; and §200-
98(K) of the Zoning Law of the Village of Monroe also gives the applicant the right to 
apply for a re-hearing six months after the denial if an application is based on new facts 
or new considerations.  Under the provisions of State Law §7-712a(12) Pano Displays is 
eligible for a re-hearing. 
 
Chairman Baum opened the discussion on the application for a re-hearing.  Member 
Proulx felt that if he is willing to compromise we should allow him to come back since 
the increase in size, a foot, is small.  Member Margotta felt that the applicant should 
have the right to come before the Board again.  Member McCarthy was not in favor of 
the applicant coming back.  He felt there were inconsistencies between what the 
applicant didn’t do but he said he would do.  Chairman Baum explained that the point in 
granting a re-hearing was to give the applicant the opportunity to come back and set 
everything straight.  He said he had no objection to the applicant coming back.  He felt 
the applicant should be given every benefit.  No further comments from the Board, the 
Chairman opened the hearing to public comment.  No members of the public were 
present for the application.   
 
On a motion by Chairman Baum, seconded by Member Proulx it was:  Resolved that a 
continuation of the public hearing be granted. 
 
Ayes – 3 
Nays – 1 (Member McCarthy) 
Abstaining – 0 
 
Lacking unanimous consent from the Board, the motion for a re-hearing was denied. 
 

3. New business:  Introductory Local Law 
 
Chairman Baum referred to a memo from the Mayor outlining a local law (Attachment B 
to these minutes) to amend the zoning laws as they apply to the Zoning Board of 
Appeals regarding appeals and the standardized state law and the granting of variances.  
The Chairman noted that what the Mayor had written was not the same as what the 
ZBA Board sent.  In regards to the procedures, the changes suggested by the Zoning 
Board of Appeals were kept.  The section on fees was omitted.  The Chairman asked the 
Mayor, who was present, if the Board of Trustees wanted to make any changes to the 
fee structure and the Mayor replied that they wanted to keep it as is.   
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The Chairman wanted to add under the provision for variances the different criteria for 
granting area variances and use variances.  The Chairman noted that the Board’s 
recommended changes were omitted because they reiterate State law, but as it is 
common practice to mirror local law with State law he is going to recommend that they 
put it back in. 
 

4. Old business:  Review and adoption of resolutions for Michele McCann and  
Pano Displays 

 
The resolutions were not available to vote on.  No action was taken by the Board. 
 
ADJOURNMENT: 
 
On a motion by Chairman Baum and seconded by Member Margotta, with all in favor, 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:28 pm. 
 
Ayes – 4 
Nays – 0 
Abstaining – 0 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Elizabeth A. Doherty 
ZBA Secretary 
 


