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Appesl of Belle Ordis

Pursnant to due notice the Board of Appeal held g publie
hearing in the Upper Town Hall on Wednesday, September 3, 1947 at 8:L5 p.m,
te consider the appesl of Belle Ordis from the refusal of the Inspector
of Buildings to issue, in pursusnee of her application dated August 2€,
1947, 2 permit to build & dwelling and garage at %hd and 100 Cedar Strest.

Statsmsnt of ¥acte

The Inspector of Builldings under date of August 26, 1947
notified the appellant in writing that a permit for the proposed build-
ings could not be granted because the msme would vielate Section 9=C of
the Zoning By~law which requires a 20-foot side yard. On Aupust 26, 1947
the appellant took an appeal in writing frow sueh refusal and thereafter
due notice of the hearing was given by mailing and publieation.

The plans presented at the hearing showed that the sppellant
planned to construct 4 dwellirg and garage at $LA Cedar sStreet whieh
would have side yards of 1li' and 15' respectively, and a dwelling and
garage at 100 Cedar Street with 10' side yardas.

At the hearing the following persons appeared and spoke in
favor of granting & variance, Robert Linnell, Nathan Kaplan and 4lbert
Berman, all interested parties.

Felix Jullani, representing Concetta Juliani, $0 Cedar Strest,
gnd Earl Polhamus, representing Doris A. Polhamus, 9 Cedar Street, both
ohjected to the granting of a wariance on the grounds that the circumstances
have not changed since the appellant previcusly btrought the same case before
the Board of Appeal in 19L0. They still feel that the grantine of such &
variance would be detrimental to neighboring property.

¥r. Angus ¥elNeil, Chalrman of the Plamning Board, stated that
the Board wished to go on record as opposing the granting of this variance,

The matier was fully hsard by the Poard of Appesl several
yeare ago. The decision at that time was adverse to the appellant. in
appeal was then taken by the appellant to the Superior Court and the
finding and decision of the Zuperior Court sustained the declsion ef this
Poard. The matter has sinece been heard by this Foard informally on

several vcecasions.

The Board nhes again carefully considered the matter and in
its opinion the situation bas not changed since the earlier disposition
of the matter and relief may not now be granted to the appellant without
enhatantis) detriment to the public good and without substantially



Appeal of Belle Drdls P
derogating from the intent and purpose of the zoning by-law.
Aceordingly, the grinting of a variance is refused and the appeal

dismissed and the action of the Inspector of Buildings in denying a permit
in this case is sustained,

October 2, 1947
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