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Appeal of Robert P, and Montireau Keefe

Purguant te due notice the Board of Appesl held a public hearw
ing in the hearing room on the second floor of the Town Hall at 8:25 pun.
on Mareh 19, 1970, on the appeal of Robert P. and Mentiveau Keefs, from
the refusal of the Inspector of Buildings to issue a permit to them to
coustruct an addition en the rear of thelr dwelling as well as to enclose
an entrange porch en the front of their dwelling at 18 Gleveland Read,

The reason for such refusal was that said addition would violate
Section XIX of the Zening By-law which reguires that there shall be pro-
vided for all such buildings a side yard not less than twenty feet from
the side boundary line and at least thirty feet from the street line, and
Chapter IV, Section 1, of the Bullding Code which requires that sll builde
ings shall be placed at least thirty feet from the stweot-line and at
igast fifty {eet from the center line of any public or private strect.
The appellants further requested a variance from the terms of Chapter IV,
Section 1, (Section 12 in 1937) of the Building Code which would allew
the dwelling to remsin in ite present location with a setback less than the
required thirty feet.

& On February 27, 1970, the Inspector of Buildings notified the

appellants that & permlt could not be issued for the proposed construction

and on the same date the appellants took an appeal from sueh refusal.

Thereafter due notice of the hearing was given by mailing aud publication.
Robert P. Keefe spoke in swpport of the appeal at the hearing,
No objectlons were made to the granting of the rsquest.

Statement of Facts

L

. The dwelling involved within a Single~residence District, requir-
ing a minimim lot ares of 10,000 square feet. It was built in 1937,

prior to the Zoning By-law requiring a thirty-foot front yard and a twenty-
foot gide yard.

The appellants seek permlgsion to construct & one~story addition,
15t x 16! on the rear of their dwelling to provide a family reom. The
room is neceded, it was alleged, as the appellants! 3hwee children have no
space now to entertain friends, do their school work or ether activities.
The proposed room, therefore, will provide space for congenial family living.

The front entrence enclosure i8 greatly needed, it was alleged,
48 the present arrangement iz to enter directly inte the living room which
creates problems. The enclosure will not only provide protection to the
living room, but will provide a wmuch needed coat closet as well.,

& plot plan was submitbed, drawn by MacCarthy BEngineering Service,
Inc., dated December 16, 1965, which showed the dwelling on the lot as well
as the two proposed additicne. The addition at the rear, if built, will
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continue the line of the existing house and will 1ie 9.5! from the lot
side line rather then the requirved twenty feet. 7The froni entrance
enclosure will lie 2.6 from the street line rather than the requlred

thirty feet.

It was pointed out at the hearing that the existing house now
stands only 20.0' fram the boundary linme of the street rather than the
required thivty feet. This error undoubtedly occurred at the time the
house was constructed and has never been detected wnbil now.

Decision

The Board finds that & real need exists for both the addition
to be constructed at the resr of the dwelling and the front entrance
enclosure, and that the facts satisfy the conditions sot forth in Section
X of the Zening By-law on whiech the Board's suthority depends to grent
& speclal exception from the application of the side vard and front yard
restrictions of that seotion.

The lot which contains 6,933 square feet, has a frontage of
approximately 80% which tapers down to 53.68! in the resr. The house
is located approximately ten feei from the easterly side line and approxi-
mately thirty-five feet from the westerly side line. Complisnce, therefore,
with the law is impracticable if an appropriate addition is to be made to the
houge, because of the width of the lot and the location of the dwelling en
it. The lot was held under 2 separste and distinet osmershlp from adjeament

lots en April 1; 1939, and on April 1, 1940,

It is the further finding of this Boerd that manifest injustice
would result to ibe appellants if the requested veriance ie not granted
and that the provisions of the Building Code did not contemplate the cir-
cumstances of this specific case. It alse feels that the proposed addi.
tion and enclosure will not prove detrimental to the neighborhood ner
derogate fram the intent and purpose of the by=-law.

It is the opinion of this Doard that the vielation of the setback
of the house fram the street line was due to error snd that the correction
of this viclation would result in undue hardship to the appellants. It is
the further opinion of thds Board that the requested relief may be granited
without substentisl detriment to the public good,

Accordingly, ithe requesied variance is granted wnder the provieiong
of Section 10, Chapter I, of the Bullding Code and the exceptions are granted
under the terms of Bection LIX of the Zoning By-law. The Building Inspector,
therefore, ig authorized to issue a permit for the proposed constructiom in
accordance with the plans submi tted and en file with this Bosard, and the
dwelling invelved may remain in ite locztion with a frout yard less ¢
reguired sethack.

¥, Lester Fraste
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