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Petition of Priseilla Sanborn Simon

Pursuant te due notice the Board of Appeal held a public hearing
in the Upper Town Hall at 8:00 p.m. on February 28, 1952 on the petition
ef Priscilla Sanborn Simon for an exception from the terms of Jection 9-4,
Area Hegulations, of the Zoning By-law, which would permit the erection of
a dwelling on Lot 31 D, Auduben Read which contains less than the reguired
20,000 square feet,

Statement of Faets

Said Ssetion 9~ requires a2 let area of zat least 20,000 sguare
feet for residences in the district here involved. The lot in question
contzing 16,000 square feet.

On February 5, 1952 the petitioner filed with this Board her
written reguest for a special exception to sald Sectlon, and thereafter due
notice of the hearing was given by mailing and publication.

At the hearing the petitioner stated that she rurchased the lot
in July, 1940 empecting %o build a dwelling on it, but later moved to New
York making it impessible for her %o uge the lot, She explained that she
had a party interested in purchasing this lot and that she would like to be
able to eell it as a house lot,

There were present at the hearing in cupesition to the granting
of an exception the followingt

H. R. Chapman Ruth C. Kemiston
36 Audubon Read 7 Audubon 4,

R%chard C. Litchfield Laurence B. BHussell
15 Audubon Rd. 97 Audubon Rd.

George E. Pomeroy
2L Audubon Rd.

Letters in opposition to the granting of the exception were
received from: Rohert T, Colburn, 57 Auduben Read, Phoebe Atwood Taylor,
$3 Auvdubon Road,

The parcels in the immediate vicinity of the lot in question
are all developed, with many containing less than the required area,
There are parcels with substantial areas and there are parcels with sreas
as small as 14,000 square feet.

The character of the neighborheod is developed and it appears
that the average area of neighboring lots is less than 20,000 square feet.



i

The question was raised as to whether the lot in question
was established under separate ownership prior to the effective date
of said Section 9=-A, and there appears to be a legal point involved
regarding this gquestion.

The Board of Appeal, however, feels there is reasonable doubt
and there is no necessity for pgoing into the question of the legality of
the lot. Without passing on the legal question, the Board is of the
unanimous opinion that a variance should be granted. The Board feels that
as the petitioner purchased this lot in sood faith approximately twelve
years ago and has paid taxes on it since that time, that a literal enforce-
ment of Section 9=A of the Zoning By-law would invelve substantial hardship
to the petitioner. It appears from the shape of the lot, which has a
frontage of 202.53 feet that an attractive house can be Built on it which
will enhance rather than detract from the general appearance of the

neighborhood.

Tt is the further opinion of the Board that the desired relief
may be granted in this case through an exception without any substantial
detriment to the public seod.

Tt is also the unanimous opinion of the Board that the granting
of an exception will not substantially derogate from the intent or purpose
of Zection 9=4.

Accordingly, the reguested exception is authorized and granted,
withont, however, takinz any stand as to the legal rights of the petitioner,
and the Inspector of Buildings is authorized to issue a permit for the
construction of a dwelling on the lot in questjon.
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