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Appeel of 5t., Andeew's Church of Wellesley

Pursuent to due notice the Bosrd of Appesl held & public
hearing in the hesring room on the second floor of the Town Hell et 8:25 pem,
on Marek L, 196k, on the epperl of S$t. Andrew's Church in Wellesley from the
refusal of the Inspector of Buildings teo issue a permit for the construction
of &n sddition to its church at the corner of Waghington Street and T'enton
Road West. The resson for such refussl was that ssid addition would violate
Chapter IV, Sections 1 (b) and 1 (c) of the Buildipg Code which require that
an addition of this type of construction shall be placed st least fifteen
feet from & Type V bullding on the property; and the roof of which shall be

congtructed of masenry.
John K, Quarles, 121 Glen Road, Wellesley, represented St.
Andrew's Church at the hearing.

Fobert Co Desn, Architect, explained in detail the need for
the proposed addition as well as the demign end its proposed use,

John k. Davig, 2L Windemere Foad, Chsirman of the Building
Committee, spoke in fawor of the reguest,

Ernest J. Moorhead, 5 Ingraham Hoad, alaso spoke in favor of
granting the reguest.

A letter wes received favering the granting of the variance
from Edmund R, Dewing Trustee, Helen Temple Cooke Trust end Trustee,
Shamballsh Associates Irust,

On February 17, 196k, the Inspector of Buildings notified the

sppellant in writing that a permit for the proposed alteretion could not be
granted because of the above-mentioned reasons and on the seme date the
appellant took en sppeal in writing from such refusel. Theresfter due notice

of the hesring wes given by mailing and publication,

Statement of Facts

The appellant seeks permission to construct an sddition
approximately 78.2' x 33.6' on the northerly side of the existing church
which will lie ter feet from a Type V building on the property on the easterly
side and 13,7' from & Type V building on the westerly side. It is proposed to
construct the addition with wells of concrete sné stuecco with 2 slate roof and

& shed dormer with slate covering.

Secticn 1 (b) of Chapter 1V of the Code would require that the
exterior walls of the propesed addition (being &t least pertielly of Type V
construction but covered with incombustible meterial) be st lesst fifteen feetl

from the cother buildings on the same lot whose exterior walls ere not so
govered., Section 1 {e¢) requires thst wells anéd roofs of such & Type V build-

ing, if ten feet or less from ancther Type V building on the seme property,



hppesl of 5t. Andrew's Church of el
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be constructed of mesenry and that the openings of such wells shell be £1lled

with metsl or metal covered frames and doors or windows wherein the glass
ghell be wire glass, The proposed sddition will have conerete block wells

covered with stucco up to @ shed dormer which will be wood frame covered with

sleve with & slate covered pitched roof above.

It wes pointed out at the hearing that addfbionsl space is
urgently needed in the church due to the receni inerease in its membership
from 1,100 to 1,350 and the number of children from 603 to $3L, Beceuse of
the size and shape of the lot and the location of the structures thereon,
there eppesrs 1o be ne satigfactory alternative to construction ef an sddi-
tion to the existing ehurch as plamned which will accommodate adequately the
present and possible increased membership, The puildings on the lot ether
then the church proper are also owned and used by the ehurch,

Tecisien

The Roard finds that the church has 2 resl need for additionsl
gpace and is of the opinion that the proposed plan for new acecmmodations

of fers an acceptable way of setisfying said need, The ecircumstances in this
case de not appesr to have been yithin the contemplation of, the riede provisions
in gquestion ss enacted, and derdsl of the appeal would vegult in manifest ine
justice 1o the appellant, HMHoreover, the plan's depertures from the express
requirements of the fode are not major or extensive and in the opinion of the

Boerd de not invelve sny signifiecant safety hagard,

Aecordingly, the requesied varisnce fyrem the Building Code is
grented and the issuance of & permit by the Bullding Inspector for the pro-
posed addition in aecorcance with the plan on file with the foard is suthorized
subject to compliance by the sppellent with all 1awiul requirements not hereby
expressly walved, of the Building Inspector, the Chief of the Fire Department
and the Department of Public Sefety.
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