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Appeal of David Y. and Joam W. Chase

Parsuant to dus notice the Doard of Appesl held a public hear-

ingintiwbamﬂmraemmtha smmﬂﬂ&araf the Town Hall at 5325 pet.

on Jime 2l, 1971, on the sppeal of David We and Joan W. Chase, from the
rafms;i af the Inspector of Bulldings to 1&5\1& a permit to them to construct
an addivion om the side of thedr dwelling at 20 Bay View Road, The reason
for such refusal was that gaid addition would violate Chapter IV, HSection 1,
of the Bullding Code which requires thet the exterior walls afa'rypev
ullding shall be at least ten feet frow any party line and Sectiom IIX of
the Toming Dyelew which requires that there shall be provided for all such
bulldings & gide yard not less than twenty feelt in width. Said appesl waes
mece under the provisions of Chapter I, Sectiom 11, of the Building Code
and Chapter iiﬂz‘s, Section 15, of the General Laws,

0o June 7y 1971, the Inspector of Buildinzs notified the
apellants In wrs.hi.ng that thelr epplication for a permit had besn refused
for the above-rembiened reasons, and on June 8, 1971, the appellants took
an eppeal therefpem. Thereafter due notice o:f;' the hearing wes given by
mailing and publication,

David W. Chase speiie in support of the appeal at the hearing.

The following persons spoke in favor of the request at the
hearing: Marion S. mlmlth, 30 Bay View Road, Arthur Je Woprsh, 24 Bay
View Noad and Walter J. Love, Jr., 16 Bay View Roads

Statement of Pacts

The dwelling imvolved, which was bullt in 1941, is located within
a single-remidence distriet recuiring & minimom lot ares of 10,000 square feet.

The appellants seck permissien to comstruct 2 4 addition on their
existing garage as well as an addition 11t x 22t 10" on the easterly side of
the garsze, It iz their desire to convert their current garage intc a playroom
and to congtruct a new garage adjacent to the provesed playroom,

It was stated at the hearing that the appellsnts have two daughters,
who for medical reasons, need a play area as they wmust not be allowed to play
in their bedroom or the basement. Tho house, it was stated, is the most
exposed to the prevailing wind on the streets, Other houses have wooded areas
hehind them to break the wind and are protected by the point of land at
Plney Polnt. The land at the rear drops sharply so that it would not be
posgible to eonstruct o detached gerage at the regr of the dwelling. The
appellants feel that if the car were left out exposed to the winter winds,
it would be inoperatle a great deal of the time,

plot plan was submitted drawm by MacCartly Pngineering Service, Inc,
Hatiek, hiasa. uhieh phowed the existing bouse on the lot as well as the proposed
addition. Sald plen was dated May 25, 1971, and showed the proposed sddition
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to bp 846! from the easterly side line at the nearest point and 37.! frem
Bay View Road,

Decision

The Botrd has made a careful study of the plans submitted snd
hos telen a view of the locus. The house was buillt in 1941 on a lot of
lend which adjoined other land of the same wmer on April 1, 1540, This
Board, therefore, cannot male & “gpecial sxception" wnder Sectiom XIT of
the Zoning Dyw-law as sald seetion authorizes the Board to grant sush
exeeptiony only if on Aprdl 1, 1940, the lot wos ouned of mesord wnder a
separate and distinet omership from adjecent Llots. The Beard, however,
congidered the petition wnder the provisions of Chapter 404, Seetion 15,
of the General Laws, and in its epinion, the desired addition is needed
and that owing to conditions especlally affecting this parcel but not affect-
ing generally the zoning district in which i% is located, a litersl enforce-
ment of the provisions of the by-lew would invelve substantial hardship to
the appellants,

The Bomd is of the fwrther opinion that the construction of
the proposed addition as shown on the plan submitted will not chemge the
character and sppesmrance of the immcdiate nelghboyhoods It was polinted oub
that there will be appraxinately 37% between the proposed addition and
the house on the adjacent lot. The Board, therefers, feels ihat the re-~
quested exeeption may be grented without substantial detriment to the
publie good and without nullifying or substantially derocgating from the
intent or purpose of the Zoning Bywlamw, and that manifest injustice may
vegult if the request is denied,

accordingly, the requested veriance 18 grauted and the issuance
of & pernit for the preposed addition as shown on the plan submitted and on
file with this Boerd ig hereby authorized.

Filed with Town Clexk







