MEMO: November 18, 1994
To: Judy Kirby
From: Ellen Gordon

Re: Letter from Edward Chazen, 136 Forest Street

At the time Mr. Chazen submitted his petition for a variance to be heard at the September
22, 1994 Public Hearing, he did not ask any questions about the liklihood of approval or
denial of his variance. In fact, he was absolutely positive that there would be no problem
with the application. I explained that at the previous hearing, the Board had recommended
that the petitioner withdraw without prejudice a similar petition which also involved
encroachment on a conforming side yard, but that Mr. Chazen had every right to submit the
petition for hearing before the Board. As I am not a member of the Board of Appeals, I
have no way of guaranteeing the approval or denial of any application.

At the hearing, the Board explained that precedent had been established not to allow
conforming side yards to become nonconforming, and recommended that Mr. Chazen
withdraw his petition without prejudice, so that he would be able to revise his plan. Mr.
Chazen revised the plan so that he did not require a variance, and a building permit was
issued for construction on October 24, 1994,

About two weeks ago, I received a telephone call from an unidentified person asking if
application fees were returned, if petitions were withdrawn. I recognized Mr. Chazen’s
voice, and told the caller that fees were not returned regardless of whether the petition had
been granted, denied or withdrawn.
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