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Petition of Charles S, Pollina

Pursuant to due notice the Board of Appeal held a publie hearing
in the hearing room on the first floor of the Intermediste Building at 32}
Washington Street at 8:25 p.m. on June 6, 1957 upon the petition of Charles
8, Pollina requesting permission to conduct his dentist practice in the
dwelling owned by Charles 8, and Kathryn C. Pollinz at 6 YWellesley Avenue as
provided under Section 7-C of the Zoning By-law,

Statement of Facts

On May 8, 1957 the petitiomer filed an application with the
Board of Appeal seeking permission to use seid premises for the above-mentioned
use and thereafter due notice of the hearing was given by mailing and publication.

At the hearing the petitioner was represented by Edmund M. Murray
who stated that the property inveolved was purchased by the petitioner and his
wife in 195h, At that time, stated Mr, Murray, Dr. Pollina planned to live on
the second floor of the house and conduct his dentist practice on the first floor.
After making a substantial expenditure to convert the first floor of the house
into a dental office, he found it necessary to remsin temporarily in the home
of his mother who is i1l and cannot go up and down stairs. He rented the apert-
ment with the understanding that he would take oecupancy of the house just as
soon as possible and has been practiecing dentistry on the first floor, It is
the desire of the petitioner te obtain permission fyrom this Beard to continue
his dentist practice on the first floor and %o continue renting the apartment
on the second floor for a temporary perioed until he and his wife and three
children can take occupancy of the second floor apartment, Mr. Murray pointed
out that the dwelling invelved is located within a Ceneral Residence District
and surrounded by two and three family dwellings. He further pointed out its
proximity to Washington Street a main thoroughfare with heavy traffic and its
proximity te St. Paul's Church and a proposed Methodist Church teo be constructed
directly across from it., Mr, Murray stated that, in his opinion; undue hardship
will result to the petitioner if the requested permission is not granted and
the continued use of the property should not in any way prove detrimental to
surrounaing properties.

No objections were raised at the hearing to the granting of the
requested permission,

The Planning Board opposed the granting of the permit in its
report.

Decision

This is a petition to contimue using the premises involved in the
same mammer it has been used for the past several years, Although the petitioner
has been conducting his dentist practice without a permit, it is the opinion of
the Board that the error was not intemtial, No complaints have been received

during this period smd no chjections were made at the hearing to the mammer in
whirh the nreneritr {1a beine eonducted. The netitioner nrovides amnle svace for
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cars which are parked in comnection with his practice so that no traffic
congestion should be created. '

The petitioner plans to move into the dwelling st his first
opportunity and continue his practice as permitted under the Zoning Bywlaw
and it is themmimuepiﬂmofthahwdthatmbatmﬂﬂhudahipmm
result to him if the requested permit is not granted for a temporary period.

The Board unanimously finds, therefore, that the use requested
will not substantially reduce the value of any property within the district
or be otherwise injurious, obmoxious or offensive to the neighborhood,

The Board, therefore, grants the desired permission to allow the
petitioner to continue his déntist practice on the first floor of the house
involved and to contimue renting the second-floor apartment under the condition
that said permit shall expire one year from this date.
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