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Petition of Chrysler Motors Corporation

Pursusnt te due notice the Bosrd of Appeal held a public heering
in the hearing room on the second floor of the Town Hell at 8:40 p.m. on
Mzy 25, 1967, on the petiticn of Chrysler Motors Corporation, requesting a
special permit or exception and the approvel of plans for the construction
of & building, to be used for an sutomobile sales and servire establishment
at 96 Worcester Street on property now owned by Thomas &. DiMeurs, Loulge E,
DiMeura, and Paul W, DiMaurs, Trustees, Sald petition wes requested under
the provisions of Section X of the Zoning By-law,

Williem A, Cross, sttorney, represented the petitioner at the
hearing.

Thomas J. Eggleston, attorney for Chrysler Moters Corporation,
Detroit, Mich., alsc spoke in favor of the petition,

The following spoke in opposition to the granting of the request:
Jecob Bryer; 19 Bescon Street, Begton, sttorney for Rose Cloppa, 11k Worcester
Street, Paul Flanagan, 8 Dearborn Street, Thomes ¥Wilédman, 3 Park Plsce,
Jogeph M. Webster, 13 Deerborn Street, Carl Siegel, 6 Dearborn Street, end
Jemes and Rita Doherty, 21 Dearborn Street.

The Planning Boaré opposed the granting of the reaest and
suggested thst such & request should more appropristely be brought before
Towm Meetinc.

On May 5, 1967, the petitioner Piled its request for z hearing
before this Boerd and thereafiter due notice of the hearing wes glven by
mailing and publicstion,

Stetement of Faclsg

The parcel of lend involved is located within e Limited Business
Tistrict end contalne epproximately 110,000 sgrere Teci. It 1s located on
the southerly side of Toute 9, Vorcester Sireet, neer the intersecticn of
loute 128 end directly cppesite the Commomweslih of Vepsechusetis, Depari-
ment of Public Works Meintenance T'epot. '

The petiticner iy eppesrently & lessee of the premiges, holding &
lesse for @ term of twenty-five years with en oplion to renew for en sddi-
tionel twenty-five yeers snd an option to terminate if 1t fails to obtain the
permiesion here sought., It geeks permission to build end operete an zutomo-
bile seles and service esteblishment which will be conducted under & Class 1
Dealership lieense, In connection with thisg, petitioner proposes io canstruct
& one-story building having an area of epproximstely 25,000 squere feet with
provision for perking cers en the roof, It would consist of a show room,
general offices, service department, parts depariment and storage space,

1t was contended at the hearing thet there is 2 need for the

proposed establighment snd that such use of the ares would not result in any
detriment to the gublic good and would not derogste from the intent or purpcse
of the Zonine Re.lew any move then some of the eneeificallv suthoriped nees,
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Letivities and uses such as a hotel, motel or inn were said te generate
peak traffic perieds. 2An automobive sales and service establishment, in
the opinion of the petitioner, would net only tend te generate less traffic
but the additional traffic actually generated weuld flew in a mere normal
pattern. It was further arpued that while some cars woiuld be repaired, it
would be only those serviced by the company.

A brief was submitted which outlined in detail the petitioner's
belief that an auntemobile retail sales and service establishment is similar
to, Yone or more of the uses specifically authorized," and facts which, in
the opinion of the petitioner, wonld warrant the Beard's granting the request.
It was stressed that the proposed use of the property is gimilar in nature
to the actual uees aleng Route 9 in the area, and that the preposed use would
net preve detrimental to the area.

Plane were submitted, drawn by Cheney Fngineering Co., Inc., dated
Varch 16, 1967, which showed the preposed lecation of the bullding on the let,
elevations and exterior materials and fleor layouts. ©Said plans also indicated
utilities, landscape data as well as provisions for off-street parking facilities,
service reads, curb cuts and drainage.

) Decision

The Reoard has made a careful study of 2ll the facts in this case
arnéd hae viewsd and is thoroughly familiar with the locus.

Section X 3. of the Zoning By-law specifies the uses authorized
within a Limited Pusiness Distriet, namely, "hetel, motel, inn and a
restaurant operated in conjunction with such hetel, motel, or inn, and any
additional use for which the Reard of Appesl may grant permission in a
gpecific case, as hersinafter provided in fection XXIV, after the determina-
tion by it that the provosed use is similar to one or more of the uses
specifically aunthorized by this section....”

Althoueh the Board is impressed with the thorough and well documented
case presented br petitioner, it disagrees with ite conclusions fer the
following reascns, basing its denizl of petitioner's request on each such
reason independent cf the others:

1. The proposed vse is not similar t¢ cne of the usce
gpecifically authorized within the meanine of the
pertinent provisions of the Zoning Ey-law. Petitionmer
cites Plsckt's Law Dictionary for its definition of
fgimilery as ¥nearly coreesponding; regembling In
nmany respects; somewhat like, having a general like-

i necse' ThHe only peint of sivilarity, if any, between

the preposed use and those specificslly wentioned in

Section X, 3, lies in the retail aspect of the activiiy.

- It is neteworthy in this connection that the only

=5 commodity permitted to be sold by Section X. 3, is foed

ff ‘ ard then only in connection with the hotel, motel or

L inn ocperation. The product sales contemplated by the

i proposed use here is not incidental. It seems self-

evident that the Town Meeting, had it wished, could
have expressly authorized the retail sale of all goods
and services in Limited Businese Districts.
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We agree with petitioner that "the meaning te be given
to gpecific werds and phrases must conform and yvield

to0 a harmoniocus general purpose. 5o viewed, and

whether the words "uses specifically authorized by

thig section® be regarded as referring enly te hetel,
motel and inn uses (with incidental restaurant use) or
more broadly teo all these uses authorized in Single
Residence and Administrative and Professional Districts
as well, the Beard reaches the same comclusion, that the
proposed use is not similar te one or mere of the uses
specifically authorized. By the same token the Beard
would net feel that the authorizetion in Section IX. 2,
of incidental light mamufacturing would autherize all types
of marufacturing in e Limited Businese District.

5, The Board also disagrees with petitioner's contentien
that its case is not governed by the let coverage limita-
tion contained in Section X. 3 (b); we find no basie for
such conclusion and find petiticner's plans deficient in this

respect.

3, The Board is not of the opinion that petitioner's plans
make adequate provisien fer imsuring that the premises will
not be unsichtly and for insuring compliance with the pro-
visione of Section XVI prohibiting uses which are injurious
to the welfare ef the community er harmful te property
therein. An establishment for the sale of mew and /for used
motor vehicles and feor the servicing and repair of same 1is
not genmerally regarded as a perticularly sttractive addition
te a local community such as the one in cuestion. A plan
which contemplates the parking of motor vehicles on the roof
of the prineipal building is even less desirable.

Petitiener has frankly recognized the intersst of the Town and
other owners of property in the area in the proper development of this parevel
hoth from the standpoint of its economic effect on the tax base and its
economic offedt and aesthetic impect on other properties in the community.

e disagree with petitioner that the proposed use will be good for the community
in these respect8, The Town Meetine has expressed its judgment on this aspect
of the case in estatblishing the Zoming By-lew in its present forme It ig
perhape significant thet the Wellesley Comprehensive Plan hae subscribed to

the seme point of view with reepect to developwent of this areca. Moreover, it
ig noteworthy thet the Comprehensive Plen categerizes suto body repeir &8 an
ﬁlﬁéﬁgffig%nt??g Service,” e find thet there is no substentiel herdship.

. ;écccrdingly, the requested permission is Cepied and the pebition
- fe dlemissed. -
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UTILITIES TC BE NSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH CURRENT RULES AND REGUL_ATIONS
CF THE DEPAPTMEMNTS OF PUBLIC WORKS OF THE TOWN OF WELLESLEY; THE COMMONWEALTH
OF MASSACHUSETTS, AND THE METROPOLITAN DISTRICT COMMISSION , WHERE APPLICABLI
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CHENEY ENGINEERING CO INC
MARCH 18,1967

NEEDHAM , MASS.




