
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- December 13, 1972 

Appl ica t ion  No. 11203 Ivan  E. Jenkins ,  appe l l an t .  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, appe l lee .  

On motion duly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  t h e  fol lowing 
Order of t h e  Board was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of January 23, 1973. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - -  March 16, 1973 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  permission t o  e r e c t  an  apartment bu i ld ing  
i n  accordance wi th  Sec t ion  3105.42 a t  1215 49th S t r e e t ,  N. E., Lots 54, 
55, 806 and 53, Square 5173, be GRANTED, 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. Subjec t  p rope r ty  i s  loca ted  i n  an R-5-A D i s t r i c t  which is 
def ined  by t h e  Zoning Regulat ions a s  an a r e a  of gene ra l  r e s idences ;  
low dens i ty .  

2. A t  t h e  p re sen t  t ime t h e  s u b j e c t  p roper ty  is  undeveloped but  
a p p l i c a n t  proposes t o  e r e c t  a  twelve (12) u n i t  apartment bu i ld ing .  

3. The proposed f a c i l i t y  w i l l  be t h r e e  s t o r i e s  bounded by 
Eas t e rn  Avenue, Minnesota Avenue, and Meade S t r e e t ,  N. E. The f a c i l i t y  
would provide two (2) bedroom (16) u n i t s  wi th  t h e  remaining 113 a s  
one bedroom u n i t s .  (This is a  combining of t h e  Board of Zoning 
Adjustment Cases No. 11203 and 11204). 

4. On August 30, 1972, t h e  Board of Education of t h e  D i s t r i c t  
of Columbia submitted a  l e t t e r  t o  t h e  f i l e  i n  which they  r e f e r r e d  t o  
t h e  proposed p r o j e c t  a s  no t  con t r ibu t ing  t o  "overcrowding" of s tuden t s  
t o  t h e  schools  i n  t h i s  v i c i n i t y .  

5. On September 7,  1972, t h e  Nat iona l  Cap i t a l  Planning Commission 
of t he  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia submit ted a  l e t t e r  t o  t he  f i l e  i n  which 
they  recommended favorab ly  t o  t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment t h a t  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n  he re in ,  be granted.  

6. On August 31, 1972, t h e  Of f i ce  of Housing Programs submit ted 
a  l e t t e r  t o  t h e  f i l e  i n  which they  recommended favorab ly  t h a t  t h e  Board 
of Zoning Adjustment g ran t  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  he re in .  
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7. Opposi t ion was voiced a t  t h e  pub l i c  hear ing  by t h e  Deanwood 
C i t i z e n s  Assoc ia t ion ;  t h a t  oppos i t i on  charged ' I s  t r ip-zoning1 '  and 
poor planning f o r  t he  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t i e s  by app l i can t .  

OPINION: 

A f t e r  c a r e f u l  examination of t h e  e n t i r e  record  involved i n  t h e  
case h e r e i n ,  t h i s  Board is  of t h e  op in ion  t h a t  t h i s  proposal  is not  
i n c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  t h e  surrounding community a s  it e x i s t s ,  nor  o f f e n s i v e  
t o  i t s  o b j e c t i v e s ,  and hence g r a n t s  t h e  app l i ca t i on .  

We a r e  s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has  planned t h i s  p r o j e c t  
w i t h i n  t h e  scope of t h e  e x i s t i n g  R-5-A mul t i - fami ly  zone. It has  been 
demonstrated t o  our  s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  t h a t  development f o r  s i n g l e  fami ly  
s a l e s  housing would not be compatible wi th  t h i s  land use p a t t e r n .  
S ing l e  family housing would be d i f f i c u l t  t o  market a t  t h i s  l oca t ion .  

We note  t h a t  a l l  r e l a t e d  c i t y  agenc ies  have submit ted f avo rab l e  
recommendations wi thout  which t h i s  Board would no t  have considered 
g ran t ing  t h e  app l i ca t i on .  

We understand and a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  gene ra l  oppos i t i on  which was 
voiced a t  t he  pub l i c  hea r ing ,  bu t  we remind t h a t  oppos i t ion ,  t h a t  t h i s  
Board does not  zone p rope r ty  w i t h i n  t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, t h a t  i s  
t h e  f u n c t i o n  of t h e  Zoning Commission. 

I n  t h i s  R-5-A D i s t r i c t  a l l  new r e s i d e n t i a l  developments a r e  by law 
reviewed. I n  accordance w i th  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions a l l  s tandards  have 
been met by t h e  app l i can t .  

BY ORDER OF THE D,  C, BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED : 

BY 

GEORGE A,  GROGAN 
S e c r e t a r y  of t h e  Board 

THAT THE ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS 
ONLY UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING AND/OR OCCUPANCY PERMIT IS  
FILED W I T H  THE DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT WITHIN A PERIOD OF 
SIX MONTHS AFTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORDER. 


