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

Appl ica t ion  No. 11553, o f  Washington Sheraton Corporat ion,  
pursuant  t o  S e c t i o n  8207.11 f o r  a  va r i ance  t o  cont inue  t h e  
ope ra t ion  of a  t r ansmis s ion  tower and mobile b u i l d i n g  i n  t h e  
R-5-B zone a t  t h e  premise l o c a t e d  a t  2660 Woodley Road, N. W . ,  
Lots 0025, 0823, 0824, Square 2132. 

HEARING DATE: February 13,  1974 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: February 21, 1974 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  is  imporved w i t h  a  h o t e l  from 
which a p p e l l a n t  l e a s e s  space  f o r  a  t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t  ion.  

2 .  The Appl icant  a l l e g e s  t h a t  t h e  b u i l d i n g  is r e q u i r e d  
t o  house communications equipment and t h a t  no a d d i t i o n a l  space  
w i t h i n  t h e  h o t e l  i s  a v a i l a b l e  a t  t h i s  t i m e .  The a p p e l l a n t  a l s o  
a l l e g e d  t h a t  t h e  tower and mobile b u i l d i n g  w i l l  b e  enclosed 
wi th  a  t e n  (10) f o o t  fence  which is locked a t  a l l  t imes.  

3 .  The prev ious  va r i ance  gran ted  a p p l i c a n t  was condi-  
t i o n e d  f o r  a  pe r iod  of 2% y e a r s ,  s u b j e c t  t o  renewal a t  t h e  
d i s c r e t i o n  of t h e  Board upon t h e  f i l i n g  of a  new a p p l i c a t i o n ,  
BZA Order No. 10625 da ted  December 17,  1970. 

4. There is no evidence of record  i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  
a p p l i c a n t  a t tempted t o  make space  i n  t h e  h o t e l  f o r  t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  
i n  ques t ion  o r  t o  c o n s t r u c t  a  permanent s t r u c t u r e  t o  house i ts  
comrnunicat ions  equipment. 

5. No oppos i t i on  was r e g i s t e r e d .  

CONCLUSIONS O F  LAW: 

Based upon t h e  above Findings of F a c t ,  t h e  Board is of 
t h e  op in ion  t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has  not  proved a  hardsh ip  which 
t h e  Board must u s e  as a b a s i s  f o r  g r a n t i n g  a use  var iance .  The 
use  i n  ques t ion  was g ran ted  c o n d i t i o n a l l y  f o r  2% y e a r s ,  dur ing  
which t ime t h e  a p p l i c a n t  made no a t tempt  t o  l o c a t e  space f o r  t h e  
communications equipment, nor t o  c o n s t r u c t  permanent f a c i l i t i e s  
t o  accommodate i ts  needs. The a l l e g a t i o n s  of ha rdsh ip  pu t  
f o r t h  by t h e  a p p l i c a n t  do not  e s t a b l i s h  a  c i rcumstance unique 
t o  t h e  a p p l i c a n t ' s  p r o p e r t y  a s  r e q u i r e d  by t h e  va r i ance  c l a u s e .  
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T h e  B o a r d  concludes t h a t  the  g r a n t i n g  of a u s e  variance i n  t h i s  
case w i t h o u t  facts  d e m o n s t r a t i n g  t h e  existence of a hardship 
w o u l d  be an i m p a i r m e n t  of t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose, and i n t e g r i t y  
of t h e  zoning r egu la t ions  and m a p .  

ORDERED : 

T h a t  t h e  above appl ica t ion be DENIED.  

VOTE: 4-0, (Mr .  H a r p s  absent, not  v o t i n g )  

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

/ 

ATTESTED By:  ,' -- tf /&LAC- 
, JAMES E .  MILLER 

(/Secretary t o  t h e  B o a r d  

F I N A L  DATE OF ORDER: A P R  1 1 


