GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT

.pplication No. 14747 of the Associated Movement of the
Apostolic Faith, Inc., pursuant to 11 DCME 3107.2, for a
variance from the off-street parking requirements
(Sub-section 210¢1.1), and & variance f{rom the rear vard
requirements (Sub-section 774.1) to construct an addition to
a church in a C~2-A District at premises 1524 Good Hope
Road, S.E., (Sguare 5606, Lot 9).

HEARING DATE: February 17, 1988
DECISICN DATE: February 17, 1988 (Bench Decision)

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1. The subject sife is located on the north side of
Good Hope Road between Minnesota Avenue and 16th Street and
is known as premises 1524 Good Hope Road, S.E. It is zoned
C-2-A,

2. The site is irregular in shape with a frontage of
21.0 feet along Good Hope Road and a depth of 105.6 feet on
the west and 110.5 feet on the east.

3. The site 1is currently developed with a one-story
brick church building which has existed on the site for
approximately twenty-two vears. The site abuts a twenty

foot wide public alley to the rear.

4. The applicant is seeking a variance from the
parking reguirements of the Zoning Regulations to allow the
construction of a proposed addition to the existing structure.

5. The applicant proposes to construct a one-story
addition measuring approximately 25.6 by 21 feet which will
house a general purpose room.

6. The proposed addition will replace a one-story
garage/storage shed which previously occupied most of the
portion of the site on which the proposed addition will be
constructed. The garage/storage shed was built at the rear
property line with an open walkway from the alley to the
rear entrance of the church with an open separation between
the structure and the existing church of approximately five
feet in width. Several burglaries at the church occurred
through the rear entrance which was shielded from view from
the the alley by the garage structure. The garage/storage
shed structure was razed for security reasons,.
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7. The proposed addition will be set back from the
property line approximately 2.5 feet and will directly
adjoin the existing church.

8. The sanctuary of the existing church has a capacity
for 100 people. The church has a congregation of forty-five
members. The proposed addition will not increase the

capacity of the sanctuary nor does the applicant expect the
membership of the church to increase as a result of the
proposed addition.

9. Generally not more than six privately owned vehicles
are used by members of the congregation and parked during
any given service. The hours of operation are from 11:00
A.M. through 1:00 P.M. and 7:30 P.M. through 9:00 P.M. on
Sundays. On Wednesdays, Fridays and Saturdays, the church
is open from 7:30 P.M. through 9:30 P.M. The applicant has
received no complaints regarding problems with parking on
the adjacent street created by members of the congregation,

10. The applicant does not propose to provide any
on-site parking. The applicant has made arrangements tc use
the paerking facilities of a nearby used car dealership on
sSundays. Ample on-street parking 1is available on
neighboring streets.

11. The narrow width of the let would preclude the
provision of more than two vehicles on the site even if the
proposed addition were not constructed.

12. Advisory Neighborhood Commission (ANC) 6C, by
representative at the hearing and by letter dated February
5, 1988, opposed the application. The ANC representative
testified that the opposition was based on the belief that
the proposed addition would result in an increase in the
membership of the church and, therefore, increase the demand
for parking in the area. The ANC written report does not
identify specific issues and concerns.

13. By memorandum dated February 5, 1988, the Office of
Planning (OP) offered no objection to the granting of the
applicaticn with the condition that the church obtain
permission for parishioners to park on neighboring properties
during Sunday Services. The OP was of the opinion that the
applicant is precluded from providing the required on-site
parking because it is landlocked by developed property. The
Board concurs with the recommendation of the OP,

14. There was no opposition at the public hearing or of
record.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND COPINION:

Based on the Findings of Fact and the evidence of
record, the Board concludes that the applicant is seeking an



BZA APPLICATION NG, 14747
PAGE 3

area variance, the granting of which requires a showing
through substantial evidence of a practical difficulty upon
the owner arising out of some unique or exceptional condition
of the property such as exceptional narrowness, shallowness,
shape or topographical conditions. The Board further must
find that the relief requested can be granted without
substantial detriment to the public good and that it will
not substantially impair the intent, purpose and integrity
cf the zone plan.

Section 2101.1 of the Zoning Regulations requires that
fifteen parking spaces be provided for a church in the C-2-A

zone. The applicant will be providing no on-site spaces,
necessitating a variance of 100 percent. The Board concludes
that the applicant has met the burden of proof. The narrow

width of the subject site, the adjoining developed land and
public alley, and the existing structure preclude strict
compliance with the provisions of the Zoning Regulations,
Ample additional parking is available for the parking needs
of the churech on a nearby lot.

The Board further concludes that granting the proposed
relief will not cause substantially detriment to the public
good and will not substantially impair the intent, purpose
and integrity of the zone plan. Accordingly, it is hereby
ORDERED that the application is GREANTED SUBJECT to the
CONDITION that the Certificate of Occupancy shall issue for
the period for which the applicant can demonstrate the
provision of six off-street parking spaces within 1,000 feet
of the subject site.

VOTE: 5-0 (Elliott Carrcll, Charles R. Norris, Paula L.
dewell, William F, McIntosh and Carrie L.
Thornhill to grant).

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

ATTESTED BY:

EDWARD L. CURRY (
Executive Director

MAY | 6 1988
FINAL DATE OF ORDER:
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UNDER 11 DCMR 3103.1, "NO DECISION OR ORDER OF THE BOARD
SHALL TAKE EFFECT UNTIL TEN DAYS AFTER HAVING BECOME FINAL
PURSUANT TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE
BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT."

THIS ORDER OF THE BOARD IS5 VALID FOR A PERIOCD OF SIX MONTHS
AFTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORDER, UNLESS WITHIN SUCH
PERIOD AN APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING PERMIT OR CERTIFICATE
OF CCCUPANCY IS8 FILED WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND
REGULATORY ATFFAIRS.
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