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'fhe Nietropalitan PolicAe Department, by letter dated play
12, ~_9f37, repo :~:ted that the subject property at one
time was t2~e scene of criminal actin,i_ties and related
incidents, very few of ~7hich impacted adversel~r on the
community . At present, haweve .r, the area hay-
the lowest crime rates far the ~`~aird District .
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any tFntative approval giver by the FiF=I2B far
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bargaining about terms anc~ canstantlzT c~emandinc?
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TSION

In cor;~~ideration a.f the Findings of Fact and Canclusi_ons of
Law herein, the i~ia~tY-ic°t of Columbia Zon?_v~g Commiss~
hereby orders DFNLAL~ o ~ the application which rE~queste
pane

	

change

	

gram

	

R®5-~3

	

tca

	

C-2-~

	

lot

	

E Q

	

i.n

	

Square

	

? 1C},
locaf ed at

	

1.7C~~
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2~th Street,
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Vote of the 2orxina Camm
June ~, 1Q$7> 4-0 $John G .
George T~ . ~l:ite ~.nd Lindsle
~~at:raews, riot voting, having recu

aken at the pu~~l.ic~ ar~eeting of
sons, I~iaybelle T, Bennett,

~..iams, to den4>>~ ~'a.tricia N .
herself .

Order was adopted ~;y t.-he Zanin.g C.ammissior~
t.ing held on July 1.3, 1387, by a vote of ~-~., Q John

l~aybel._1_e i` . Bennett, George M,
indsley GIill.iams, to deny ; Pat~r_~cia N . NIath:e~~Js, not vatir?c~,
~~ing recused herself .

1n accordance with 11 DCT~R, Section 3Q28, this oY°der is
final and effective Capon public~atian in the ~ .C . Recr~.stera

on
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