
Bef~re  the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PmfX: EIEARING-Jaa. 13, 1965 

Appeal #(I50 Paul Shaffer and KMred-  Shaffer Davia, appellants. 

The ZoningAdHlinistratea. District of Columbia, appellee, 

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimouady carried the following Order 
was ehtered om January 13, 1965: 

That the appeal for permission t o  erect a om-story side addition to  
existing automobile repair shop at 924 - 4th Street, N O W . ,  lot 887, sqtzan 
516, be granted conditionally, 

Fromthe records a& the evidence adduced a t  the hearing, the  Board finds 
the foUa#ing facts: 

(1) Appellant's lot, whit& is located i n  the C-3-B Distri ct, has a frontage 
of fifty-five f ee t  .on 4th Street with depths of 100 feet and 80 feet. The 
lo t  contains an area of 50110 square feet  of land, The southern portion of 
th i s  l o t  abuts a 20 fo& wide public al ley which extends t o  30 feet in width 
immediately south of appellant's land. 

(2) Appellant 1s l o t  is  improved with a one-story brick building which is 
utilized for  autambile repairing, i.e. front end alignment. Appellant 
proposes to  erect a one-stow addition on the north side of the building 
40 x 19 feet  i n  siae t o  enlarge the fac i l i t i es  of th i s  repair shop. There is 
a fourteen foot wide driveway from 4th Street into an open area appro-tely 
45 x 35 feet  i n  size which wiU be utilized for  park* cars awaiting and 
af te r  being repaired. 

(3) Property across K Street  and 4th Street is all located in the C-3-B 
District and south of Eye Street property i s  zoned SF. 

(4) The Departnent of Highways and Traffic offers no ob3eotion t o  the 
granting of this appeal, 

(5) The building is not within 25 feet of a residential d i s t r i c t  as a l l  
surrounding property is located i n  the C-3-B District. 

(6) Appellsurt has met a l l  requirements relative t o  a repair garage 
contained i n  Section 7403 paragraphs 7403, ll, 7403.12 and 7403.13 of €he 
Zoning Regulations. 

(7) There was om person in  opposition representing pmpel-ty a t  4 0 2 - 0 ~ ~ 8 - I i  
K Street being lots 859 thru 863, square a 6  immediately north of and abutting 
appellant 'a property. The objection was that  appellant proposes t o  close her 
al ley to erect the proposed adclition. The records of the Mstr ic t  of Columbis 
Indicate that  there i s  no alley t o  be eloaed by appellamt. 




