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

PUBLIC HEARING--February 17, 1965 

Appeal #8051 Abraham Chaifetz ,  appel lan t .  

The Zoning Administrator  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee.  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d  t h e  following 
Order was entered  on February 23, 1965: 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appealfor  a var iance  from t h e  minimum l o t  a r e a  
requirements of t h e  R-1-B D i s t r i c t  t o  permit e r e c t i o n  of two detached 
single-family dwellings ad jacent  t o  3148 Westover Drive, S.E., l o t s  
98, 99 and 100, square 5662, be granted.  

From t h e  record  and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  hearing, t h e  Board 
f i n d s  t h e  fol lowing f a c t s :  

(1) Appel lan t ' s  l o t s  have a f ron tage  of 105 f e e t  on Westover Drive 
and depths of approximately 79 f e e t .  The l o t s  a s  subdivided w i l l  have 
f rontages  of 50 and 55 f e e t  on Westover Drive and approximately 79 
f e e t  depths. The l o t s  con ta in  a r e a s  of 3950 and 3904.30 square f e e t  
of land  which i s  approximately 50 square  f e e t  d e f i c i e n t  on one l o t  
and approximately 96 square f e e t  on t h e  o ther .  

(2) Appel lan t ' s  proper ty  was i n  s i n g l e  ownership on o r  before  
November 1, 1957 and t h e r e f o r e  appe l l an t  i s  permi t ted  t o  subdivide 
t h e  proper ty  i n t o  l o t s  meeting 80% of t h e  a r e a  and width requirements 
s e t  f o r t h  i n  Sec t ion  3301.1 of t h e  Zoning Regulations, which i n  t h i s  
i n s t ance  would be 4000 square f e e t  per  l o t .  Appel lan t ' s  l o t s  meet 
t h e  minimum l o t  width requirements.  (Sect ion 3301.1 r equ i re s  under 
normal r egu la t ions  5,000 square f e e t  of land  a r e a  and 50 f e e t  width 
of l o t s ) .  

(3) The topography of t h e  l o t  i s  s t eep  wi th  a s lope  of about 
38% from t h e  f r o n t  down t o  t h e  r ea r .  

(4) An in spec t ion  of t h e  p l a t  book i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  a t  
l e a s t  two dozen l o t s  i n  t h i s  block of Westover Drive which a r e  under- 
s i z e  i n  a r e a  and width and/or i n  a r e a  o r  width. 

(5) There was ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal  r e g i s t e r e d  
a t  t h e  pub l i c  hearing. The g r e a t  major i ty  of those  i n  oppos i t ion  were 
a g a i n s t  any r e l a x a t i o n  of zoning requirements and s t r e s s e d  t h e  difficul- 
t i e s  t h a t  would be encountered i n  making any use  of t h e  s t e e p  s i t e .  

OPINION : 

f i e  Board i s  of t h e  opinion t h a t  appe l l an t  has proven except ional  
and undue hardship  inherent  i n  t h e  land  r e s u l t i n g  i n  undue hardship 
upon t h e  owner. It i s  our f u r t h e r  opinion t h a t  t o  l i m i t  t h e  appe l l an t  
t o  only one dwelling on t h i s  l a r g e  proper ty  would r e s u l t  i n  p e c u l i a r  
and except ional  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t o  or  except ional  and undue 
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hardship upon the owner. If the original property contained only 
about 146 square feet more, the appellant could subdivide and erect 
two buildings as a matter of right. 

We are further of the opinion that, in view of construction on 
both sides of this Drive with dwellings on sub-standard lots, that 
this relief can be granted without substantially impairing the intent, 
purpose, and integrity of the zone plan as embodied in the Zoning 
Regulations and Maps. 


