
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

Appeal #8071 Loui Levy, e t  a l .  appellants, 

The Zoning Administrator Dis t r ic t  of Columbia, appellee, 

On motion duly made, seconded and camied with Messrs. Davis and Scrivener 
dissenting, the following Order was entered on Febltlam 23, 1965: 

That the appeal fo r  a variance from the provisions of Section 7204,l 
of the Zoning Regulations t o  permit parking spaces l e s s  than 19 fee t  i n  length 
and t o  permit the off-street parking access a i s l e  t o  be used f o r  loading berth 
a t  3218 Wisconsin Avenue, M.W., l o t  812, square 1920, be granted, 

Fromthe records and the evidence adduced a t  the hearing, the Board finds 
the following fac t s  r 

(1) Appellant 1s l o t  has a f rorr ta~e of f i f t y  f e e t  on Wisconsin 4,enue and 
a depth of approximately 164 fee t  t o  a 20 foot wide public a l l ey  in the rear. 

(2) The proposed ten-story apartment building on t h i s  l o t  w i l l  contain 
40 efficiency and 19 one-bedroom u n i t s  for  a t o t a l  of 59 uni ts  which w i l l  a l l  
be furnished units. 

(3) Appellant will provide 20 off-street parking spaces on the r e a r  of 
t h i s  prope t y  which meets the  requirements of the  Zoning Regulations except tha t  
seven of the  spaces wi l l  be sixteen fee t  eight inches i n  length rather Fhan 
nineteen f e e t  as required by the Zoning Mgulations. Further, the off-street 
loading berth w i l l  b e  located within the s ~ e Y f o o t  wide parking a is le ,  

(4) Appellant s t a t e s  that  inasmuch as  the  building w i l l  be ent i re ly  
furnished there is  no actual need fo r  the  loading berth as  the  occupants 
w i l l  not require moving of furniture i n  and out, 

(5 Appellant s t a t e s  th t a survey of apartments of t h i s  type indicates 
that  ap b roximately one-fourth of the rented spaces f o r  automobiles are  used 
by compacts. 

(6) There was no objection t o  the  granting of t h i s  appeal registered a t  t h e  
public hearing. 

We are of the opinion t h ~ t  appellant has proven a case of hardship within 
the meaning of Section 8207,ll of the Zoning Re ul-*tions due t o  the narrowness 
of the l o t  i n  qaestion which w i l l  not permit the number of spaces, 9 x 19 fee t  
ia size, t o  be located on the property. 

We a re  further of the opinion aht due t o  the type of occupancy proposed for 
t h i s  building, i,e,, furnished apartment units, that  very l i t t l e  use w i l l  be made 
of the  loading berth, and tha t  the provision of seven parking spaces 1618" i n  
length and thir teen spaces 9 x 19' w i l l  provide adequate off-street parking 
accommodations f o r  the type of occupancy proposed i n  appellant 's  building, 



In view of t he  above finding of f a c t  and opinion it i s  the  Board's 
f u r t he r  opinion t h a t  t h i s  r e l i e f  can be granted without subs tan t ia l  d e t d n e n t  
to the  public good and without subs tan t ia l ly  i n p a i r i ~ ?  t h e  in ten t ,  purpose 
and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone plan as embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and map. 


