
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 
PUBLIC HEARING-May 12, 1965. 

Appeal #l92 National Education Association of the  U. S. appellant.  

The Zoning Administrator D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, ap-jellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously ca r r i ed  t h e  following Order 
was entered on May 17, 1965: 

That the  appeal  t o  e rec t  an  addi t ion t o  t h e  NEA Building; f o r  approval 
of roof s t ruc tu res  under t h e  provisions of Section 3308 of  the  Zoning Regulations; 
f o r  a va r ia  ce from the  FAR requirements of t he  SP D i s t r i c t  t o  ,permit sa id  
addition, a% f o r  permission t o  provide parking an l o t s  34 and 828, being 
o ther  than t h e  l o t  upon whichthe main building i s  located a t  t h e  northeast corner 
of 16th  and M S t r e s t s ,  N.W., l o t s  827, 825, 830, 34 and 828, square 196, be 
granted f o r  t he  following reasons: 

(1) The Board f i nds  t h a t  t he  e rec t ion  of t h i s  addi t ion w i l l  be i n  harmony 
with ex i s t i ng  uses on neighboring o r  adjacent  property, and t h a t  it w i l l  not 
create  dangerous or  o ther  objectionable t r a f f i c  conditions. 

(2) The Board f i nds  t ha t  appellant  has proven a hardship wi thin  the  p r o d -  
s ions  of Section 8207.11 of the  Zoning Regulations a s  t h e  excess FAR i n  this 
addi t ion amounts t o  only approximately 279 square f e e t  per. f l o o r  being s l i g h t l y  
i n  excess of t h e  permitted FAR requirements f o r  the SP Dis t r i c t .  The Board 
f e e l  s t h a t  t o  c ame  an  adjustment of t he  design los ing the  b m e f i t  of standard 
bay space and a rea ,  a s  t he  f l o o r  areas  conform wFth t h e  standard bay within t he  
ex i s t ing  building. The Board f e e l s  t h i s  would be undue hardship upon t h e  
appellant .  The Board fu r t he r  f inds  t h a t  t h i s  r e l i e f  can be granted without 
subs t an t i a l  detriment t o  the  public good and without subs tan t ia l ly  impiring 
the  i n t en t ,  purpose, and i n t e g r i t y  d t h e  zone plan as embodied i n  the  Zoning 
Regulations and map. 

(3) The Board f i nds  t h a t  t h e  enclosure on t he roof of t h i s  proposed 
addi t ionfor  service  equipment w i l l  harmonize wi th  t h e  main s t ruc tu rg  i n  
a r ch i t e c tu r a l  character ,  mater ia l  and color. 

( k )  The Board f inds  t h a t  it i s  economically impracticable t o  l oca t e  these  
off-street  parking spaces wi th in  the  p r inc ipa l  building o r  on t h e  same l o t  
on which s a id  building is  located due t o  U t e d  s i z e  of the  property. The 
Board fu r t he r  f inds  t h a t  these  parking spaces and a l l  f a c i l i t i e s  i n  r e l a t i o n  
the re to  a r e  so  designed t h a t  they a r e  not l i k e l y  t o  become objectionable t o  
adjoining o r  nearby property because of noise, t r a f f i c ,  o r  o ther  objectionable 
conditions, 

(5) The Department o f  Highuays and Tra f f i c  o f f e r s  no objection t o  t he  
granting of t h i s  appeal. 

(6) There was no object ion t o  the  granting o f  t h i s  appeal regis tered 
at  t h e  public hearing. 


