
Beforethe Board of %ning Adjustment, D.C. 

Appeal -5 Sam ZeU, Philip Hechberg, h a y  Hammerman, e t  al. appellants. 

The 20- Adminiatrator Mst r ic t  of Csltumbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seaonded and ~ u s l y  carried the following O+r 
was entered on hipart 25, 1965 

That the appeal fo r  a variance from the use provisiom of tb C-1 
District t o  establish an automobile repair ahop, including body and fender work, 
in aonjanction with an e d s t i n g  ga8olineservice station a t  4 l 3 1 ~ e s o t a  Avenue, 
N&, l o t  28, s q w e  5077, be denied. 

&s the result of an inspection of the pmpsrty bp the Baard, md fia the 
records and the evldence adduced a t  the hearing, the Board f irds the following 
facts: 

(1) AppellastIr let ,  which is located in the C-1 Ms t r i c t j  has a frontage 
of approrlmately 106 feet  on Kmesotar Avenue and contains an area o f 3 M  squam 
feet. 

(2) The property i s  iqmved  with a two p ~ l p  gasoline service stat ian 
which appellant contends arakea it urncondeal  t o  -rate. He further s ta tes  
that i f  permitted to ohawe the use to an auto repair shop, including body 
and fender work, he would be able t o  keep a tenant on the premises which has 
not been the case i n  the past. 

(3) The coning of the general area consists of C-I4-1 acmes Minnesota 
Avenue which is the location of the railroad tracks of the Baltimore a d  Ohio 
7343.lroad. South of appellantt s lot the ooning is C p l  and northeast of the s i t e  
property i s  lwated as C-X-1 s t r i p  aonimg. To the east the property is aoned 
B-5-A-Mth the exception of two lots adjoining appellantIs property arhieh is 
zoned C-1. 

(4) The C-1 Matr ic t  permits a gasoline service station, without ~zajor 
repair work, through approval of th i s  Board a f te r  plbUe hearing. The C-2 
District requies the same approval except a repair garage also m y  be p e d t t e d  
withoat b e  and fender work. The C-3 M&rict  requires the same approval except 
major repairs including body atad fender work may be p e d t t e d .  The type oi 
operation contenplated by appellant l ~ a y  go into the C-X aad H Matr ic ts  aa a 
matt er-of-r-t. 

(5) Appellant has requested a variance from the  as@ provieions of the C-1 
District and ximet prove, ~ill~bng Other things set  forth in paragraph 8207,ll of 
the Zoning Regulations, that  the lsaa cannot be economically used for  i ts mmd 
purpose. He mast further prove that  the relief reqtaested can be granted without 
substantial detriment t o  the pubfic good and without a u b s t a n t u  impairing the 
intent, phrpcse, and integrity of the eone plsn as embodied In the  Zoning Re,gLlations 
and mp. 

(6) 'ahere was opposition t o  the granting of this appeal regirtered a t  the 
pabUc hearlng by the rdjoinlng property owner at 4l27 Minnesota Avenuewho stated 



that the gasoline station was a nuisance d that a repair shop would be worse, 
She further conteaded that junk cars were there before the l a s t  tenant moved 
and that  teen agers and adults hung out in the garage at night. 

Me are of the opinion that  appellant has fai led t o  prme a hardiship within 
the provieions of paragraph 8207.U. of the Zoning Regtrlationa and further, that  
the granting of this relief would result  i n  substantial detr lmnt t o  the public 
good and would substantially inpair the irrtent, purpose, and integfity of the  
zone plan as embodied i n  the Zoning Regulations and map, 

We are further of the opinion that  the type of business contemplated would 
have adverse a f f e c t 4  uponthe abutting proparty avnsr aa mll as other persanr 
residing nearby on Grant Street and b u l t  Place, 

It is t o  be noted that  the C-1 Matr ic t  was established t o  provide r e t a i l  
and personal remice establlshmntrs for  a nmn'll t r ibutsrg area, whereas this 
type of business requires a C-M or M .toning to be permitted as a matterof-right. 


