
Before the Board of Zoning ~?ustm8nt, D.C. 

Appeal @297 Mr. aad &s, C. A. Winltler, appellants. 

The Zoning Addnisrtrator District of Colilmbis, appellee. 

On mt ioa  duly made, seconded and umnbously carried the following Order 
was entered on h g u e t  25, 1965: 

That the appeal fo r  a vadanoe fmn the provisions of Section 3301 
of the Zoning Begalations requiring 900 square f e e t  of land area per unit for  
dbmrersisn of two-fmily f l a t  into a three-wsit apartment building at 521 - 8th 
St, N a,, lot f 33, rquare 9l4, be granted. 

From a e  mcorda and the evidence adduced a t  the hearing, the  B& finds 
the following factsr 

(1) Appellant Ir lot has a frontage of 16 feet  on 8th Street, a depth of 
approrilaately ll0 feet  and contains an area of 1964 aquare feet of land. 

(2) The l& i. bplpved with a two-atom and h ~ m s n t  brick rtrpcture, 
and is ptilised as s delicatessen and anapamnt  on the f i m t  f leor  and 
two families on the aecond iloor. Appellant dosires tcm ut i l i s e  the building 
as it exist8 . The delicatessen Is open seven days ax week 15 hours a dq. 

(3) The bt oontains an area of 1961, square feet  of land whereas re@ationrr 
i n  the S 4  District require 2700 square feet  of land in order t o  oonvert to 
three units. In t h i s  h t a n c a  appellant Mends t o  laeke no changes in the 
building nor i n  the occupanoy thered.  

(4) There was no objection t o  the graating of t h i m  appeal registered a t  
the pub- hearing. 

We are of the eplnionthat appellant has proven a hardrship wiPhin the 
maning of the variance clause of the statute, and that a daaiat of the reqrtiest 
will result in pewUar and exceptional practical. difficulties and exceptional 
and andue hardship uponthe mmr. 

We are further of the opinion that t h i s  rel ief  can be granted without 
substantial detrlmnt t o  the pubUu gwd and without rubetantiaUy impairing 
the intent, purpcse, and integrity of the %one plan as d o d i e d  in  the Zoning 
kgulationsr and map. 


