
The Zoning Admiatstrator Mstr ic t  of C o ~ l a ,  appellee. 

On motiomr duly made, aeceMed &d oarrid with &. D a r b  dirsenting, the 
following Order was entered on October 19, 1965: 

lhat the appeal t c  provide accessory autemobile parking on lot. 15, 
16, 8, 800, 801, 9 and 7, square 3929, to  serve propoeed Gbmt Food Stores located 
on the northwest corner of l2th and Lawrence Streets, I.Ees be denled. 

As the result nf inspemction of the property by the Board, and iron the 
S ~ Q O ~ ~ S  and the erldenee adduced a t  the hearing, the bard finds the foUoubg 
facts: 

(1) Appellant1 s property has a frontage of 300 feet on L a m a 0  Street, 
100 feet on lhroe Street Qdl 150 feet on 12th Streef. flhe pmpr ty  contains an 
area of apprcxdmately 68,000 sqasre feet of land, 

(2) The property somd C-1 f o r  a depth of ID0 feet paralleling U t h  Street. 
The proposed store would be on the C-1 portion of the property aad the rsmainder of 
the prop~rty loeated in  the B-1-B District would be used for off-rtreet par-. 

(3) -bit #23 is a traffio oount by Burton He S&on far the proposed 
Giarmt Food Stme st.12th and Lawrence Stmet, N.E, 

(4) *bit #29 is s atatamsnt by John F.bonshae, real estate apprainer, 
describing the pmposed location of the atore with parking, oormnemial faoi l i t ies  
on 12th Stroet and &velapent i n  the mneral area. 

(5) Ihrhibit #28 l a  s &at-t of Staaler M. Spbaek of the Focd 
Store w h l ~ h  deals with a auwy for the need of tbi8  atore, sa well as the paridne 
situation and t raff lc  in Che hmedlate area of the proposed store. 

(6) -bit #22 is a statement of Donald N. Coapard, architect, in hi& 
he rtrmaes the need for off-street parking on the residential portion o f t h a  
prog+rtr. 

(7) The bparbmnt of Illghuaya and Traffic offers no ob3ectian to the 
granting of this appeal. 

(8) lbdzibit #2 i s  a plat rh~wlng lecatioa of the proposed grocrery &om 
togsther with off-stmet parka.  

(9) 'Ihe puking upaces would be located In theis extlreQ within 200 feet  
o f t h e  us* t o  whioh they are swersory and lmtnediately ~ o ~ o u r  t o  the use t o  whieh 
they are aeseesorg. 

(10) There was &renuma ~ppoeition t o  the granting of this appeal registered 



at the pnblic heariag by a large petition of property owners and othera in the 
rreighbarhoal. Tho BroaktnnA Neighberhood C i v i u  Assn. Inc. ; the Brookland Area 
Coordinating O w n e l l ;  the Michigan Park C i t i s s r m  Association and the Federation 
of Citiaens Associatiom of the DisCrict-of Columbia hate all written.in lettere 
Pn oppoaitian t o  the granting of .this appeal, 

~~: - 
, * 

It is our opinion that  the proped parking axea is so located aa to 
become objectionable t o  edjoinin& and near* property became of noise, trafflo a 
other coaditions which are norPallgr inhemat i n  a public I;Prrkiag W .  We are 
also of the opinion thattho size of the store together w l t h  the requested parking 
fao i l l t i es  ruggoarts an operation of far greater nagnitude t h d  those contemplated 
for the neighborhood ehopping distrrlct ae set  forth fn Section 5101.1 of the 
Zoning Begulations, and themfore i e  &compatible with the character of the 
neighborhood. 

We hrther f ee l  that  due t o  the irregular contour of the boundary of the 
premise8 makes it dif flctzlt t o  am- p a  se aa not t o  be obBctionable 
t o  adjoining and marby property. 

In d e w  of the alrove it is mar further 0-911 that the granting of this 
exoeption will iPOt be I n  harmony w i q  the general parpwe and intent of the 
Zo- Regulations and map, and will tend to adversely affect the we of neighboring 
property in  aceordance with the Zoning hgulations and map. 


