
Before the  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC W N G  -- November 17, 1965 

Appeal No. 8467 - 8468 Sol  Lehrman and C i t y  Dwellers, Inc., Appellants. 

The Zoning Administrator D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, Appellee. 

On motion duly  made, seconded and c a r r i e d  wi th  Mr. William F. 
McIntosh abs ta in ing ,  t h e  following Order was entered  a t  t h e  meeting of t he  
Board on November 24, 1965. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- A p r i l  19, 1966 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  a var iance  from t h e  FAR requirements of t h e  R-5-B 
D i s t r i c t  t o  permit e r e c t i o n  of an  apartment bui ld ing  with roof s t r u c t u r e s  i n  
accordance with Sec t ion  3308 of the  Zoning Regulations a t  1657 Park Road, NW., 
l o t  826, square 2609, be granted. 

That t he  appeal f o r  a var iance  from t h e  FAR requirements of t h e  R-5-B 
D i s t r i c t  and from t h e  provis ions  of Sec t ion  7205.2 of t he  Zoning Regulations 
t o  permit parking l e s s  than  10 f e e t  from the  bui ld ing  and t o  e r e c t  an  apa r t -  
ment bui ld ing  wi th  roof s t r u c t u r e s  i n  accordance wi th  Sec t ion  3308 of t h e  
Zoning Regulations a t  1669 Park Road, NW., l o t  828, square 2609, be granted. 

From t h e  records and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  pub l i c  hearing,  t h e  
Board f i n d s  t h e  following f a c t s :  

(1) Appel lan tsg  l o t  826 has  a 50 f o o t  frontage,  a depth of 180 f e e t  and 
conta ins  9000 square f e e t  of land. Appel lan tsE l o t  828 has a 50 f o o t  f rontage ,  
a depth of 170 f e e t  and conta ins  8500 square f e e t  of land. 

(2) Neither  of t he  l o t s  have an access  from an a l l ey .  

(3) Appellants have made seve ra l  o the r  e f f o r t s  t o  so lve  t h e  problem 
of development of  t hese  l o t s .  

(5) Lot 826, being the  l a r g e r  l o t ,  would r e q u i r e  an FAR var iance  of 
0.68 f o r  a t o t a l  FAR of 2.48. 

(6) Lot 828 would r equ i re  an FAR va r i ance  of 0.83 f o r  a t o t a l  FAR of 
2.63. 

(7) Due t o  t h e  shape of the  l o t s ,  t h ree  (3) spaces w i l l  be provided 
wi th in  each of t he  bui ldings.  On l o t  828, it i s  necessary t o  park wi th in  
10 f e e t  of t h e  bui ld ing  i n  order  t o  be a b l e  t o  provide t h e  requi red  number 
of parking spaces. 

(8) Due t o  s i t e  problems, it is necessary t o  o f f s e t  t h e  e l e v a t o r s  and 
s t a i r s  t o  achieve a workable f l o o r  plan. Therefore, a var iance  t o  the  lo-  
c a t i o n  requirements of Sec t ion  3308 is  required. 



(9) There was no ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  grant ing  of t hese  appeals 
r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing,  

OPINION : 

The Board i s  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t he  proposed development of t hese  two 
l o t s  should be approved on a l l  counts, The proposed development is  not  
l i k e l y  t o  become objec t ionable  t o  neighboring property. 

The Board concludes t h a t  appe l l an t s  has proven a  hardship wi th in  the  
provis ions  of t h e  var iance  c lause  of t h e  s t a t u t e ,  and t h a t  den ia l  of t h e  
reques t  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  pecu l i a r  and except ional ,  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  
and except ional  and undue hardship upon t h e  owner. 

We a r e  f u r t h e r  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h i s  r e l i e f  can be granted  without  
s u b s t a n t i a l  detr iment  t o  t h e  pub l i c  good and without  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing 
t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zoning p lan  a s  embodied i n  t h e  
Zoning Regulations. 

The Board concludes t h a t  t he  proposed roof s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  i n  compliance 
with t h e  i n t e n t  and purpose of Sec t ion  3308 of t h e  Zoning Regulations. The 
roof s t r u c t u r e s  w i l l  harmonize with the  main s t r u c t u r e  i n  a r c h i t e c t u r a l  
charac ter ,  ma te r i a l ,  and color.  


