
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- A p r i l  13,  1966 

Appeal No. 8707 Guthr ie  P r o p e r t i e s ,  Inc . ,  a p p e l l a n t .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fol lowing Order was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
May 31, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- J u l y  1 4 ,  1966 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  va r i ance  from t h e  requirements of 7206 
t o  permit  a t t e n d a n t  a t t e n d a n t  o f f - s t r e e t  parking f o r  warehouse 
bu i ld ing  a t  2417-19 Evar t s  S t r e e t ,  NE., l o t s  22 and 23, square  
4284, be granted.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) A t  t h e  p u b l i c  hear ing ,  t h e  Board au thor ized  amendment of 
t h e  appeal  t o  provide t h a t  t h e  parking i s  f o r  a p r i n t i n g  p l a n t  
i n s t e a d  of a warehouse bui ld ing .  

(2) Appe l l an t ' s  p roper ty  i s  loca ted  i n  a C-M-1 D i s t r i c t .  

(3 )  Appe l l an t ' s  p roper ty  i s  improved wi th  a s i n g l e  s t o r y  b r i c k  
bu i ld ing  designed a s  a warehouse. 

(4) Appellant  proposes t o  use  t h e  bu i ld ing  a s  a p r i n t i n g  and 
l i t hograph ing  p l a n t .  

(5)  The Zoning Regulat ions  r e q u i r e  t h a t  o f f - s t r e e t  parking f o r  
a warehouse be provided on t h e  b a s i s  of one parking space f o r  each 
2,400 square  f e e t  of g r o s s  f l o o r  a r e a .  The requirement f o r  a 
bu i ld ing  used a s  a p r i n t i n g  p l a n t  i s  one parking space f o r  each 800 
square  feet of  g r o s s  f l o o r  a r e a .  

( 6 )  Appel lant  p r e s e n t l y  has  i t s  p r i n t i n g  p l a n t  a t  1150 F i r s t  
S t r e e t ,  NW. The Redevelopment Land Agency has  requested t h a t  t h e  
premises be vacated.  R M  has  acqui red  t h e  proper ty  under condemnation 
a s  p a r t  of t h e  Northwest Redevelopment Plan.  



(7) Appel lan t  has  a t tempted t o  a c q u i r e  proper ty  t h a t  could be  
used a s  a  parking s i t e  i n  t h e  niighborhood of t h e  s u b j e c t  p roper ty .  

(8) I n  response t o  a  r e q u e s t  from t h e  Board, a p p e l l a n t  submit ted 
a  le t ter  da ted  May 16,  1966, s t a t i n g  t h a t  documentary evidence could 
n o t  be  ob ta ined  from t h e  Bal t imore & Ohio Rai l road  i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  
r a i l r o a d  p rope r ty ,  l o t s  bounded by 24th and Douglas S t r e e t s ,  and 
t h e  B&O Rai l road ,  could  o r  could n o t  be purchased by the a p p e l l a n t .  
However, t h e  B&O Rai l road  advised  a p p e l l a n t  v e r b a l l y  t h a t  t h e  r a i l -  
road ' s  p rope r ty  " i s  n o t  f o r  s a l e  and t h a t  no l ea seho ld  commitment 
w i l l  be  made beyond a  month-to-month b a s i s . "  

( 9 )  Appe l l an t ' s  g r o s s  f l o o r  a r e a  i s  20,278.25 square  f e e t  com- 
puted as fol lows:  

Area of main f l o o r  
A r e a  of  mezzanine 
Deck over  park ing  
Gross f l o o r  area 

15,106.77 S.F. 
1,871.48 S.F. 
3,300.00 S.F. 

20,278.25 S.F. 

A r e a  w i th in  t h e  b u i l d i n g  t o  be used f o r  parking;  

Gross f l o o r  a r e a  20,278.25 S.F. 
Area w i t h i n  t h e  b u i l d i n g  
t o  be used f o r  parking.  -4,595.65 S.F. 
F loo r  area f o r  which 
parking i s  requ i r ed .  15,682.60 S.F. 

(10) On t h e  b a s i s  of one parking space f o r  each 800 square  
f e e t  of  f l o o r  area n o t  devoted t o  parking,  space f o r  19.6 or 20 cars 
must be  provided. 

(11) Appel lan t  proposes t o  provide 18 a t t e n d a n t  parking spaces  
i n  t h e  b u i l d i n g  and 2 spaces  on t h e  l o t .  

(12) A p p e l l a n t ' s  p r i n t i n g  p l a n t  o p e r a t e s  5  days a week dur ing  
t h e  hours  8:15 t o  4:45 p.m. Appel lant  has  40 employees on duty each 
day. 

(13) N o  oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appea l  w a s  r e g i s t e r e d  
a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hear ing .  



OPINION: 

We a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  appel lant  has proved a hardship 
within the  meaning of t he  variance c lause  of the  Zoning Regulations. 
Denial of t he  appe l l an t ' s  request  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  pecul iar  and 
exceptional  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  

Fur ther ,  the  requested r e l i e f  can be granted without substan- 
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 he  zone plan 
a s  embodied i n  t he  Zoning Regulations and Map. 


