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

PUBLIC W I N G  -- June 15, 1966 

Appeal NO. 8790 Thomas F o  Tepper e t  w, appe l l an t s  

The Zoning Administrator  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 ca r r i ed ,  t h e  following 
Order was entered  by t h e  Board a t  i t s  meeting on June 22, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE MTE OF ORDER: September 21, 1966 
OR9ERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  a var iance  from t h e  provis ions  of Sec t ion  7205 
t o  permit open parking space i n  f r o n t  of s ingle-family dwelling a t  
4241 Mathewson Drive, NwWw, l o t  880, Square 2642, be denied. 

As a r e s u l t  of a n  inspec t ion  of t h e  proper ty  and from the  record and 
t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  pub l i c  hearlng,  t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  following 
f a c t s :  

(1) Appel lan ts '  property i s  loca ted  i n  an  R-1+ D i s t r i c t .  

(2) The proper ty  was inspected by t h e  Board on June 13, 1966. 

(3) The B ~ a r d  found t h e  proper ty  d i f f i c u l t  t o  i d e n t i f y  as t h e  a r e a  
was heavi ly  wooded and no s t r e e t  addresses were r e a d i l y  a sce r t a inab le .  
Along t h e  street, t h e r e  was a very  s t e e p  rise above grade. 

(4) Appellants '  l o t  has an  85 foo t  f rontage  on Mathewson Drive, Now. 
The l o t  has an  i r r e g u l a r  shape wi th  a nor th  l o t  l i n e  of 143 f e e t ,  an  e a s t  
l o t  l i n e  of 75 f e e t ,  and a south  l i n e  o f  187.22 f e e t .  The a r e a  of t h e  l o t  
is  11,828.95 square f e e t .  

(5) Appellant  proposes t o  e r e c t  a s i n g l e  family dwelling and have 
t h e  requi red  parking i n  f r o n t  of t h e  bui lding.  

(6) Sec t ion  7205 r equ i re s  t h a t  parking spaces must be provided 
"(a) Within a rear yard; o r ,  wi th in  a s i d e  yard." 

(7) There i s  no a l l e y  adjacent  t o  t h e  sub jec t  proper ty  and access  
t o  t h e  1 ~ t  must be from Mathewson Drive, 

(8) Appellant  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s d i f f e rence  i n  grade of about 
30 f e e t  from t h e  northwest corner  of t h e  l o t  t o  t h e  southeas t  corner.  

(9) There was oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  appeal.  The 
record conta ins  four  (4) l e t t e r s  i n  opposition. The Crestwood Ci t i zens  
Associa t ion  opposes t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal. 



Appeal No. 8790 

OPINION: 

It i s  the  opinion of t h e  Board t h a t  t h e  appel lant  has f a i l e d  t o  prove 
a hardship within t h e  meaning of t h e  variance c lause  of t h e  Zoning 
Regulations. Although t h e  testimony subs tan t i a t e s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  
a r e  grade problems i n  t h e  a r e a  of appel lant ' s  property, the re  i s  considerable 
evidence t o  support t h e  conclusion t h a t  t h e  problems a r e  such that o f f - s t r ee t  
parking can be provided on t h e  s i te  within t h e  terms of t h e  Zoning Regula- 
t ions .  Appellants '  problem is  not unique t o  h i s  l o t ,  and o ther  houses 
have been b u i l t  i n  t h e  a rea  with t h e  same grade problem and have constructed 
garages t o  provide t h e  parking wi th in  t h e  requirements of t h e  Regulations, 
It is  t h e  ~ o a r d ' s  view t h a t  the  appel lant  can provide o f f - s t r ee t  parking 
wi th in  the  Rqgulations without su f fe r ing  any r e a l  hardship. 


