
Before the  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- November 16, 1966 

Appeal No. 9016 Random Investment Corporation, appel lant .  

The Zoning Administrator of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee.  

On motion duly made, seconded and ca r r i ed  with M r .  
W i l l i a m  F. McIntosh no t  vot ing ,  t h e  following Order w a s  en tered  
a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on November 29, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - August 2, 1967 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  a variance from t h e  requirements of 
Section 7205 t o  permit o f f - s t r e e t  parking i n  f r o n t  of qingle- 
family dwelling or i n  s i d e  yard within 10 f e e t  of bui id ing a t  
2833 1/2 Arizona Avenue, NW., l o t  815, square 1420, be p a r t i a l l y  
granted. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The sub j ec t  property i s  located  i n  an R-1-B D i s t r i c t .  

(2) The property i s  improved with a three-s tory  br ick  
detached dwelling. The property has a 61.47 foo t  frontage on 
Arizona Avenue, NW., a depth of 84.20 f e e t  a t  t h e  nor th  l o t  l i n e ,  
and 82.90 f e e t  a t  t h e  south l o t  l i n e ,  and a r e a r  l o t  l i n e  equal  
t o  t he  f r o n t  l i n e .  The l o t  conta ins  approximately 5,073 square 
f e e t .  

(3) The o f f - s t r e e t  parking f o r  t he  s t r u c t u r e  i s  a problem 
because of t he  s t eep  grade of t h e  property,  r i s i n g  from Arizona 
Avenue. A c a r  cannot be placed i n  t h e  r e a r  yard because of t h e  
grade condit ions,  a s  it would protrude i n t o  t he  s i d e  yard approxi- 
mately s i x  (6 )  f e e t  and come wi th in  s i x  (6) f e e t  of t he  house. 

( 4 )  Appellant de s i r e s  t o  be allowed t o  park e i t h e r  i n  t h e  
f r o n t  yard or t h e  s i d e  yard of t h e  property and within t e n  (10) 
f e e t  of t h e  bui lding.  

(5) N o  opposi t ion t o  t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  appeal was 
r eg i s t e r ed  a t  the  public  hearing. 



OPINION : 

The Board gsants  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  method proposed by t h e  
appel lant ,  i .e. parking i n  t h e  s i d e  yard wi th in  t e n  (10) f e e t  
of t h e  dwelling. The variance t o  permit parking i n  f r o n t  of 
the  dwelling is denied. 

W e  a r e  of t he  opinion t h a t  appe l l an t  has proved a hardship 
wi th in  t he  meaning of t h e  variance c lause  of t h e  Zoning Regu- 
l a t i o n s  and t h a t  den ia l  of r e l i e f  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  pecu l i a r  and 
p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and undue hardship upon t h e  owner. 

The grant ing  of t h e  variance t o  permit o f f - s t r e e t  parking 
within t h e  s i d e  yard and within t e n ( l 0 )  f e e t  of t h e  dwelling 
can be done without s u b s t a n t i a l  detriment t o  t h e  publ ic  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  zone plan a s  embodied i n  t h e  Zoning 
and Maps. Further ,  t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  r e l i e f  w i l l  
adverse af f e c t  upon nearby and adjoining property.  


