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

PUBLIC HEARING -- January 18 ,  1967 

Appeal No. 9091 Douglas Mackall,  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 e n t e r e d  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
January 27, 1967. 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  permission t o  change a nonconforming 
use  from a d ry  c l ean ing  e s t ab l i shmen t  t o  a grocery  s t o r e  a t  
3801 N. Hampshire Avenue, NW.,  l o t  32, square  3131, be denied.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  an R-4 District. 

( 2 )  The p rope r ty  is  l o c a t e d  on a t r i a n g u l a r  l o t  and i s  
improved w i t h  a one-story b r i c k  b u i l d i n g  with  s t o r e  f r o n t  windows. 
There i s  no access  from t h e  b u i l d i n g  t o  a p u b l i c  a l l e y .  

(3 )  Appel lant  proposes t o  u t i l i z e  t h e  b u i l d i n g  as a 
grocery  s t o r e .  

( 4 )  The store would have one employee i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  
p r o p r i e t o r ,  and ope ra t ed  s i x  days  a week dur ing  t h e  hours  9:00 
a.m. t o  6:00 p .m.  

(5 )  There w a s  o b j e c t i o n  from r e s i d e n t s  o f  t h e  neighborhood 
on t h e  grounds t h a t  t h e  proposed use  would d e t r a c t  from t h e  
c h a r a c t e r  of t h e  neighborhood and cause u n s a n i t a r y  cond i t ions .  

(6 )  The record  con ta ins  a p e t i t i o n  wi th  180 names of 
r e s i d e n t s  who oppose t h i s  appea l .  Opposit ion r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  
p u b l i c  hear ing .  

OPINION: 

W e  a r e  of t h e  op in ion  t h a t  t h e  changing of t h i s  nonconforming 
use  t o  a grocery  s t o r e  would have an adverse  e f f e c t  on t h e  neigh- 
borhood. Such an ope ra t ion  would n e c e s s i t a t e  t h e  load ing  and 
unloading of produce and o t h e r  i t e m s  across t h e  sidewalk i n  an 
area where t h e r e  is  heavy t r a f f i c ,  and no f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  load ing  
and unloading.  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e r e  i s  no access  t o  a p u b l i c  



a l l e y  where t r a s h  and garbage could be s t o r e d  and picked up. 

I t  is  admi t ted  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  of t h i s  type  
wi th in  c l o s e  proximity of t h e  proposed use .  Therefore ,  it cannot 
be concluded, ove r  t h e  o b j e c t i o n s  of t h e  r e s i d e n t s ,  t h a t  t h i s  
proposed use  is  a neighborhood f a c i l i t y  reasonably necessary  and 
convenient  t o  t h e  neighborhood it i s  designed t o - s e r v e .  


