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

PUBLIC HEARING -- J u l y  12 ,  1967 

Appeal No. 9290 Char les  H. Clark  e t  a l ,  a p p e l l a n t s  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of  t h e  District  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion du ly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fo l lowing  Order was e n t e r e d  a t  t h e  meeting of  t h e  Board on 
J u l y  19 ,  1967. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- J u l y  27, 1967 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appea l  f o r  a v a r i a n c e  from t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  of 
Sec t ion  7206.7 t o  permi t  driveway less than  1 4  f e e t  i n  wid th  
a t  2570 Sherman Avenue, NW., l o t  335, square  2864, be  gran ted .  

From t h e  r eco rd  and ev idence  adduced a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hea r ing ,  t h e  
Board f i n d s  t h e  fo l lowing  f a c t s :  

(1) The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  zoned R-4. 

(2)  The l o t  i s  50 x 120 f e e t  and c o n t a i n s  6,000 squa re  
f e e t .  

(3 )  Appel lan ts  propose t o  erect a t h r e e  s t o r y  apartment 
b u i l d i n g  w i t h  an e i g h t  f o o t  s i d e  yard  on t h e  n o r t h  and a 
twelve (12) f o o t  s i d e  ya rd  on t h e  sou th .  

( 4 )  The r e a r  yard  would be  occupied by f o u r  (4 )  park ing  
spaces  w i t h  a 29 f o o t  d r i v e  o r  maneuvering area. The approach 
t o  t h e  park ing  area would b e  through t h e  12 f o o t  s i d e  yard.  

(5)  Appel lan ts  w a s  f a c e d  wi th  a choice  of a sk ing  f o r  a 
v a r i a n c e  from t h e  e i g h t  (8 )  f o o t  norkh s i d e  yard  i n  accordance 
wi th  t h e  requirements  of Sec t ion  3305.6 o r  a v a r i a n c e  from t h e  
14 f o o t  driveway requirements  as f i l e d .  

OPINION: 
I n  t h e  op in ion  of t h e  Board t h e  a p p e l l a n t s  have more than  

adequate  space i n  t h e  rear yard  f o r  t h e  parking and maneuvering 
of v e h i c l e s  and t h e  proposed 12 f o o t  driveway w i l l  provide adequate  
access t o  t h e  parking area. 



I t  i s  further of  the  opinion that  the Board f inds  that  
due t o  the shape o f  the property, appellants es tabl i shed an 
ex is tence  o f  a  hardship i n  the granting of t h i s  appeal w i l l  
not impair the i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of the Zoning 
Regulations. 


