
Serge1 M1kha1lov 
1235 4th St NW 
Washmgton, DC 20001 

December 1, 2014 

Summary 
This IS a letter 1n oppos1t1on to the following relief requested by the applicant 

1 Vanance from Sect1on 775 5 (s1de yard) for a s1de not prov1d1ng requ1red Width (9th St 
Property) 

2 Vanance from Sect1on 21011 (number of requ1red parking spaces) to provide zero 
park1ng spaces w1th a requirement of 22 (9th St Property) 

3 Vanance from Sect1on 776 3 (court w1dth) for two open courts not providing the 
m1nimum requ1red Widths (M Street Property) 

4 Vanance from Sect1on 2604 2 to provide a lot occupancy of 89% on the ground floor 
when the max1mum allowed 1s 75% (M St Property) 

5 Spec1al exception under Sect1on 2120 6 (reqwred park1ng spaces for historic 
resources) to prov1de zero parkmg spaces w1th a requirement of 39 (M St Property) 

In preparation of th1s letter, I rev1ewed other relevant BZA cases, 1n particular BZA Case # 
18638, the Church St M1cro Development Project I am encouraged that the board came very 
close, 3-2, to rejecting the 1n1t1al 1 00% park1ng vanance The applicant 1n that case also 
dropped the1r request for the lot area occupancy vanance Th1s project, unlike Church St 
project IS an order of magnitude larger- 125 m1cro un1ts vs 38 In th1s context, the request for 
a 100% parking vanance/spec1al exception seems brazen Th1s project also does not display 
any of the exceptional Circumstances that were attnbuted to the prev1ous case the lots are 
s1gn1ficantly w1der 60+ feet vs 37 5, and deeper -140 feet and -230 feet vs 90 feet, wh1ch 
makes construction of an underground garage straightforward The add1t1onal 20+ feet of 
Width, 1n particular, crosses the threshold where 1nvok1ng lot narrowness IS no longer VIable 
The applicant's lot sizes are extremely generous, vacant or largely vacant, and are bounded 
by alleys on two s1des (9th St lot) and 2 5 s1des (M St lot) These three charactenst1cs allow 
the applicant much greater flexibility on how to des1gn the new structures to comply w1th the 
already very generous matter of nght allowances prov1ded under C-2-A For all these reasons, 
there IS no valid reason, as I hope to prove 1n the followmg sect1ons, that the applicant should 
be granted the requested vanances/spec1al exceptions 

Eligibility for lnclusionary Zoning 
I request that the Board rev1ews 1f the applicant 1s ellg1ble for lnclus1onary Zon1ng 

Based on proposed plans, the project 1s a smgle room occupancy development Per DCMR 
2224 2 (d), IZ regulations do not apply to "Roommg houses, boardmg houses, 
commun~ty-based res1dent1al facilities, or smgle room occupancy dev~lopments" 

Administrative Discretion to Enforce the Loading Facility 
Requirement. 

I request that the board rev1ews whether the Zon1ng Adm1n1strator or the Board has 
admm1strat1ve d1scret1on to enforce the loadmg facility requirement 1n this case The applicant 
1ntends to use th1s two bu1ld1ngs as one project w1th 125 apartments The enclosed bndge 
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whrch the developer insrsted on at the objectron of the Staff Report rn the Hrstonc 
Preservatron Office rs desrgned to connect the two burldrngs primanly because all the 
common facrlltres are only avarlable rn the M St building The 9th St burldrng, as currently 
proposed, cannot exrst wrthout the srbllng M St burldrng At 125 unrts, the combrned 
development rs 2 5 trmes the number of unrts unrts (50), wh1ch normally tngger requirements 
for loadrng facrlltres Yet, to avoid prov1dmg a loadmg facrllty the developer strategically 
(opportunrstically?) uses the fact that the two lots are legally separate to clarm exemption on 
the M St lot, whrle the 9th St burlding, by itself, rs JUSt 6 unrts short of requrnng a loading 
facJIIty 

At trmes, ZA has authonty to flag questronable compliance wrth zonrng regulatron when 
the black letter of the law rs followed, yet practical Implementation feels wrong Thrs rs one 
such case and I hope rt gets further scruttny 

At the very least, thts type of opportunistic compliance wrth zonrng regulations shows 
lack of any concern for betng a responstble nerghbor and bares clear the applicants mtentron 
short term focus on profit opttmrsatton achteved by maxtng out all matter of nght uses coupled 
wrth pursurt for vanances of questionable need and further burdemng of the public alleyways 
and street as the only means of provtdrng loadrng and temporary parkrng capactty for therr 
very large development 

Rear Yard Requirement Question 
When revrewtng the applicant's proposal, I noticed that they say that each property ts 

Requtred to provtde a 15' rear yard and that they provide a 15' rear yard Yet, from the 
proposed plat I do not see where the 15' rear yards are provrded 9th St lot only appears to 
have a rear yard of 12', whrle the M St lot does not have a rear yard at all I request that the 
Board revtews thts discrepancy 

9th St Property Variances 
The applicant does not meet the burden of proof requrred for area vanances for the 9th 

St Property 

The Property is Not Affected by an Exceptional Situation or Condition 
The applicant farled to show that there rs an exceptronal condttion affectrng the 

property They hst several factors about the lot and then JUmp to conclusion that there 1s a 
"culmmat1on of factors" Yet, the factors they list are favorable, and make the lot easrer to 
develop 

• At over 60 feet, the lot 1s w1der than most lots 1n the square and 1s an extremely 
generous w1dth for DC as a whole The lot 1s almost a perfect rectangle w1th a length 
of 139 feet m the sense that 1ts length rs tw1ce the w1dth Most lots m the DC are more 
narrow, when compared to their length (18 or 20 feet w1de for a depth of 80+ feet) 
Thus, the assertion that the lot has a "narrow w1dth for a lot w1th such an area" 1s 
demonstratively false The more square nature of the lot rs a favorable charactenst1c 
smce rt allows for more design optrons 

• That "northern line Jogs north" rs also a posrttve charactenstlc stnce tt only provrdes 
more w1dth to the rear of the lot Smce typically the rear IS used for parkmg/loadtng, 
more wtdth allows for better maneuverability 

• Bemg bounded by two alleys 1s another favorably charactenst1c stnce th1s allows the 
applicant to put w1ndows, thus create bedrooms, along the entire south property line -



something that most lots cannot do If the applicant tnes to make the case that hav1ng 
alley on two s1des is 1tself umque, th1s 1s not the case as there are several lots 1n the 
same square that are bounded by an alley on more than one s1de 

• That the southern bounding alley 1s "only 1 0 feet wide" 1s not a detnment It provides 
sufficient one directional dnving option and 1s still probably preferable to there be1ng 
another lot. 

• " close prox1m1ty to another parcel being developed simultaneously" 1s a mere 
statement of fact and IS neither favorable nor unfavorable charactenst1c, wh1ch has no 
beanng as 1t relates to an exceptional cond1t1on 

• Applicant's cla1m on page 7, Section A of the1r Statement that "the exceptional 
S1tuat1on or cond1t1on standard goes to the property, not just the land", Will not apply to 
the 9th St Property s1nce the lot 1s vacant W1th th1s vacant lot. the applicant has a 
blank slate w1th no exceptional. exacerbating or challenging cond1t1ons and thus 1t 
would be unwarranted for the BZA to grant any area vanances 

Lack of exceptional SituatiOn or condition in itself 1s sufficient for a demal of the two area 
variances For sake of completeness, Jet's rebut the applicants cla1ms m the remaimng two 
prongs 

Parking Variance: Strict Application of the Zoning Regulation Would Not 
Result in a Practical Difficulty. 

By applicant's own admiSSion a compliant underground garage can be constructed on 
the subject property Whether garage "efficiently" accommodates cars 1s Irrelevant as far as 
the off-street parking requirement 1s concerned Throughout the c1ty, new projects always 
excavate deep underground to provide the required parking spaces Treating th1s project any 
differently would be unfa1r to other projects In the BZA Case # 18638, the Church St M1cro 
Development ProJect, paragraph 21 of the order c1ted an unmanageable ramp grade as a 
reason why constructing an underground garage would pose practical difficulty Th1s IS not the 
case here since the lot 1s s1gmficantly w1der which makes 1t feasible to construct a complaint 
underground garage 

The applicant presents no evidence to prove practical difficulty, they merely state that 
1t will "add an unnecessary cost to the ProJect" It appears that the applicant considers 
compliance w1th zomng regulations "unnecessary" 

The applicant also failed to consider other ways to construct a parking garage that 
would be more efficient· 1) Us1ng a car elevator, and 2) Us1ng an automated parking system 

Car Elevator 
• Utilizing a car elevator, the applicant can provide the required 22 parking 

spaces on one underground parking level. 
• A Car Elevator makes movement of cars between garage levels very efficient 

s1nce 1t requ1res a small rectangular footpnnt 
• No space IS wasted on Internal ramps to ascend/descent w1th1n the garage 
• At over 60 feet w1de, each level of under ground parking can accommodate a 

double dnv1ng 1sle w1th 90 degree parking on both s1de, wh1ch would requ1re 
20+19+19 or 58 feet. 

• W1th parking space 9 feet w1de, each 9 feet of lot length prov1de 2 parkmg 
spaces Thus, 99 feet dedicated to underground parking Will provide the 



requ1red 22 spaces The lot 1s 139 feet long The remam1ng 40 feet 1s sufficient 
to comply w1th vanous setback requirements and also to prove 20 feet of 
maneuvenng space 1n front of the elevators 

• Even 1f my back of the envelope math 1s a b1t off, a second level will tnv1ally 
accommodate the shortage not prov1de by P1 Us1ng a car elevator, there Will 
never be a need to excavate three levels deep as suggested by the applicant 

Automated Parking Garage 
• To ach1eve an even h1gher dens1ty of car storage an automated parkmg garage 

can be used A few proJects 1n Washmgton, DC already Installed vanous 
configurations of automated parkmg garages Most notable 1s the Camden 
Grand Pare Apartment complex at 910 15th St NW, Washington, DC 200051 

and 460 New York Ave NW2 

• Automated park1ng garages can come 1n many configurations Some can be 
mstalled 1n a space as narrow as 17'6" 3 Thus, 1n the most narrow configuratiOn 
an automated garage can be Installed on most DC lots wtth rear access to an 
alley 

• In the precedmg Church St BZA case, where the available space behmd the 
three contnbut1ng town homes was 38x42, the 19 requ1red parkmg spaces 
could have been provided on 5 levels, w1th 4 levels per car Also note that one 
level1ns1de an automated garage requ1res less excavation since cars are 
stacked more closely vertically and there are no floor systems between levels 

It IS Important to po1nt out that wh1le d1scuss1on above was about 1mplementmg underground 
garage, noth1ng precludes the applicant from prov1dmg some parkmg capac1ty above ground 
1ns1de the buildmg structure. Above ground parkmg 1s even more cheaper per car stall, 
admittedly 1t comes at the pnce of losmg rentable umts, thus 1t was assumed that the applicant 
w1ll focus on underground park1ng 

Parking Variance: Substantial detriment to the Public Good and Affect on the 
Zone Plan 

My b1ggest concern about the Transportation Analysis is that the applicant was 
allowed to reduce the tnp generat1on number by 90% Th1s y1elded numbers that were below 
a threshold that would requ1re a full traffic 1m pact study, see last page of Attachment A to the 
Transportation Analys1s, "TOM Reduct1on 90%" - "Non-Auto Mode Splits/TOM for res1dent1al 
use 1s based on no on-s1te park1ng and a lease prov1s1on that Will restnct tentants from 
obtammg a Res1dent1al Parkmg Permitake a 90% deduct1on " 

When I spoke w1th Jonathan Rogers, a development rev1ewer from DDOT, I asked h1m 
how the 90% reduction was rationalized Why 90% and not 75% Presumably 90% should be 
based on a study or otherwise be an accepted Industry standard He sa1d that DDOT felt that 

http //www multtfam1lyexecut1ve com/property-managemenUapartment-trends/auto-mot1ves-trends-m-park1ng 
-at-mult1fam1ly-propert1es _ o 
2 http //d1stnctsource com/2014/04/parkmg-novelty-460-new-york-avenue/ 
3 http //www wohr-parkmg co uk!lndex php/products/ Nav1gate to MultiParker 740 The narrowest 
configuration, JUSt under 18 feet, assumes one row of parked cars w1th the a parallel row for the movmg 
mechamsm 



90% was reasonable wtthout ctting any concrete study If, 1n fact, there 1s no study to back the 
generous 90% reduction, thts 1s of great concern Essentially DDOT allowed the applicant to 
make asserttons wtthout any factual basts The concept of addtng RPP restriction 1n at 
attempt to Influence people's dnvtng behavtor 1s relattvely new I request that the board 
revtews tf any proJects that use RPP restncttons have been delivered and tf DDOT has 
conducted any before and after studtes around those occupted properttes 

There are also pollttcal and practtcal problems 1n bettmg too much on RPP restncttons. 
• Creattng two types of populations, one that ts eligtble for RPP and the other one that 1s 

not - essentially p1tt1ng them agatnst each other constdenng how contenttous the tssue 
of parktng 1s - may not prove to be a good long term solutton Eventually the Ctty 
Counctl may step 1n and Invalidate these provtstons, yet there wtll be no way to undo 
the vanances 

• The RPP restnctton does not prevent other ways 1n whtch a restdent may get a parktng 
sttcker The URL 1n the footnote lists the vanous DMV parking programs 4 

o The one that I can speak for from personal expenence ts the Vtsttor's Parktng 
Permtt for Guests of DC Restdents One can go to any pollee precmct, show a 
DC ID and get any zone sttcker for 15 days For a short term restdent of thts 
development gotng to a pollee statton with a DC resident fnend one every two 
weeks IS a good value proposttton, compared to paytng for a pnvate parktng 
garage 

o Another program that was brought up by an ANC commissioner at one of the 
meetmg was the Rectproctty Permit for Temporary and Part Ttme Residents 

o Lease provtstons maktng obtatmng RPP are unlikely to ever be enforced 
• W1ll the landlord ever constder evtctlng an otherwise rent paytng tenant 

that obtamed an RPP sttcker? 
• To make landlord comply, the ctty must 1nst1tute some type of an audtt 

process and Implement the necessary IT system at the DMV and all 
Pollee prectncts, to enable venftcatlon of RPP restnctlons real time. As 
a taxpayer, I am opposed to the c1ty takmg on addtttonal responstbtllty 
and expenses unless developers that propose these "soluttons" cover 
the full expense of Implementation and ongotng matntenance, 1n 

perpetUity 
• Assumtng the landlord acted agamst hts economtc tnterest and wants to 

ev1ct the rent paymg tenant that Illegally obtained the RPP, wtll any 
Judge allow ev1ct1on based on th1s lease prov1s1on? 

• Evtctlon process 1n Washington, DC can take several months All th1s 
t1me the restdents of the proJect Will contmue park1ng 1n the RPP zones 
usmg thetr Illegally obtamed RPP sttcker and d1splacmg leg1t1mate RPP 
holders 

Wtth all the concerns about RPP restncttons, and the complex regulatory environment 1t 
reqUires to functton properly, 1t seems that the only enttty that benefits 1s the developer who 
for the ttme betng convmced everyone that thts IS a vtable solutton and 1s able to realize 
stgntficant proJect savmgs by not prov1d1ng parktng at everyone else's expense If thts 

4 http //dmv de gov/servlce/parkmg-permlts-and-reclproclty-stlckers 



expenment falls, the developer may already no longer be associated w1th the project to deal 
w1th the negat1ve consequences 

Outs1de of the 1mpract1callty of the RPP restnctlons solution, there are other car usage 
scenanos that the applicant cannot restnct, wh1ch w1ll have effect on the available parking· 

• "Dom1no effect" on available park1ng Any car 1s allowed to park 1n a res1dent1al zone 
for up to 2 hours Thus, a resident of th1s project, who normally keeps h1s car overnight 
1n a garage parks 1n the residential zone dunng the even1ng upon return1ng from work 
Leg1t1mate RPP holders will not be able to find park1ng where they are used to and 
thus dnve to the next block until park1ng 1s found 

• There are no restnct1on to parking on Sundays 
• The bu1ld1ng 1s bound to attract add1t10nal traffic 1n the form of v1s1tors to the residents, 

home dellvenes, employees & contractors of the bulld1ng, and employees & customers 
of the reta11 establishment 

By not even attempting to provrde park1ng the applicant completely and utterly dumps the 
burden on the c1ty's Infrastructure at great expense to the neighborhood. 

Lastly, 1t 1s Important to pomt out that currently both lots are used as open atr park1ng lots. 
Wh1le I make no claims to the1r esthetic appeal, on a typ1cal Monday, December 1 2014, the 
9th S lot was full wtth over 10 vehicles, wh1le the M St lot was completely filled w1th close to 
40 cars as seen on the 1mages 1n Appendix A The development of these lots w1ll ellmmate 
these two parking lots, wh1ch are obviously heav1ly used These 50 cars Will have to be 
absorbed e1ther 1nto the 1mmed1ate residential park1ng zones or mto nearby parking garages, 
thus reducing capac1ty 1n the 1mmed1ate VICinity I have not seen the applicant's survey of 
available garage space that offers monthly rates, but they must account for the guaranteed 
reduction of up to 50 monthly parkmg spaces and the effect of th1s reduction on the potential 
needs for garage parking of the residents of th1s project Specifically, how further away Will 
they be expected to look for parking 

Side Yard Variance: Strict Application of the Zoning Regulation Would Not 
Result in a Practical Difficulty. 

S1de Yard/Lot Occupancy/Court S1ze are different s1des of the same co1n w1th respect 
to max1m1z1ng Internal un1t dens1ty - the pnmary concern of the applicant. Wh1le I am not 
opposed to w1den1ng the 9th St Alley as the applicant proposed, 1n light of other cho1ces made 
by the applicant that are detnmental to the neighborhood, I v1ew the overall request for area 
vanances negatively Essentially, the applicant has enough w1dth to prov1de two rooms w1th1n 
the Width of the bu1ld1ng, w1th 6 feet rema1n1ng unused The applicant dedicates these "easy to 
spare" 6 feet toward meet1ng the lot occupancy reqUirement (at the expense of complymg w1th 
s1de yard reqUirements), to avo1d 1ncreasmg the back yard (wh1ch already appears 
non-compliant due the w1dth of only 12') If the applicant d1d not prov1de the s1de yard, rear 
yard would have to be s1gn1ficantly Increased to meet lot occupancy thus sacnfic1ng the stack 
of umts 1n the bUJid1ng rear 

The applicant fa1led to demonstrate practical difficulty because other conformmg 
bUJid1ng des1gns, poss1bly cons1st1ng of fewer un~ts, were not considered The need for 
pedestnans to walk through the alley 1s also self-Imposed by current des1gn If the applicant 
were to put a more attractive lobby from the 9th St entrance, the need to walk through the 
alley can be m1n1m1zed 



Side Yard Variance: Substantial detriment to the Public Good and Affect on 
the Zone Plan 

Grantrng the s1de yard vanance for the bUilding bu1ldrng would allow the developer to 
s1gn1ficantly increase the Internal un1t capacity at the expense of compliance The capacity 
Increase, rn turn, leads to Increased demand for alley capac1ty, load1ng zone capac1ty, and 
park1ng The applicant failed to prov1de any amen1t1es that would offset the Increased 
demand Instead the challenges of dealing w1th Increased capacity are deferred to the 
neighbors and the c1ty as a whole resulting 1n substantial detnment to public good. 

If the lot occupancy was achieved by 1ncreasrng the rear yard, 1t could have been 
sufficiently large to prov1de some loadrng capac1ty or for above ground stopp1ng/park1ng for 
project residents or reta1l v1s1tors When the project 1s complete, the need for 
stopping/temporary parkrng for v1s1tors, retail patrons, deliveries, etc Will be s1gn1ficanl By way 
of anecdotal evidence, I walked to La Colombe Coffee shop on December 1, 2014 wh1ch 1s 
across the alley from the rear of the M St lot Wh1le I was there, two cars pulled over and 
parked behind the garage wh1le the dnvers went 1nto the coffee shop Extrapolate th1s 
example to the demand for temporary stopprng/park1ng that Will be generated by a complex 
w1th 125 un1ts and a retail establishment Developer provides nothing to address th1s future 
demand, Instead focusing on further rncreasrng density of un1ts 

As discussed earlier, th1s example calls rnto quest1on the generous 90% deduct1on for 
tnp generation calculation In th1s case, two car tnps were generated for two cups of coffee 



M St Property 

Parking Special Exception 

Parking can be provided on the remaining area of the lot excluding the historic 
garage. 

The applicant clearly fails the special exception test since parking can be provided in 
the remaining area of the lot, without even touching the historic garage to cause it any 
damage or risk its integrity. Excluding the footprint of the historic garage, the remaining space 
of the M St lot is larger than the entirely of the 9th St lot. This lot is also wider. Cars can enter 
the lot from all three alley locations, providing the applicant great design flexibility. All 
arguments stated in the previous section, pertaining to 9th St Property, how the underground 
or above ground garage can be implemented apply here. 

No proof of significant architectural or structural difficulty in maintaining historic 
integrity of the garage. 

The applicant presented no proof that providing parking will result in "significant 
architectural or structural difficulty in maintaining the historic integrity and appearance of the 
historic resource". The applicant merely states that "underground parking is not possible 



because the Applicant cannot excavate under the h1stonc garage w1thout a h1gh nsk of 
damag1ng 1t " Th1s statement IS prov1ded Without any proof from a structural eng1neer and IS 
counter to reality 1) h1stonc bUJidtngs are very frequently excavated under and underpinned 
by regular homeowner, not even soph1st1cal mvestors, and 2) some h1stonc bUildings are even 
moved It 1s very hard to believe that there 1s anything spec1al about thts garage 

AppendiX B prov1des some examples of histone bu1ld1ngs be1ng moved for proJects a 
few blocks away from th1s applicant's location One IS for a bouttque hotel on North S1de of 
New York Ave, between 5th and 4th st, the other 1s for the AAMC headquarters on NY ave, 
between 7th and 6th St 

The applicant's case does not requ1re any movmg, 1t merely reqUires excavat1on and 
underp1nn1ng Underp1nntng 1s a much s1mpler process than mov1ng and 1s conducted very 
frequently tn h1stonc neighborhoods throughout the c1ty when homeowners "d1g out" the1r 
basements to ach1eve higher ceiling hetghts DCRA routmely approves underplnntng perm1ts 
1n histone d1stncts where contnbuting properties are underpinned I personally obtatned 
perm1t # 81308414 for underp1nnmg of 1233 4th St NW, Washington, DC 20001 which 1s a 
contnbutlng house 1n the Mt Vernon Square H1stonc D1stnct dunng construction of my house 
at 1235 4th St. There 1s noth1ng more untque about the Blagden alley garage structure and 1t 
can be tnvtally underptnned by any qualified contractor 

Applicant requires a variance of the off-street parking requirement. 
Because the applicant does not meet the requirements for spec1al exception, and 

because the s1ze of the contributing histone structure IS negligible With respect to overall lot 
s1ze and the s1ze of the add1t1on the applicant proposed, the applicant should seek a vanance 
from off street parking requirement 1f they ins1st on prov1d1ng 0 parking spaces, when 39 are 
requ1red 

As far as the possible vanance, the discussion on why the lot has no exceptional 
s1tuat1on 1s below, wh1le all arguments made 1n the 9th St lot sect1on fully apply here 

The Property is Not Affected by an Exceptional Situation or Condition 
All po1nts made m the argument aga1nst 9th St property earl1er 1n thts report apply 

here The applicant merely lists several facts about the property and unconv1ncmgly 
concludes that they "combine to create exceptional cond1tlon of th1s property" Agam, most 
facts are e1ther favorable or neutral, but 1n no way detnmental The obJeCtive 1s not JUSt to 
prove that the property 1s un1que, but that 1ts un1queness 1s what makes 1t difficult to comply 
w1th regulation The fact that the property IS umque tn a favorable way does not sat1sfy the first 
prong 

• "The histone garage's locatton at the property's rear makes 1t an unusual cond1t1on for 
constructmg an addition to a bUilding that must be reta1ned " Th1s 1s standard practise 
1n any h1stonc neighborhood of DC the h1stonc bu1ldmgs are generally retamed w1th 
new add1t1ons built on the rema1mng sect1ons of the lot 

• "The garage 1s one story, but 1t 1s bUild to the north, west, and east lot lines " Is a mere 
statement of fact w1th no beanng 

• The cla1m to lot's narrowness IS demonstratively false, JUSt like for the 9th St property 
The w1dth to length rat1o for th1s lot IS 69/233 = 29 A typ1cal DC lot 1s 18/1 00 for a 
much lower ratio of 18 

• Bemg bounded by an alley on three s1des IS a very favorable cond1t1on for reasons 
discussed earlier Add1t1onally, Lot 136 1n the same square 1s also bounded by a 
h1stonc alley on three s1des, so the cond1t1on 1s not umque 



• Lastly, the applicant references a prev1ous BZA dec1s1on #17403 I was only able to 
find a very bnef order on th1s case w1th no supportmg documentation The order d1d 
not go mto d1scuss1on of any fact, JUSt merely listed the prongs of the vanance test and 
stated that they were met Based on the po1nts above, I don't see how th1s lot IS 
affected by any exceptional s1tuat1ons Also, the last page of the order states the 
applicant shall have the flex1b1llty to "3) decrease the number of parkmg spaces to the 
m1n1mum number requ1red by Chapter 21 of DCMR" Perhaps because the preVJous 
proJect was more reasonable Jn 1ts request, as mdicated by them offenng to prov1de 
more than reqUJred number of park1ng spaces, the BZA we1ghed the opt1ons and 
concluded that grantmg an area vanance was, on balance, JUStified 

Lot Occupancy Variance: Strict Application of the Zoning Regulation Would 
Not Result in a Practical Difficulty. 

Applicant's argument on the practical difficulty of compliance w1th the requ1red lot 
occupancy 1s unconv1ncmg They don't explam why 1t 1s "not practical to shnnk the footpnnt of 
the first floor on the new structure Without shnnk1ng the footpnnt of the rest of the new 
structure" Des1gns where upper floors overhang the first are very common In fact, most 
loading docks are des1gn 1n th1s exact way, where the space 1s open on the ground level to 
accommodate mcommg/outgomg vehicles, wh1le the rest of the structure overhangs the 
loadmg facility to cla1m back the lost lot space 

By attempting to comply w1th the lot occupancy and creat1ng a structure that does not 
take up nearly the ent1re land area on the first floor, particularly Jn the section of the lot where 
the 9th street alley comes 1n contact w1th the M St lot, the occupant could proVIde locations for 
loadmg facilities and possible entrances to the underground park1ng garage 

The first floor of the new structure where 1t comes m contact w1th the old garage can 
be made narrower to comply w1th the lot occupancy requirement It appears that the applicant 
has not considered other uses/des1gns wh1ch would comply w1th zon1ng regulations and failed 
to show practical difficulty 

Lot Occupancy Variance: Substantial detriment to the Public Good and Affect 
on the Zone Plan 

The detnment to the public good comes from the fact that the applicant IS determined 
to use more of the lot area than IS allowed 1n order to max1m1ze Internal un1t density, while 
simultaneously not prov1d1ng parkmglloadmg fac1llt1es wh1ch can be provided 1n the area that 
would have been available 1f the applicant s1mply complied w1th regulat1ons See prev1ous 
sect1ons on d1scuss1on how the applicant does not at all propose to solve the alley congestion 
problems that the project 1s guaranteed to create, all to the detnment to the public good 

Court Width Variance: Strict Application of the Zoning Regulation Would Not 
Result in a Practical Difficulty. 

The applicant's cla1m of pract1cal difficulty 1s based on an assumption that they must 
have a double loaded corndor and that w1thout one there 1s "loss of efficiency" There IS no 
matter of nght cla1m to a double s1ded corndor or efficient mternal des1gn The concept of 
"efficiency" by Itself has no s1gn1ficance 1n BZA deliberations, unless 1t IS logically connected to 
practical difficulty The applicant failed to cons1der other uses/bu1ldmg des1gns that would be 
compliant and fa1led to show pract1cal d1ff1culty of not hav1ng a double s1ded corndor 



Lastly, ex1stmg M St lot currently has an ad-hoc load1ng fac1llty 1n a form of a large 
rectangular opemng on West s1de of the lot, as seen 1n first p1cture 1n Appendix A Th1s 
opemng 1s frequently used by delivery trucks to pull over and not block the alley Proposed 
development w1ll ellm1nate th1s, thus further exacerbating the s1tuat1on 

Court Width Variance: Substantial detriment to the Public Good and Affect on 
the Zone Plan 

S1m1lar to arguments advanced m prev1ous sections, grant1ng court w1dth vanance for 
the bwld1ng as proposed, would essentially double bu1ld1ng umt capac1ty The capacity 
Increase, m turn, leads to Increased demand for alley capac1ty, loadmg zone capac1ty, and 
parking The applicant fa1led to prov1de any amemt1es that would offset the mcreased 
demand Instead the challenges of dealing w1th Increased capacity are deferred to the 
neighbors and the c1ty as a whole resultmg 1n substantial detnment to pubhc good 

In conclusion, and 1n ant1c1pat1on of the pro forma statements the applicant Will submit, I 
request that the board rev1ews those With scrutiny The general 1mpress1on from th1s 
apphcat1on is that the applicant overpaid for the underlymg lots and is now seekmg what 1n 
essence 1s a bailout from the BZA Thus, the suggested practical difficulty was created at the 
closmg of the lot purchase transaction, hkely Will applicant's strategy all along bemg to seek 
extensive vanances to make the project work I request that the BZA g1ves th1s a great 
cons1derat1on 



Appendix A 

M St lot open air parking garage will close to 40 cars that will be eliminated. 



9th St lot open air parking garage that will be eliminated. 



Appendix B 
Examples of Historric Buildings being moved. 











Multlparker 740 
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Oer Multiparl<er 740 ist insbesondere fiir sclvnale und lange 
Grundrisse geeignet. Die vollautomatisdlen Hochregaltechnik 
bletet raumsparende Parl<1<isungen. 

Als Turm- und/oder Schachtversion rum Parl<en auf 1 bis 
8 Ebenen 

Automatisches Parksystem zum Parl<en von 10 bis iiber 
100 Autos 

Variable Systemlange moglich 

Mehrreihige Anordnungsmoglichkeiten bis zu 3 Park rei hen 
nebeneinander 

Sehr anpassungsfahig an individuelle Projektanforderungen 

Sic her fur den Nutzer und Fahrzeug (keine eng en Ram pen, 
dunkle Treppenhiiuser, keine Beschadigungen durc:h Park­
karambolagen oder Oiebstahl) 

Obergabestationen konnen flexibel angeordnet werden 

Schnelle Zugriffszeiten 

Keine raumintensiven Rampen und Fahrgassen erforder1ich 

Keine aufwendige Beleuc:htung. Beliiftung notwendig 

Unterschiedliche FahrzeughOhen moglich, z.B. fiir Vans, 
SUVs 

Standardma8ig fiir Fahrzeuggewicht Ills zu 2,5 t, hOhere 
Belastung nach Riicksprache mit WOHR moglich 

Vietseitige Bedienungsm()gtichkeiten: vom Transponderchip 
bis hin zur Funkfemsteuerung 

Geeignet als offentliches Parl<haus 

Folgt der Idee von "Green Parking" 

Otto Wohr GmbH 
Auto-Parksysteme 

Oigrebenstrelle t4 
71292 Friolzheim 

Fon +49 [0] 7044 46 -0 
Felt +49[017044 46 -149 

The Mulhparl<er 740 IS pantcularty suited to narrow and long 
floor plan areas and features a fully automatic space saving high 
rack storage parl<mg arrangement. 

As tower and/ or p1t vers1on prov1ded up to 8 parking levels 

Automatically operated parkmg systems for 10 to more 
than 100 cars 

Vanable system length ava1labte 

Multiple row arrangement w1th up to 3 parking rows 
behmd each other 

Well adaptable to indiVIdual proJeCt reqUirements 

Safe tor user and cars ( no narrow ramps, dark stairs, no 
damage caused by theft or vandalism} 

Customoz1bte arrangement of transfer area 

Fast access tomes 

No ramps and driving lanes 

No costly 1IIUm1nat10n and venttlatoon necessary 

01fferent car he1ghts poss1ble, e.g. Vans, SUVs 

For car we1ght up to 2.5 t, h1gher loaos are posstble after 
consultation w1th WOHR 

Easy operatton w1th several control opuons. e.g. trans­
ponder ch1p or remote control 

SUitable for pubhc parkmg 

Followmg the tOea of Green Par1<1ng" 

www.woehr.de 
into@woehr.de 

Wlr wnlldtt.n Poortcr.um 
We compaet parking apaee 
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Multiparker 740 I Schacht..System fUr 1-8 Parkebenen mit Winden oder StUtzen zwisehen den Stellplitzen 
Shaft system for 1- 8 parking levels with walls or columns between the parking spaces 

Parksystem fUr 1- 8 Parkebeoen als Schachtvariante 

Uingenausdehnung variabel bis zu 80 m 

Anordnung des Obergabebereichs direkt iiber dem Regalbediengerat 
oder im Bereich der Stellpliitze iiber einem separaten Vertikalforderer 
(siehe unten) 

Fahrzeughohe variabel durch unterschiedlich hohe Parkebenen 

Mehrreihige Anordnung moglich (siehe Seite 4) 

• lntegrierte Orehvorrichtung moglich 
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() MaBe in Klammern gelten bei nur einer Parkebene 
( ) Dimensions in brackets for one parking level only. 

Parkebeoen MaBA fUr MaB A mit 1 Parkebeoe 
160 em hohe Pkw fur200cm hohe Pkw 

Parking levels Dimension A for Dimension A w1th 1 parking 
160 em high cars level for 200 em high cars 

1 268 308 
2 441 481 
3 639 679 
4 812 852 
5 985 1025 
6 1158 1198 
7 1331 1371 

max. 8 1504 1544 

Pkw-HOhe Ma68 MaBe in em 
Car height Dimension B Dimens1ons in em 

160 173 
200 213 

Parking system for 1- 8 parking levels as shaft variant 

Linear expansion variable up to 80 m 

Arrangement of transfer area directly above the storage and retrieval 
unit or in the parking zone above a separate venicallift (see below) 

Vehicles of vanous height can be parked thanks to park•ng levels 
of various height 

Multi-row arrangement (see page 4) 

Integrated turning device is possible 

Stellplatze 
pro Ebene 

Parking spaces 
per level 

6 
8 

10 
12 
14 
16 
18 
20 

Obergabebereich (MaBe ohne Drehvorrichtung) 

Transfer area (dimensions without turning device) 

cur die Steuerung muss in der Nahe des 
Ubergabebereichs ein Raum (mind. Lange 
240cm x Breite 160 em x Hohe 220 em) zur 
Verfiigung stehen. 

For the control unit, space (at least length 
240 em x width 160 em x height 220cm) must 
be available near the transfer area. 

Ab 3 Parkebenen wird fiirdie DeckenfUhrung 
des Regalbediengerates eine zusatzliche Hohe 
von 25 em benotigt. 
Wird die Deckenstarke groBer als 35cm, muss 
die Unterfahrt (MaB 55 em) um denselben 
Unterschied vergroBert werden, 
z.B. Oeckenstarke 60cm = Unterfahrt 80cm. 

• • • Aile angegeben MaBe der Lange D sind nur ein 
Beispiel und sind abhangig von der Breite und 
Anzahl der evtl. benotigten Wandscheiben. 

For guiding rail on top of the storage and 
retrieval unit dimension A includes: 
25 em for systems from 3 parking levels 
If ceiling thickness is more than 35 em, the 
clearance (55 em) must be extended by the 
same difference, e.g. ceiling thickness 
60cm • clearance 80 em. 

• • • All specified dimensions of length Dare 
examples only and depend on the w1dth and 
number of partitions walls. 

1 Parkebene 
Rasterbreite 550 em 

1 parking level 
grid width 550cm 

Uinge o· •• I Length o· .. 
1925 
2500 
3075 
3650 
4225 
4800 
5375 
5950 

ab 2 Parlcebeoen 
Rasterbreite 590 em 

land more parking levels 
grid width 590 em 

Uinge 0***1 Length o~· ' 

1985 
2600 
3215 
3830 
4445 
5060 
5675 
6290 

Stellplatzanzahl verringert sich je nach Anzahl und Anordnung des 
Obergabebereichs. 

The number of parking spaces depends on number and arrangements 
of transfer areas. 

Wartungszugang und Schaltschrank 1 Maintenance access and switch cabinet 

Ein Wartungszugang zur Anlage und ein Schaltschrankraum (mind. 2 x 5 m) sind 
notwendig (Riicksprache mit WOHR erforderlich). 

Maintenance access as well a room for the switch cabinet (min. 2 x 5 m) is 
required {please check with wOHR). 



Multi parker 740 I Schacht-System fir 1-8 Parkebenen ohne Wlnde oder StUtzen zwischen den Stellplitzen 
Shaft system for 1- 8 parking levels without walls or columns between the parking spaces 

.__ __ 720 ---+ 

Stellptatze 
pro Ebene 

Parking spaces 
per level 

6 
8 

10 
12 
14 
16 
18 
20 

ab 2 Parltebenen 
Rasterbreite 565 em 

2 and more par1<ing levels 
grid width 565 em 
Lange D 1 Length D 

1900 
2465 
3030 
3595 
4160 
4725 
5290 
5855 

MaBein em 
Dimensions in em 

Stellplatzanzahl verringert sich je nach Anzahl 
und Anordnung des Obergabebereichs. 

The number of parking spaces depends on 
number and arrangements of transfer areas. 

Obergabebereich (MaBe ohne Drehvorrichtung) 

Transfer area (dimensions without turning device) 

Fur die Steuerung muss in der Nahe 
des Obergabebereichs ein Raum 
(mind. Lange 240cm x Breite 160cm x 
Hohe 220 em) zurVerfiigung stehen. 

For the control unit, space (at least 
length 240cm x width l60cm x height 
220 em) must be available near the 
transfer area . 

Multiparker 740 I Turm-System und Schacht/ Turm-System fur 4-8 Parkebenen 
Tower system and Shaft/ Tower system for 4- 8 parking levels 

Par1<system fiir4- 8 Par1<ebenen alsTurm-/Schachtvariante 

Uingenausdehnung variabel bis zu 80 m (siehe MaB D auf Seite 2 und oben) 

Anordnung des Obergabebereichs im Bereich der Stellplatze (siehe unten) 

Fahrzeughohe variabel durch unterschiedlich hohe Par1<ebenen 

Mehrreihige Anordnung moglich (siehe unten) 

• lntegrierte Drehvorrichtung moglich 

Tabelle fiirLangenmaBe siehe Seite 2. 
Table for dimensions in length see 
page 2. 

Tabelle fur LangenmaBe siehe Seite 3. 
Table for dimensions in length see 
page 3 

Oberpbebereich seitlich vom Regalbediengerlit 
Transfer area lateral to the storage and retrieval unit 

Schematische Darstellung des 
Palettenwechsels im seittichen 
Obergabebereich. Bitte fordern 
Sie weitere Details an! 

A new pallet as provided an 
the transfer area while the 
vertical lift as still moving the 
car upwards. Please contact 
WOHR for more detaals! 

Parking system for 4-8 parking levels as shaft/tower variant 

Unear expansion variable up to 80 m (see dimension 0 on page 2 and on top) 

Arrangement of transfer area in the par1<ing zone (see below) 

Vehicles of various height can be parked thanks to par1<ing levels 
of various height 

Multi-row arrangement (see below) 

Integrated turning device is possible 

Pkw-Hohe 
Car height 

16o 
200 

MaBB 
Dimension B 

173 
213 

MaBeincm 
Dimensions in em 

Turm-Schecht-$yatem I Tower / Shaft system 
Par1<ebenen MaB A fur Ma8 A mit 2 Par1<ebenen 

Par1<ing levels 

4 
5 
6 
7 

max. a 

Parltebenen 

Par1<ing levels 

4 
5 
6 
7 

malL 8 

Steuerung 

l60cm hohe Pkw fiir200cm hohe Pkw 

Dimension A for 
160cm high cars 

812 
985 
1158 
1331 
1504 

Dimension A with 2 par1<ing 
levels for 200 em high cars 

892 
1065 
1238 
1411 
1584 

Tum.Syatem I Tower system 
MaB A fi.ir Ma6 A mit 2 Par1<ebenen 

160cm hohe Pkw fiir200cm hohe Pkw 
Dimension A for 
160 em high cars 

717 
890 

1063 
1236 
1409 

Dimension A with 2 parking 
levels for 200 em high cars 

797 
970 

1143 
1316 
1489 

Fiirdie Steuerung muss in der Nahe des Obergabebereichs ein Raum (mind. 
Lange 240 em x Breite 160 em x Hohe 220cm) zurVerfiigung stehen. 

Control unit 

For the control unit, space (at least length 240 em x width 160 em x 
height 220 em) must be available near the transfer area. 

03 
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• Anordnung Obergabeberelch dlrekt ilber dem Regalbedlengerat I Transfer area directly above the storage and retrieval unit 

Obergabebereich mittig angeordnet. Ein- und Ausfahrt aus einer 
Richtung. 

Central arrangement of transfer area. Entry and exit from one direction. 

Durchfahrbarer Obergabebereich mit Einfahrt vorne und Ausfahrt 
nach hinten. 

Drive-through transfer area, with entry and rear ext!. 

Einfahrt 
Entry 

Anordnung Uft oder Oberpbebereich seitlich vom Regalbediengerit I Lift or transfer area lateral to the storage and retrieval unit 

Obergabebereich stirnseitig auf einer Seite angeordnet, mit Ein- und 
Ausfahrt a us einerRichtung. 

Transfer area arranged frontal on one side, with entry and exit from 
one direction. 

Drehvorrlchtung I Turning device 

1: \S \ : : :I 
" • Einfahrt/ Ausfahrt 
' ~ Entry /Exit 

Die Position des Obergabebereichs ist tiber jedem Stellplatz moglich. 

Transfer area can be arranged above any parking space. 

Einfahrt/ Ausfahrt 
Entry/Exit 

Durch eine Drehvorrichtung im Obergabebereich kann die Zufahrt in einem beliebigen Winkel angeordnet werden. 
So stellen auch enge Zu- und Abfahrtswege kein Problem dar. 

By use of a turning device inside the transfer area. access is possible at any angle. Thus, narrow driveways are no problem. 

• Systemvarianten - Mehrreihige Anordnungen I Different variants - Multi-row arrangement 

I ~ 
I· t ·I 
I I 

Ill 
oo 
coO 

III 
Durch die Moglichkeit einer mehrreihigen Anordnung beim Multiparker konnen vorhandener Raum bzw. Grundstiicksflache optimal ausgenutzt 
und speziell bei der Schachtvariante Tiefbaukosten eingespart werden. 

Ourch einen Leerplatz (griin) im System konnen die Fahrzeuge so umsortiert werden, dass ein Ein- und Ausparken in der zweiten Reihe moglich wird. 

The multi-row arrangement allows an optimum utilisation of the available space and/or land area and saves civil engineering costs, particularly with 
the shaft variant. 

An empty space (green) in the system allows to rearrange the cars in such a way that in-parking and out-parking in the second row becomes possible. 

Max. Fahrzeugabmessungen I Max. car dimensions 

Hohe tiber a lies (Pkw mit Dachgepacktragern, Dachreling, Antennen 
etc. durten die angegebene Hohe nicht iiberschreiten). 
Overall height (cars with roof racks. roof rails, antennas etc. should 
not exceed the mentioned overall he1ght). 

• • Bodentreiheit 
• • Clearance underneath the gear case 

Palettenbreite 
Pallet width 

220 
230 

MaBA 
Dimension A 

210 
220 

Fahrzeuggewicht max. 2500 kg, Radlast max. 625 kg. 

Die hier genannten FahrzeugmaBe gel ten fur die angegebenen EinbaumaBe. 
Andere Fahrzeugabmessungen sind bei entsprechenden Anderungen der 
BaumaBe moglich. 

Car weight max. 2500 kg. wheel load max. 625 kg. 

These car dimensions are valid for the building dimensions as mentioned. 
If building dimensions are adjusted, other car dimensions are possible. 



Multiparker 710/720/ 730 

Der Multi parker nutzt clever die vorhandene Rache und bietet 
Parkraum in verschiedenen Varianten. 

• Als Turm- und/oder Schachtversion 

• Automatisches Parksystem zum Parken von 10 bis uber 
100 Autos 

• Variable Systemlange moglich 

• Mehrreihige Anordnungsmoglichkeiten bis zu 2 Park rei hen 
hintereinander 

• Sehr anpassungsfahig an individueHe Projektanforderungen 

• Sic her fUr den Nutzer und Fahrzeug (keine engen Ram pen, 
dunkle Treppenhauser, keine Beschadigungen durch Park­
karambolagen oder Oiebstahl) 

• Obergabestationen konnen flexibel angeordnet werden 

• Sehr schnelle Zugriffszeiten aufgrund des Palettenschnell-
wechselsystems 

• Keine raumintensiven Ram pen und Fahrgassen erforderlich 

• Keine aufwendige Beleuchtung, BelUftung notwendig 

• Unterschiedliche Fahrzeughohen moglich, z.B. fUr Vans, 
SUVs 

• StandardmaBig fUr Fahrzeuggewicht bis zu 2,5 t, hohere 
Belastung nach Rucksprache mit wOHR moglich 

• Vielseitige Bedienungsmoglichkeiten: vom Transponderchip 
bis hin zur Funkfemsteuerung 

• Geeignet fUrWohn- und Geschiiftshauserund als offentli­
ches Parkhaus 

• Folgt der Idee von "Green Parking" 

Otto Wohr GmbH 
Auto-Part<systeme 

OlgrabensltaBe 14 
71292 Friolzheim 

Fon +4910!7044 46-0 
Fax +49 (0!7044 46 -149 

The Multiparker utilizes clever and smart the available surface 
and provides park•ng space with different vanants. 

• As tower and/or p1t version 

• Automatically operated parking systems for 10 to more 
than 100 cars 

• Variable system length available 

• Multiple row arrangement with up to 2 parking rows 
behmd each other 

• Well adaptable to individual project requirements 

• Safe for user and cars ( no narrow ramps, dark stairs, no 
damage caused by theft or vandalism) 

• Customazible arrangement of transfer area 

• Very fast access t1me by use of a quick-{:hange pallet 
system 

• No ramps and driving lanes 

• No costly illummation and ventilation necessary 

• Different car he•ghts poss1ble, e.g. Vans, SUVs 

• For car weight up to 2.5 t, h1gher loads are possible after 
consultation with WOHR 

Easy operation with several control options, e.g. trans­
ponder chip or remote control 

• Suitable for apartment- and office bu1ldings and for public 
parking 

• Following the idea of "Green Parking" 

www.woehr.de 
info@woehr.de 

Wlr wrdlc:ht.en Parkr8um 
We compact parking space 01 
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• Multiparker 710 I Turm-System fur 2-8 Parkebenen I Tower system for 2-8 parking levels 

• Parksystem fiir 2- 8 Parkebenen Turmvariante 

a Uingenausdehnung variabel 
(siehe MaS D auf unten stehenderTabelle) 

• Anordnung des Obergabebereichs variabel (siehe Seite 8) 

• FahrzeughOhe variabel durch unterschiedlich hohe Parkebenen 

• Mehrreihige Anordnung moglich (siehe Seite 8) 

a Pallettenschnellwechselsystem • kurze Zugriffszeiten 

a lntegrierte Drehvorrichtung moglich (Option) 
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~550 560 (600) 550 I 1660 (1700) 

~ MaSe fUr Palettenbreite 220 I Dimensions for pallet width 220 
MaSe fUr Palettenbreite 230 Dimensions for pallet width 230 

( ) MaBe in Klammern beziehen sich auf ein Regalbediengerat 
mit Drehvorrichtung. 

() Dimenstons m brackets for storage and retrieval umt with 
turning device 

Fiir die Steuerung muss in der Nahe des Obergabebereichs ein Raum 

30 

(mind. Lange 240 em x Breite 160 em x Hohe 220 em) zurVerfiigung stehen. 

For the control unit, space (at leasllength 240 em x w1dth 160 em x 
he1ght 220 em) must be available near the transfer area. 

a Parking system for 2- 8 parking levels as tower vanant 

• Unear expansion variable (see dtmension D on table below) 

a Variable arrangement of transfer area (see page 8) 

a Veh1cles of vanous hetghl can be parked thanks to parkmg levels of 
various hetght 

a Multi-row arrangement (see page 8) 

a Quick-change pallet system • short access times 

a Integrated turning device possible (option) 

Obergabebereich (MaBe ohne Drehvorrichtung) 
Transfer area (dimensions without turmng device) 

...., 

0 

"" r ~ 
0 
N 

"" 
~ 

,._ 575 I 

Parkebenen MaS A fur 160 em hohe Pkw 
mit 1 Parkebenefur 200 em hohe Pkw 

Parking levels Dimension A for 160 em high cars 
with 1 parking level for 200 em high cars 

2 ltili' 
3 _________ 669 

• 862 
5 1W5 
6 1268 
7 1461 

Stellplatze 
pro Eberle• 

Parking spaces 
per level• 

MaSC 
DimensionC 

213 

Palettenbreite 230 
Rasterbneite 255 em 

Pallet width 230 
grid width 255 em 
lange D I length D 

253 

Stellplatzanzahl verringert sich je nach Anzahl und Anordnung des 
Obergabebereichs 

The number of parking spaces depends on number and arrangement 
of transfer areas 

MaBein em 
Dimensions in em 



• Multiparker 710 I Schacht-System fur 2-8 Parkebenen I Shaft system for 2-8 parking levels 

• Par1csystem fur 2- 8 Par1cebenen Schachtvariante 

• Uingenausdehnung variabel (siehe Ma8 0 auf unten 
stehenderTabelle) 

• Anordnung des Obergabebere1chs variabel (siehe Seite 8) 

• FahrzeughOhe variabel durch unterschiedlich hohe Par1cebenen 

• Mehrreihige Anordnung moglich (siehe Seite 8) 

• Pallettenschnellwechselsystem = kurze Zugriffszeiten 

• lntegrierte Drehvorrichtung moglich (Option) 
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I L MaBe fiir Palettenbreite 220 I Dimensions for pallet width 220 r I 
MaBe fi.ir Palettenbreite 230 DimensiOns for pallet width 230 

() MaBe in Klammem beziehen sich auf ein Regalbediengerat 
mit Drehvorrichtung. 

( ) Dimensions in brackets for storage and retrieval un1t w1th 
turning device 

Fiir die Steuerung muss in der Nahe des Obergabebereichs ein Raum 
(mind. Lange 240cm x Breite 160cm x Hohe 220 em) zurVerfi.igung stehen. 

For the control unit. space (at least length 240cm x width 160 em x 
he1ght 220 em) must be available near the transfer area. 

• Parking system for 2- 8 parlc1ng levels as shaft variant 

• Lmear expans1on vanable (see d1mens1on 0 on table below) 

• Vanable arrangement of transfer area (see page 8) 

• Veh1cles of various height can be parked thanks to parking levels of 
various height 

• Multi-row arrangement (see page 8) 

• Quick-change pallet system = short access times 

• Integrated turning device possible (option) 

Obergabebereich (Ma6e ohne Drehvorrichtung) 
Transfer area (dimensions without turning device) 

0 
I() 

0 
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~ 
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Par1cebenen 

Par1cing levels 

Stellplatze 
pro Ebene• 

Parking spaces 
per level• 

620 ..~ 

Ma6 A fiir 160 em hohePkw 
mit 1 Par1cebenefiir 200 em hohe Pkw 

Dimension A for 160 em high cars 
with I par1cing level for 200 am high cars 

606 

MaBB 
Dimension B 

193 

Ma6C 
Dimension C 

213 
233 

Palettenbreite 230 
Rasterbre1te 255 em 

Pallet width 230 
grid width 255 em 

253 

Uinge o·· I Length o·· 

Palettenbreite 220 
Rasterbreite 245 em 

Pallet width 220 
grid width 245 em 

Lange o·. I length o·. 

Stellplatzanzahl verringert sich je nach Anzahl und Anordnung der 
Vertikalforderer 
Aile angegebenen Ma6e der Uinge D sind nur ein Beispiel und sind 
abhangig von der Breite und Anzahl der benotigten Wandscheiben 

The number of park1ng spaces depends on number and arrangement 
of lifts 
All specified dimensions of length Dare examples only and depend 
on width and number of partitions walls 

MaBeincm 
Dimensions 1n em 

... 

I 

03 



04 

• Multiparker 720 1 Turm-System fur 4-20 Parkebenen I Tower system for 4-20 parking levels 

• Parksystem fur 4- 20 Parkebenen Turmvariante 

• Uingenausdehnung begrenzt auf max. 6 Stellpliitze je Rei he 

• Anordnung des Obergabebereichs variabel (siehe Seite 8) 

• FahrzeughOhe varia bel durch unterschiedlich hohe Parkebenen 

• Mehrreihige Anordnung m<iglich (siehe Seite 8) 

• Pallettenschnellwechselsystem • kurze Zugriffszeiten 

• lntegrierte Drehvorrichtung moglich (Option) 
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t-550 560 (600) 550 
1660 1700) 

• MaB 200 em gilt fUr 6 bzw. 8 Stellplatze je Ebene 
MaB 250 em gilt fur 10 bzw. 12 Stellplatzen je Ebene 

Dimension 200 em apply to 6 or 8 parkong spaces per level 
Dimension 250 em apply to 10 or 12 parkong spaces per level 

( ) MaBe in Klammem beziehen sieh auf ein Regalbediengeriit 
mit Drehvorriehtung. 

() Dimensions in brackets for storage and retrieval unit with 
turning device 

I 
l 

f t MaBe fUr Palettenbreite 220 I Dimens1ons for pallet w!dth 220 
L Ma6e fUr Palettenbreite 230 Dimens1ons for pallet w•dth 230 

Fur die Steuerung muss in der Nahe des Obergabebereichs ein Raum 
(mind. Lange 240cm x Breite 160em x HOhe 220cm) zurVerfiigung stehen. 

For the control un.t, space (at least length 240 em x width 160 em x 
height 220 em) must be available near the transfer area. 

• Parking system for 4-20 park1ng levels as towervanant 

• Linear expansion limited to max. 6 parkmg bays per row 

• Vanable arrangement of transfer area (see page 8) 

• Vehicles of vanous height can be parked thanks to parking levels of 
various height 

• Multi-row arrangement (see page 81 
• Quick-<:hange pallet system = short access times 

• Integrated turning device possible (option) 

Obergabebereieh (MaBe ohne Drehvorrichtung) 
Transfer area (dimensions without tummg device) 

Parkebenen 

Parking levels 

Stellpli!tze 
proEbene-

Parking spaces 
per level .. 

MaBAtUr 
160cm hohe Pkw 

MaS A mit 2 Parkebenen 
fUr 200 em hohe Pkw 

Dimension A with 2 parking 
levels for 200 em high cars 

912 
1125 
1318 
1511 
1104 
1897 
2110 
2303 
2496 
2689 
2882 

-----~3095 

Palettenbreite 230 
Rasterbreite 255 em 

Pallet width 230 
grid width 255 em 

Uinge D I Length D 

820 

3288 
3481 
367! 
3867 

Palettenbreite 220 
Rasterbreite 245 em 

Pallet Width 220 
grid width 245 em 

Uinge 0 I Length D 

~ 
1105 
1350 
1595 

•• Stellplatzanzahl verringert sieh je nach Anzahl und Anordnung des 
Obergabebereichs 

- The number of parkong spaces depends on number and arrangement 
of transfer areas 

Ma6ein em 
Dimensions in em 
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