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Artists will be allowed to establish an apartment as an
sccessorv use to a studio in an industrial zone. The
requirement that the residential use be accessorv should
nrevent the diversion of industrial-zoned land and strue-
tures tn regsidential purnoses,. Such diversion should he
limited, hecause the entrv of res{dential uses into indusg-
trial zones oreates pressures to protect the resgidential
uses from the impact of the industrial ones which are
intended to be the *avored uses in those zones.

Artists will be allowed to establish studios in ga-
rages, and in buildines located on allev lots, under con-
ditions that will preserve reouired parking, limit the scope
and impact of the studio use, and not otherwise tend to
divert the use of housing stock,.

[~ Some concern was expressed during the hearings about
the principle af protecting residential zones from the
intrusion of non-residential uses, This concern is reason-
able, but taken too far would deprive the District of the
diversity which inheres in and enriches the life of the
citv, Art is one element of this diversity that should he
encouraped, with reasonable controls,

Concern was also expressed about the hazardous
properties of certain of the materials which mav be used by
some artista. The Commission concludes that the District's
fire and safetv codes are the more practical and effective
repulatory vehicles for dealing with these issues,

Similar ceconcerns relate to noise which mav accompanv
work in some media. Asaln, the District has a separate
noise control ordinance. In addition, as one artist aobserved,
o the extent that neither zoning nor other regulations can
ahgsolutelv prevent all unreasonable impact of regulated
activity, such is simplv an element of the compromise of
urban life. There will be a degree of noise, traffie,
parking congestion, and general clamor as part of life in

the eitv, ‘Indeed, a certain level of these effects are at
—times generated to an unwelcome extent bv the verv use which
is the most liberallv permitted under the Zoning Regulations,
that ig, the single familv dwelling,

Converselv, not everv artist mav reasonablv expect to
be accormodated bv regulations which allow all flexibility
which the muse would dictate, The regulations must work
generallv, not on the assumption or hope that, with no
stated 1imit, "not too manv" artists would use an excessive
amount of floor area or garage space, or bring on an
excessive number of apprentices, -

The Commission notes that in 2,0, Case 86-29 it is
amending the regulations to provide additional expanded

opportunities for the location of artistEﬁzy§1os.
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The adanted rules and the above discussion respvond to
the concerns of Advisorv Neighbhnrhnod Commission ("ANCY) 20,
which expressed general suvport for the pronosed amendments
to encourage artists to remain in the Nistriet, and the
support of ANC 1C for the artist "loft" concept in the
industrial zones. The Commission believes that paragraph
2300,3Ce) will protect apainst the diversion of off-gtreet
parking, and accordingly responds to the concern of ANC iC
about the use of garage space for studios,

The amended rules define the term "art gallerv"; delete
art galleries as permitted uses in the R-4 district; allow
them hv speecial exception in the R-5 distriet; and allow
them as a matter of right in the 8P zone,

easnnahbly to the impact of art galleries in the R-4 and R-5
zones, The Commission is not persuaded that an art galleryv
is & hostile element in residentiagl zones, simply because it
js not classed as a residential use, An art gallerv
provides a henefit to citv life that is not incompatible
with the variety of residential structures that are allowed
ftn the R-5 =zone, The special exception process and
standards will provide amnle protection to adiacent and

eighhoring uses, and allow the retention of established

n
l_Falleries.

The definition of art gallerv will clarifv that the use
is one that displavs and sells ohjects of art, As defined
in Webster's {Inabridged Dictionarv, an object of art is an
v"article of artistic worth", In svite of the element of
subjectivity in this latter definition, it nonetheless
serves to direct and limit the clasgs of uses which can be
established, The retention of art gallerv as a matter of
right use in an SP District is entirely consistent with the
allowed and intended mix of uses in the SP zohes. The
Commission believes that the character of the R-5 and SP
zones where galleries are now located will be preserved by
continuing to allow galleries as uses which are permitted
either as a special exception or as a matter-of-right,

r“ The Commission believes that the amendments respond
r

The final rules, and the above discussion address the
concerne of ANCs 1C and 2B that art galleries be deleted as
matter of right uses in residentiel areas or R~4 and R-35
districts, and that the term art gallerv be defined. In the
notice of proposed rulemaking, the Commission proposed two
alternative definitions of "art gallerv”, The Commission
has determined to adopt the second proposed alternative,
with one clarifving and non-substantive change., The alter-
native proposals had been that an art gallerv's income must
be either entirelv or substantiallv derived from the sale
and disolav of obiects of art. The thrust of the latter
propogal is more reasonahle, bhut, in light of a comment of
ANC 7B, the Commission has clarified the provision bv sub-
stitutineg "more than fiftv percent (50 %)" for "substantially"



