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This Appeal challenges the Zoning Administrator‘s approval of the
Subdivision of Lot 108
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“The building was voted the fifth most
beautiful building in the world by a

group of members from the
Association of American Architects.”

From Perseus’ HPRB Presentation Package.
Source the National Park Service



The Zoning Administrator Approved the Subdivision of Lot 108
Drawing A Lot Line Less than 6’ from the Rear of the Temple

LOT OCCUPANCY: = 56.1% (75% LOT OCCUPANCY ALLOWABLE)
LOT OCCUPANCY = (LARGEST FLOOR SF/LOT SIZE) 100 150" PUBL
= (25.877/46,099)"100 = 56.1%
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Professor James McCrery

* Professor McCrery will testify today as an expert witness on behalf of
both Appellants

Appointed by the President of the United States to the US
Commission of Fine Arts

Bachelor and Master of Architecture from Ohio State University
Associate Professor of Architecture, Catholic University
Registered Architect licensed to practice in multiple states

Recipient of numerous awards including multiple awards from the
American Institute of Architects for Excellence

Recipient of John Russell Pope Award for Excellence in Architecture
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Professor McCrery Will Testify This Subdivision Violates
2 Key Provisions of the Zoning Regulations for Yards

Subtitle A § 101.6 and Subtitle C § 302.1 state:

Where a lot is divided, the division shall be effected in a
manner that will not violate the provisions of this title for yards,
courts, other open space, minimum lot width, minimum lot area, floor
area ratio, percentage of lot occupancy, parking spaces, or loading
berths applicable to that lot or any lot created.

1. NOSTRUCTURE IN REQUIRED REAR YARD MORE THAN FOUR FEET (4 FT.) ABOVE THE
GRADE AT ANY POINT

Subtitle B § 324.1(a).

“Every part of a yard required under this title shall be open and unobstructed to
the sky from the ground up except as follows:

1. (a) Astructure, not including a building no part of which is more than four
feet (4 ft.) above the grade at any point, may occupy any yard required
under the provisions of this title.”

(The only exceptions are a retaining wall, fence or stairs)

2. MINIMUM DEPTH OF A REQUIRED REAR YARD IN RA-9 ZONE

Subtitle F § 605.1 of the Zoning Regulations requires:

In order to control the scale and density of development there must be at the very

minimum one foot of rear yard for every 3 feet of building height in RA-9 Zones
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KEY PROVISION 1 VIOLATED

1. NO STRUCTURE IN REQUIRED REAR YARD MORE THAN FOUR FEET (4 FT.) ABOVE THE
GRADE AT ANY POINT 11’ 6” HIGH WALL and STONE COLUMN
Subtitle B § 324.1(a). NOT A RETAINING WALL, FENCE OR STAIRS

“Every part of a yard required under this title shall be open and unobstructed to
the sky from the ground up except as follows:

1. (a) Astructure, not including a building no part of which is more than four
feet (4 ft.) above the grade at any point, may occupy any yard required
under the provisions of this title.”

(The only exceptions are a retaining wall, fence or stairs)

When § Street is designated the front, the area outlined in red becomes the new
"rear" yard. The yellow shows the 11.5 ft high wall, the green the monumental
column inside the rear yard.




The Solid Granite Wall: 11.5 ft high and nearly 3 ft wide

West Side of Wall and Stone Column with 7ft 8in
Measurement above Stone Platform Level on West Side
of Temple showing this is not a Retaining Wall

The 11.5 ft Wall viewed from the East
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Massive Solid Granite Wall and Column Over 25 feet long, 11.5 feet tall, nearly 3 feet wide
Inside a Required Rear Yard

.__ Photo Showing 7’8" Measurement of Granite Wall

And Stone Column Above Concrete Platform
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KEY PROVISION 2

Size of the Required Rear Yard Is Determined by Height of Principal Building

Perseus’ Diagram showing Temple height is 139ft.

2. MINIMUM DEPTH OF A REQUIRED REAR YARD IN RA-9 ZONE

Subtitle F § 605.1 of the Zoning Regulations requires:

In order to control the scale and density of development there must be at the very
minimum one foot of rear yard for every 3 feet of building height in RA-9 Zones

The Temple is 139 ft high. s
The required rear yard must be
at a minimum:

S8

139ft/3 = 46.33 ft
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MASONIC TEMPLE BUILT ON FLAT VACANT LOT
Natural Grade of the Lot is Level with the Curb
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Groundbreaking Ceremony
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THE ARCHITECTURAL REVILW v In a 1916 article entitled “Roof Constiucrion of the Temple™. the contractor who built the

roof. R. Guastavino Company. referred to the 332 ton pyramidal structure as a roof writing:

Roof Construction of the Temple

—

“[T]n the roof of the Temple the limestone
alone. composing the steps in the roof as
seen in the photograph weighs 332 tons!
The entire weight of this roof. limestone
and all. is supported by a shell of typical
Guastavino Construction.”™ (Photo to left
appeared in the original 1916 article)

RCHITECTS who are interested
LN in true masonry construction,
particularly those acquainted with
the notable Brunelleschi dome, st
Florence, will be struck by the
points of similarity in the double-

Architectural Review, January 1916,
Volume IV, No. 1 (See attached article)
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i shell dome comstruction of the

Temple.

@ While the dome at Florence
carries mo practical superimposed
weight, outside of the lantern, in
the roof of the Temple the lme-
stone alone, composing the steps in
the roof as seen in the photograph,
of this roof, limestone and all, s
supported by a shell of typical

Guastavino Construction.

q"r know of no more dn‘ll‘
illustration of the structural sound-

ness, which distinguishes Guastavino
Construction fully as much as its

aesthetic appeal

R.GUASTAVINO
COMPANY

NEW YORK
FULLER BUILDING

BOSTON
&0 STATE STREET

View of Building, Showing Solid Limestone Roof

[hespite same "conspiracy
thearies” ta the contrary, there

is no Masanic significance to the
number af steps on the roof, Th
pyramid is comprised of interlock:
ing; bocks that form into steps,
Using Guastaving’s mathematical
calculations of the inner dome, the
buibdiers determine the necessary
heiglt and width of the steps,
which in turn dictated the num-
ber—either fourteen ar ffteen

depending on how you coant.



From the Masons’ 2015 publication A Guidebook to the House of the Temple
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