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No. 04-AA-296

FREDERIC SCHWARTZ, et al.,
Petitioners,
V. ZE16-63-

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ZONING COMMISSION, Ze 03/ ¢
Respondent.

BEFORE: Washington, Associate Judge, Pryor and Nebeker, Senior Judges.

ORDER

On consideration of respondent’s motion to dismiss and motion to stay briefing, there
appearing to be no opposition thereto, the record on appeal, and brief of petitioner, it is

ORDERED that respondent’s motion to dismiss is granted and this petition for review
is hereby dismissed as moot. It is

FURTHER ORDERED that respondent’s motion to stay briefing is denied as moot.
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October 25, 2004
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Nos. 04-AA-296: Frederic Schwartz, et al. V. D.C. Zoning -
Commission

D.C. Board of Zoning Adjustment
Jerrily R. Kress, Director
District Building

441 4th Street, NW, Suite 210
Washington, DC 20001

Dear Ms. Kress:

Pursuant to Rule 41(a) of this Court, the decision in the
above-entitled case is attached.

Please acknowledge receipt of the decision by signing the
copy of this letter and returning it to this office as soon as

possible.

Garland Pinkston, Jr.
Clerk

I hereby acknowledge receipt of the original of this letter with
attachments.






