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OPINION AT.ID ORDER

Thlg case cam before the Court for a hearlng and.trtal

on petlttonerr s reque8t that the real property Lt onng and

whlch le located at 1201 Perry Street, N.E. ln the Dlstrlct

of Colunble ls erempt frorn real property tarcea under D.C.

Code 1973, t47-801a. Fetit loner eeeks to have the property

declared exempt and to haw the Court order a refund to the

petlEloner of any real estate property taxes pald eubsequent

to the beglnnlng of Flecal Year L975.

The court hae Jurlsdtctlon over thls case pursuant to

D.  C,  Code L973,  f11-1201.

I

After conslderlng the tesctmony and evLdence offered ln

thls caae together wlth the arguments of counsel for the

partles, Che Court makcs. che followlng findlngs of facc:

1. The property lnvolved tn chls case le located ot

1201 Perry Screec, N.E, ln the Dlstr lct  of  Columbla,  and ic

logal ly deecr lbed ag l 'ot ,  52,  Square 3926. ( f t .  Ex.  6.)
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2, Pet lc loner requested a tax exemptton on che subJecC

property ln January L974 and thac request was denled by

respondent ln February L974. Petlt loner requeeted recongldera-

tlon of the declslon denylng exempt status and that requeet

wae denled on March 21, L974,

3. The petltloner ts an organlzatlqr not organLzed or

operated for prlvate galn. rts Artlcles of rncorporatlon were

flled under the Dtetrlct of Columbla Non-hoflt Corporatlon Act

(D.C. Code 1973, f29-1001, et  seq.) .  I t  te st l l l  ln good srand-

lng as a Dlgtrict of Colurnbla non-proflt corporstlon and ie

, 
ll.sted as en exempt organLzatlon by che Internal Revenue Senrlce

under a group nrltng lesuei by that senrlce Ln L974. That nrllng

was Eade pursuant to Internal Revenue Code of 1954, SecrLon 501(c) (3)

,. Reepondent concedea that the petitloner te a non-proftE organlza-

t ion.

4. The petltloner and the membere of petttlonerrs corporatlon

adnlnlgter the Washlngton Province of the Soclety of the Sacred

Heart, That Prorrince, whlch stretchee fro Maesachuserts to

Florlda, co'naleEs of one college, four schools, and various

houees lncludlng houses of etudy, pr€-t€tlrement housee and

retlren€nc houses. The Provl.nce numbers approxlmately 165

rel lg loue or elgcers.

5. The corrnunlcy of nuns ustng the property ln guestl.on

1g a rellglous co'nrnunity and each nun ls a member of thac

rellgloue corrnunlty. The nuns llvlng on the property at th€

t lme of  t r la l  were s leter Bush, s lster Murphy, s lster Duffy,
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Slster Santos,  and Slster Hupp. The Slscers carry out dal ly

rellglous gerivlces and the Blessed Sacrament ls kept ln the

house whlch le qulte unusual except at rellglcus houses. Dienbers

of other rellglous groups and members of the local cmrmunlty,

on a perlodlc and regular basls, Joln wlth the Sl.sters for

other reltglore senrlces, lncludlng the l{oly Sacrtflce of thc

Ma88.

6. Each Sleter usag the property has taken a vqr of

pqrrerty. At the tlm of the trlal two Sleters were eai-nlng a

salary, Slster Duffy was pald lese than $9,000 per year and

Slster Santoe lese then $41000. A11 earnlngs and other frmds

recolved by any Slgter are lrunedlately turned o\rer to the

Soclety. A budget te prepared for the cornnnrntty by the

Sleters ln consultatlon wlth the provlnclal adnlntstratlon.

Fundg ere sent monthly from the Provlnclal Headquartera to

the cqnunlty to cover Lta expenseo.

7, The Soclety of the Sacred Heart hae a rule that lts

'"amberg, excepE -!n unusual -caseg, mueE. llve-ln -cortrnrnLtlee.

If the cosrmtrnlty ac 1201 Perry Street, N.E. dfd not exlst,

lt would pos€ I rnrch greater problern for the sLsters uslng

the property Eo carry out thelr current work.

8. Sl8ter Bush le a member of the Soclecy of the Sacreci

Heart and occuplee the property ln queetlon. She ls an

admlntatraEor ln the Soclety and a member of the Prsnlnctal

Team, the hlghest governlng body of the ProvLnce. In thlt

funct lon she ls requlrcd to review rcport$,  wrtco reporca

I

f'

I
I
I
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and conslder all the actLvltles of the Order ln the Provlnce

ln ltg relatlonshlp wlth other Provlnces and the Headquarters

of the Soclety ln Rome. Meeclngs concerning provlnclal admln-

lstratlon are held i.n the bullding ln questlon. Slster Bush

Ls also the Dlrector of Pre-Retl.rerenc and Retlrement, a staff

posltlon ln the adrnlnlstratLon of the Prwlnce. Her dutlee ln

thle posltlon lnclude reeearch and collectlon of naterialg on

thoae eubJects, prepartng reports for her Order, consultlng

on those eubJecte wlth other Prwlnces of her Order antl other

Orders, nrnnlng workshops on those subJects and counsellng

lndtvldual nune on thelr career developmnt. Sone neetl.ngs

and uorkehope deallng wlth Pre-Retlrement and Retlrement are

held at the bulldlng in queatLon. Slster Bueh ts the flrst

lncumbent of the poeltlon of the Dlrector of Pre-Retlreroent

and Retlrement; ghe accually created the poeltlon. That offlce

has been eetabllehed ln !{aehlngton because of the reaourceg

on those subJects ln the Natlonal Capttol Area and SLster Bt'eh

hag. her-.of,flce and carrlee ouB the naJor. portlon of -her-.actlvltles -----

on the eubJect Property.

9, Sleter lfurphy ls a menber of the Soclecy of the Sacred

Heart and also occuples che eubJect property. She and 18 orher

nuna were etudents ln che Paecorlal MtnletrT Program ac Trin!.ty 
I

College at the ttme of the trlal. ThLe cerctflcare progrsm

lnvo1veeanacaden lcpar tanda t ra1n tngpar t ; theacademtc
i

part lnvolves course work ln such subJecte as Moral .Theology

and ScrlpEure and che trainlng parc for SLscer lturphy ts as a
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proc t icum n t  Wal tc r  l t ced  Arnry  l lo r ; l r i tn l  ln  wh lch ,  undcr  supcnr is lon ,

ahe nlnLsters co the sick. Slster Murphy PrePares for her

study and tralnlng on the subJect property and ehe ls a neurber

of the New York Prwince of the Soclety of the Sacred Heart,

10. Slster Duffy ls a menber of the Society of the Sacred

Heart and occuples the property ln question. She ie lnvolved

ln teachtng and nlssLonary actlvlttes. She ls a uenber of the

faculty of the Cathollc UnlversLty of Anerica and teachee ln

the Arnerlcan languag€ Inetttute of that Unlverslty. She also

teaches ln the Maeter of Arts ln Teachlng Prograo at Trinlty

College. She teaches ltnguietlce, Engltsh as a forelgn language

and the tcachLng of Engllah as a forelgn language. She nag a

utealonat7 ln Brazll for many years and remalns lnvolved ln

mlsetonary actlvlt les. At the tfum of the trlal ehe wae the

Chalrnan of the t{aehlngton Mlselon Symposlun and as such planned

lte programs and kept lts records. She counsels pereone golng

to the mtsgtons and te actLve Ln the program to send books to

forelgn mlesLone. She seee gtudents, preparea her classes,

truns- the-l{aehington Mlsglon Syrnposlum' and cotmsels persong-----

golng to nlealone on the property ln quest,ton.

11. Slster Santos ls a member of the Soclety of the Sacred

Heart  and also occuples the subJecc property.  fn rel lgtous

orderg, Bervlce functlons are generally carrled out by membere

of the Order. Steter Sontos has been ln auch a rornrico funccton

throtrghout her ttrre tn the Soclety end Ls asatgned to be one i

of the Sacrlstans at the Natlonal Shrlne of the Inrnaculate

Concept ton.
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12. Sistcr  l lupp is a mcmbcr of  t l rc Society of  Clrc Sacrcd

Heart and occuples the property. She ls a retlred Slster who

does soute volunteer charltable work for whl.ch she ls pald an

emount whlch doee not co\rer her expenses. Before her retlre-

Dent tn 1973 she was for forty years a teacher and adnlnlstrator

of the schools for the Soclety.

13, The Departuent of Flnance and Revenue of the Dlstrlct of

Colunbla le charged wlth detemlng whether to recognlze exempttons

on real property. In the Lnetant caoe, the Tax Asgessor nho

was Ln charge of lnvestigatlng the uee of the property and naklng

e recoutrendatlon a8 to whether that uee mrlted grantlng an

exenptlon vlelted the property once unanaotmced. Flndlng no

one there he brtefly looked Ln a wlndolr but rnade no furCher

examlnatlon of the property. On the follorrlng dsy he spoke

on the telephcte wlth one of the Sletere for two or three mtnutes.

Durlng Che course of that conversatlon he aeked no questLons

ln teri ls or wordg of D. C. Code 1973, f47-801a. He made no

further exaolnatlon of the uge of the butldlng.

I I

It ls lnportant to note when dtscusglng any requeec Chat

property be decermlned Co be exempt that exenptlons from

taxatlon ln the Dlstr lct of Columbia are ctr lct ly constnred

egalnst thore clafuntng the exempclon. lJashlnscon Chapter

of  Amertcan Insc l tu te of  Banklng v .  Dlscr lcc of  Col .umblg,

92  U .S .  App .  D .C .  139 ,  203  F .2d  68  (1953) ;  Hebrew Horne  go r

t he  AAed  v .  D l s t r l c t  o f  Co lumb ta ,  79  V .S .  App .  D .C .  64 ,
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142 F.2d 573 (L944); Comblned Consreqgtlons of Dlstrlcg of

co lumbla  v .  Denr ,  78  u .s .  App.  D.C.  254,  140 F .2d  9  (1943) .

See  a lgo r  v .  Secu r l t v

Storase Conpanv of  Washlgqton,  365 A.2d 785,  790,  n .  9  (D.C.

App. L977r.

fhe petltloner clalms thst the subJect property le exempt

under Sectlon 47-801a(n) but it argues ln the alternatlve that,

tf not cxempt trnder that sectlon, then lt Le entlt led to elther

a full or partlal exemptton under a number of other sectlons

lnc lud lng  Sec t lons  47-801a(h) ,  (J ) ,  ( rn ) ,  (o ) ,  (q )  and ( r ) (1 ) .

'The Court concludes that only those clalos nade under sub-

sectlo'ns (n), (q) or (r)(1) merlt consl.deratlon. However,

beforc dlscusglng those clalmg, the Court w111 brtefly dlepoee
i i

of thoac contentlons lt f lnde to be totally wlthorrt mcrlt.

Pctttloncr ergueo that at leaet a portlon of the property

lr entlt led to an exemptlon under Sectlon 47-801a(h). That

sectton excmpta bulldtngs opersted by lnstltutlons not organlzed

for.prlveto geln .end- whLch are -used -r.1for- purposes of -publlc

charlty prlnclpally wtthln the Dlstrlct of Coluroblar'. 9€,9.t. '

D ls t r l c lo f_Co lumbla  v .  . ,  91  U.S.  App.

D.C. L37r 198 F.2d 530 (L952);  Cathol ic 4ome for Aeed Indies v.

D lg t r l c_ t_o f  Co lumb: lg ,  82  U.S.  App.  D.  C.  195,  161 F .2d  901 ( f947) ;

@ v.  L lnda Pol l ln Memorlal  Houglng Corp.,

313 A.2d 579 (D.C. App, L973). Petlt loner €rguelr that the fect

that Slster Hupp, a retlred rellglous, l lvee ln the house

supports the clalm since by allowlng her to l lve there the
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pecl t loner relLeves thc DisEr lcc of  Colunrbia of  che burden ,

o f fu rn1eh lngheraupporc .Thereareno fac tghoweverwh1ch

evengugges t tha t thesubJec tp roPer tywasPurchased fo ro r

le nalntalned ln order to prwlde a horne for retlred slsterg.

On the contrary, the fact ts that Slster Hupp, who lg gttl l  j

gmewhat scttve, Just happens to l lve there rmrch ltke a ;
I

retLred or elderly peraon llvlng wlth a roember of hls or her

fanr11y .Sucha fa ru11ywou1dnotbeen t1 t1ed toanexempt1on

on lts property nerely because the retlred person llves there;
* l

nor ls petttloner entltled to such an exemptLon.-

The petlt ioner also contends thac the property Ls exenpt

under Sectlon 47-801a(J). That sectlon exenpre bulldlnge

frbelonglng to and operated by echools, collegee or unlvereLtLegt' I

not organlzed for prlvate galn and whLch enbrace the I'generally

recognlzed relatlonehlp of teacher and studenttf . !€,

I{ashlngton Chapter of the Amerlcan Instttute of Banktns v.

Dlstrlct of colunbta, !g!4,. The glnple answer.to thls conten-

tLon ls that the petLtloner le not a cchool, college or

unlverslty. The requeet for exemptlon under thls aectton

! rust  a lso be denled.

PetLtloner nexc proffers that i t  would be entlcled co an

exemptlon under Sectlons 47-801a(m) and (o) on che theory

that  S ls ter  Sancog ls  a SacrLstan at  Che Naf lonal  Shr ine of  :

the Inmaculate Conceptlon and thaC a Sacrlstan 18 frequently l

a brother who would l lve at a paocoral resldence and that thc 
,

on ly  reaoon Slacer  Santos ls  not  l lv lng at  euch a reoldence

! '  
' l ' i r is  nr r$unrus that  a  rcc l red fnmi ly  coul< l  nrccc ochcr  requl re-

men ts  o f  Scc t  l r rn  / r7 -60 l r r  ( l r )  .
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ls chaE she Lg a wornan and is rcquircd to l ivc ht  hcr own

cmunlty. Agaln, there ls a aingle answer to thle claln;

' although the Natlonal Shrlne may fall wlthln the punrlew of

Sectlon 47-801a(m) as a church, lt ls clear that petLrloner

doee not queltfy as a church, therefore lt cannot be exempt

under that eectlon. smLlarlly, Lt cannot claln an exemptlon

under sectlqr 801a(o) slnce that exemptl.on is only given for

one pastoral resldence owned by a church and actually occupled

by the psstor, rector or mLnLster of that church. It is

obvlous that the subJect property does not quallfy for the

exenptlon.

I I I

The petttloner argues wtth great force that the propefty

la entlt led to exenptlo'n under Sectlon 47-80la(n). That

rectlon grants an exemptlon for: ttBulldlngs belonglng to

rellglous corporatlone or goclettes prl.narlly and regularly

used for rellgloue worehLp, etudy, tralnlng, and mlsslonary

actl,vlt lecl. See Calvery Baptlst Church ELtenslon Assoc. v.

gfgtrfcf oF eblumbii, 8T-U;S;-Epp. D;-d. 330,159-F. Zd-3ZT-

(f946); Dlstris:t of Colulnbla v. ltarvland Svnod of Lurheral

Church tn Arner lca,  307 A.zd 735 (D.C. App. L973).

In order to come wlthln the exemption ereated by thle

scct lorr ,  the pecl t loner need only eattafy two condl t tons.

Ftrat ,  the pet l t toner must be a rel lgtous corporatLon or

roclety.  Thls pet lc loner easl ly meets th ls requLrement.

sccond, the property mus! prlmarlly and regularly be used

I
i
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for rellglous worship, etudy, tralnlng, and mlsglonary actlvLtles,

I  81  U.S.  App.  D.C.  a t  331,  158 F ,2d  a t  328.  Th ts  requLrement

I preoents a gerlous obstacle to the petlt ionert s request forl .
I
I
J exemptlon.
I
I

I The petltloner argues that the use of the property DeetgI
I
I the second condltlon ln that the property ls regularly usedl
I
I
i for worshlp elnce the Slsters reguLarly carry out religlotrs
I

aenltcee there and the Blessed sacrament le kept in the house

for the use of the Slsters. It ts also argued that Slster

, Murphy ls ln a paetoral nlnlstry progran at Trlnlty ColLege

here ghe ig 'tstudylngtt and trtralnl.ng' for a new olnlstry.

Iaet, they note that Sister Duffy ls algo actlve ln teaching

'... and that ehe solretftDes sees studente, preparee her claesee,

runs the l{aehlngto'n Mlaslon Syoposlum and counselc pereone

golng to ntgelons on the eubJect property.

Notnlthetandlng the abwe, lt seens clear that the

Itprlmary and regulartt u8e of the butldtng is not for rellgLoue i

worshtp, etudy, tralnlng oi dieiLonary--actrvttles-bur-1ather--*-l

e8ares1dence fo r the f1veg ts te rs1 tv1ngon theProP€r ty

As such, thls case Ls clearly dlstlngulshabLe from Calvenr.

BapElst  Church Extenst lon Assoc.  v .  Dlscr lc_t  o f  Columbiq,  ggpE4,  r
i

and Dl-strlcc oJF columbla. v. Marvland synod of Lurheran ghurch i

ln Amerlca, $.p8, where the property $es prtnarily and regularly 
l

used for rellgloue worehlp, tral,nl.ng, etudy and mlsalonary 
i

acclvictes. rn the fonner case lt was erely the extenslon i

of  : r  churclr  nnd ln the lat ter  case the properEy was actual ly
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occupled by a church and lt was owned by a rerlglous corporatlon

or eoclety. Here, the petltLoner Ln requestlng the exemptlon

really focuses not upon the use of the prop€rcy but the

actlvlt lee of the varlous slsters occupytng the house. rf the

law permltted a l lberal lnterpretatLon of the etatute the

petlttoner rnlght quallfy for the exemptlon but, as has already

been notcd, such exemptlons are strtctly construed agalnet the

person or persons clalmlng the exemptlon. whlle the slstere

co'nduet rellgloue senrlcee ln the house lt appears that they

would do the same ln any rellgLous corrnunlty. The buildlng

nay be used for rellgloua worshlp and eenlces froa tLre to

tlm but that le not lts prlmary and regular functlon.

There la oo evldence that rhe burldlng ls prlnarlly or

regularly ueed f6r atudy, tralnLng or nteslonary actlvlt lo8.

Tnre lt nay be that the lndlvldual slsters nay be engaged in

euch actlvltlee but, aa tndlcated aborre that le not the

prlnary purpoee of the property.

The exernptlon under sectlon 47-801a(n) wae creaced when

congreee recognlzed that there were certaln rrhouges of studyrt

surrotndlng the cathollc unlversLty of Arrerrca whlch fonned

sn lncegral part of the untversity but whlch were not owned

by thac lnstltutlon. Slnce they were not schools or unlverslt les

they wcre not exempt under secclon 47-g0la(J) and slnce they

uere noc churches they could clafun no exenp8,lon under Sectlon

47-801a(m). Those houses of study were coopared wlch che

varlous collegee or houeea of etudy grouped around such famoug
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lnstltutlonlr as Orford and Cambrldge UnlversttLeg ln Great Brltaln.

H.R. Rep. No. 2635, 77th Cong. 2d Sess, 4-6 (L942).  I t  wae to

exempB such lnstttutlons that Congrese orlglnally created the go-

called rrhouses of etudyrr exemptlon that Ls ncnr SectLon 47-801a(n).

Slnce the escsbltetrnent of that exemptlon the courts ha\re

recognlzed that the excmptlon enbraces Dore than the horses of

etudy gurroundlng Cachollc Unlverslty. See, Calvenr BaptJ.st

Church Extenslon Assgc. v.  Dlstr tct  of  Colugrbla,  81 U.S. App.

D.C.  a t  331 ,  158  F .2d  s t  328 ,  .

The petltloner does not fall wtthln the deflnttton of

rfhousec of etudyrf 88 deocrlbed ln the Irglelatlve Hlstory of

Sectlon 47-801a(n) nor can thls Court ftnd that the property

1g trpt{marLly and regularly used for rellgloue worshlp, atudy,

trainlng, and mLsglonary ectlvlt lesrr.

In vlew of the aborre the petttloner ls not entltled to

an exeoptl.on under SectLon 47-801a(n).

w

Flnallyr- .the petltloner contends that__ttre*pfppg{tyJs

exempt or 8c leaet pertlally exenpt under Sectlon 47-801a(q).

That secClon grants an exemptlon for bulldlngs whlch belong

to organlzaclons whtch are charged wlth the fradminLstratl-on,

coordlnrEton, or untf lcat lon of  acclv l t les,  loca1ly or other-

wtoe, of  lnat l tuclone or organlzat lons ent l t led Eo exempclon

under the varlous sectlone of secclon 47-801e, b, and c through

f ,

Pct l t loner tB requcsE for  excmpt ion under  t t r rs  sect lon

bascd boch upou thc Arc ic lcs ot '  rncorporac lon nrrd thc work

la

of
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SlsEcr  Bush.  The pcc i t ioncr  adml r r i . . ;Lc r .s  thc  l , la .s l r lng ton  Prov tnce

of the Soclety of ghe Sacred Heart. The Court has found chat

thaB Provlnce exgends frm Massachusetts to Florlda and ts nade

up of a college, schools and varlous houses of study and hougea

for pre-retl.renent and recirenent purposes. It le the functlon

of the petlt loner to admlnlster, coordlnate or unlfy the

ectlvtt les of that Provtnce.

The nain headquarters of the prorlnce Ls located ln

Newcon, Maeaachugetts,  but  Slster Bush, who resldes on the

eubJect property, 1o an adnlnlstlator of the soclety and ls

also a nember of the prwlnclal team which ls the hlghest go\rern-
t log body of the Provlnce. As has been noted, she performs

adrolnletrattve dutles for the provlnce and works wlth other

Prwinces Ln the unlted states and rirtn the headquarters of

the soclety ln Rooe. Moreover, ghe hae created the posltlon

of Dlrector of Pre-Retlrement and Retlrenent whlch !s noe a

etaff poeltto'n in the ProrrLnce. In thLs latter categozT,

she cotmeele the sletere d the Prs\rlnce as to retlrement end

-..-_-----_cgreerdeve1opoerrtProgr8ms.__.She-a1soconsu.1ts-w1th-other-

Prorrlncee of the soclety of the sacred Heart concernLng these

mat ter6.

Sls ter  Bueh test l f led that  she,  and the prov ince,  dec lded

that tt  wae best to have Ehe pre-Retlrement and Retlrement

off lce located ln the Dlstr lct of columbla becauoe of rhe nany

rcoources avallable on that subJect ln the Dlstr lct. Most of

her actLvlt les and work ln thls connectlon are perforured at
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hcr of f  lcc - betlroom a c Ehe stt l>j cc t propc rr)/ .

The Court concludes that the peLlt loner 1s charged wlth

the adnlnlstratLon, coordlnatlon and/or unlf lcatlo'n of Lte

eolleges and schools and that l t  satlsf les al l  of the eseentlal

elemente of the exemptlon under Sectlon 47-801a(q). E9g,

Conferenge of Malgr:f Re_llglous Superlor of (rlomen. Inc. v.

Dlqtr let  o lColugq&, L2L U.S. App. D.C. 171, 348 F.2d 783 (1965).

v

Itavtng deterntned that the petitloner le entltled to an

exemptLon under Sectlon 47-801a(q), there remaLns a flnal

questlon concernlng whether the exemptlon lg to lnclude the
'whole of the property or only I portldl thereof.

PetLtloner argueo that tf the Cotrrt finds I portlon of

the prop€rty excmpt then tha whole of the property le exempt.

(Fet, Reply Br., Part B.) On the other hand, respondent

argues that the Court can find that only a portlon of rhe

property le exempt and cltea in eupport of that argurent,

Dtstr ict  of  Columbla v.  Younq Ments Chr l .stLan Assoc.,  95 U.S.

-App.- D r--C ;-l 7 9, - 22t - F ;' 2d- 56- ( 1 95 5 ) ; * -(Res p .- Br;e r t I;f

The respondent ls correct that the cotrrt can flnd a portlon

of the property exempt wlthout declarlng the whoLe exempt.

In fact, such a result ls euggested by the Leglslative Hlstory

o f  Sec t ton  47-801a(q) .  H .R.  Rep.  2635,  77 th  Cong.  2d  Sees.

(L942r. There, ln eettlng forth che reasons for eetabltahing

the exemptlon, the congra$L*"l conmlttee clted thft; organiza-

tlons whtch would be entlt led to an e>lernpglon undor the secclon

I

l

I
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lncludlng the l{ashlngton Federarion of Churchea and the

. NatLonal Cathollc l{elfare Assoclatl.on. The Comltcee then

wcnB on to note thst the exempElon wanld also cover: rtthat

portlon of the l'tethodlet Bulldlng whlch contaLns the adnln-

latrattve offlces of that churchtf. rd. at 6 (Emphaats the

courtfs.) clearly, congress recognlzed that there could be

an exemptton on e portlo'n of the property.

The oubJect property ls nor entltled to be declared

totally exempt nerely because a emall portlon ls ueed for an

actlvlty that falls wlthtn an exemption. petl.tloner hae

r preeented no evldence that the entlre houee 1g neceeeary ln

order to perforn the adrulnlstrscive functtone of the Soclety.

rndecd, the prlnary adnlnletratlve functlons of the soelety
' ' tare 

perfonocd ln Newton, Maeeachusettg, and nost of sister

Bushrs work le pcrfonoed ln her own offlce - bedroom. Thue

tt t8 clcar that that portton of the subJect property ls

Gnttcled to an exemptton. Petlt loner ie also entLtled co an

-- exenpclorlonJlre_-por!{gul_gtg_prgparjlor qrogng_s whtch lg

reagonably neceesary to carr)r out the actlvltlea and the

programs of the exenptton granred under Sectlon 47-80fa(q).

D. C, Code 1973, 947-801a(r)  (1) .  In rhe vler of  th is Courc

thst exempclon wourd conslsc of one-flfth of the rotal property.

slnce there are no other gutdeltnee whlch would Justtfy a

greater exeurptlon, the court concludes that the proper exenptlon

to be accorded on the propercy ln rhls cace is one-flfth of

the  who lc .
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ORDER

It ls hereby

ORDERED that pursuant !o thls oplnlon, the petlttoner

ls entltled to an exemptlon amountlng to qre-flfth of the

total property for the flscal yearg r.n questlon, and lt ta

further

ORDERED that rhe petltloner shalL subml.t a propoaed

order wlthln cen days conslstent wlth thle courtre oplnion

and shall at that tlrc slmrltaneously submlt a copy of the

proposed order to the respondent. Reepondent shaIl thereafter

. have ten daye tn whlch to obJect to the proposed order or to

aubnlt I ProPosed order of lts onn. In the event the reepondent

does not eubmlt a proposed order of its own or obJect to thet
'r' order propoeed by the petlcloner withln the ten-day perlod,

the court nllt deem tt that thc respondent consents to the

entry of thc order propoeed by the petLtLoners.

Dated: sep@r 16 ,__tgll

JOIIN, GARRETT PENN
Judge

(J
I

L

Marto F.  Escudero,  Esq.
Attorney for Petlt loner

Melvln J.  Waehlngton, Eeq.
Attorney for Reepondent
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