
Before t h e  Board of  Zoning Adjustment, D. C.  

Appl ica t ion  No. 11557 of Sidney B. Jaques,  pursuant  t o  Sec t ion  
8207.11 of t h e  Zoning Regulat ions  f o r  var iances  from t h e  l o t  
occupancy and r e a r  yard requirements of the  R-3 D i s t r i c t  t o  
permit  t h e  cons t ruc t ion  of  a r e a r  deck a d d i t i o n  a t  t h e  premise 
loca ted  1641 Avon Place,  N. W. ,  Lot 98, Square 1282. 

HEARING DATE: February 13, 1974 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: February 2 1 ,  1974 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1, The proposed r e a r  deck is  t o  be cons t ruc ted  from t h e  
r e a r  of  t h e  e x i s t i n g  dwel l ing t o  the  r e a r  proper ty  l i n e  of 
t h e  e x i s t i n g  l o t ,  

2. The proposed a d d i t i o n  i s  t o  be cons t ruc ted  above 
t h e  l e v e l  of  t h e  garage of e x i s t i n g  dwel l ing wi th  s t a i r  on 
one s i d e  lead ing  t o  t h e  s u r f a c e  l e v e l  of t he  dwelling.  

3. The al lowable  l o t  occupancy of t h e  R-3 Zone i s  60% 
a s  provided by Sec t ion  3303.1 of t h e  Regulat ions  o r  842.40 
square  f e e t  i n  t h i s  case ,  whereas, t h e  a p p l i c a n t  w i l l  occupy 
1,000 square  f e e t  i f  t he  requested var iance  i s  granted ,  

4. The r e a r  yard  requirement f o r  t h e  R-3 D i s t r i c t  i s  
20 f e e t  a s  provided by  Sec t ion  3304.1 of the  r e g u l a t i o n s ,  
whereas, t h e  a p p l i c a n t  w i l l  provide only a four  f o o t  r e a r  yard 
on t h e  s i d e  of the  proposed deck balcony. 

5. The a p p l i c a n t  made no s ta tements  a t  Publ ic  Hearing 
a s  t o  f a c t s  i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  ex i s t ance  of  a p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  
o r  ha rdsh ip  p e c u l i a r  t o  t h e  s u b j e c t  p roper ty ,  

6,  Object ion was r e g i s t e r e d ,  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: 

Based upon t h e  above Findings of Fac t ,  t h e  Board concludes 
t h a t  t h e  reques ted  var iances  cannot be granted .  The a p p l i c a n t  
has  no t  c a r r i e d  h i s  burden of proving a ha rdsh ip  which is  
p r e r e q u i s i t e  t o  the  g r a n t i n g  of a var iance .  This  a d d i t i o n  would 
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create a l m o s t  100% l o t  occupancy and the B o a r d  is  of the 
opinion tha t  the requested rel ief  w i l l  have an adverse effect  
on ad jo in ing  property and tha t  such add i t ion  would i m p a i r  the 
i n t e n t  of the Z o n i n g  ~ e g u l a t i o n s ,  

ORDERED : 

T h a t  the above appl ica t ion be DENIED, 

VOTE: 4-0 ( M r ,  H a r p s  absent,  not v o t i n g )  

BY ORDER ORDER OF THE D,  C.  BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED B y :  / JAMES E .  MILLER 
v. Secretary t o  the B o a r d  

F I N A L  DATE OF ORDER: MAR 2 6 1974 


