
Before the  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C ,  

Applicat ion No. 11675 of Vasht i  E.  Spriggs,  pursuant t o  Sec t ion  
8207.2 of the  Zoning Regulations f o r  permission t o  e s t a b l i s h  
a Personal Care Home a s  provided by Sec t ion  3107.414 of the  
Regulations i n  the  R-1-A Zone D i s t r i c t ,  located a t  8307 East 
Beach Drive, N.  W . ,  Lot 278 Square 2760. 

HEARING DATE: J u l y  1 7 ,  1974 
EXECUTIVE S E S S I O N :  DENIED from the  Bench on J u l y  1 7 ,  1974 

ORDERED: 

That the above a p p l i c a t i o n  be DENIED 

VOTE : 

5-0 

F I N D I N G S  O F  FACT: 

1. T h e  Board takes  n o t i c e  of the  f a c t  t h a t  t he  u s e  
proposed by the  app l i can t  would be loca ted  i n  the  most res t r ic t ive  
zone d i s t r i c t s  i n  the  Zoning Regulations,  the R-1-A Zone. 

2 .  The subject proper ty  i s  improved by a s p l i t  l e v e l ,  
s i n g l e  family dwelling conta in ing  a d in ing  room, k i t chen ,  
f r o n t  room, two ba ths  and t h r e e  bedrooms on the  f i r s t  l e v e l .  
The second l e v e l  conta ins  a r e c r e a t i o n  room with f i r e p l a c e ,  
a b a t h  and two bedrooms with two e x i t s .  

3 .  The subject proper ty  is  p r e s e n t l y  occupied by the 
app l i can t  and h e r  son of 16 years .  

4 .  The app l i can t  proposes t o  c a r e  f o r  h e r  mother and 
th ree  ( 3 )  o t h e r  e l d e r l y  persons,  who would not be convalesants .  

5. The app l i can t  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  previously,  a t  the 
subject proper ty ,  she operated r e f e r r a l  house f o r  S a i n t  El izabe th  
Hospi ta l  o u t p a t i e n t s .  She f u r t h e r  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  she had a s  
many a s  four  (4)  young men l i v i n g  a t  t he  subject proper ty  f o r  
the  l a s t  two years  who w e r e  r e l eased  from S a i n t  E l i z a b e t h ' s  
Hospi ta l .  
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6.  Members of the  oppos i t ion  t o  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  
t e s t i f i e d  t h a t ,  a Personal Care Home would have an adverse 
a f f e c t  upon the r e s i d e n t i a l  cha rac t e r  of the  neighborhood, by 
c r e a t i n g  a commercial u s e  i n  the  most r e s t r i c t i v e  zone i n  
the zoning p lan  and increas ing  the d e n s i t y  of populat ion i n  
the  s a i d  neighborhood ., 

7 .  The oppos i t ion  s t a t e d  and the  app l i can t  admitted,  
t h a t  the previous o u t p a t i e n t  home operated a t  the  sub jec t  
proper ty  caused the neighborhood problems * 

8. The zoning adminis t ra tor  s t a t e d  t h a t  no o t h e r  
Personal Care Homes e x i s t  w i th in  600 f e e t  of the  s u b j e c t  
proper ty  . 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: 

Based upon the  above Findings,  the  Board concludes t h a t  
the  proposed Personal Care Home complies with the  condi t ions  
of Sec t ion  3101.414 of t he  r egu la t ions ,  however, i n  add i t ion ,  
the Board m u s t ,  pursuant t o  i t s  a u t h o r i t y  under Sec t ion  8207.2 
of the  r egu la t ions  t o  g ran t  s p e c i a l  except ions conclude 
whether o r  no t  t he  proposed use  w i l l  be i n  harmony wi th  the  
genera l  purpose and i n t e n t  of the  Zoning Regulations and w i l l  
t e n  t o  a f f e c t  adversely the  u s e  of neighboring proper ty  i n  
accordance with s a i d  Zoning Regulations and maps. Based upon 
the  oppos i t ion  t o  t h i s  case ,  i t  is  the  Board 's  opinion,  t h a t  
the  proposed use  w i l l  no t  be i n  harmony with t h i s  most r e s t r i c t i v e  
R-1-A Zoned neighborhood, and t h a t  the  increase  of d e n s i t y  of 
populat ion i n  the neighborhood which would r e s u l t  from g ran t ing  
of t h i s  app l i ca t ion ,  would have an adverse a f f e c t  upon the  
neighborhood . 

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

ATTESTED By: 

Sec re t a ry  t o  the  Board 

t F I N A L  DATE OF ORDER: 


