
Before the  Board o f  Zoning Adjustment, D. C .  

App l i ca t i on  No. 11797 o f  Francis  and Jaunice Yates pursuant t o  Sect ion 
8207.1 o f  the Zoning Regulat ions f o r  an area var iance from Sect ion  3305.1 
of t h e  Regulat ions t o  pe rm i t  t he  cons t ruc t i on  o f  an a d d i t i o n  t o  a s i n g l e -  
fami ly  d w e l l i n g  l oca ted  a t  6520 - 8 t h  S t ree t ,  N. W.,  i n  the R-1-B zone, 
L o t  822, Square 2973. 

HEARING DATE: November 20, 1974 
DECISION DATE: GRANTED from the  Bench a t  Pub l i c  Hearing 11/20/74 

F INDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The a p p l i c a n t  proposes t o  cons t ruc t  a r e a r  a d d i t i o n  t o  an e x i s t i n g  
s i n g l e - f a m i l y  d w e l l i n g  p r o v i d i n g  a 2 '  s i de  ya rd .  on the  s ide  o f  the  sub jec t  
l o t  which abuts an a l l e y .  

2. The e x i s t i n g  d w e l l i n g  a l s o  prov ides a 2 '  s i de  y a r d  and was b u i l t  
when t h e  Zoning Regulat ion a l lowed measurement o f  s ide  from t h e  center  p o i n t  
of a l l e y .  

3. The R-1-B zone requ i res  the  a p p l i c a n t  t o  p rov ide  an e i g h t  f o o t  
s ide  yard .  

4. No oppos i t i on  was r e g i s t e r e d  a t  p u b l i c  hear ing o f  t h i s  app l i ca t i on .  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: 

Based upon t h e  above f i n d i n g s  and the  reco rd  o f  t h i s  case, t he  Board 
i s  o f  t he  op in ion  t h a t  the  app l i can t  i s  con f ron ted  w i th  a p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i -  
c u l t y  i n  t h a t  s t r i c t  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t he  Regulat ions would n o t  pe rm i t  t he  
cons t ruc t i on  o f  t h e  proposed add i t i on .  
sub jec t  p rope r t y  does n o t  conform t o  t he  area ( s ide  yard)  requirements o f  
t he  R-1-B zone, however, t h e  proposed a d d i t i o n  w i l l  n o t  decrease the  amount 
of s i d e  y a r d  now prov ided by the e x i s t i n g  dwe l l ing .  

The d w e l l i n g  cons t ruc ted  on the 

The app l i can t ,  hav ing demonstrated t h e  ex is tence o f  a p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i -  
cu l  ty, the  Board concludes t h a t  t he  prov isons of Sect ion 8207.11 of t he  
Regulat ions have been s a t i s f i e d ,  and t h a t  the  requested var iance if granted, 
would no t  adversely  a f f e c t  the  use o f  a d j o i n i n g  o r  nearby proper ty ,  o r  
impa i r  the meaning and i n t e n t  o f  t he  Zoning Regulat ions. 




