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

Appl ica t ion  N o .  1 2 0 9 2  of John and Nancy Cavanaugh, pursuant  t o  
Sub-section 8 2 0 7 . 1  of t h e  Zoning Regula t ions ,  f o r  a v a r i a n c e  
from t h e  s i d e  yard requirements  (Sub-section 3305.1 and para-  
graph 7107.22) t o  permi t  a rear a d d i t i o n  t o  a dwel l ing  which i s  
a non-conforming s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h e  R-1-B d i s t r i c t  a t  t h e  premises  
3225 McKinley" S t r e e t ,  N. W. (Square 2 0 2 2 ,  L o t  8 )  . 
HEARING DATE: A p r i l  2 1 ,  1 9 7 6  
D E C I S I O N  DATE: A p r i l  2 1 ,  1 9 7 6  (from t h e  Bench) 

F I N D I N G S  OF FACT: 

1. The p r o p e r t y  is l o c a t e d  i n  an R-1-B Dis t r ic t .  

2.  The p r o p e r t y  i s  p r e s e n t l y  improved wi th  a detached 
s ingle- fami ly  dwell ing.  The l o t  s l o p e s  i n  such a manner t h a t  
t h e  south  s i d e  of t h e  dwell ing,  f a c i n g  t h e  street ,  i s  two stories 
o u t  of grade,  whi le  t h e  n o r t h  s i d e  of t h e  dwel l ing ,  f a c i n g  t h e  
rear, i s  t h r e e  s t o r i e s  o u t  of grade.  

3 .  T h e  a p p l i c a n t  proposes  t o  c o n s t r u c t  a rear a d d i t i o n  
i n  t h e  form of  an open deck. The deck would be twelve f e e t  wide 
and extend t e n  f e e t  toward t h e  rear of t h e  l o t  from t h e  
e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e .  T h e  l e v e l  of t h e  deck would be a t  t h e  same 
l e v e l  as  t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r  jo i s t s ,  b u t  would be one s t o r y  o u t  of 
grade . 

4 .  The e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e  has  a non-conforming s i d e  yard 
on t h e  east  s i d e  of 5 f e e t .  The Zoning Regulat ions r e q u i r e :  a 
s i d e  yard of 8 f e e t .  

5. The proposed deck would also have a s i d e  yard of 
5 f e e t ,  r e q u i r i n g  a va r i ance  of 3 f e e t .  The east  s i d e  of t h e  
proposed deck w i l l  be on t h e  same l i n e  a s  t h e  east s i d e  of t h e  
e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e  . 

6.  I f  t h e  deck were l o c a t e d  8 f e e t  from t h e  p rope r ty  
l i n e ,  t h e  suppor t  p o s t s  would be i n  t h e  driveway which s e r v e s  
t h e  garage  loca ted  i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e .  

7 .  There was no oppos i t i on  t o  the a p p l i c a t i o n .  
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CONCLUSION OF L A W  AND O P I N I O N  

The Board concludes t h a t  t h e  r eques t ed  variance i s  an 
area variance, t h e  g r a n t i n g  of which r e q u i r e s  t h e  slowing of a 
p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y .  The Board concludes t h a t  t h e  shape of 
t h e  l o t  and t h e  placement of t h e  suppor t s  for t h e  deck re la t ive  
t o  t h e  loca t ion  of t h e  driveway do create such a d i f f i c u l t y .  
The Board f u r t h e r  concludes t h a t  t h e  degree of non-conformity 
w i l l  n o t  be inc reased  by t h e  proposed a d d i t i o n .  The Board 
concludes t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be no adverse  impact on surrounding 
o r  neighboring proper ty .  It  i s  t h e r e f o r e  ordered  t h a t  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n  be GRANTED. 

VOTE: 4-0 (Leonard L. McCants, Ruby B.. M c Z i e r ,  W i l l i a m  S. Harps 
and William S. McIntosh t o  g r a n t ,  L i l l a  Bur t  Cummings, 
Esq. no t  p r e s e n t ,  no t  v o t i n g ) .  

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

ATTESTED BY: ':&A t.L 
STEVEN E. SHER 
S e c r e t a r y  t o  t h e  Board 

FINAL DATE OF THE ORDER: APf( 5 0  1976 
THAT THE ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF SIX 

MONTHS ONLY UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A B U I L D I N G  AND/OR OCCUPANCY 
PERMIT I S  FILED WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
W I T H I N  A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS AFTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE O F  THIS 
ORDER. 


