
GOVERNMENT O F  THE ISTRICT O F  
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

Appl i ca t ion  No, 12970 of Benjamin F.  Ch i lds ,  pursuant  t o  Para- 
graph 8 2 0 7 , l l  of the Zoning Regula t ions ,  for  a va r i ance  from 
the s i d e  yard requirements  (Sub-section 3305-1) t o  c o n s t r u c t  
a one s t o r y  a d d i t i o n  t o  a s i n g l e  f ami ly  dwe l l ing  i n  an  R-1-B 
D i s t r i c t  a t  the premises  4922 Brandywine Street ,  N e w . ,  (Scruare 
1486, L o t  81). 

HEARING DATE: June 20, 1979 
DECISON DATE: J u l y  11, 1979 

F I N D I N G S  OF FACT: 

1. T h e  s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  loca ted  on the s o u t h  side of 
Brandywine S t r e e t ,  N,W, between 49th  Street  and Western Avenue, 
T h e  p rope r ty  is zoned R-1-43 and i s  known a s  4922 Brandywine 
S t r e e t ,  N.W. 

2 ,  The s u b j e c t  l o t  has  an  a r e a  of 5477,50 scruare fee t ,  It 
is  improved w i t h  a two s t o r y  detached r e s i d e n c e  and a garage  
which is  on t h e  s o u t h e a s t e r n  p a r t  of the l o t ,  A p u b l i c  a l l e y  
s ix teen  feet wide, bo rde r s  the p r o p e r t y  t o  the rear. Entrance 
t o  the garage i s  v i a  the a l l e y .  

3 ,  The a p p l i c a n t  proposes  t o  c o n s t r u c t  a one s t o r y  a d d i t i o n  
t o  a s i n g l e  fami ly  dwel l ing ,  The a d d i t i o n  w i l l  be i n  the 
e a s t e r n  s i d e  yard and w i l l  c o n t a i n  a powder room, 

4 ,  T h e  Zoning Regula t ions  remire an e i g h t  foot  s i d e  yard 
i n  an R-1-B D i s t r i c t ,  The  a d d i t i o n  w h i c h  w i l l  be t e n  f e e t  
three inches by f i v e  feet  w i l l  reduce the s i d e  yard .  T h e  
a p p l i c a n t  needs a va r i ance  of  f i v e  feet  w h i c h  would extend 
the dwel l ing  w i t h i n  three f e e t  of the e x i s t i n g  p r o p e r t y  
l i n e .  
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5,  The l o t  i s  rec tangular  i n  shape, topographical ly  f l a t ,  
and is one of a nuniber of s i m i l a r  l o t s  i n  t he  a r e a ,  

6 ,  The e x i s t i n g  dwelling i s  a conforming s t r u c t u r e .  I f  
granted,  t he  s t r u c t u r e  with the  a d d i t i o n  would not be i n  
conformance wi th  the  Zoning Regulations,  

7 ,  The app l i can t  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  he and his  wife  w e r e  both 
more than seventy yea r s  o ld ,  and t h a t  t he  powder room was t o  
s e r v e  t h e i r  convenience. 

8,  The app l i can t  presented no testimony o r  evidence t h a t  
t h e r e  was any except iona l ,  ex t r ao rd ina ry  o r  unierue condi t ion  
of the  proper ty  i t s e l f  which would crualify the  proper ty  f o r  
a var iance,  

9,  The app l i can t  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  the  a b u t t i n g  proper ty  owner 
t o  the  e a s t  d id  not oppose the  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  

1 0 ,  By le t te r  dated June 18, 1979,  Advisory Neighborhood 
Commission 3E advised the  Board t h a t  it had voted unanimously 
not t o  approve the  requested var iance,  The ANC d i d  not set  
f o r t h  the  b a s i s  f o r  i t s  recommendation o t h e r  than the  f a c t  t h a t  
t h e r e  was no oppos i t ion ,  nor d id  t h e  ANC present  any i s s u e s  
o r  concerns f o r  the  Board 's  cons ide ra t ion ,  

11. There was no oppos i t ion  t o  the  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  

CONCLUSIONS O F  ZAW: 

Based on the  Findings of Fact  the  Board concludes t h a t  t he  
app l i can t  reques ts  an a rea  var iance,  the  g ran t ing  of which 
remires the  showing of a p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  inherent  i n  
proper ty  i t s e l f .  The Board concludes t h a t  no such d i f f i c u l t y  
e x i s t s  i n  t he  case ,  and t h a t  the  only  reason presented by the  
app l i can t  is f o r  h i s  ownpersonal convenience, W?lile convenience 
i s  important t o  the app l i can t ,  i t  i s  not a proper b a s i s  f o r  the  
g ran t ing  of a var iance?  The Board f u r t h e r  concludes t h a t  t h e r e  
i s  nothing ex t raord inary ,  except iona l  o r  unicrue t o  a u a l i f y  the  
proper ty  f o r  a var iance,  



A p p l i c a t i o n  N o ,  12970 
Page 3 

The B o a r d  concludes tha t  t o  g ran t  the var iance w i l l  be of 
s u b s t a n t i a l  d e t r i m e n t  t o  the neighborhood, T h e  B o a r d  notes  that  
other proper t ies  are  i n  compliance w i t h  the Z o n i n g  R e g u l a t i o n s  
and that  there i s  no reason w h y  the subject property should  
not  remain i n  compliance. The B o a r d  a l so  concludes tha t  the 
var iance w i l l  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impair the i n t e n t ,  purpose and 
i n t e g r i t y  of the Z o n i n g  R e g u l a t i o n s  and map, 

A c c o r d i n g l y ,  i t  i s  ORDERED tha t  the app l i ca t ion  be DENIED. 

VOTE: 4-1 (Walter B ,  L e w i s I  C h l o e t h i e l  Woodard S m i t h ,  Leonard 
2, M c C a n t s  and W i l l i a m  F ,  McIntosh to deny, C h a r l e s  
R ,  N o r r i s o p p o s e d  

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

ATTESTED BY: 
STEVEN E ,  SHER 
E x e c u t i v e  D i r e c t o r  

F I N A L  DATE OF ORDER: 

UNDER SUB-SECTION 8204,3 O F  THE ZONING REGULATIONS "NO D E C I S I O N  
OR ORDER OF THE BOARD SHALL TAKE EFFECT UNTIL TEN DAYS AFTER 
HaVING BECOME F I N A L  PURSUANT TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL RULES OF 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT." 


