
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

Application N o .  13512, of James H .  Demetroulis and Brian 
M .  Robidoux, pursuant t o  Paragraph 8207.11 of  the  Zoning 
Regulations,  f o r  var iances  from the  r e a r  yard requirements 
(Sub-section 3304.1 and Paragraph 7107.22) the  open court  width 
requirements (Sub-section 3306.1 and Paragraph 7 1 0 7 . 2 2 )  the  
l o t  occupancy requirements (Sub-section 3303.1 and Paragraph 
7107.23) and from the  p roh ib i t i on  aga ins t  allowing an add i t ion  
t o  a non-conforming s t r u c t u r e  which now exceeds the  allowable 
percentage o f  l o t  occupancy (Paragraph 7 1 0 7 . 2 1 )  t o  cons t ruc t  a 
second s t o r y  r e a r  deck t o  a non-conforming dwelling i n  an R - 4  
D i s t r i c t  a t  the premises 514 7th S t r e e t ,  N . E . ,  (Square 861,  
Lot 102) .  

HEARING DATE: Ju ly  15,  1981 
D E C I S I O N  DATE: September 2 ,  1981 

DISPOSITION: The Board D E N I E D  t he  a p p l i c a t i o n  by a vote of 5-0 
(Lindsley Williams, Charles R .  Nor r i s ,  William F .  
McIntosh, Douglas J .  Pa t ton  and Connie Fortune t o  DENY) 

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: November 1 7 ,  1981 

0 RDE R 

The a p p l i c a n t s ,  on December 2 ,  1981,  f i l e d  a Motion f o r  
Reconsideration of t h e  Denial of khe a p p l i c a t i o n .  The Motion 
a l l eged  t h a t  the Board made errors  i n  i t s  Findings of Facts 
Nos. 7 ,  8 and 11. The Board notes  t h a t  the  appl icants  were n o t  
present  a t  the publ ic  hear ing but  w e r e  represented by t h e i r  
authorized agent ,  M r .  B . W .  S p r i g g s .  Upon a review of the  
t r a n s c r i p t  of the  pub l i c  hear ing of Ju ly  1 5 ,  1981, the  Board 
f inds  t h a t  the  evidence submitted i n  support  of t h e  Motion f o r  
Reconsideration con t r ad ic t s  the evidence and testimony t h a t  was 
given a t  the pub l i c  hear ing by M r .  S p r i g g s .  As t o  Finding No. 7 ,  
M r .  Spriggs t e s t i f i e d  a t  t he  pub l i c  hear ing t h a t  the app l i can t s  
had not  reviewed t h e i r  proposed plans with t h e  abu t t ing  proper ty  
owners. A s  t o  Finding No. 8 ,  M r .  Spriggs t e s t i f i e d  a t  the  pub l i c  
hear ing t h a t  the  abu t t ing  property owners had no new addi t ions  t o  
t h e i r  p rope r t i e s  and t h a t  he d id  not  know whether t h e r e  were such 
addi t ions  t o  o the r  dwellings on the  same s t ree t .  A s  t o  Finding 
No. 11, the  Motion f o r  Reconsideration i s  argumentative. N o  new 
evidence has been submitted t o  con t r ad ic t  the Board's f ind ing  t h a t  
the  proposed deck would i n t e r f e r e  with the  l i g h t  and a i r  t o  t he  
ad jacent  p r o p e r t i e s .  The Board f inds  t h a t  as  t o  Findings Nos. 7 and 
8 the  appl icants  attempt t o  introduce evidence t h a t  should have been 
a v a i l a b l e  a t  t he  pub l i c  hear ing and which would have been sub jec t  
t o  crossexamination. 
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The B o a r d  concludes t h a t  t h e  dec is ion  of September 2 ,  1 9 8 1  w a s  
based on t h e  record. Upon cons idera t ion  of t h e  t r a n s c r i p t ,  t h e  
F i n a l  Order and t h e  s u b j e c t  Motion fo r  R e c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  t h e  
B o a r d  concludes t h a t  it made no errorsof f ac t  or l a w .  

A c c o r d i n g l y ,  it i s , O R D E R E D  t h a t  t h e  Motion f o r  R e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  
i s  DENIED. 

VOTE: 4-0 ( C h a r l e s  R. N o r r i s ,  L i n d s l e y  W i l l i a m s ,  C h a r l e s  R .  
N o r r i s  and C o n n i e  Fortune t o  deny;  D o u g l a s  J .  P a t t o n  
n o t  p re sen t ,  n o t  v o t i n g ) .  

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

ATTEST,ED BY: 
STEVEN E .  SHER 
E x e c u t i v e  Director 

\&L,Ii - : 4482 
F I N A L  DATE OF ORDER: 

UNDER SUB-SECTION 8 2 0 4 . 3  OF THE ZONING REGULATIONS "NO DECISION 
OR ORDER OF THE BOARD SHALL TAKE EFFECT UNTIL TEN DAYS AFTER 
HAVING BECOME FINAL PURSUANT TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL RULES OF 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT." 


