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5. The proposed deck,  roughly triangular in shape, 
would have a maximum width of 11.2 feet and would extend 8.6 
feet into the re3.r yard at its greatest depth. The proposed 
deck construction would provide a rear yard of 17.27 feet. 
The R - 3  District requires a- minimum rear yard of 20.0 feet. 
The applicant thus requires a variance of 2.73 feet. 

6. The applicant testified that the subject enclosed 
porch was used for storage. It did not provide any of the 
amenities for outdoor living and recreation that the 
proposed open deck would afford for his family. 

7 .  Durinq the public hearing, it was noted that 
although two neighbors had written letters to the Board in 
support of the planned construction, there were none in the 
record from the applicant's immediate neighbors. The 
applicant testified that he had shown the actual 
construction diagram to one of the immediate neighbors, and 
that he had at least discussed it with the others. None had 
expressed any objection. To substantiate the applicant's 
testimony, the Board requested written statements from the 
applicant's immediate neighbors. On July 30, 1982, the 
applicant submitted written testimonials by the owners of 
the properties immediately to the right, left, and rear of 
this property, as well as an additional letter from the 
residents of the only one o-E the properties currently being 
rented. All four letters stated that the immediate 
neighbors had seen the actual proposed construction plans, 
had nc\ objection to the construction as planned, and were 
positive in their suppor t  for the construction. The 
adjoining property owners stated that the proposed plan 
would not interfere with the light and air of their 
premises, The Board agrees. 

8. No one appeared at the public hearing in opposition 
to the granting of this application, nor were there any 
letters of opposition in the record. 

9. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3B made no 
recommendation in the application. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND OPINION: 

Based on the findings of fact and the evidence of 
record, the Eoard concludes that the requested variance is 
an area variance, the granting of which requires evidence of 
a practical difficulty inherent in the property itself. The 
Board notes that other than the rear yard requirements the 
present structure conforms with all the requirements of the 
R - 3  District. The Board further notes that the applicant's 
proposed rear rear deck and porch renovation would not 
require a substantial variance to the normal rear yard 
requirements, that the surrounding residential neighborhood 
will not be adversely affected by the grant of such a 
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var iance ,  and. t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  ha.s t h e  s t r o n g  support  of 
each of t h e  a p p l i c a n t ' s  inmediate ne ighbors .  

T h e  B o a r d  f u r t h e r  concludes that the requested r e l i e f  
can be g ran ted  w i t h o u t  s u b s t a n t i a l  d e t r i m e n t  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  
good and w i t h o u t  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impair ing t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose 
and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone p l a n  2s embodied i n  t h e  Zoning 
R e g u l a t i o n s  and Maps, I t  i s ,  therefore ,  ORDERED t h a t  t h e  
a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  GRANTED. 

VOTE: 3-0 (Walter B. L e w i s ,  C o n n i e  F o r t u n e  and C h a r l e s  
R. Norr i s  t o  GRANT; W i l l i a m  F.  PlcIntosh and 
D o u g l a s  J .  P a t t o n  not v o t i n g ,  n o t  having 
heard t h e  ca se ) .  

BY ORDER OF THE D.C. BOARD OF Z O N I N G  ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED BY: 
STEVEN E .  SHER 
E x e c u t i v e  Director  

UNDER SUB-SECTION 8 2 0 4 . 3  O F  THE ZONING REGULATIONS, "NO 
DECISION OR ORDER OF THE BOARD SHALL TAKE EFFECT UNTIL TEN 

RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE BEFORE TFIE BOARD OF ZONING 
AD JUSTFIEWT 

DAYS AFTER HAVING BECOME F I N A L  PURSUANT TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL 

T H I S  ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF S I X  PlONTHS 
AFTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF T H I S  ORDER, UNLESS WITEiIN SUCH 
PERIOD AN APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING PERMIT OR C E R T I F I C A T E  
O F  OCCUPANCY I S  F I L E D  WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF L I C E N S E S ,  
INVESTIGATIONS AND INSPECTIONS.  


