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

PUBLIC HE4RING -- A p r i l  13, 1966 

Appeal No. 8680 Edwin F. Lloyd, appe l l an t  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee  

On motion duly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  t h e  fol lowing 
Order was en te red  by t h e  Board a t  i t s  meeting on A p r i l  27, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER: June 13, 1966 
ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  a va r i ance  from t h e  rear yard requirements of 
t h e  R-4 D i s t r i c t  t o  permit e r e c t i o n  of a one s t o r y  r e a r  a d d i t i o n  t o  
dwell ing a t  516 Quincy S t r e e t ,  N.W., l o t  60, square 3234, be granted.  

From t h e  record  and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hearing,  
t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  f ~ l l o w i n g  f a c t s :  

(1) Appel lan t ' s  l o t  i s  improved wi th  a two s t o r y  b r i c k  dwelling. 

(2) The l o t  has  a f ron tage  of 36 f e e t  on Quincy S t r e e t ,  t h e  
e a s t  boundary i s  48.99 f e e t ,  t h e  west boundary i s  51.23 f e e t ,  and 
t h e  south  boundary i s  36.07 f e e t .  The l o t  con ta ins  1803.96 square 
f e e t  of land. 

(3) Appel lan t  proposes t o  e r e c t  a one-story r e a r  a d d i t i o n ,  leav ing  
a r e a r  yard of s i x  (6) f e e t .  

(4) Sec t ion  3304.1 provides t h a t  t h e r e  be a depth of 20 f e e t  
i n  t h e  r e a r  yard of proper ty  i n  t h e  R-4 D i s t r i c t .  

(5) No oppos i t ion  was r e g i s t e r e d  t b  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal  
a t  t h e  ppb l i c  hearing.  The record  con ta ins  two l e t t e r s  ob jec t ing  t o  
t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal .  

OPINION: 

The Board concludes t h a t  t h e  e r e c t i o n  of t h e  r e a r  a d d i t i o n  w i l l  no t  
exceed t h e  l o t  occupancy f o r  t h e  R-4 D i s t r i c t .  Although, t h e  a d d i t i o n  
w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  a smal le r  r e a r  yard than  i s  r equ i r ed  by t h e  Regulat ions,  
t h e  Board holds t h a t  t h e  a p p e l l a n t ' s  proposal  w i l l  be c o n s i s t e n t  with 
t h e  purpose and i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning Regulations and t h a t  t h e  g ran t ing  
of t h i s  appea l  w i l l  no t  have any adverse e f f e c t  upon neighboring and 
ad jacent  property.  


