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

PUBLIC HEARING -- November 16,  1966 

Appeal N o .  9024 Richard N. Wolf e t  ux, appe l l an t s .  

The Zoning ~ d m i n i s t r a t o r  of the D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee .  

On motion duly made, seconded and c a r r i e d ,  with M r .  
W i l l i a m  F. McIntosh n o t  vot ing ,  t h e  fol lowing Order w a s  en tered  
a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on November 29, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - August 1 4 ,  1967 

ORDERED: 

That t h e  appeal f o r  a variance from t h e  open c o u r t  requi re-  
ments of t h e  R-4 District t o  permit  a t h i r d  s t o r y  rear add i t ion  
t o  dwell ing a t  146 - l l t h  S t r e e t ,  SE., l o t  27, square 989, be 
granted.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The s u b j e c t  proper ty  i s  loca ted  i n  an R-4 District and 
i s  improved with a t h r e e  s t o r y  b r i c k  row dwelling,  with a f i v e  (5) 
f o o t  area way a t  t h e  south  l o t  l i n e .  

(2) The property has an 18 f o o t  f ron tage  on l l t h  S t r e e t ,  
SE. and a depth of 117.50 f e e t .  The l o t  con ta ins  2,115 square 
f e e t  of land.  

(3 )  The e x i s t i n g  dwelling has  a t w o  s t o r y  rear add i t ion .  
Appellants propose t o  add a t h i r d  s t o r y  t o  t h e  rear a d d i t i o n  
f o r  use as a bedroom. The a d d i t i o n  w i l l  a t t a c h  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  
rear wa l l  of t h e  three-s tory  f r o n t  po r t ion  of t h e  dwell ing and 
t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  t h i r d  s t o r y  p a r t y  w a l l  of t h e  abu t t ing  house. 

( 4 )  The a d d i t i o n  w i l l  n o t  pro t rude  over any area no t  
a l ready covered by e x i s t i n g  construction. The he igh t  of t h e  
a d d i t i o n  w i l l  be no h igher  than  t h e  e x i s t i n g  w a l l s  of t h e  
bui ld ing .  

(5) Af te r  t h e  add i t ion ,  t h e  c o u r t  w i l l  be same as it 
now is.  



(6)  The Capi to l  H i l l  Southeast C i t i zens  Association and 
the  Capi to l  H i l l  Restorat ion Society support  t h e  grant ing  of 
t h i s  appeal.  No opposi t ion was r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  publ ic-hear ing .  

OPINION : 

W e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  the  e r ec t i on  of t h i s  rear addi%t:on 
w i l l  be cons i s t en t  with t he  present  use  and occupancy of t h e  sub jec t  
property.  There w i l l  be no inc rease  i n  t h e  l o t  occupancy by t h e  
addi t ion .  Also, t h e r e  w i l l  be no change i n  t he  s i z e  of t h e  e x i s t i n g  
cour t .  W e  f i n d  t h a t  t h e  add i t ion  w i l l  have no adverse a f f e c t  upon 
neighboring o r  adjoining property.  

Further ,  the  appe l l an t  has shown a hardship wi th in  the  
meaning of t h e  Zoning Regulations and a den i a l  of t he  requested 
r e l i e f  would r e s u l t  i n  t h e  prohibi t ion  of a reasonable use of t he  
property.  W e  conclude t h a t  t h e  requested r e l i e f  can be granted 
without s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  
of t he  zone plan as embodied i n  t he  Zoning Regulations and Maps. 


