
architecture by tono, inc. 
8120 hamilton spring rd. bethesda, md 20817 

To 
Distnct of Columbia Off1ce of Zoning 
441 4th street, NW ste 200 S, 
Washington, DC 20001 
Att: 
Board of Zonrng AdJustment 

From 
Mrs Eva Sanchez 
620 9th Street N E 
Washington, DC 20002 

Re· 
Vanance Letter Rear deck 
620 91h Street N E 
Lot 0846 Square 0913 
Zoned R-4 
DCRA File# 81304412 
DCRA BZA Case # FY -13-15-Z 

To whom 1t may concern· 

Apnl30,2013 

I'm seek1ng a vanance to rework an existmg rear deck made of steel (see package p1ctures) 
and rebUild 1t w1th a new deck made of pressure treated matenals as shown tn the package 
drawings. The deck will be less than 4'-0"m he1ght therefore Will not add to bu1ld1ng area. 
The reasons to request th1s vanance 1s due to the exiSting condition of the lot namely. 

Lot Occupancy 
Existing lot s1~e 1 ,020 SF 
Lot W1dth: 17' -0" 
Zone· R-4 
Lot occupancy max allowed 60% or 612 SF 
Existing Lot occupancy: 805 SF or 79% 
Proposed Deck coverage 84SF or None 
Total lot occupancy· 805 SF or 79% 

Rear Yard 
N/A Proposed deck 1s less than 4'-Q" at rear grade 

Yard Definition 199.1 
Required. N/ A 
Allowed. 50% 
Provided: 5'6" 
Vanance 6 3" Extst1ng SF structure occupies 8'-3" 
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Page two 

Mrs. Eva Sanchez 1s therefore seeking to be granted a vanance to allow her to rework her 
ex1sttng deck for the follow1ng reasons· 

1 Ex1st1ng lot has only 1 ,020 SF 1n a R-4 Zone Ex1st1ng SF structure occup1es already 
79% of the lot. The reworking of the deck be1ng less than 4' -0" 1n height wtll not add to 
the already extst1ng lot coverage. The ex1st1ng s1ze of the lot makes 1t d1ff1cult for the 
owner to be 1n compliance with the zomng regulations Due to the already existing f1rst 
floor elevation 1t w111 make 1t d1ff1cult for the owner to make use of the rear yard unless 
the deck 1s reworked as proposed Hav1ng the proposed deck be at the same elevatton 
as the exist1ng f1rst floor level will allow the owner to use her rear yard properly 

2 Grant1ng the vanance w111 not be of substantial detnment to the public good s~nce there 
has been an already ex1sttng deck 1n th1s location stnce the t1me the home was built 

3. Grant1ng the vanance Will not be 1ncons1stent wrth the general 1ntent of the R-4 zomng 
s1nce 1t w111 be utilized for res1dent1al purposes as has been the case since the home was 
ong1nally by1lt 

4 ThiS IS the only location where the ex1st1ng deck to be reworked could be placed 

Thank you for cons1denng my application for rework1ng my ex1st1ng deck 
Let me know tf there are any quest1ons 

Sincerely, 

Mrs Eva Sanchez/ Augusto Tono, architect 
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