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PROGCEEDI-NGS
9:48 a. m

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Al right. The hearing wll
pl ease cone to order. Good norning, |adies and gentl enen.
We're located in the Jerrily R Kress Menorial Hearing Room
at 441 4th Street, NW This is the Novenber 15th public
heari ng of the Board of Zoning Adjustnent to the District of
Col unbi a.

My nane is Fred H I, Chairperson. Joi ning ne
today is Carlton Hart, Vice Chairperson; Lesylee Wite, Board
Menber; and representing the Zoni ng Conm ssi on on the neeting
cases is Peter My, followed by Anthony Hood who will be
joining us for the hearing cases.

Copi es of today's hearing agenda are available to
you and located on the wall next to the door. Pl ease be
advised that this proceeding is being recorded by a court
reporter and is al so webcast |ive. Accordingly, we nust ask
you to refrain fromany disruptive noises or actions in the
heari ng room

When presenting information to the Board, please
turn on and speak into the mcrophone, first stating your
nanme and honme address. When you're fini shed speaki ng, pl ease
turn your m crophone of f so that your m crophone i s no | onger
pi cki ng up sound or background noise. All persons planning

to testify either in favor or in opposition nust have rai sed
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their hand and been sworn in by the Secretary. Also, each
W tness nust fill out two wtness cards. These cards are
| ocated on the table near the door and on the wi tness table.

Upon com ng forward to t he Board, pl ease give both
W tness cards to the reporter sitting at the table at ny
right.

If you wish to file witten testinony or
addi ti onal supporting docunents today, please submt one
original and 12 copies to the Secretary for distribution.
If you do not have the requisite nunber of copies, you can
reprint copies on an office printer in the Ofice of Zoning
| ocated across the hall.

The order of procedures for special exceptions,
vari ances, and appeals is also listed in the bin as you wal k
in the door. The record shall be closed at the concl usion
of each case, except for any naterial specifically requested
by the Board. The Board and the staff will specify at the
end of the hearing exactly what is expected and t he dat e when
t he persons nust submit the evidence to the O fice of Zoning.
After the record is closed, no other infornmation shall be
accepted by the Board.

The Di strict of Col unbi a Adm ni strative Procedures
Act requires that the public hearing on each case be held in
t he open before the public, pursuant to Section 405(b) and

406 of that act. The Board nmay, consistent with its rules
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of procedures and the act, enter into a closed neeting on a
case for purposes of seeking | egal counsel on a case pursuant
to DC O ficial Code Section 2-575(b)(4) and/or deliberating
on a case pursuant to DC Oficial Code Section 2-575(b)(13),
but only after providing the necessary public notice and in
the case of an energency closed neeting after taking a roll
call vote.

The decision of the Board in cases nust be based
exclusively on the record. So to avoi d any appearance to the
contrary, the Board requests that persons present not engage
the nenbers of the Board in conversation. Please turn off
all beepers and cell phones at this tine so not as to di srupt
t he proceedi ng.

Prelimnary matters are those which relate to
whether a case will or should be heard today, such as
requests for a postponenent, continuance, or w thdrawal, or
whet her proper and adequate notice of the hearing has been
gi ven. If you're not prepared to go forward with a case
today or if you believe that the Board should not proceed,
nowis the time to raise such a matter

M. Secretary, do we have any prelimnary matters?

MR, MOY: Good norning, M. Chairman and nenbers
of the Board. W do, but staff would suggest that we take
those prelimnary matters on a case-by-case basis.

Gt her than that, 1'd like to, for the record,
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clarify today's docket. W have five case applications that
have been adm ni stratively reschedul ed t o Decenber 6th, 2017.
These cases are Application Nunbers 19621 of Richard Hilton;
19622 of Mark Rivetti; 19624 of Keraneddine Dris, DR-I-S
19633 of VI, or V-1, 3629 T Street, LLC and 19634 of
Jonat han and Kate Grabill. So these five cases reschedul ed
to Decenber 6th, 2017.

W also have two other cases that have been
post poned and reschedul ed. Appl i cation Nunmber 19618 of
Gllette Wng reschedul ed to Decenber 13th, 2017 and Appeal
Nunmber 19550 of ANC 6C reschedul ed to January 24th, 2018.
And that's it fromthe staff, M. Chairman

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Okay, great. Thank you, M. My.
| f anyone is here wishing to testify, if you wouldn't m nd
standi ng and taking the oath adm nistered by the Secretary
to ny left.

MR, MOY: Good norning. Do you solemly swear or
affirm that the testinony you're about to present in this
proceeding is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth? Ladies and gentlenen, you may consider yourselves
under oath.

(The witnesses were sworn in.)

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Thank you, M. My. So just to
| et everyone know, sorry we got started alittle late. There

was sone issues with sone traffic, and so | just wanted to
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| et everyone know, as far as what we're going to do in terns
of the order, for both the neeting agenda, as was the hearing
agenda, we are going to followwhat is in the bin, sothere's
no adjustnent to those agendas. So you can follow through
withthat. | thinkit's goingto be a pretty | ong day today,
so there you go.

| guess, M. My, if you want to start wth our
first neeting case.

MR, MOY: Thank you, M. Chairman. |'massum ng
that it's one of the two with Peter May, who's participating.
So that first decision case woul d be Applicati on Nunmber 19560
of Adam Ross and Peng Wi. This is an application that was
captioned and advertised for special exception relief under
Subtitle E, Section 5201 from the rear yard requirenents
Subtitle E, Section 205.4, which would construct a two-story
rear addition to an existing one-famly dwelling, RF1l
District at prem ses 1739 Harvard Street, N.W, Square 2588,
Lot 160.

As the Court will recall, this was convened a
public hearing on Cctober 4th and schedul ed for decision.
Let's see. Additional supplenmental infornmationinthe record
with filings fromthe applicant, as well as responses by the
party opposition, and those are in the record file, M.
Chai r man.

CHAI RMAN HI LL: M. My, I'msorry, | was trying
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to get ny paperwork together. D d you say there was, there
wasn't a prelimnary matter wiwth this, correct?

MR MOY: Not with this one, sir.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Ckay.

MR MOY: That | know of.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Okay. That you know of yet. Is
the Board ready to deliberate? GCkay, all right. So I can
start. | guess, you know, | went back, there was party
status in opposition. There was lots of opposition to this
project. There was a neighbor that did testify in support
of the application.

So it was very contentious, and | guess | struggle
with these particul ar cases because, you know, in terns of
goi ng beyond the 10 feet by right. And when | say |I struggle
with them it's that, you know, again, everything is done by
a case-by-case basis and, yet, sonetinmes, you know, we | ook
at the criteria, and the Ofice of Planning, for exanple,
m ght be in agreenent that the criteriais nmet, you know, for
a special exception that is going even, you know, 10 feet,
15 feet beyond the 10 feet that you're allowed to do by
right. So | continued to kind of go back and | ook at the
standards in terns of how we are to apply their regul ations
and determ ne whether or not this can or can't or shoul dn't
be approved.

And so, again, sonetinmes, you know, the O fice of
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Planning, in their opinion, it goes, it could be 10 feet
beyond, 15 feet beyond the 10 feet, and it still neets the
criteria, whereas this was a project that they went back a
few feet past the 10 feet. And so what | was kind of taking
a look at was, again, what the difference woul d be between
the by right and what the difference is with what the
applicant is trying to propose by going a couple of feet

beyond the 10 feet.

And then | went back again and |ooked at the
regulations and it was |ike, you know, Ilight and air
avail able to neighboring properties shall not be unduly

affected, privacy and use of enjoynent in neighboring
properties shall not be unduly affected, nor conpronised,
shall not be substantially visually intruding upon the
character and scal e of the houses, and, you know, the rest
of the criteria. Again, what it continues to constantly cone
down to is the determ nation of unduly affected, right? You
know, what is unduly affected? And one person's opinion
obvi ously, the next door neighbor or if those people are in
opposition to it, it could be, you know, a foot beyond the
10 feet.

Soit'sreally kind of determ ned to us on a case-
by-case basis as to what we think, given the information that
we're given fromthe Ofice of Planning, you know, the ANC,

and al so reports that we mght get from DDOT. The ANC was
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i n denial of this application, unaninously in denial. And,
yet, the Ofice of Planning gave their analysis that this net
the criteria for the special exception.

So, again, | | ooked at the report and see how nmuch
it would affect the property that is the neighbor's,
basi cally, the next door nei ghbors. And after going back and
forth with kind of ny thoughts, | guess, you know, | agreed
wth the Ofice of Planning's analysis that | didn't think
that the project unduly conprom ses the nei ghbors. | thought
that, you know, the 10 feet, if you go another couple of
feet, two or three feet, | didn't see it was necessarily
unduly nore, you know -- as | speak bad English --
conpronmi sed. And so | actually then, | just, you know, after
getting past that, | was even thinking that the design of the
home was pretty noderate. | mean, they had, |ike, even on
the master, there's not even a master bathroom in the --
|ike, they're trying or had been trying to do what they could
do to acconmpdate the needs of their famly and, at the sane
time, not create sonething that is even nore affected of the
nei ghbors.

I"'mreally, | mean, again, it was contentious.
There was a |l ot of testinmobny we took. The neighbors, this
particul ar applicant, you know, it seens |like they didn't
even know if they were going to be able to stay in the

nei ghbor hood after this contenti ous case, and | guess | would
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just like to al so speak to nmy thoughts in ternms of, you know,
the applicant is trying to do what the applicant thinks they
can do under the regulations to accommobdate the needs of
their famly, and soit's not their fault if they can do this
or not. Like, we're the ones that, we, this process, is the
process that determ nes whether or not that is sonething that
shoul d be approved.

So | say all that that, you know, | hope the
nei ghbors woul d understand that they're just trying to do
sonething for the benefit of their famly, and this is
sonmething that is allowed or there's a process that one goes
t hrough and, dependi ng upon what the rest of ny coll eagues
t hi nk, you know, I, at least, amin favor of this project.

So that's where | am | do have sone, | am a
little confused. Dependi ng upon where we get with this, I'd
be | ooking for sone help fromthe architects in terns of,
| i ke, what plans we actually are | ooking at because | got a
little confused as to what plans we were or weren't
appr ovi ng.

But I'"'mgoing towait for others here to speak and
| et me know where we sit. So whoever would |like to go next.

VMEMBER WHI TE: "Il just add ny non-architect
coments to it, and then I'Il be interested in hearing what
our two architects have to say, M. Hart and M. May. But

| have simlar opinions as M. Hill. This is a very unique
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property near the zoo. It's a very unique architectural type
of structure, and the neighbors appear to be very cohesive
in terns of the type of changes they would be onboard with
seeing with these particular types of properties.

| mean, they're asking for a special exception,
so the standards are high, not as high as a variance type of
request. They're | ooking to construct a two-story rear yard
addition to an existing one-famly dwelling in an RF-1 zone
| ocated at 1739 Harvard Street.

But, again, like Chairman HIl, | did closely
reviewthe record and t he post - heari ng subm ssi ons, incl udi ng
t he updat ed pl ans that were subm tted, the updated el evati ons
that were submtted, as well as the updated shadow st udi es.
| was concerned that there was |ack of ANC support for the
particul ar project. They essentially deniedit, as M. Hill
said, fiveto zero, because they felt as though the nei ghbors
had, the nei ghbors woul d be adversely inpacted by this rear
addition, and I could see that there would be sone inpact.
I"m still struggling with whether or not, you know, the
extent of the inpact, and | knowthat the applicant nade sone
revisions in ternms of pushing back on how far they're going
out on the rear in order to be nore acconmodati ng towards t he
nei ghbors.

So, you know, |ooking at the standards and the

criteria, | amin favor of the particular relief that they're
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seeki ng. But, if possible, |I would like to see what the
architects feel about the revised updated plans because |
think they're |less obtrusive, as opposed to the origina
pl ans that were submtted.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Thank you, M. Wite. The
architects?

MEMBER HART: Yes. | appreciate the coments of

nmy coll eagues. Looking at the case and the docunents that

have been filed since our hearing, | do appreciate the
applicants' willingness to go back to 11 feet on the second
floor or third floor, if you want to call it that, and back
to 13 feet. | think that's hel pful.

For the design, | thought that they had, as ny
col | eagues did, thought that they had net the criteria for
speci al exception relief, particularly |ooking at the shadow
studies that were submitted and understanding and
appreciative of the information on themin ternms of show ng
what the by right or differentiating what the by right and
t he proposal would, the inpacts or the shadows from both of
those two options would be on the neighboring properties.
| did not think that it was a, | thought that the difference
bet ween the by right or matter of right and the proposal in
ternms of the shadow i npacts |I thought were very cl ose to one
another. | did not think that they were, that was a | arge,

an unduly inpactful on the nei ghbors.
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I, again, believe that ny colleagues have
expressed thei r under st andi ng and support for the application
because it net the criteria that was set forth in the zoning
regulations. | don't have nuch to say about it other than
that, and, again, I think I would be voting in support of the
application, as well.

COW SSI ONER MAY: Thank you. So | pretty much
agree wth everything that's been said so far. | also
appreciate the application that the applicants changed to
pul | back the addition to 11 feet on the top floor and 13
feet on the ground floor at the rear.

| think that it is inportant to understand that
the intention of the zoning regul ations when it conmes to this
limtation on building additions in the rear yard was
i ntended to not to clanp down conpletely on the prospect of
doing additions |like these that are proposed but to avoid
some of the circunstances that we were seeing on a regul ar
basis where there was a very deep yard and people, as a
matter of right, were buil ding 30-foot additions on the back.
It was nmuch |ess about, you know, the 11, 12, 13-foot
addition than it was about the 30-foot ones. And in this
ci rcunstance, given the anmobunt of rear yard there is, they,
theoretically, could go back 30 feet and still have a 20-f oot
rear yard. | think that was the nmmj or concern.

And | think that, when we evaluate things |ike
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this, you know, the understanding of undue inpact is not
limted to, well, is this going to, is there going to be a
significant difference between 10 feet and 13 feet in terns
of the shadows that are cast on the abutting property?
There's a lot nore to do wth it than that. | nean, part of
It has to do with the architectural integrity of the row
Itself, but part of it also has to do with, you know, what's
the remaining depth. And we still wind up with yards that
are, you know, 40 - 50-feet deep in this circunstance. |
mean, that includes what's set aside for parking, but, you
know, you can park in your rear yard.

So l'mconfortable wwth this. Again, | appreciate
the applicant reduced it to the mnimumthat they feel is
necessary, and | think that's a good nove, and it's a nove
t hat t he abutti ng nei ghbor shoul d understand as a gesture to,
you know, try to get al ong and do sonmething that's really the
mnimumthat they need. And so | don't really see a problem
wi th extendi ng, you know, allowi ng this extension out to 13
feet on the ground floor and 11 feet on the top floor, and
| think this is, | would agree with what the rest of the
Board has stated. So |I'm prepared to nove forward.

CHAI RMAN HI LL: kay, great. Thanks. Real |y,
what | was just a little confused was, again, what we were
approving, and | guess we're approving the updated pl ans.

COW SSI ONER NMAY: Yes. | mean, it was pretty
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clear that they anended their application to reflect the 13
and 11-foot additions.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Ckay, okay. Al right. Wll,
t hat being the case then, unless there's further di scussion,
|'"'m going to make a notion to approve Application Nunber
19560 as read by the Secretary and wth the updated pl ans.

COW SSI ONER MAY:  Second.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Motion nmade and seconded. All
those in favor?

(Chorus of ayes.)

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Al those opposed?

(No audi bl e response.)

CHAI RMAN HI LL: The notion passes, M. My.

MR. MOY: The staff would record the vote as four
to zero to one. This is on motion of Chairman Hill to
approve the application for the relief requested, along with
t he revi sed pl ans. Seconded the notion, M. Peter May. Al so
support, M. Wiite, Vice Chair Hart. W have a Board seat
vacant. The notion carries.

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Thank you, M. My. In full
order; is that correct?

MR, MOY: Yes. The next case application for
decision-making is Application Nunmber 19576 of WIIliam
Skel ton, as captioned and advertised, for a special exception

under Subtitle E, Section 5201, from the rear vyard
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requi renents of 205.4. This would construct a two-story rear
additionto an existing one-famly dwelling in the RF-1 zone.
This is at prem ses 1745 Harvard Street, N.W, Square 2588,
Lot 163.

Again, this was heard at the public hearing on
Novenber 1st, scheduled for decision for today, Novenber
15th, and there were filings on the record fromthe applicant
requested by the Board for supplenental information and
responses from parties that had a deadline of yesterday,
Novenber 14th.

As to the responses, M. Chairman, | do have a
guick prelimnary matter in that the response fromthe party
opposition, Jereny Kadden, K-A-D-D-E-N, he properly filed
under Exhibit 74, but there's a second filing under Exhibit
75 which appears to be the sanme letter mnus the two bullets
that are in M. Kadden's filing. Qher than that, the rest
of the content of the letter appears to be the same. The
only difference is that the signatories include seven or
ei ght other nanes. So |I'm asking the Board whether or not
you want to allow that into the record or not.

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Ckay. | mean, has the Board had
a chance to look at the letters? | didn't see a real
difference with that second letter, and, since it wasn't one
of the parties in opposition there, | didn't think it was

necessary to include it in the record. Does anyone have any
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ot her thoughts to that? Ckay.

Then, M. My, we're not going to allowthat into
t he record.

MR MOY: Al right. Thank you, sir.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Al right. G her than that, is
the Board ready to deliberate? Okay. WlIl, for the record,
since this is a separate case again, it seens that | conti nue
to be in the sane place, which is that we cone back to this
whol e i ssue of unduly affected. And this, again, the Ofice
of Pl anni ng had provided a report in their analysis that this
net the criteria that was, you know, unduly affected. And
then the ANC, again, it's the sane street as the previous
case, they were opposed to this.

There was party status i n opposition. Again, lots
of opposition to the case. There was, it was very simlar
in that there was a neighbor in support. And even the
nei ghbor in support | thought was, | guess, and Comm ssi oner
May i s here and he spoke to this earlier, that howthe Zoning
Commi ssion cane up with this ability, this flexibility that
it's not an exact science. | nmean, again, there's not a
nunber that you can go back X nunmber of feet beyond the 10
f eet. You, again, continue to get referred back to the
criteria which is in the regulations on the special
exception, which, again, goes to the light and air and the

privacy, the visual character, again, things that don't have
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an exact nunber value to them or it being nore of a
di scussion from the Board as to whether or not the
applicationis neeting the criteria, whichis that, you know,
Is it unduly affecting the light and air and al so, you know,
the other criteria in terns of the character of the
nei ghbor hood.

| think that in this case | thought that, 1,
again, went back to the regulations and |ooked and then
determ ned ny opinion of the light and air and the other

criteria, and | was again in agreenent with the Ofice of

Pl anni ng concerning this application. | thought that what
also -- | was supposed to turn that off, right? Gay, al
right.

So, again, with this case, | guess what | found,

| suppose, interesting about it was that there was already
something on the first floor that was 13 feet and the
applicant seenmed to and even the people in opposition seened
to desire sonething that | ooked better than what is existing
there now So | didn't think that, if it was there now, it
wasn't necessarily going to unduly affect at | east that first
floor any differently if they'd been living with this the
whol e ti ne.

So then you're kind of going back to the second
fl oor and whether -- you know, again, the way | was | ooking

at it, and | appreciate that it's not necessarily exact. |
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nmean, you |ook at the whole of the project and the
application as to whether or not it is affecting the, you
know, what is the effect of that project, neaning the
di fference between the by right and the additional three feet
or so, it's still sonething that I do kind of | ook at because
that's just the way that | was going through ny anal ysis of
it. And so, you know, if they were able to go, you know,
sonething is already there 13 feet on the first floor, they
go up to 10 feet back on the second floor, | didn't see
really the unduly affected nature of the additional three
f eet. | do, however, continue to enpathize and understand
that the neighbors don't want this, and it comes down to,
agai n, what the Board thought or what | thought in terns of
the analysis for howthe criteria is being net.

So | would, again, be in agreenent with the Ofice
of Planning and the analysis that they provided as to how
this should be approved in terns of the special exception.
And t he nore and nore we see these, the nore and nore, again,
| kind of understand how we are to anal yze them And | know
it's on a case-by-case, but, once again, as Conm ssi oner My
had nenti oned i n the previ ous one, the depth of the yards and
what, you know, the Zoning Comm ssion was trying to fix when
this, when people are going all the way back to filling out
the deep lots of these types of applications.

So that's ny analysis, and | would be in support
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of this application and |ook to ny coll eagues.

MEMBER VHI TE: [|'Il add ny, | guess the architects
have al ready weighed in on it, but I know they're going to
weighinonthis one, as well. But ny analysis is basically,

you know, |ooking at the criteria and, again, you know, for
the record, | did reviewthe record and the updated filings.
There are sonme simlarities between this case and the
previ ous case obviously, but, as M. H Il has nentioned, we
have to | ook at each case on a case-by-case basis. And |
think M. May's comments regarding the intent of the zoning
regul ati ons was very hel pful, his analysis with respect to,
you know, why it was done, you know. The intent was not to
prevent all devel opnent, but it was kind of, you know, the
intent was to prevent these massive developnents from
happening in the rear yard, as opposed to preventing people
from doing, | guess, satisfactory developnent in order to
accommodate their famly needs.

So with this particular case, | did |ook at,
obviously, Ofice of Planning' s recommendati ons. But, you
know, as a Board nenber, | always | ook at what the nei ghbors
want. | think you have to pay attention to the comments of
t he ANC and the nei ghborhood in terns of what's going to be
acceptable for them but, at the sanme tine, you have to | ook
at the criteria, as well.

| think, with this particular case, | think with
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the first floor I did not see a problemwith the 13 feet
devel opnent, as well as the second floor. | think that what
the applicant has proposed is reasonable, which is the 10-
foot, as well.

So | would be supportive of it. I think, you
know, both parties have tried to be sonewhat acconmodati ng
because this is a very uni que property and they're trying to,
you know, maintain the character and the flavor of that
bl ock. So, M. Chairman, | would be in support of this, as
wel | .

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Sane order?

MEMBER HART: Sur e. M. Chairman, | think 1'd,
after 1 ooking at the informati on that has been provi ded after
our hearing, | also would be in support of the application.
| do understand that this, of course, is a different
application than the first application that we |ooked at.
This is going back 13 feet on the ground floor and on the
second floor. There is an existing addition, | guess, that's
on the ground fl oor. | just feel that they have net the
criteria that is set forth in the zoning regulations
regardi ng t he project, excuse ne, regarding the relief that's
requested. And | woul d concur with your comments that you' ve
made so far and, again, |'d be in support of that, as well.

COW SSI ONER  MAY: So I'Il try to be quick.

Again, the intention of the zoning regul ati ons was nor e about
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the really large additions that we were starting to see in
the rear of honmes. And so putting sone sort of control on
that, all ow ng people, 10 feet matter of right and t hen sone,
and then a path forward if they want to go beyond that. And
the question is, you know, when you go a little bit beyond
that, does that cause an undue inpact? And so the question
in this particular case is three nore feet on the second
floor, on the top floor, is that really an undue i npact
conpared with 10 feet? Wll, the 10 feet, | think, 1is
probably the hardest thing to get used to, so going to 13,
| don't see that that's unduly inpactful.

| alsothinkit's, you know, | appreciate the fact
that the applicant did submt a version of the plan with only
a 10-foot addition on the second floor, top floor. And |
think it's hel pful to see those things, but | think that we
don't want people to have the i npression that the purpose of
doing that is to, you know, denonstrate that it's possible
to have an addition like that; and, therefore, if it's
possi ble, then the relief isn't needed. That's not what
happens with the special exception, and | think the question
is whether it's, | nmean, it does still come back to inpacts,
and | think that -- | nean, it is a bit illustrative to
under stand what woul d happen if you only had 10 feet, but
that's not really the determ ning factor.

So | agree with all ny colleagues' coments on
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this and am prepared to vote in favor.

MEMBER WHI TE: M. Chairman, can we just clarify,
you know, what we're recomendi ng on the second floor just
so that I'mclear?

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Yes, | think the plans, they're
going to match the first floor to the second fl oor.

MEMBER WHI TE:  Ckay.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: And, Comm ssioner My, |'m gl ad
that you're here to help again explain a little bit nore as
to how this kind of canme around. And so how far back and
filling out the lot, that was really what the Zoning
Commi ssion was trying to do in terns of having, you know,
there was a way that, as a special exception, one could go
farther back. And so, you know, | think that, again, inthis
case, that the applicant has net those conditions.

| would just kind of want to nention to the
applicant that | guess there was sonme, in one of the letters
fromthe opposition, there was sonme di scussi on about a fence
that they were going to take down and try to, you know, and
thisisn't acondition, I'mnore just asking if the applicant
could do their best to help with the fence nmatching the rest
of the fence issue. |If they could sonehow help with that,
that woul d be sonmething that | would |ike to point out.

So unl ess there's anything el se to add, |I' mgoing

to go ahead and nake a notion to approve Application Nunber
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19576 as read by the Secretary.

COW SSI ONER MAY:  Second.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Mbti on has been nade and seconded.
Al'l those in favor?

(Chorus of ayes.)

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Al those opposed?

(No audi bl e response.)

CHAI RVAN HI LL: The notion passes, M. My.

MR MOY: Staff would record the vote as four to
zero to one the notion of Chairman Hill to approve the
application for the relief being requested. Seconded the
notion, M. Peter May. Also in support, Ms. Wiite and Vice
Chair Hart. W have a Board seat vacant. The notion
carries.

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Ckay, great. Full order, M. My?

MR, MOY: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN HILL: And we're going to take just a
one-m nute break while we switch out conm ssioners.

(Wher eupon, the above-entitled matter went of f the
record at 10:26 a.m and went back on the record at 10: 32
a.m)

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Al right, M. My.

MR. MOY: Thank you, M. Chairman. Al right.
So the |l ast case for decision-making is Application Nunber

18997A of Chris and Paolo Lobb, L-O-B-B. This is a request
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for a nodification of consequence to the plans approved in
BZA Order Nunber 18997 in order to renove a previously-
approved covered wal kway and to retain a rear porch that was
to be denplished on a one-famly dwelling, R-4 Zone, at
prem ses 148 11th Street, S.E., Square 989, Lot 26.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Okay, great. |s the Board ready
to deliberate? Ckay. So | can start. You know, | read
through the Ofice of Planning's report, and the original
order granted special exception relief as to |ot occupancy
under the 58 zoning regs. Under the current regul ations, the
covered wal kway is no |onger necessary to ensure that the
proposed accessory building qualifies as a rear addition
because it now conplies as a separate dwelling unit as a
matter of right. So the existing rear porch was to be
denol i shed to allowfor the | ot coverage added by the covered
wal kway connecti on.

So | renmenber when these things were kind of
comng through a little bit nore in ternms of, |ike,
nmeani ngf ul connections. And so | didn't have an issue with
approving this and was in agreenent with the Ofice of
Pl anni ng. Does ny col |l eagues have any ot her comrents?

VMEMBER VHI TE: Yes, M. Chairman, | agree with the
request, as well. And there doesn't appear to be any
oppositionto this. And as you indicated, the original order

granted special exception relief as to | ot occupancy under
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the 58 regs. And under the current requl ati ons, the covered
wal kway is no |onger necessary to ensure that the proposed
accessory building qualifies as a rear addition.

So | would be supportive for the relief for
nodi fi cati on of consequence to the BZA Order 18999.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Okay. Does anyone have anyt hi ng
else to add? Al right. I'mgoing to go ahead and neke a
notion then to approve Application Nunber 18997A as read by
the Secretary and ask for a second.

MEMBER WHI TE:  Second.

CHAI RVAN HI LL: Motion made and seconded. All
t hose in favor?

(Chorus of ayes.)

CHAI RMAN HI LL: All those opposed?

(No audi bl e response.)

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Mdtion passes, M. My.

MR MOY: Staff would record the vote as four to
zero to one, this on the notion of Chairman H Il to approve
or grant the request for a nodification. Seconded the
notion, Ms. Wiite. Al so in support, M. Anthony Hood and Vice
Chair Hart. Wth a Board seat vacant, the notion carries.

CHAI RMAN HI LL: Summary order, M. Moy?

MR, MOY: Thank you, sir.

(Wher eupon, the above-entitled matter went of f the

record at 10:35 a.m)

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




28

CERTI FI CATE

This is to certify that the foregoing transcript

In the matter of: Public Meeting

Bef ore: DC BZA

Date: 11-15-17

Pl ace: Wwashington, DC

was duly recorded and accurately transcribed under

ny direction; further, that said transcript is a

true and accurate record of the proceedings.

Court Reporter

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




