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Me. Geoffrey Griffis, 
Ch:licman 
I3mlrd of Zcming Adju:~trncnt 
441 41h Street NW. Suite 210 South 
Washin1-,rron l)C 20001 

De11rSir, 

January 14,2004 

BZA No. 17092-Appeal of Zoning Adminisrrator's Decision A11owing the Location 
of a 24-Hour Dog Boarding Kennel ar premises 1412 Q Srreer, NW 

I am 11 resident of 1408 Q Street NW in the District and I nm writing to cxptcss my fi11l support of lhe 
~ppc:llants in the .Board of Zoning Adjusrmenl·'s (B7./\) l:11se number 17092.. I have not been actively involved 
with The discussions nor t-Ile ~lppeal sunounding the rc]ocarjon of rl1e Wagtime Dog kcnnd from Irs .fOrmer 
location to its prcse11r ~itc on our block. And while that parricular residence llt 1412 Q Strc:ct had been a real 
estate office, it was so consonant wid1 the tone of r-he re~t of the bkK:k that it never srruc:~ me t]ull' it wns 11 

busiocss, until the bright sky hlue-Rnd-oomgc flwadl~ of Wagtimc went up in its pl~ce .• 1111 obvious chans~e 
from it:~ previous user. But the matter of such jar.dng colors on one of lhe I'rettie~t street!\ in the District wa., 
minor to the other jarring f.acts that arose as the business :~cttlccl in 1rnd commenced operations (all t)f this 
~tarting cvc.n before they were given thcit pem\it): 

-d1at this was a busi1less that planned on boacdinr, up ra 35 dogs over night:; aotl weekends 
-fhllt dog:; would be locked indoots or in a smnl] cemellt-floon~d space behind rhe building 
-that the same space would he ho~ed down periodicalty to wash dar, feces into rh¢ alley. 

The immediate issul~ that l saw, apart from how the neighhorhood might fed about this, was tl1at it wa.~ absurd 
to think that such a business would find adcqmltc 11 bl1ilding th~lt would he small for a mecliunl-sized family, 
and to be surrounded wil·h no ~ctl>ack by other. ccsidcncc~? How cc1uld Atlyonc actually r.u.n a do,g kennel out 
of a bu.il.clli1R ot: kJCation liHle diffc rent than one's own home? 

So, of counc. naturally. I a5sumed that the pcrrnit would not be p,ranted, not only for the :;:tkc of The local 
n~sidenn; tmt also hcc:nuse of hlllppt<rpriateness of the ~pace for such a hush1e~s and the ob1riously cruelty in 
confining dog.~ to such conditions. 'l'hcrefocc, I was complct~ly l:lllten by surpr.isc .• .including p,iven f·hc itlitinl 
iiltraMigencc of the business 1:0 even wait for the permit ro come, to find the permit,gr-.Lnted 11:1 if this were a 
simple transition from a rcru esrate office, .and not into a pen for animals. tr is not fair to tht~ dob'll• and it is nor 
fair [r) the: ndt1Jhors, neither of whon1 se.cm to have been V;iven much choice in this affair. 

1 was as]ecp stf· the: ~witch ro think that d1is was a "no-hrnitlcr'' ILn(l, obviously, someone was f~!\o a.~lcep Itt the 
switch when thl'Y :1ppr.ovcd this 1'Cque~t: to allow mllltiple :tnimals to be conlincd wirhin a ~pace smaller than 
some people's Clltire homes, A!'ld within feet ot. the homes of re~idenl::\ of the Oistcict. So, with this letter, 1 
corr.cct my previous oversight and state dearly my reason why thi:; usc of 1412 is inappror,riate. And I arn 
rold dtnt -it's not too ltttc tor you ro corrccr this ovcr,;ight and help us preserve the pe11C<: <.)F one of the ~sr 
neighborhoods rhar we have. 

Thomk you for your consid~nttion .• 

3u-__; ~ 10 7 
Denis Mid111el Reidy, Ph.IJ. 
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