
PERMITS 

Date 1 Permit No 1 Description of Work 2 

11/07/03 
09/03/03 
08/25/02 
08/19/03 
08/13/02 
07/15/03 

8456618 
8454064 
8454315 
8454523 
8454596 
8453159 

(Revisions to: 
8435464 03/08/01 
8442149 01/08/02 ~~ 

r.• ~~ 
~· = 

Revise 1-3rd floors and garage 
Alter repair existing model rooms per plans 
Revise permit #8435464 per drawings on 7th floor 
Revised permit #84354644 of new bldg per drawings 6th floor only 
Revision to exist permit #8435464 as per attached drawing 
Two traction 7'0"x5'0" steel elevator for passengers 

New construction, 7-story Community Residence Facility 
Revision of elevator penthouse to include elevator only per plans) 

p "~ 

I~~; ___ _ 
~ •ft 

'Y 
• _ ~, 1 Note that chronological order and Permit numerical order do not match. 

Zoning Approval by 

ON 
Xoan Mac 
"N/A" 3 

Xoan Mac 
Xoan Mac 
Xoan Mac 

2 Permit materials provided to us by DCRA for these permits, as of Dec. 31, 2003, do not fully match the description of work, 
are incomplete and/or are ambiguous. 

3 

DCRA APPROVALS, Section C.3. Zoning by is listed as "N/ A" and the Date is blank. 

4 No floor plans included in this 6th Floor revision permit. The "6th FLOOR PLAN" has not been revised in any permit.. 
Board of Zoning Adjustment

District of Columbia
CASE NO. 17127
EXHIBIT NO. 2



ZONING REGULATION VIOLATIONS ALLEGED IN THE APPEAL 

Zoning Districts 
(a) The applicable zoning district for Lot 162, square 1989 at the time of Permit 
8435464 (1/7/01) was R-2 and R-5-D. 
(b) Applicable zoning district at the time of issuance of Permit 8442149 and the current 
series of appealed permits was R-2 and R-5-B. 
© Sunrise and its partners were on notice of the potential district chc:1nge well before 
they submitted the first building permit application (submitted by Louis and Sunny 
Reyes, et al) and before Sunrise purchased all the subject property. 
(d) Permits 8435464 and 8454323 cite R-5-E as the zoning district. 

Required Yards: 

§404.1 A rear yard shall be provided for each structure ... Minimum depth of rear yard 
in an R-5-8, C, and D District shall be 4 inches per foot of vertical distance from the 
mean finished grade at the middle of the rear of the structure to the highest point of the 
main roof or parapet wall. 

2502.1 Except for the projections and encroachments specified in this section, and the 
exceptions set forth in §2503, every part of a required yard or court or other required 
open space shall be open and unobstructed to the sky. 

2503.1 Except for the structures specified, and the exceptions set forth in this section, 
every part of a yard required under the provisions of this title shall be open and 
unobstructed to the sky from the ground up. 

Description of noncompliances (code section): 
The building footprint extends into the required rear yard (Wall Test Feport dated 5-27-
03, p. 5; revised Garage Plan, p. 6) by about 8 to twelve feet both to 1he left and to the 
right of the garage entrance (§404.1) and includes a room about 10 feet in height that 
has been added to the left of the garage entrance in Permit 8456618 (photo, p. 7). An 
open porch about 12 feet high from adjacent grade (photo of rear of building, at grade, 
p. 7) extends into the required yard on the right (§§404.1, 2502.1 ). Behind the building, 
an electric room, about 6 feet high, is also constructed in the rear yard (8456618, 
Garage Plan, p. 6) (§2503.1 ). Permit 8456618 (11/7/03) Garage Plan includes 
substantial revisions of the original Garage Plan submitted for Permit 8435464, (p. 8). 
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§402.4 Except as provided in other provisions of this chapter and in §411, the 
maximum permitted floor area ratio in a Residence district shall be as set forth in the 
following table: 

ZONING DISTRICT 
R.5.8 
R.5.D 

Description of noncompliances: 

FLOOR AREA RATIO 
1.8 
3.5. 

The "ZONING COMPUTATION SHEET- RESIDENCE USE" (pp. 9-10) provided by the 
Acting Zoning Administrator for Permit 8435464 showed a provided Gross Floor Area of 
80,870.0 ft. and a maximum permitted Gross Floor Area (FAR of 3.5 x 23,107.51 sq. ft) 
of 80,876.28. Less than 7 sq. ft additional floor space remained for development. 

The additions to the building at the garage level (revised Garage Plan, p. 6) bring the 
FAR over 3.5 allowed in an R-5-D District or 1.8 in an R-5-8 District. In addition, the 
change in grade adjacent to these additions (lowered compared to original plans, see 
Grading Plan, p. 11) further increases FAR into noncompliance by increasing the 
proportion of the garage-level which is basement and decreasing eel ar (using the 
perimeter). The original garage footprint used in the FAR calculation (p. 12) showed 
the garage perimeter with basement as only 78 feet of an approximate 655 foot 
perimeter. The new perimeter approximately doubles the feet of basement perimeter 
and provides additional gross floor space to the Garage-level, increa:sing FAR well 
above regulation (§402.4). 

Roof Structures 

§400.7 If housing for mechanical equipment, a stairway or elevator penthouse is 
provided on the roof of a building or structure, it shall be erected or enlarged as follows: 
(a) It shall meet the requirements of §411; (b) It shall be set back from all exterior walls 
a distance at least equal to its height above the roof upon which it is ocated. 

§411.5 Enclosing walls from roof level shall be of equal height, and shall rise vertically 
to a roof ... 

§411.1 0 Before taking final action on a roof structure plan, the Zoning Administrator 
shall have submitted the plan to the Director of the Office of Planning for review and 
report. The report shall be returned within fifteen (15) days of the date of submission 
unless a different period has been provided by mutual agreement of all parties involved. 

The elevator and south stairwell penthouses were revised (Roof Plan, p. 13). As both 
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penthouses are taller than 4 feet, they are not exempted from roof penthouse 
requirements. (Comparison with the previous roof plan (p. 14) shows that changes 
were made in the roof plan.) The south stair penthouse has no setback. The elevator 
penthouse is not setback by a distance equal to its total height (§411.5), which is 15ft. 
above the roof on which it sits. The 15 ft. calculation includes the sloped roof located 
on it and over it. The two penthouses (elevator and stairwell-machine room) are 
separate and are incompletely surrounded and enclosed in a roof structure. This roof 
does not comply with requirements of a "curtain wall" (perpendicular, setback, §411.5). 
It is required by §411.34 that roof penthouses on each level be enclosed in a single 
structure. In addition, the revised roof plan was not submitted to the Office of Planning 
(§411.1 0). 

Building Height: 
§400.1 Except as specified in this chapter and in chapters 20 through 25, the height of 
buildings or structures in a Residence district shall not exceed that given in the following 
table: 

DISTRICT 
R-5-8 
R-5-D 

HEIGHT (feet) 
60 
90. 

The building height is the vertical distance measured from the level o·f the curb opposite 
the middle of the front of the building to the highest point of the roof or parapet 
(§ 199.1 ). Street Datum: 302.50 (#8435464, GRADING PLAN, p. 11 ). 

The height of the building cannot be precisely specified by the revision plans5 because 
no first floor elevation is provided in these plans. 6 However, the height from the street 
datum (front curb) to the first floor is approximately 2 feet (PHOTO, p. 15). The 
building height from the first floor to the top of the main roof can be determined from 
plans in the revision permits: 

HEIGHT CALCULATION 

1st-7th firs: 75.67 (#8453159, DWG No. M-6005828-0, SHEET 3 -- p.16) 
Main Roof: 15.00 (#8454315 Sheet A108, J14 TYP. ROOF TRUSS SECTIONS, p. 

4 §411.3 All penthouses and mechanical equipment shall be placecl in one (1) 
enclosure .. 

5 The elevations provided in the initial permit were inaccurate and ambiguous (Appeal 
No. 16716, incorporated by reference). 

6 The elevations provided in the initial permit were inaccurate and ambiguous (Appeal 
No. 16716, incorporated by reference). 

4 



13) 
Height, first floor-roof 90.35. With the height between the street datum and first floor 
of approximately 2 feet, the building height will be over 92 feet. The r-evised Grading 
Plan (not provided to the Appellants) showing actual1st floor elevatic:-1 should determine 
the actual height. 

Note that the height over 7th floor turret apartments, excluding embellishments are at 
least 95 (8th floor and roof, #B454315 Sheet A108, J10 (scaled) and added to 1st-7th 
floors; p. 13) 

USE OF BUILDINGS AND PREMISES IN AN R-2 DISTRICT: 

§ 300.2 Except as provided in chapters 21 through 25 of this title, in an R-2 district, no 
building or premises shall be used and no building shall be erected or altered that is 
arranged, intended, or designed to be used except for one (1) or more of the uses listed 
in §§301 through 319 of this chapter. 

§303.8 In the case of a community residence facility, the Board may approve a facility 
for more than fifteen (15) persons, not including resident supervisors or staff and their 
families, only if the Board finds that the program goals and objectives of the District 
cannot be achieved by a facility of a smaller size at the subject location and if there is 
no other reasonable alternative to meet the program needs of that are~a of the District of 
Columbia. 

§304.1 Health care facilities for nine (9) to three hundred (300) persons, not including 
resident supervisors or staff and their families, shall be permitted in an R-2 district if 
approved by the Board of Zoning Adjustment in accordance with the conditions 
specified in §31 08 of chapter 31 of this title, subject to the provisions of this section. 

§§ 303.5, 304.5 The proposed facility shall meet all applicable code c:1nd licensing 
requirements. 

§§ 303.6, 304.6 The facility shall not have an adverse impact on the neighborhood 
because of traffic, noise, operations, or the number of similar facilities in the area. 

A variance allowing a facility for 130 residents in the R-2 District (Wall Test Report at 
garage level, p. 17- shows building footprint extends into R-2 District;, 1st Floor Plan, 
p. 18 indicates uses of the premises in the R-2 District) has not been approved by the 
BZA (§§303.8, 404.1 ). This facility has substantial negative impact on the 
neighborhood. It does not meet all code and licensing requirements for a community 
residence facility (§s 303.5, 304.5) nor for a health care facility (§§ 303.6, 304.6) (3rd 
floor is a secure ward for dementia patients). Title 22 Health and Medicine noncom­
pliances are presented in Appeal No. 16716, public record incorporated by reference. 
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PARKING AND SERVICE/DELIVERY 

§21 01.1 On and after May 12, 1958, all buildings of structures shall b·9 provided with 
parking spaces as specified in the following table: 

USES 
Community based residential facility (all resi­
dential districts16 or more persons housed 

Apartment house of multiple dwelling 
R-5-B 
R-5-D 

No. Parking Spaces Reg. 

As Determined by the BZA 

1 for eaci1 2 dwelling units 
1 for ead1 3 dwelling units 

The building includes up to 1 02 private apartments or suites for elderl)f/handicapped 
residents. The apartments are private with independent heating/air conditioning, 
kitchen facilities (refrigerator and sink); cooking (microwave, toaster) may be provided 
by the resident. Thus the building qualifies as a multiple dwelling (§1 £19.1 7

) requiring 1 
parking space per 3 dwellings. The building also qualifies as a community residence 
facility serving the handicapped and as a health care facility (intermediate nursing 
facility serving dementia patients in a secure ward). While 33 are shown in the Garage 
Plan (p. 6), the Zoning Administrator determined that only spaces for a rooming 
house were required (8/3/2001 BZA Public Hearing, transcript pp 17:5-176). This is an 
error. The actual use as an "assisted living facility," frequently referenced in the 
revision permits, and multiple dwelling (§ 199.1) which this facility qualifies as, needs to 
be reevaluated in the revision permits. The additional 11 spaces (33 minus 22) could 
be converted to other uses or rented commercially. The appropriate number of spaces 
need to be required (§2101.1). Because parking is a chronic problem in this residential 
neighborhood., appropriate parking must be required, not optional. Tt1e Zoning 
Commission has determined that the regulation number of parking spaces must be 
required (not solely provided) spaces. 

Delivery and loading/service spaces 
§2201.1 On or after May 21, 1958, all buildings or structures shall be provided with 
loading berths, loading platforms and service/delivery loading spaces as provided in the 
following table ... 

Apartment house or multiple dwelling with 50 or more dwelling units ir all Districts 
Loading Berth Loading Platform Service/Delivery Space 
1 @55 feet deep 1 @ 200 ft. 2 1@20 feet deep ... 

7 §199.1 Dwelling, multiple- a building containing three (3) or more dwelling units, or 
rooming units or any combination of these units totaling three (3) or more. 



§2201.5 All required service/delivery loading spaces shall be a minimum of ten feet (1 0 
ft.) wide and shall have a minimum vertical clearance of ten feet (10ft). Each 
service/delivery loading space shall be clearly marked "For Service and Delivery 
Vehicles Only" and be used exclusively for such vehicles. 

2204.7 Detailed plans shall be submitted to the District of Columbia Department of 
Public Works for approval of all curb cuts and driveway openings, tc ensure that 
compliance with these regulations does not conflict with the respom.ibility of the 
Department of Public Works to protect safety in the public space. 

The new Garage Plan shows one Loading Berth @30ft with adjacent loading space 
(§21 01.1 ). The revised Garage Plan (p. 6, compare with original Gc:1rage Plan, p. 7) 
covers part of the former Service/Delivery Space with an addition to the rear of the 
building. Between the addition and the alley is labeled "VAN." This would be for the 
facility van that provides transportation to residents, a service provided at all Sunrise 
facilities. The required service/delivery is not provided. Furthermore, traffic plans 
(§2204.7 --(related to use of the alley, and access to the required delivery/loading 
facilities and the garage) were requested by Ken Laden, formerly of the Department of 
Public Works. No plans were ever provided (§2101.5). 

RELEVANT BACKGROUND OF THE APPEAL 

The Nebraska Ave. Neighborhood Assn ("NANA") and ANC3G (the "ANC") appealed 
construction noncompliant with zoning in Appeal No. 17010. The record of Appeal 
17010 is incorporated by reference. The BZA determined that this appeal was 
"premature." At the time of that appeal, construction was noncompliant with permits but 
no revision permits had been applied for(except B442149-elevator penthouse). The 
Board determined that this was a compliance issue requiring enforcement by DCRA, 
not a zoning issue. Such construction, according to the BZA determination, could only 
be appealed after a Certificate of Occupancy was issued. 

Subsequently, Sunrise submitted a series of interdependent revision permit applications 
that addressed the ongoing construction that differed from the previously approved and 
permitted plans in Permits B435464 and B442149. In general, the revision permits 
were submitted floor by floor (sometimes including more than one floor) in the series of 
permits. The series of permits included plans for the several noncornpliances allegP.d in 
Appeal No. 17070 (which the BZA would not consider, as previously described). 

The series of permit applications were approved by DCRA with the most recent issued 
on Nov. 7, 2003. In addition to 5 interrelated revision permits submitted in August 
and September, 2003, Sunrise submitted a permit application for an elevator that had 



a footprint and penthouse inconsistent with currently approved floor and 
penthouse plans (Permits 8435464 and 8442149). 

Use of the building without required Certificate of Occupancy: 
In July, 2003, Sunrise also obtained a public space permit to provide a walkway to first 
floor model apartments (Permit 8 8453330, 7/21/03). Sunrise opened these 
apartments for public viewing shortly thereafter. Sunrise further conducted a "VIP" 
open house event in the facility, hosting several hundred people with extensive food 
service provided on the premises (p. 11 ). These activities were conducted without first 
obtaining a partial use or temporary Certificate of Occupancy (as confirmed by DCRA). 
Although we are unaware of any residents having moved into the building, Sunrise 
continues to use the facility for various events and activities (not construction-related) 
without a Certificate of Occupancy. 8 

The process of nearly completing construction before applying for required revision 
permits as well as using the building without required Certificate of Occupancy has 
aided the developer in circumventing the zoning as well as building and life-safety 
regulations. 9 The incomplete, ambiguous and misleading applications submitted for 
initial (8435464) and revision permits have also provided substantial hardship to 
neighbors' and ANC 3G's appeal of noncompliance with zoning and other D.C. 
regulations, including substantial excess expense and wasted time. 

Piecemeal revision permits: 
The revision permits listed in this appeal are interrelated; the structu ;al and architectural 
integrity of the building in permit applications was not complete until the final permit10 

(8445618, 11.07.03) was issued. For example, the elevator footprint revision, as 
provided in the elevator permit (8453159) was not completely revised for all floors, 
basement through 7th floors, and roof penthouse until issuance of Permit 8445618. 
Similarly, the south side of the building, deletion of a set of stacked porches with a roof 
over the porches and south stairwell roof penthouse, were changed floor-by-floor in 
separate permits. This system was not architecturally and structurally intact until 
issuance of the final permit. Since the building was already constructed, this piecemeal 
permit revision process served mainly to circumvent D.C. zoning and building 
regulations. In this sense, the permits are interdependent, not complete until the final 

8 DCRA (Ms. Saunders) responded by phone on 12/18/2003 to a request for copy of any 
Certificate of Occupancy issued for 5111 Connecticut Ave., N.W. saying there were none. 

9 In particular, the 7th floor is not provided with a second appropriate means of egress for 
residents (documented in Appeal No. 16716, public record incorporated by reference). This is 
noncompliant with Building Code and Life-Safety requirements. 

10 The permitting process may not be complete. There is no revision permit for the 6th 

Floor Plan - which is necessary to complete the elevator shaft, removal of south porches, etc. 
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permit was issued. While the most recent permit, No. B456618 (1117/03), is pertinent 
to several zoning requirements, including the building footprint, rear yard, FAR, use, 
delivery, we respectfully request that the Board allow appeal of all permits as a group: 
B453159 (7/15/03), B454586 (8/13/93), 8454323 (8/19/02), B4543 ~ 5 (8/25/03), 
B454064 (9/9/03), B456618 (11/7/03). The revised 41h Floor and 7:h Floor Plans (pp. 
19-20) are provided to further demonstrate the piecemeal revision permit applications. 

Limited access to Building Permit Application Materials: 
The permits were not provided to the Appellants by DCRA in a timely way. Incomplete 
plans for some permits were provided to Dr. Chiapella in September, 2003. Additional 
plans, including those in Permits Nos. B454064 (9/3/03) and B445618 (11/7/03) were 
not provided until 12/17/03. Furthermore; DCRA has not yet responded to the BZA's 
request for permit information. 

Timeliness of filing appeal of the full set of permits: 
Multiple interrelated building permits based on applications that wem often incomplete, 
inaccurate, or misleading as well as the lack of timely provision of permit materials by 
DCRA have substantially impaired neighbors' and ANC 3G's ability to appeal and were 
outside our control. Because of the cumulative, piecemeal nature of the permit 
applications, the full extent of the construction was not permitted before Nov. 7, 2003 
(and may still not be). Appeal of the most recent permit, B445618, is within 60 days of 
issuance. The Appellants, respectfully request that the BZA accept this appeal as 
timely for the full set of interrelated permits. 

The D.C. Court of Appeals supported the BZA in determining that potential appellants 
were not put on notice until all permits determining the scope of wor-< have been issued 
(Sisson v. District of Columbia BZA. 805 A.2d 964,974 (D.C. 2002); that group seeking 
to halt construction was not "chargeable with notice" of approval of revised building 
permits until specific revised permits were approved, not the date on which original 
permit was issued (Mendelson v. Board of Zoning Adjustment, 645 A2d 1090,1095 
(D.C. App. 1994). 

The strategy of this development project relates to Sisson v. D. C. BZA, supra-­
providing exceptional circumstances substantially impairing the ability of an aggrieved 
party to appeal. The approach to development is directly analogous to that in Sisson v 
D.C. BZA, supra.: "Plans submitted by [the developer] as part of [its] application for the 
first permit did not reflect all of the construction work that [it] planned to perform at the 
site. [The] project was developed in a piecemeal manner and the various applications 
were often incomplete or otherwise misleading in that they did not always reflect [the 
developer's] plans ... consistently and accurately." In the present case, the developer 
provided piecemeal applications, construction occurred before issuance of all required 
permits; construction went beyond the scope of approved permits. The appellants were 
further impaired in their ability to appeal by Sunrise's highly ambiguous and self­
contradictory plans submitted in permits, misrepresentations made to city officials 
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(including the BZA 11
), and the extraordinary difficulties presented by the piecemeal 

application and permitting process. An ongoing pattern of inaccuracies, ambiguous 
plans and misrepresentations by this developer has hampered our E!fforts. 

Previous to this appeal (Appeals Nos. 16716 and 16879), the Appellants were 
hampered in developing their case by actions of the developer and DCRA review, 
including: 

(a) materials submitted by the developer in support of permit applications (Nos. 
8435464 and 8442149) were substantively inaccurate and ambiguous in many 
details12 (Record of Appeal16716, incorporated by reference). 

11 For example, at the June 18, 2002 BZA Public Hearing, Sunrise testified that Permit 
842149 did not include an elevator (BZA 6/8/02 Public Hearing, transcript p. 103: "'Revised 
elevator penthouse only." No other changes were approved ... Those are the only changes 
approved by the city. So there's no other changes to the building other than the elevator 
penthouse."). This erroneous and misleading testimony helped Sunrise in its efforts to have 
Appeal 16879 dismissed. Sunrise contradicted this testimony in a letter to the Board of appeals 
and Review in August, 2002. Sunrise stated to the Board of Appeals and Heview that Permit 
8442149 included an elevator (pp. 23-25) This contradictory statement supported Sunrises' 
arguments before the Board of Appeals and Review, but contradicted its te~;timony before the 
BZA. 

12 For example, what is now a 12-foot high "open porch" was interpreted by the 
Zoning Administrator as a "retaining wall, not part of the building", thH top of which 
provided adjacent grade to the building (BZA Public Hearing, Aug 3, 2001, transcript pp. 
185-6). On the original plan, this structure was drawn ambiguously. Under Title 11: 

2303.1. Except for structures and exceptions specified in this section, every part 
of a yard required under this title shall be open and unobstructed to the sky from 
the ground up. 
§2303.2. A structure, no part of which if more than four feet (4ft.) above grade 
at any point may occupy a required yard under the provisions of this title. 
2303.3. A fence or retaining wall constructed in accordance with the provisions of 
the D.C. Building Code may occupy any yard required under the provisions of 
this title. 

Note that neither an executive nor the main architect for the builder, both present 
at the hearing, did not dispute or correct this interpretation. 
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(b) the Acting Zoning Administrator from DCRA, in presentin9 his position before 
the BZA, assumed and defended the most compliant interpretations of the 
ambiguous or unclear plan designs. For example, what is now presented as a 
one-story high "open porch" (Permit 8456618, 11/07/03) was interpreted by the 
Zoning Administrator as a "retaining wall, not part of the building" in Permit 
8435464. 

HEARING: 

Issuance of revision permits that have substantive changes and are noncompliant with 
zoning, are appealable at this time. We respectfully request a Public Hearing of this 
appeal, as provided by law: 11 DCMR §3112.8, in order to fully pre::;ent our case 
before the Board. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on January 6, 2004 a copy of this appeal was mailed first class. 
postage prepaid to the following: 

Paul Klaassen 
Chairman and CEO 
Sunrise Senior Living/Sunrise Development 
7902 Westpark Dr. 
Mclean, VA 22102 

Acting Zoning Administrator 
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs 
Building and Land Regulation Administration 
941 North Capital street, NE, Suite 2000 
Washington, DC 2000$LJ 

(Signed) 
1-& -ov 

(Date) 
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Page(s) 
1-4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9-10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

Item 

APPENDIX Table of Contents 
(with notations) 

Copies of revision permits 

Wall Test Report, dated 1-27-03 
Building extends into required rear yard, as circled 

Revised Garage Plan, A100, (8456618, 11/7/03) 
Building extends into required rear yard (compare with original 
plan, p. 8) 

Photo of rear building additions 
The rear open porch (a) and (b) room addition both extend into 
the required rear yard. 

Original Garage Plan (Permit 8435464) 
(For comparison) 

Zoning Calculation Sheet- Residential District 
(Less than 7 sq. ft. difference between provided and allowed 
gross floor space in original application, Permi·: B435464) 

Original Grading Plan (Permit 8435464) 
The adjacent grade in the revisions is substantially lower than that 
from the original Grading Plan. (No revised Grading Plan was 
submitted. Lowering adjacent grade increaseE; basement 
perimeter, decreases cellar, and increases Gross Floor and FAR.) 

Garage Zoning Calculations-- square feet and perimeter 
For comparison, only 78 feet was caller basement perimeter in 
original zoning calculations. 

Revised Roof Plan 
Revisions to roof and penthouses at rear stair and elevator. 

Previous Roof Plan 
For comparison. 

Photo of front elevation of building. 
Showing first floor is elevated, approximately L: ft. from curb, (not 
shown). These estimates are presented because Sunrise has not 
provided the final elevations. 

Elevator shaft diagram 
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17 

18 

Accurately shows height of the building from first floor to 
horizontal roof over the Jlh floor-75.67 ft. Co'ilbined with 15ft. 
roof and additional height between curb and nrst floor, the building 
exceeds 92 feet. 

Wall Test Report- (Garage level), dated 1-27-03 
Building garage-level footprint extends into R-2 District- 1 ft. 

Revised 1st Floor Plan 
Premises of facility in R-2 District includes a required means of 
egress, handicapped ramp, kitchen delivery, and resident garden. 

19 Original 1st Floor Plan 
For comparison 

-;a,.J.. 
20 Revised A-ttY Floor Plan 

Example of piecemeal revisions 

21 Original 7th Floor Plan 
For comparison 

22 Revised ?st Floor Plan 
Example of piecemeal revisions 

23-25 Letter from Sunrise to Board of Appeals and Review 
Example of misrepresentations before this Board 
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PERMITS 

Date 1 Permit No 1 Description of Work 2 

11/07/03 
09/03/03 
08/25/02 
08/19/03 
08/13/02 
07/15/03 

8456618 
8454064 
8454315 
8454523 
8454596 
8453159 

(Revisions to: 
8435464 03/08/01 
8442149 01/08/02 

Revise 1-3rd floors and garage 
Alter repair existing model rooms per plans2 

Revise permit #8435464 per drawings on 7th floor2 
Revised permit #84354644 of new bldg per drawings 6th floor only2 

Revision to exist permit #8435464 as per attached drawing2 

Two traction 7'0"x5'0" steel elevator for passengers2 

~ 

New construction, 7-story Community Residence Facility2 

Revision of elevator penthouse to include elevator only per plans2 

1 Note that chronological order and Permit numerical oniP.r cto !!ot mRtch_ 

Zoning Approval by 

ON 
Xoan Mac 
"N/A" 3 

Xoan Mac 
Xoan Mac 
Xoan Mac 

2 Permit materials provided to us by DCRA for these permits, as of Dec. 31, 2003, do not fully match the description of work, 
are incomplete and/or are ambiguous. 

3 

DCRA APPROVALS, Section C.3. Zoning by is listed as "N/A" and the Date is blank. 

4 No floor plans included in this 6th Floor revision permit. The "6th FLOOR PLAN" has not been revised in any permit.. 
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