MEMORANDUM TO: Jerrily R. Kress, FAIA
Director, Office of Zoning

FROM: WAnn Hughes Hargrove
!Zoning and Historic Preservation Chair
Kalorama Citizens Association
SUBJECT: BZA Appeal No. 17911 (Washington Hilton Hotel)
DATE: November 7, 2008

Attention: Richard S. Nero, Jr.

Enclosed please find the following submissions supplementing the above-mentioned appeal of
Kalorama Citizens Association:

1. Letter dated September 5, 2008 from the Zoning Administrator to Mr. Peter S. Comey
containing the determination that is the subject of the present Appeal.

2. Architectural plans, drawings and other data together with written analysis, needed to
demonstrate the case, and constituting a detailed statement of how Appellant intends on proving its
case through expert testimony.

3. Certificate of Service.

Thank you for your attention.

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT
District of Columbia
CASE NO. / 77 //
B d of Zoning Adjust t
exumrvo1 O

CASE NO.17911
EXHIBIT NO.10



BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

BZA No.17911  Appeal of Kalorama Citizens Association

SUPPLEMENTAL SUBMISSIONS OF
APPELLANT KALORAMA CITIZENS ASSOCIATION




GOVERN SINTOFTHE DISTRICTOECO. MBIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS
OFFICE OF THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

[Via first class mail and email ed PDF [allison.prince@pillshurylaw.com)]
september 5, 2008

Mr. Peter Comey, Vice President / Development, Lowe Enferprises
Hilton Washington Project Office

1919 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite C-340

Washington, DC 20009 :

Re:  Proposed Redevelopment of the Washington Hiltoo

The owners of the Washington Hilton, which is located at 1919 Connecticut Avenue
N.W. (Sguare 2333, Lot 41) have proposed @ redevelopment plan that will modernize the
existing botel and add new residential uses to the property. Based on my review of the proposed
zoning tabulations {attached as Exhibit A) and related plans (atiached as an Appendix to this
letter), 1 have determined that the proposed redevelopment fully complies with the following
requirements of the Zoning Regulations:

1y Section 330: Permitted Uses in the R-5-I) Zone, including specific restrictions on the
expansion of a hotel use set forth n subsection 330 4(d).

2} Section 400: Height in the R-5-D Zone, including the related defimition of “building”
set forth in Section 199,

23 Section 402: Floor Area Ratio (FAR) in the R-5-D Zone, including the related
definition of “gross floor area” set forth in Section 199.1.

4y Section 403 Lot Occupancy in the R-5-1 Zone.

5y Section 404: Rear Yard setback in the R-3-D Zone.

6} Section 406; Court requirements in the R-5-D Zone,
7y Chapter 21: Parking requirements for the existing hotel and proposed development,
8) Chapter 22: Loading requirements for the existing hotel and proposed development.

[ have also determined that the existing hotel complies with the parking and loading
requirements of the Zoning Regulations. Below is a detailed analysis of each zoping feature.

941 North Capitol Street, N.E., Suite 2000, Washington, D.C. 20002
Phone: (202) 4424576 P (2023 4824877



i PERMIT ED USES INTHE R-5-D 707  DISTRICT

4.  The Existing Hotel is a Permitted Conforming Use

As demonstrated by the Zoning Computation Sheet (File No. 62-114) prepared by the
then-Zoning Administrator and attached as bxhibii B, the W &ﬁ:@ﬁﬁ%{}ﬁ Hilion was wz%gi?zz{fm‘% in
M@“ﬂg}i;&?a& with the then-applicable Zomng Regulations in 1963, The eusting hotel use

cluding the guestroom uses as well as the convention and commercial adjunct uses, were
a};@i@m‘zmg uses when the Hilton was constructed in 1963. See Zoning Regulations of the
%Egﬁmi of Columbia, Scction 3105.34 and 3105.52 {1958, as amd. 1959); BZA Appeal No, 5655
at 2-3 (1968) (affirming that convention-related uses are considered to be “accessory uses
costomarily incident to the uses permitted in the R-S District™). The BZA specifically affirmed
that the exhibition hall use within the Washingion Hilton was a permitfed matter-ofright use in
1972, BZA Appeal No. 11018 at | (FOF 4) (1972).

In 1980, the Zoning Commission adopted a series of text amendments to the Zoning
Regulations that clarified the definition of a “hotel” and set forth certain limitations on hotel use
in the R-3 Zone Districts. The Commission explicitly confirmed that existing hotel uses,
including their accessory convention and commercial uses, were permitied mz&ié}mm uses in
the R-5-1 Zone District.  Sge Z.C. Order No. 314, Statement of Reasons, at 15 ("An existing
hotel would be allowed to continue, recognizing the substantial investment n place already
committed for existing hotels.”™). The status of hotels in existence as of May 16, 1980 as
conforming matter-of-right uses has been confirmed by the BZA. See Appeal No. 17538 at 4
(FOF 7) (2007); Application No. 16072 at 12 (1996); Application No. 13937 at 3 (FOF 12)
{1983).

By definition, a hotel use in existence on May 16, 1980 must be a conforming use. A
nonconforming use is defined as a use of land or struclure that was lawful at the time of the
adoption of the Zoning Regulations or amendment to the Regulations, but does not conform to
the current use ;‘f}?i}%%mﬁ& for the district in which the use i located. The 1980 Amendments
explicitly provide that prior lawful hotel uses are still permitted so fong as #s gross floor area ot
total area devoted 1o convention and commercial uses does not increase. Here, the Washingion
Hilton’s gross floor area and fotal ares devoted to copvention and commercial uses have not
increased since May 16, 1980 and, accordingly, the Hilton is currently a conforming use.

B, The Proposed Hotel Reconfiguration and Residential Addition Are Permitied Uses

The Washington Hilton redevelopment plan consists of two features that will modernize
the hotel and utilize the additional available density. First, the Hilton will reconfigure existing
hotel space to accommodaie s present and forecasted spaee needs. Second, the Hilton will
construct an addition to the méﬁiﬁ s building to sccommedale new residential ﬁ&ﬁ%&;;@%ﬁ»&wﬁﬁév o
use. Both uses are permitied as a matter of right under Section 350 of the Zoning Regulations.

Bt



Subsection 350.4(c) authorizes  ultiple dwellings as a matter-o  ght and, as discussed n
oreater detzil below, the holel renovations are permitted under subsection 350.4(d).

In 1980, the Zoning Commissioh adopted subsection 350.4(d) in order to simultaneously
protect residential zones from hotel expansion yet also protect existing hotel uses in residential
districts. Seetion 350.4(d) provides that a hotel is a permitted use, provided (a) that the gross
floor area of the use is not increased and that (b} the total area within the hotel devoted o
function rooms, exhibit spaces, or commercial adjunct uses are not increased. Then, in the next
sentence, Section 350.4(d) specifically provides that the existing hotel use may be “repaired,
renovated, remodeled, or structurally altered.”

As was recently affirmed by the BZA in Appeal No. 17538°, subsection 350.4(d) of the
Zoning Regulations specifically permits modifications and additions to existing hotels in the
R-5-D) Zone District provided that {1) the alterations do not increase the gross floor area of the
holel use and (2) the alterations do not increase the total area devoted to exhibit space, function
rooms, and commercial adjunct space. Here:

Sy

¥

1. “The alierations do not increase the gross floor arca of the hotel use.  As indicated on
the Comp Sheet, the existing hote]l includes 547,857 s.f. of gross floor area. The
proposed development includes 547,850 s.f. of gross floor area to be devoted to hotel
use, as shown on the table included with Exhibit A. Therefore, the proposed
development will not increase the gross floor area of the hotel use.”

s

The alterations do pot increase the total area devoled to exhibit space, function rooms,
and commercial adjunct space. Approximately 181,616 s.1. 15 devoted to commercial
adiunct, exhibit space, and function rooms, As shown on the table included with
Exhibit A, the renovated hotel will contain only 170,725 5.1, of building area devoted

' 1n adopting Section 350.4(4), the Commission used the hotels” gross floor ares as well as thelr total zrea devored
o function rooms, exhibit space, and commercial adiunct uses a5 proxies for the imensity of hotel use, As
writien, the regulation protects the hotels’ then-existing intensity of use, and then protects residential districts
from any expansion in the intensity of hotel use. Importantly, the Umitations on changes 10 wross floor srea and

o s S

toal commercigl space only serve to limit the expansion of the hotel use. not the structure of the hotels.

Nothing in the text of Section 350.4(d} limits the ability of hotels to make conforming structural changes; ruther,
the reguistion specifically ensures the ability of hotels in residential districts w upgrade and modernize their
facilities, so long as they do not increase the intensity of the hotel use. Indeed, the final sentenee of Section

350 4{d " An existing hotel may be repaired, renovated, remodeled, or structurally allered”—nakes 4 clear tha
such modifications are permitted. “Struchiral alterations” are defined in Sec. 199 as “any change in the
permanent physical members of the bullding, such 2 bearing walls, partitions, columns, joists, rafiers, beams, or
girders” and clearly contemplate additions 1 gp existing building so long as any increase in gross floor area is
offses by a deduction elsewhere in the project

In & recent appeal involving the construction of a parking garage as & below-grade addition to the Marriott
Wardman Park Hotel in Woodiey Park, the BZA confirmed that such structural additions were permissible so
long as they did not increase the gross Hoor area of the hote! or the total area within the hotel devoted to function
rooms, exhibil space, or commercial adiuncts. See BZA Appeal No, 17538 at 4 (FOF 4), § (2007). The BZA
agresd with Marriot that the parking ares was ares deveted fo “service™ use and therefore could be expanded as a
matter of right, 2ince B was below grade and therefors did not resuli in oy Insrsese b dee gross 15007 ares oF e
hoted, The BZA Order iz attsshed 35 Exbibit €0

* The use of the perimeter wall method to determine gross floor area Is disoussed in grester detail below,



W EXIUDIL Space, I 10N Tooms, and commercial adyy use, which represents a
decrease of 11,341 s.f. from the existing total area devoled to those uses.

Rased on the calculations set forth above, the proposed alterations are permitted as g matter of
right because they do not lead to an increase in either catepory and therefore will not increase the
miensity of hotel use on the property.

1. THE PROPOSED BUILDING HEIGHT CONFORMS TO THE PERMITTED
HEIGHT IN THE R-5-D ZONE DISTRICT AND DEFINITION OF “BUILDING”
UNDER THE ZONING REGULATIONS

As indicated on the Comp Sheet, the existing hotel has a height of 90 feet, as measured
from Columbia Road, at the 160" 67 elevation point. The new construction has been designed as
an addition to the existing building such that together theyv constitute 2 “single bailding” under
the Zoning Regulations. As a result, the proposed addition mav be constructed to a height of 90
feet as measured from Columbia Road.

Under the definmition of “building” in Section 199.1 of the Regulations, the existence ol
communication at or above the main floor “umfies the separate portions of a structure into 2
single building.” See, e.g BZA ﬁsg:égm@z No. 17538 21 5 (FOF 8). Section 199 further defines the
“main floor” as the floor of a story in which the principal entrance of 2 building is located. Dus

to the sloping nature of the site, the proposed expanded building has m&;‘éz@%ﬁ entrances thal
could be considered 1o be the “principal enirance” of the building:

s Concourse Level: The principal entrance for the residential portion of the building will be
located on the Concourse Level off T Street NW npear its infersection with Florids
Avenue, NW. The Concourse Level is the lowest level of the building that is partly
above-grade.

+ Terrace Levell One principal entrance for the hotel is located on the next floor, the
Terrace Level, off T Street N'W at the center of the building.

obby Level: Another principal entrance for the hotel is located off the circular driveway

2%&? is accessed from Connecticut Avenue, NW on the Lobby Level of the hotel, which is
one floor up from the Terrace Level.

tere, meaningful communication between the existing hotel and the proposed addition exists at
the Terrace Level and at the Lobby Level. Therefore, regardless of the level that is chosen as the
“main floor,” the addition is connected to the existing hotel by mesningful communication at or
above the main floor of the hotel. Accordingly, the proposed addition is considered to be part of
3 “single building” that may achieve a height of up to 90 feet as measured from Columbia Read.




i1, THE PROPOSED DE! ITY CONFORMSTOTHEPE HTTED FLOORAREA
RATIO C‘FAR™ IN THE HE R-5-D ZONE DISTRICT AND DE FINITION OF “GROSS
FLOOR ARE. A% UNDER THE 7 ONING REGULATIONS

As indicated on the Comp Sheet, the existing hotel includes 547 857 s.f. of gross floor
arca, The Hilton property 1s located on a lot containing 225,420 square feet of land area. The
R-5-D Zone permits a maximum FAR of 3.3, or 788,970 square feet of gross floor area
Therefore, the Hilton property contains approximately 241,113 square feet of unused residential
density. The proposed development will have a8 FAR of 348 (784,839 s 1. of gross floor area),
which is within the maximoum permitied FAR of 3.5

Due to the site’s significant slope, portions of three floors are part “basement” and pard
“cellar” as those terms are defined in the Zoning Regulations. The “perimeter wall method” is
an accepied method of calculating the gross floor area for partial basements and partial cellars.
Under this method, the gross floor area is determined by establishing a ratio between the linem
footage of the portion of the perineter that is more than four feet out of grade (i.e. basement) and
the total square footage of that floor. It is well-settled that the perimeter wall method i 8
“reasopable” method for calculating a building’s gross floor area that may be used at the Zoning
Administrator’s discretion. See, e g BZA Appeal No. 17109 at 15, Therefore, the use of the
perimeter wall method to determine the gross floor area of the existing hotel and the proposed
additions is an acceptable method for calculating the building’s gross floor area.

A

V. THE PROPOSED LOT OCCUPANCY CONFORMS TO THE MAXIMUM LIMIT
" R-5-D ZONE BISTRICT

Under Section 403.2, the maximum lot occupancy for Multi-family %% sidential and Hotel

uses is 75%. The g:;a{?mwﬁ lof occupancy, based on the following caleulations, is as follows:
Lot Area: 225420 F
Proposed Lot Coverage: 83473 st
Proposed Percentage of Lot Oceupancy: 83473225420 =37.0%

Therefore the proposed Jot oceupancy is less than the maximum allowable limit, so the project
complies.

V. THE PROPOSED REAR YARD CONFORMS TO THE REQUIRED REAR

YARD IN THE R-5-D ZONE DISTRICT

According to the Comp Sheet, while Columbia Road was used as building frontage for
height, T Street was used as the building frontage for purposes of measuring the hotel’s rear
vard, and the hotel has a rear yard of 50 feet. The project continues to include a rear vard of i 50

feet based on the use of T Street as the building frontage for purposes of _measuring the hotel’s
rear vard.




Vi 1%&% i’“ﬁ{}?i} i} C @? §{§ ﬁi?’%?@i%%i& W§ §°‘ i ﬁiﬁl ?iﬁ&%ﬁ% COURT

~ Under Section 406.1, the requirements f{or the closed court that would be created by the
esidential extension of the building in the subject R-5-D Zone would be, based on the
following caleulations, as follows:

Closed Court Minimum Width:

4” per every foot of height =47 % 1057 = 4207 = 357
Average Provided Width: = Approximately 220°

Closed Court Minimum Area:
Twice the square of required
minimum width based on height =2 %33 x 35 = 2,450 s

Provided Area: = 38,447 .1,

The proposed court is illustrated in the attached Exhibit E, Therefore the proposed closed court
is larger than the minimum reguired court width and area. so the proiect complies.

Vi, THE EXISTING AND PROPOSED USES CONFORM WITH THE PARKING
T RE UVIREMENTS OF THE ZONING REGULATIONS

At the time of construction. the hotel had 2 parking requirement ol 534 spaces, based op
the requirement of 1 space per 2 rooms. See Zoning Regulations of the District of Columbia,
Section 7202.1 (1958}, According to the Comp Sheet, 558 parking spaces were provided. The
Hilton has not reduced the size of the area devoted to parking on parking levels 1 and 2, and o
continues o use the same space for parking purposes that was approved on the original plans.
Therefore, the existing botel conforms with the parking requirements of the Zoning Regulations,

The Washington Hilton was recently designated as a historic landmark by the Historie
Preservation Review Board. Under the recent amendments to Chapter 21 of the Zoning
%ﬁaﬁ ulations, no parking is required for an addition 1o an historic landmark when the gross ?“%@w
area of the historic resource 18 increased by less than 30%. Here, the proposed addition increases
the gross floor area of the historic resource by less than 50%. Therefore, subiect to the W’ﬁ&i};%g
of a parking waiver from the Office of Planning, no additiopal parking is reauired for the
residential addition. [The proposed plans indicate that the project will provided approximately

104 parking spaces dedicated to residential use, as well as bicvcle parking and two spaces for set
axide for shared car services such as Zipcar or Flexcar.]




Vi, THE EXISTIN. JOTEL USE CONFORMS WT's .« THE LOADING
REQUIREMENTS OF THE ZONING REGULATIONS

When constructed, the hotel had a loading requirement of only 1 loading berth, based on
the then-applicable requirements. See Zoning ﬁ@gﬁ%@m}m of the District of Columbia, Section
7302.1 (1958, as amd. 1959). As indicated on the Comp Sheet, 3 additional berths were
pﬁwiﬁw for a total of 4 berths. Furthermore, in 1972, the Hilton modified the building to
increase its loading capacity with one additional loading berth. The BZA upheld the compliance
of this loading berth n Appeal No. 11018 (1972), which is attached as Exhibit D. Therefore, the
existing hotel has a requirement of onlv one loading berth, but provides five approved loading
berths that conform with the loading requirements of the Zoning Regulations.

Again the Washington Hilton was recently designated as a historic landmark by the
Historic Preservation Review Board., Under Section 2200.5 of the Regulations, no additional
loading is required for an historic landmark. Therefore, subject to the granting of a loading space
waiver from the Office of Planning, no additional loading s required for the residential addition.

{X. CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing, the existing hotel conforms with the parking and loading requirements
of the Zoning Regulations, and the proposed redevelopment fully complies with the use, height,
density, rear vard, lot occupancy, court, parking, and loading requirements of the Zoning
Regulations.

Accordingly, when you file the plans for a building permit, T will approve drawings §
they are consistent with the calculations and exhibits referred to above. Please let me know if
you have any further questions.

j‘ 1
Sincerely, ’}"\3 jie N

%i&“z‘:ﬁww m &mmi
Zoning Administrator

Attachments: Appendix: Proposed Plans
' Fxhibit Ao Zoning Tabulations
Fxhibit B: Zoning Computation Sheet & Applicable 1958 Regulations
Exhibit C: BZA &;ﬁ%gtai::@% No, 17538
Exhibit D: BZA Appesal No. 11018
Exchibit B Closed Court Hlustation

P Dietermioation Letter re Hiltos Motel - 1919 Coiw Ave NW - 5508



Proposed Hilton Hotel redevelopment: Analysis of certain zoning issues

INTRO

ISSUE #1:

Due to the lack of CAD files (requested, but not supplied by Lowe
Enterprises,) a graphic method was used, which clearly is not as
precise as, it could be. However for the purpose of this analysis it
appears more than adequate.

Increase of Hotel Use Area and total Hotel floor area: Perimeter
Test Method for establishing FAR and Non FAR Areas

Lowe Enterprise is proposing a condo “wing” as an addition to the
existing Hotel, as allowed under the revised FAR from 2.5 to 3.5.
(The existing Hotel structure provides 547,855 SF built FAR, less
than the originally allowable 563,562 SF Lot Size 225,425 SF X
2.5). The existing hotel use may not be increased, and the total .
FAR of the new project may not exceed 788,977 SF. It appears
that both of these limits are exceeded.

We tried to verify the breakdown of areas as proposed on Sheet
15, labeled “Perimeter Test”. (We left aside the issue of building
on public land, either above or below ground, for a later
discussion.) The graphics shown on that sheet for levels 145°-6”,
130°-67/135°-6” and 115°-6” show several inaccuracies which
should be accounted for:

A)  Level 145°-6”: A structure along Connecticut Avenue has
been omitted entirely. Even if it is only for mechanical use, it still
%would be part of the “built”, not build FAR area. There are even
doors leading out onto the turn-around circle. These could be an
exit as the lower levels show a staircase leading up to this
structure. A quick site visit could verify what the use of the
structure is. In any case, it should be accounted for. Furthermore,
there is an exit from the kitchen level along the north elevation
(slightly east of the center), the double doors clearly at grade level
and properly shown on the diagram. What is not shown is the side
of this exposed structure where the outside grade slopes uphill
towards the west. This is probably not a significant number, but
there is an inaccuracy.

B) Levell30°-67/135°-6: Two areas need corrections: One is
similar to that just discussed. Along the north facade at the very
east end is a very “green” triangular part of the building which has

166 Hd L~ AONBON

Exhibit 3
Exhibit 4

Exhibit 5

Exhibit 6



been included on the side along 19" Street, but has not been
included as the grade climbs up the side of this structure. Another
area to be included is where the grand ballroom ceiling is 4” or
more above the exterior grade. Even using the “lower” part of the
ceiling, the section would indicate a ceiling height of 139°-0”.
Outside grade of 135’ would be the measuring point. In addition,
there is a garage structure on the ramp down to the secondary
entrance (near the “Potato Chip” Canopy), which has been omitted
entirely. This should also be included. And one last item would be
the newly proposed stairway and elevator access to the swimming
pool, clearly an above-ground feature, but not shown accurately on

b (13

Lowe’s “perimeter test” graphics.

C) Level 15°-6”: Looking at the Section provided by Lowe’s,
and looking at the same time at the “Existing Survey” Plan, it
should be noted that the interpretation of what is exterior grades
(“adjacent finished grade™) has been stretched too far, to cover a
grade constructed by building retaining walls on public land and
berming earth against the building in an attempt to raise the
exterior grade beyond the customary or permissible practice.
Typically, any “regrading” on one’s own property must meet the
existing grade at your property line, from which point you may
establish new natural grades, customarily on a 1: 1 ratio. Applying
this principal would “expose” the entire length of Level 115°-6”
from the corner of Florida Avenue and 19" Street to an exterior
grade point of +/- 125” (assuming a 10’ ceiling height above the
floor elevation of 115°-6”, a minimum height for double stacked
parking as proposed). This point would be approximately 55
southeast from the corner of the secondary entrance, resulting in a
significant stretch of perimeter not accounted for in the proposed
calculations. The wall and berm are an existing condition that will
be modified at the southeast corner of the property, but the
proposed project with its new addition must be in full compliance
in all of its areas (as indicated by the fact that Lowe’s group has
provided FAR figures for the entire proposed structure combining
the re-developed hotel and is residential addition). What may have
been an oversight previously cannot be taken for granted as to be
in “compliance” with the Zoning Ordinance. Furthermore, a
topographical map dating from the 1950’s before the hotel
building was erected indicates that the “natural” existing grades
clearly are lower than the artificial build-up by the Hilton project.
(The retaining wall built on public land also did not exist before
the construction of the Hotel.). Furthermore, as a Topography
from the 1950 reveals, the grades along Florida Avenue increased
very gradually without any retaining walls

Exhibit 9,
10 &11

Exhibits 7
&8

Exhibit 12

Exhibits 13



Issue #2

Issue #3

“Amenity Areas” for the Residential Wing Exhibits
14,15 &

On drawing 06, “Hotel Use Diagrams”, for Level 130’-6”, an 16

excessive amount of interior space is indicated as “Proposed

Residential” use. On this floor the residential units along the south

side of the new crescent shape are obvious condo units with

window exposure. However the inside of the crescent shape has no

windows. This is labeled “amenities”. Some amenity space can be

located here, with the rule of thumb being anywhere from 3 to 6%,

say 7,000 to 15,000 square feet. If one includes the residential area

outside the footprint of the crescent-shaped new building, there is

substantially more than 15,000 sf. Given the interwoven layout,

and the direct adjacency of space proposed as hotel “exhibit

space”, it appears that a lot more area should be properly

accounted for as hotel use, rather than residential use.

Direct entrance into exhibit area.

Exhibit 16
In accordance with 351.2, B and C, There shall be no direct
entrances into additional function areas. It appears that on both the
T-Street side entrance as well as the 19™ Street side additional
entrance lead directly into the new exhibition spaces, clearly
visible from the sidewalk.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that, by United States mail, postage prepaid, the appeal of the September 5, 2008
determination of the Zoning Administrator filed by Kalorama Citizens Association before the
District of Columbia Board of Zoning adjustment was served on November 4, 2008, and that the
foregoing supplementary material to that Appeal was served on November 7, 2008, on:

Mr. Peter Comey

Lowe Enterprises

1919 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. Suite C-140
Washington, D.C. 20009.

I certify that, by United States mail, postage prepaid, the appeal of the September 5, 2008
determination of the Zoning Administrator filed by Kalorama Citizens Association before the
District of Columbia Board of Zoning adjustment was served on November 6, 2008, and that the
foregoing supplementary material to that Appeal was served on November 7, 2008, on:

Mr. Matthew Le Grand, Zoning Administrator
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs
941 North Capitol Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002.
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Ann Hughes H ove
Zoning and Historic Preservatlon Chair
Kalorama Citizens Association
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