
January 18, 2010 

Mr Marc B Loud, Cha1rman 
D C Board of Zomng Adjustment 
441 4th Street N. W 
Washington, D C 2001 

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 
Dlatrlot of Columbia 

CASE f«). I 7 1 ~ '/: 
EXHIBlTNO. '57 

Re: Emory United Methodist Church, 6100-20 Georgia Ave. N.W., BZA # 17964 

Dear Cha1rman Loud and Honorable Board Members 
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Last month 1n advance of your 1mt1al consideration of Emory Umted Church's application for a 
zomng vanance, we, the C1v11 War Round Table of the D1stnct of Columbia, sent you the 
attached pet1t1on signed by our members We requested that the comm1ss1on disallow the 
zomng adjustm~nt request requ1red to construct the proposed structure on the church grounds 
1mmed1ately adjacent to the s1te of Ft Stevens We applaud the Board's December deciSIOn to 
gather additional 1nformat1on before mak1ng a ruling on the vanance and your d1rect1ve to the 
part1es to talk 1n hopes of find1ng a mutually agreeable comprom1se 

May we aga1n reiterate that we support the church's goals of constructing a m1xed-use bu1ld1ng 
conta1mng church, office, retail, res1dent1al, and recreational fac1llt1es The community clearly 
needs Investment and attractions to have a rebirth The 1ssue we have IS w1th the proposed 
fac1llty not the concept A five-story bu1ld1ng directly abutting the very property line of the fort will 
be detnmental to 1ts v1ewshed Add1t1onally, 1t appears that the plan 1s to tum h1stonc Old P1ney 
Branch Road 1nto what 1s essentially an alley The expenence of v1s1tors to the fort WJII be further 
degraded by load1ng docks and multiple trash dumpsters What a greet1ng for the thousands of 
annual v1s1tors to the only C1v11 War battlefield 1n Washrngton, DC 

The comm1ss1on 1s rem1nded that like Fort Stevens' des1gnat1on as a htstonc landmark, the 
ex1strng church bulldtng and property are also considered h1stoncally s1gmficant and ellgtble for 
s1mtlar classification as s1tes where events of nat1onal h1stoncal importance occurred In fact, the 
church property's dtstrnct topography 1s due to the s1te's h1stoncal assoc1at1on w1th Fort 
Stevens/Fort Massachusetts as 1t s1ts atop a berm that 1s a remnant of these fortifications 
These facts were recogmzed by 1ts H1stonc Preservation staff 1n the Office of Planmng's (OP) 
report on the Emory project 

From what we are able to gather from the OP's memorandum, 1t and 1ts H1stonc Preservation 
staff completely neglected to take 1nto account the project's 1m pact on Ft Stevens As noted 1n 
the Office of Planmng memorandum, "The 1ntent of the lot occupancy requirement is to ensure 
the prov1s1on of open space, and of light and a1r to the project and to surrounding, ex1st1ng 
development " We suggest that the current plan does not meet that prov1s1on as regards l=ort 
Stevens and the request for vanance be demed accordrngly 

In addrt1on, the OP memo further discusses changes to the project that would allow for 
"Reassessing the street frontage to further highlight the visual significance of the 
church: Retaining a sense of the hillside will complement the viewshed as one travels 
from the north, and supports the 'church on the hill' vision as reiterated during 
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discussions with HP." Th1s argument acknowledges the Importance of v1ewshed for the 
church but totally 1gnores the 1mpact on the v1ewshed of Fort Stevens' 

Perhaps it is not the responsibility of OP to assess the 1m pact of the project on Fort Stevens but 
rather that of the Nat1onal Park Serv1ce (NPS) to do so Perhaps it s1mply overlooked a cnt1cal 
p1ece of the assessment Perhaps OP does not understand that Fort Stevens and Emory 
Church and 1ts property are forever bonded by the1r collective history Whatever the cause, th1s 
om1ss1on creates a fatal flaw 1n 1ts recommendations and the Board of Zomng Adjustment would 
be neglecting 1ts fiduc1ary respons1b1llty 1f 1t does not take 1nto account the project's 1m pact not 
only on the h1stonc property owned by the church but also on the NPS property adjolmng It, Fort 
Stevens 

We encourage the comm1ss1on to d1rect the Church to work w1th the NPS to find a mutually 
acceptable redes1gn of the project The butld1ng could be re-onented away from busy Georgia 
Avenue and Quackenbos Street and made to front Ft Stevens and each would enhance the 
other The thousands of v1s1tors to the Fort could be drawn to hnger and spend money at the 
shops that are part of the project plan as well as at other area establishments Emory Church's 
project could prov1de a locat1on for 1nterpretat1on and 1nformat1on about the Important hiStory of 
both Fort Stevens and Emory Church Fort Stevens could provide an attract1ve and peaceful 
green space for the project's residents and the church Or Benjamin F Cooling has proposed a 
germ of solut1on that would be a w1n all the way around The Amencan Battlefield Protection 
Program has not allocated funding to Fort Stevens but 1t has granted millions to other 
battlefields and could and should be pressed to support th1s property The poss1b11'1ttes here are 
so much greater than what has been put forward and to m1ss the opportumty to expand the 
v1s1on would be regrettable to historic Fort Stevens, Emory Church, the surrounding commumty, 
and future generations 

The neglect and poor stewardship of Fort Stevens by the Nat1onal Park Serv1ce 1s no reason to 
sanct1on a further degradation of th1s h1stonc s1te Instead the two parties should be encouraged 
to see the value of one to the other, and to build together on their respective respons1b1llt1es and 
m1ss1ons to the mutual benefit of both and the surrounding commumty A compelling argument 
could easily be made that ANY development on this property destroys 1ts h1story That 1s not our 
des1re but 1f the project IS not appropnately altered to prevent any further destruction and 
dimimshment of Fort Stevens, we stand ready to make the argument that any development 
whatsoever at the Emory Umted Methodist Church property 1s both unacceptable and 
unsuitable 

Sincerely, ~ 

S~ey ~ 
President 
202-306-4988 

cc Dav1d Maloney 
State H1stonc Preservation Officer 
Office of Planning/Historic Preservation 
2000 14th Street, NW 4th Floor 
Washmgton, DC 20009 

Ken Salazar 
Secretary of the Interior 
U S Department of the lntenor 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20240 



Decernber10,2009 

Mr Marc B Loud, Chairman 
D C Board of Zonrng Adjustment 
441 4th Street N W 
Washington, D.C. 2001 

Re: Emory United Methodist Church, 6100-20 Georgia Ave. N.W., BZA # 17964 

Dear Chatrman Loud aod Honorable Board Members 

Attached IS a petition signed by the members of the C1vtl War Round iable of the Distnct of 
Columbia requesting that you disanow the zoning adjustment request of the Emory Umted 
Methodist Church to construct a new building on the church grounds immediately adjacent to 
the site of Ft Stevens The church's intentions are doubtless praiseworthy, but the ex1stence of 
a five-story buikf'mg next to the fort wiD s~gniftcantly degrade the historical legacy of Ft. Stevens 
and of the city of Washington atself It is the sole significant rema1n1ng ptece of the only Civil 
War battlefield in Washington, D C """' and what a battle 1t was 

The battle at Ft. Stevens arguably changed the face of the war. The Confederate army which 
battled in front of Ft. Stevens intended to se1ze the city, bum 1t and run the President and his 
cabinet out of town JUSt as the British had done in 1814 President Ltncoln was up for reelection 
that year and the results were far from sure after over three bloody years of civil war-tn fact, 
Lincoln himself thought he would lose. The Democrats were running on a platform of peace 
with the South. The setzure of Washmgton would likely have tipped the election agamst Lincoln 
with all its dire consequences for the Mure of the U S and the future of the millions of slaves 
Lincoln had freed. Thus, Ft Stevens carries weight equal to such icomc ftelds as Antietam and 
Gettysburg It r,nust also be remembered that Lmcoln cared so much about the outcome that he 
himself mounted the parapets of the fort to watch the battle and give heart to his men 

The National Park Servtce has neglected A. Stevens but many people are working hard to 
change that and the Park Serv1ce IS responding. In fact, we hope that the Drstrict of Cofumb1a 
Government wtll JOin us in our petitions to the National Park Service to gtve the Washington 
Circle Forts, of whrch Fl Stevens IS a part, the1r just due and place rn the history of thts great 
city We further hope and anticipate that there will be a significant improvement in the 
interpretation of Ft. Stevens in t1me for the sesqUicentenmai of the battle in 2014 

The stte 1s Important to the history of both our nation and to the c1ty of Washmgton, DC. Please 
do not allow this legacy to be degraded 

Smcerely, 

Susan Claffey 
President 
202-306-4988 




