
DONOHUE & STEARNS, PLC 

October 10, 2012 

District of Columbia Board of Zoning Appeals 
c/o Mr. Richard Nero 
One Judiciary Square 
4414th Street, Northwest 
Washington, DC 200001 

Re: Amendments to Case No. 18420 

To Whom It May Concern: 
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I am writing to you to notify the Board of an amendment to the above-mentioned 
application pursuant to §3113.8. The zoning drawings originally submitted showed the 
location of the monopole with the right-of-way (public space). The ancillary equipment 
compound was located wholly on DCPS-owned property. We have reoriented the 
replacement pole to the DCPS property (a distance of less than 10 feet). This move, in 
tum, requires a request for a variance from the setback requirement of 2713.9. Attached 
please find the revised Statement of Justification, SENariance Application and Zoning 
Drawings which all illustrate the change. 

I will have full-sized-sets of the revised drawings as well as hard copies of the SOJ and 
SEN ariance application sent to your office. 

Please let me know if there is anything further required as a result of this change. 

nsideration of this matter, 
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~ BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT ~ 

- OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA -

FORM 120 - APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE/SPECIAL EXCEPTION 

Before completing this form, please review the Instructions on the reverse side. 
Print or type all Information unless otherwise indicated. All Information must be completely filled out. 

Pursuant to §3103.2- Area/Use Variance and/or §3104.1- Special Exception of Title 11 DCMR- Zoning Regulations, 
an application is hereby made, the details of which are as follows: 

Type of Relief Being Sought 

Address(es) Square Lot No(s). 
Zone Area Variance Section(s) of Title 11 DCMR -

Distrlct(s) Use Variance Zoning Regulations from 
Special Exception which relief is being sought 

4301 13th Street NW, Washington, DC 20011 2915 802 R-4 Special Exception Section 2713 9 

4301 13th Street NW Washington, DC 20011 2915 802 R-4 Area Variance Section 2l13.g, 

0 J"'r'lfTJ 

Present use(s) of Property: 83-Educatonal 

Proposed use(s) of Property: No change 

Owner of Property: District of Columbia Telephone No: 703-255-0177 0\ 

Addressofowner: 1350 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20011 

Single-Member Advisory Neighborhood Commission Dlstrlct(s): ANC 4C05 

Written paragraph specifically stating the "who, what, and where of the proposed actlon(sr. This will serve as the Public Hearing Notice: 

AT&T seeks a Special Exception and Variance for the installation of a Telecommunications Facility 
that will consist of a 128' monopole, antennas and related equipment shelter and cabinets on an R-4 
zoned property located at 4301 13th Street, NW Washington, DC 20011. 

EXPEDITED REVIEW REQUEST (If interested, please select the appropriate category) 

I waive my right to a hearing, agree to the terms in Form 128- Waiver of Hearing for Expedited Review, and hereby request that this case be 
placed on the Expedited Review Calendar, pursuant to §3118.2 (CHOOSE ONE): 
0 A park, playground, swimming pool, or athletic field pursuant to §209.1, or 

0 An addition to a one·family dwelling or flat or new or enlarged accessory struct ures pursuant to §223 

=====~ 

Address: 801 North Fairfax Street Alexandria, Virginia 22314 
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New Cingular ~i~eless PCS, L~C d/b/a ~T&T Mobility REli:EJV _ 
Petition for a Speoal Exception CJ~C. OFFICE of~ 

Statement of Justification 'iOHIHG 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning ZRI1 OCT 1 D PH l,· 

3324 1811' St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 ·• 07 

This document and the attached exhibits provide a justification for the proposal of New 
Cingular Wireless PCS LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility LLC ("AT&T" or the "Applicant"). 
This Justification Statement also provides a brief explanation as to how and why this proposal 
conforms with the applicable performance standards and design criteria of the District of 
Columbia Zoning Ordinance (the "Ordinance"). 

AT&T seeks a Special Exception for a Personal Wireless Service Facility as that term is 
defined i_n Chapter 27 of the Ordin3flce. The proposed Facility will consist of a 128' tall 
monopole, antennas and a related equipment shelter and cabinets (the "Facility") on a 
Residential (R-4) zoned property located at 430113•b Street, NW Washington, DC 20011 (the 
('Site"). Personal Wireless Service Facilities are permitted in an R-4 zoning district as stated in 
Chapter 2713.2 of the Ordinance through Special Exception. Monopoles associated with such 
facilities are subject to performance standards described i_n §§ 2700-2701-2708-2711-2712-2713 
and 2715 of the Ordinance. As indicated on the site plan, RF coverage plots, photo 
simulations and other exhibits provided with its application, AT&T's proposal is consistent 
with the applicable performance standards and design criteria and is necessary in order for 
AT&T to provide the needed wireless services. 

AT&T's Goals and Existing Coverage Gap 

AT&T is a Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") licensed provider of wireless 
Personal Communication Services ("PCS") throughout the Washington DC metropolitan 
area. AT&T is seeking to develop and improve its wireless services in Washington DC and 
the proposed Facility is a necessary component of AT&T's network. AT&T provides, as 
Exhibit Al, a propagation map depicting its wireless coverage in the area around the 
proposed Site with the proposed Facility on-air. The Site that is the subject of this application 
is noted on the map as "Proposed Site'' and is identified with a red cross. Exhibit A2 depicts 
the current coverage without the proposed site. 

The objective of this site is to provide in building coverage and capacity in the commercial 
and residential areas of Perworth and Crestwood. This site will handle traffic from the 
commuters along George Avenue, Kansas Avenue and Iowa Avenue. This site will also 
provide contiguous coverage between existing Paramount and Grace Lutheran Church sites. 
This site will also enhance in-building coverage in the surrounding areas and communities. 
The proposed location for the Facility will allow AT&T to effectively and efficiently 
improve emergency and non-emergency wireless services to those who live, work or travel 
through this portion of Washington DC. 
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New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
. Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

332418'h St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

AT&T's J>roposed.Facility 

AT&T seeks a Special Exception to allow installation and operation of an unmanned, wireless 
telecommunications facility. This Facility will consist of twelve (12) panel antennas installed 
on a 128-foot tall monopole which will replace the existing lightpole. The antennas will each 
measure 75.5"H x 11.8"W x 6"D. Their centerline will be approximately 120' above ground 
level. The majority of the proposed equipment cabinets will be placed in a ll'-5"W x 20'­
l"L x 10'-1' 2"H equipment shelter on a concrete pad near the base of the lightpole as shown 
on the attached Site Plan. Outside of the proposed equipment shelter is a utility frame and 
telecommunications cabinet. The entire facility will be within an 825 square foot (25' x 33') 
compound surrounded and secured by an 8' tall fence. The Facility is unmanned and will 
require one service/mainten.ance call per month in an SUV. 

Selection of the Subject Property 

When AT&T has a need for coverage, it first seeks to co-locate antennas onto or within an 
extstlng structure. There were no existing structures within the area surrounding the 
proposed site that would allow AT&T to co-locate antennas in such a way as to meet its 
coverage objectives. The following alternate locations were considered and ruled out: 

New Southern Rock Church, 750 Buchanon St. NW: No landlord interest. 
Clark Elementary School, 4501 7•h St. NW: Existing Tower/Flag Pole is at capacity. 
St. Gabriel Church, 26 Grant Circle NW: No landlord interest. 
The Residences of Georgia Ave, 4100 Georgia Ave. NW: RF rejected this candidate. 

The height of 128' is the minimum height required to achieve the necessary coverage. Each 
site that AT&T con.~tructs is designed specific to the location and needs of the community. 
Prior to submitting a Petition for Special Exception, AT&T conducts propagation tests. 
Propagation tests use software to predict height and coverage needs based on information like 
topography, tree cover, proximity to existing sites, etc. This radio frequency propagation 
information is evaluated and analyzed, along with other technical data to predict how much 
coverage will be provided at various proposed heights. AT&T's engineers evaluate this data 
and, in the case of the proposed Facility, the result of the tests showed that a 128' pole would 
be required to provide the needed amount of coverage. 
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Impact 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 1811' St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

The Facility will have no impact on air quality, water quality, radiation exposure, light 
pollution, noise pollution, or traffic congestion or circulation. The antennas emit no noise, 
light or odors. The Facility will typically receive just one service/maintenance call per 
month by personnel in an SUV. Therefore, it will have no discernable traffic impact. AT&T 
operates in the 1950 - 1965 Iv1H~ band (the PCS B band) as licensed by the Federal 
Communications Commission eFCC") (a copy of the Applicant's FCC license is attached as 
Exhibit B) and it operates its equipment in full compliance with FCC rules and regulations. 

YisualJmpact 

AT&T conducted a visual impact survey by raising a large orange weather balloon to 128' -
the height of the proposed monopole. AT&T's engineers drove the area and took pictures 
from numerous perspectives in the areas around the Site. If the balloon was visible from a 
location, the engineers created a photosimulation, which includes a scaled 128' monopole 
digitally superimposed onto the photograph in place of the balloon. A map showing the 
locations of the photographs and the corresponding photographs and photosimulations are 
attached as Exhibit C. 

Statement of Compliance 

The information in this package and attached to this package provide support to show that 
AT&T's proposal meets the applicable performance standards and design criteria described in 
the Ordinance, as set forth below: 

Compliance with Chapter 27 (Telecommunications Ordinance) 

2700 

2700.1 

PURPOSE 

The purposes of the regulation of antennas, antenna towers, and monopoles as a 
particular type of structure shall be as follows: 

(a) The Zoning Commission has determined that certain antennas, antenna 
towers, and monopoles because of their size, shape, design, 
construction, or location, may affect the welfare or safety of the 
population and may detract from the streetscape, landscape, skyline, 
scenic beauty, or aesthetic interests of Washington, D.C., and its role as 
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2700.2 

2701 

2701.1 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 18th St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

the Nation •s Capital; 

(b) The Zoning Regulations therefore regulate the size, height, 
construction, design, and location of antennas, antenna towers, and 
monopoles which have the greatest potential for adverse impact on the 
health, safety, and welfare of the population, and on neighborhood 
quality, and those which have the greatest potential for adverse impact 
on the scenic beauty of the Nation's Capital and the national 
monuments; and 

(c) The principal types of antennas, antenna towers, and monopoles 
regulated are those that, because of their shape, size, or quantity, 
potentially have the greatest visual impact and include, by example, 
large satellite earth station antennas, certain microwave terrestrial 
antennas, monopoles, and antenna towers. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T has designed the monopole to blend with the 
existing lightpoles and thereby have minimal visual impact. 

Consistent with these purposes, the construction of new towers or monopoles 
shall only be permitted subject to certain placement and construction 
standards. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T undetstandr and has de$igned the proposed 
Site according to the referenced standards. 

CERTIFICATION OF FCC COMPLIANCE FOR TRANSMITTING 
ANTENNAS. 

No application for a building permit for a transmmmg antenna may be 
considered completed unless it is accompanied by a certification evidencing 
that the proposed transmitting antenna will comply with the radio frequency 
("RF") iadiation guidelines adopted by the Federal Communications 
Commission and the health and safety regulations adopted by the 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will comply with the FCC-mandated Maximum 
Permissible Exposure ("MPE'? limits for RF emissions. 
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New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 18'h St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

2701.2 The certification shall be signed by a licensed engineer qualified in RF 
engineering and shall include the following required information: 

(a) The maximum RF radiation to be generated by the proposed antenna or 
antennas; 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will comply 

(b) The means used to determine the RF levels; 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will comply 

(c) The exact legal name, address of principal place of business, and 
telephone number of the applicant, certifying engineer, and property 
owner; and 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will comply 

(d) A site plan, and roof plan if applicable, drawn to scale showing the 
location of the proposed antennas and all existing antennas on the site, roof, 
tower, or monopole. 

AT& T's Response: A site plan is included with this application. See Exhibit A3. 

2708 ANTENNA MOUNTED ON ANTENNA TOWERS AND MONOPOLES 

2708.1 Antennas may be mounted as a matter of right on an antenna tower or 
monopole that: 

(a) Is located in a General Industry (M) Zone District; 

AT&T's Re_sponse: NIA 

(b) Was approved by, and constructed in accordance, with an order of the Board 
of Zoning Adjustment; or 

AT&T's Response: NIA 
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2708.2 

2708.3 

2708.4 

2711 

2711.1 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

332418th St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

(c) Was constructed in accordance with a building permit issued prior to 
December 21, 2007. 

AT&T's Response: N/ A 

An antenna shall not be mounted on an antenna tower or monopole if, as a 
result of its installation: 

(a) The size of the antenna tower or monopole is increased; or 

AT&T's Response: AT&T is submitting an SE. 

(b) The appearance of the antenna tower or monopole is changed in a 
manner that adversely impacts the surrounding area. 

AT&T's Resp~onse: AT&T is submitting an SE. 

A transmitting antenna shall not be placed lower than fifty feet (50 ft.) above 
the base of the antenna tower or monopole. 

AT&_T's Response: AT&T will comply- the RAD center of the antenna 
will be at 120' above the ground. 

An antenna proposed to be mounted on an antenna tower or monopole that 
does not comply with the above requirements may be permitted through the 
special exception process set forth in § 2712. 

AT&T's Response: None required- submitting an SE according to §2712. 

OFFICE OF PLANNING REPORT 

The Zoning Administrator shall not take final action on an application to 
permit an antenna tower, a monopole, or an antenna not exempted by § 2707 
until a report is received from the O£fice of Planning or thirty (30) days have 
passed since the application was submitted to the director of the Office of 
Planning, whichever occurs first. 

AT&T's Response: None required. 
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New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

332418'" St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

2711.2 The Director of the Office of Planning and the Zoning Administrator may 
agree to lengthen the time period indicated in § 2711.1, but in no event shall 
the review period exceed sixty (60) days. 

2711.3 

2712 

2712.1 

AT&T's Response: None required. 

The report of the Office of Planning shall provide specific criteria and 
information sufficient to enable the Zoning Administrator to determine 
whether the antenna complies with the applicable requirements of this chapter. 

AT&T's Response: None required. 

ANTENNAS SUBJECT TO BZA APPROVAL.,. GENERAL 

An application for special exception approval shall include the following 
written and graphic documentation: 

(a) A map of area to be served by the new antenna; 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will comply, refer to 
ExhibitAl. 

(b) A map and explanation of the area being inadequately served that 
necessitates installation of the proposed antenna; 

AT& T's Response: Please see Exhibit A2. 

(c) A map indicating the location of any other antennas and related facility sites 
providing service by the applicant, and any antenna tower or monopole of 
any provider, within a two mile radius, including public space, of the 
proposed antenna site, with identified heights above grade; 

AT&T's Response: Please see Exhibit D. 

(d) A site, and roof plan if applicable, showing all structures and antennas on site; 

AT&T's Response: Please see attached Site Plan -Exhibit A3. 
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2712.2 

2713 

2713.1 

2713.2 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 18th St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

(e) Elevation drawings of the structure and proposed antennas from all four 
directions; 

AT&T's Response: Please see attached Site Plan. 

(f) A picture of the proposed antenna; 

AT&T's Response: Please see attached specification sheet as Exhibit E. 

(g) The total mounted height of the antenna relative to the tops of 
surrounding trees as they presently exist within one-quarter (1/ 4) mile of the 
proposed location; and 

A'!& T's Response: A T& T's engineers approximate the tree line to be 4 5 ~ 

(h) Other information as may be necessary for impact ~ssessment of the 
antenna. 

AT& T's Response: A 1'& Twill submit any additional items upon request. 

In addition to any other conditions deemed necessary to mitigate potential 
adverse impacts, the Board may impose conditions pertaining to screening, 
buffering, lighting, or other matter necessary to protect adjacent and nearby 
property and may r~uire the removal of any on-site non-conforming, 
inoperable, or unauthorized antenna. 

AT&T's Resp,onse: None required. 

ANTENNA TOWERS AND MONOPOLES SUBJECT TO BZA 
APPROVAL 

A monopole shall be permitted if approved by the Board of Zoning 
Adjustment in accordance with § 3104 of this title, subject to the provisions of 
this section, in the zone districts specified in § 2713 .. 2. 

AT& T's Response: None required. 

A monopole may be permitted as a special exception use in the following 
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2713.3 

2713.5 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 18'b St. NW, Washington D.C.t 20010 

zone districts: 

(a) R, residence districts; 

(b) C-1 through C-4 commercial districts; (c) 

SP, special purpose districts; 

(d) CM, commercial-light manufacturing districts; (e) 

CR, mixed-use district; and 

(f) W, waterfront district. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T is proposing the Facility in an R-4 district 

An antenna tower, either alone or in conjunction with a studio, or the erection, 
alteration, or use of buildings for transmission or reception equipment on the 
same lot, shall be permitted if approved by the Board of Zoning Adjustm~nt in 
accordance with § 3104 of this title and subject to the provisions of this 
section, in the zone districts specified in § 2713.4. 

An antenna tower may be permitted as a special exception use m the 
following zone districts: 

(a) C-2 through C-4 commercial districts; 

(b) SP, special purpose districts; 

(c) CM, commercial-light manufacturing districts; 

(d) CR, mixed use district; and 

(e) W, waterfront districts. 

AT&T's Response: NIA 

The location, height, and other characteristics of an antenna tower or 
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2713.6 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 18th St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

monopole shall be: 

(a) Consistent with the purpose of this chapter; 

AT&T's Response: AT&T has designed the Facility with the prooisions of 
this chapter in mind. 

(b) Designed and available for collocation by other service providers; 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will provide the RAD center of 80' to any 
wireless carrier interested in collocating. 

(c) Located so the visual impacts are minimized to the greatest practical extent, 
from neighboring property and adjacent public space, or appropriately 
screened by landscaping or other techniques to minimize the visibility of the 
antenna tower or monopole; and 

AT&T's Response: The Facility is proposed to be located on the perimeter of 
the football field near the existing treeline, amid poles of similar design and 
at the lowest height possible to fill the coverage gap. 

(c) Designed and constructed to preserve existing trees to the greatest 
practical extent. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T is not proposing to remove any trees. 

If an applicant is unable to meet the requirements of § 3104, the Board of 
Zoning Adjustment may nevertheless grant the application if the applicant 
demonstrates that: 

(a) There is a significant gap in wireless service; 

AT&T's Response: Please see Exhibit A2. 

(b) The proposed antenna tower or monopole will fill this gap; 

AT&T's Response: Please see Exhibit AI. 

(c) No other mounting options are available; 

10 of 15 Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia

Case No. 18420
20



2713.7 

2713.8 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washingto.n D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 181h St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

AT&T~ Response: AT&T could not locate any existing tall 
structures appropriate for collocation. 

(c) The site is the only location from which the gap can be filled or, if 
other sites are available, the antenna tower or monopole at the 
proposed location will generate the least adverse impacts; 

AT&T's ReJPonse: Monopole will be designed as a lightpole and will house 
stadium lights at their existing height. 

(d) That the height and other physical design characteristics of the 
proposed antenna rower or monopole do not exceed those which are 
minimally necessary to fill the gap in wireless service; 

AT&T's Respotzse: 128' is the minimum height to achieve the desired 
CO'Verage. 

(e) That it is using the least intrusive means to provide wireless service 
necessary to fill the gap in such service; and 

AT&T's R~ponse: Replacing the existing lightpole will avoid the need for 
an additional structure. 

(f) That its proposed antenna tower and monopole, even when supporting 
all possible collocators, will be in full compliance with Federal 
Communications Commission's cumulative and individual RF emission 
levels. 

AT&T's Response: Please see response to §2701.1. AT&T will comply. 

Any antenna tower or monopole with a proposed height in excess of that 
permitted by the Act of June 1, 1910 (36 Stat. 452), as amended, shall not be 
permitted, unless the height is approved by the Mayor or his or her designee. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will submit a waiver request ft·om the Director of DCRA 
per the Zoning Administrator's instructions. 

An antenna tower or monopole shall be set back a mmunum horizontal 
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2713.9 

New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 181h St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

distance equal to its total height as measured from the ground, from any 
residentially developed or zoned property. 

AT&T'sResponse: N/A 

Each part of an antenna tower or monopole shall be removed from each lot 
line the greater of the following: 

(a) Twenty feet (20ft.); or 

(b) A distance of at least one-third (1/3) of the total constructed height. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T is requesting a Variance from this requirement from 
4267 feet to approximately 4' as the monopole will need to be located as closely to the 
existing line oflightpoles currently in the public space right·ofway and along the 
perimeter of the site. 

2713.10 The Board of Zoning Adjustment shall submit the application to the D.C. 
Office of Planning for review ap.d report. 

AT&T's Response: None required. 

2713.11 The applicant shall provide written and/or graphic documentation of the 
following: 

(a) The area to be served by the proposed new antenna tower or 
monopole; 

AT&T's Response: Please see exhibit AI. 

(b) The area being inadequately served; 

AT&T's Response: Please see exhibit A2. 

(c) A map indicating the location of any other antenna or related facility 
sites providing service by the applicant within a two mile radius, 
including public space, of the proposed site; 

AT&T's Response: Please see map of surrounding, on-air sites with which 
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New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

332418111 St. N\V, Washington D.C., 20010 

the proposed site will hand-off- Exhibit A6. 

(d) Other towers or monopoles within a two-mile radius of the proposed 
site with identified heights above grade; 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will provide. 

(e) An explanation of why the applicant cannot collocate on an existing tower 
or monopole; 

AT& T's Response: Please see list of alternate sites cotzsidered on page 2. 

(£) A written statement agreeing to permit the collocation by other service 
providers on a commercial basis on an antenna tower; 

AT&T's Response: AT&T has space at the BO'RAD center for a future 
wireless carrier to collocate. 

(g) A written statement agreeing to design a proposed monopole for at 
least three (3) antenna arrays and to make the array space available on a 
commercial basis for collocation by any telecommunications service 
provider whenever unused by the initial telecommunications service 
provider(s); 

AT&T's Response: Due to the height of the replacement pole, there will only 
be room for one future co/locator. 

(h) The topographic conditions of the area to be served; 

AT& T's Jl.t$ponse: Please see site plan - Exhibit AJ. 

(i) The relative height of the antenna tower or monopole to the tops of 
surrounding trees within one-quarter mile radius of the proposed site 
as they presently exist; 

AT&T's Response: The treeline surrounding the Site averages 45~ 

(j) The proposed appearance of the antenna tower or monopole, including 

13 of 15 Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia

Case No. 18420
20



New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

3324 18'h St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

exterior finish; 

AT&T's Response: Please see photosims included as part of this SE 
submission package -Exhibit AB. 

(k) A maintenance plan explaining how the property manager will control 
ice build-up, falling ice, and potential falling debris; the plan should also 
address how inoperative antennas will be removed; and 

AT& T's Respo12$e: AT&T agrees to be responsible for all maintenance and 
removal of equipment. 

(1) Other information as may be necessary for impact assessment of the 
antenna tower or monopole. 

AT&T's Response: AT&T will comply. 

2713.12 In addition to any other conditions deemed necessary to m1t1gate potential 
adverse impacts, the Board of Zoning Adjustment may impose conditions 
relating to operation, location, screening, collocation, or other requirements as 
it shall deem necessary to protect adjacent and nearby property, neighborhood 
character, and the image of the dty as the nation's capital, consistent with the 
general purpose and intent of this chapter and may require the removal of any 
on-site inoperable or unauthori~ed antenna as a condition to the approval. 

AT&T's Response: None requited. 

2713.13 No signs of any kind, including advertisements, may be placed on an antenna 
tower or monopole, its equipment cabinet, or its equipment shelter, unless 
necessary for the safety of the public. 

2715 

2715.1 

AT&T's Response: No signs are proposed on-site. 

EQUIPMENT CABINET OR SHELTER 

If an antenna equipment cabinet or shelter is provided on the ground, it shall 
be subject to the following: 
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New Cingular Wirel~ss PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility 
Petition for a Special Exception 

Statement of Justification 
Washington D.C. Office of Zoning 

33~4 1811' St. NW, Washington D.C., 20010 

(a) It shall be regulated as an accessory building subject to any applicable 
criteria within each zone district; and 

(b) It shall harmonize with the main structure in architectural character, 
material, and color. 

AT&T's Response: The equipment cabinets will be similar in color to the 
replacement monopole. 

2716 REMOVAL OF ANTENNAS, ANTENNA TOWERS MONOPOLES 
AND RELATED EQUIPMENT 

2716.1 Antennas, antenna towers, monopoles, equipment cabinets, or equipment 
shelters shall be removed at the expense of the property owner if they have not heel). used for 
a period of one year. A one-year extension may be granted ~by the Board of Zoning 
Adjustment to this requirement for good cause shown 

AT&T's Response: AT&T agrees to remove the Facility if the Site is unused for a period of one 
year. 
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