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ReVIsed May 28, 2013 
Mr Richard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operat1ons 
D1stnct of Columbia Office of Zon1ng 
441 4th St NW, Swte 200S 
Washington, DC 20001 

Dear Mr Nero, 

Thank you for tak1ng the t1me last week to prov1de gu1dance on process to submit a zomng 
vanance application Please find enclosed our application for Zomng Vanance for our srngle­
farmly residence located at 929 5th Street SE The two-story rowhouse, wh1ch 1s our pnmary 
residence, IS located rn a small sect1on of R-5-8 zomng on a block dom1nated by higher­
density 3- and 4- story rowhouses that are part of the Capper/Carrollsburg PUD-1, wh1ch has 
a CR zomng overlay 

The vanance we are requestrng IS to allow us to 1ncrease the square footage of the home 
beyond the 1 8 FAR allowed under the R-5-B zomng This 1s necessary because the ex1strng 
lot area 1s too small to allow for even a modest-s1ze home for a farmly of four We are 
requestrng relief from the followrng sections of the zomng code 

11-402 

11 400 

11 4Q4 

11-2001 3 

Floor Area Ratio (R) 

Rear varas (FI) 

Lim1tat1ons on enlargements or add1t1ons to Nonconforming 
Structures Devoted to Conformrng Uses 

The practical d1fficult1es that are posed by our property Include the following 

1)The home was bu1lt 1n 1890, decades before zonmg regulations came rnto effect 
2) The lot 1s both shallow and narrow, severely llm1trng the buildable area 
3) The property 1s land-locked on all s1des, w1th no poss1b1llty to rncrease the lot s1ze 
4) The ex1st1ng structure has no basement, and no reasonable possibility to create one 

Further, we understand the need to respect the light and space needs of our neighbors, and 
w111 take the followrng measures to mrn1m1ze any 1mpacts from the expans1on of our home 
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1) The only property to the rear of our property has no windows on the s1de fac1ng our house, 
therefore, the add1t1on w111 not be blockmg any hght to homes to the rear 

2) We have des1gned the add1t1on so that the front facade 1s set back from the eXIstmg front 
facade of our house and the rest of the rowhouses 1n our set 

It IS our smcere Intention to renovate the property 1n a way that IS 1n concert w1th the scale of 
homes on our block, and to not negatively 1mpact ne~ghbors' access to a1r and hght Th1s 
add1bon Will allow our newly-expanded fam1ly to remam 1n the neighborhood we love for a 
long t1me to come 

Smcerely yours, 

WA;~b¥~ 
Chns French 

Encl.: Appltcabon for variance I Special Exception wrth Attachments 
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Attachment A: Fonn 135- Zomng SeH-CertJf•cat•on 

A completed copy of Form 135, certified by an Architect reg1sterect m the D1str1ct of Columbia, 
1s attached 5128113. Bev1sed as noted on page 2 of the form 
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929 5th Street SE 0824 0031 R-5-B 

l3104.1..Speclal Excaplton 

0 Acapted for flllng. 

0 Referred to the Office of the Zonena Admimstrator wtthtn OCRA, for detennir.atlon of proper zoning relief requtred. 

0 Rejected for fatlure to comply wit, the provtsJons of D 11 DC:v'!R §3113.2; or CJlJ. DCMR Zonlne Reauhatioos. 

Explanation 

Case No·-----------1 



Revised 1/1/11 
INSTRUCTIONS 

Any request for self-certification that is not completed in accordance with the following instructions shall not be accepted. 

1. All self-certification applications shall be made on this form. All certification forms must be completely filled out (front and back) and be typewritten or printed legibly. All 
information shall be furnished by the applicant. If additional space is necessary, use separate sheets of 8v.'' x 11" paper to complete the form. 

2. Complete~ self-certification form for each application filed. Present this form with the Form 120 - Application for Variance/Special - Exception to the Office of Zoning, 
44141n Street, N.W., Suite 200-S, Washington, D.C. 20001. (All applications must be submitted before 3:00p.m.) 

ITEM EXISTING MINIMUM MAXIMUM PROVIDED BY VARIANCE 

CONDITIONS REQUIRED ALLOWED PROPOSED Deviation/Percent 
CONSTRUCTION 

lot Area 698 N/A N/A No change No change (sq. ft.) 

lot Width 
13.9' N/A N/A No change No change (ft. to the tenth) 

lot Occupancy N/A 60°/o (building area/lot area) 

Floor Area Ratio (FAR) N/A 1.8 (floor area/lot area) 

Parking Spaces None N/A N/A N/A (number) 

loading Berths None N/A N/A N/A N/A (number and size in ft.) 

Front Yard 
0' N/A N/A (ft. to the tenth) 

Rear Yard 
12.7' 15' N/A (ft. to the t enth) 

Side Yard 
0' N/A N/A (ft. t o the tenth) 

Court, Open No change (widt h by dept h in ft .) 

Court, Closed N/A N/A (width by depth in ft.) 

Height N/A 50' 35' None (ft. t o t he tenth) 

If you need a reasonable accommodation for a disability under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) or Fair Housing Act, please complete Form 155 - Request for 
Reasonable Accommodation. 
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Attachment C: Site Plan and Elevations 

Proposed prehm1nary s1te plan and elevations follow 5/28113. Rev1sed as Doted 
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ZONING SUBMISSION: 
5th STREET ROWHOUSE 
929 5th St SE, Washington, DC 20003 
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929 5TH STREET SE 
SQUARE 0824 I LOT 0031 

Architectural Site Plan - Zoning 
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BUILT AREA 
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Attachment E: Burden of Proof 

Revised 5/28/13: 

Since our 1mt1al submission to BZA on 3/21/13, we've spent a fair amount of time on outreach 
to the commumty and other stakeholders. We've attended meetings of ANC 60, the Zomng 
Committee of the Caprtol Hill Preservat1on Soc1ety, the Cap1tol Quarter Phase 1 HOA, and 
numerous 1nd1VJdual meetings with ne~ghbors and ANC CommJssioners. Over the course of 
these diScussions, we've rece1ved lots of posit1ve feedback - particularly from our neighbors -
and we've made the following revisions to our proposal in order to accommodate the 
concerns of others 1nclud10g the Office of Planmng· 

1) We have ehm10ated the proposed 2' extension of the second and th1rd floors to the rear of 
the building. In do10g th1s, we have dropped our requests for ZOmng Variances to 10crease 
lot coverage (11-403) and to decrease the depth of our rear yard (11-404). Our request 1s 
now only for a vanance 1n the FAR (11-402), and to allow us to 1mprove an existing non­
conformnig structure (11-2001.3). 

2) At. two different meet10gs ne1ghbors made a request that we replace the proposed open 
handrail at the terrace With a sohd wall, conSistent with the terraces 1n the surround10g 
Cap1tol Quarter neighborhood. We have amended our des1gn to Include th1s reVISIOn 

The Office of Planmng has requested that we more d1rectly address w1th10 this "Burden of 
Proof" the following three quest1ons: 

1) What IS the exceptional S1tuat1on resulting m practical d1ff1culty? Our primary cause of 
difficulty IS the lot s1ze. When th1s rowhouse was completed m the late 19th century, the 
needs of fam1hes where much different than they are 1n the 21st century. In particular, 
multiple members of fam1hes shared bedrooms, where a family of four today needs at a 
m101mum three modest bedrooms and often an office for a parent work10g from home. 
Modern homes typically requ1re at least two full baths for fam1hes, while 1n the late 19th 
century a s10gle small bath sufficed. Most of the rowhouses on our block, bUilt wrth1n the 
last few years under a PUD overlay, are bUilt with 100% lot coverage and therefore can be 
bUilt large enough to accommodate modern families Without be10g h10dered by the small 
lot. At our lot s1ze of 698 SF w1th a max1mum of 60% lot coverage under R-5-8, 1t 1s 
exceed10gly difficult to bUild a modest three-bedroom home for our fam1ly of four. 

2) W11/ there be substantial detnment to the publiC good? We don't behave so; F1rst, the new 
home Will still be substanttally smaller than most of the rowhouses on our block. Second, 
we have rece~ved extens1ve support from ne1ghbors as ev1denced by the support letters we 
have provided With thiS reviSIOn to our apphcat1on. Third, by enlarg10g a home that IS 
currently too small to support a small fam1ly, we are providing an economiC benefit to the 
neighborhood. We (and the families that follow) Will be able to rema10 10 the neighborhood 
and support the grow1ng school distnct here. 

3) Will there be substantial harm to the zonmg regulations? No. In fact, over the decades of 
development and re-development 10 the area of Southeast Wash10gton bounded by the 
freeway to the north, the Anacost1a R1ver to the south, and South Cap1tol Street to the west, 
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the entire R-5-B zone has eroded to a few small pockets and no longer constitutes a 
"zone." For example, our port1on of remammg R-5-B zomng cons1sts of only 11 homes on 
cont1guous lots on 5th Street SE and is surrounded for several blocks 1n every direction by 
higher-density zomng. If anythmg, the R-5-B zone 1s now an anomaly rather than the bas1s 
for commumty development m th1s area of Southeast DC. 

Grantmg th1s application w111 not cause substantial detnment to the public good. The physical 
characteristiCS of the property make 1t difficult for the owner to use the property as a smgle­
family residence due to the severely constramed lot s1ze. The residence was ong1nally built ca. 
1890, many years before zomng regulations took effect, and because of the under-s1zed lot 
the owners are unable to bUild by nght an add1t1on to meet the modest needs of a farn1ly of 
four. The property 1s land-locked on all s1des, w1th no pOSSibility to mcrease the lot s1ze There 
1s no basement and no reasonable opportumty to bUild one. The ex1stmg structure, at less 
than 1 ,000 GSF, IS currently nonconforming per sect1ons 403 and 404. 

Granting the application will not be mcons1stent w1th the general 1ntent and purpose of the 
Zomng Regulations and Map The home remams a modest smgle-fam1ly res1dence, 
Significantly smaller than many of the homes on S1m11ar-s1zed lots on the same block. 

Spec1f1cally, th1s application meets the spec1fic tests identified m the Zoning Regulations as 
follows: 

a) The add1t1on has been des1gned so that the light and a1r ava~lable to ne1ghbonng properties 
w111 not be unduly affected. The rear (east facade) of the add1bon faces onto an existing four­
story Window-less wall, w1th an alley to the northeast. North and south of the proposed 
add1t1on are rooftops of ex1st1ng adjacent rowhouses. 

b) The pnvacy of use and enjoyment of ne1ghbonng properties w111 not be unduly 
compromised. The property w1ll rema1n smgle-fam1ly, w1th zero 1mpact on traffic, no1se, 
llghtmg, etc. 

c) The proposed add1t1on w111 not substantially v1sually mtrude upon the character, scale and 
pattern of houses along the street frontage. The ex1stmg 2-story res1dence IS located m a 
small sect1on of R-5-B zomng surrounded on all Sides by the Capper Carrolsburg PUD. 
W1th the except1on of the 11 ex1stmg two-story homes m the R-5-B zone on the 5th Street 
Side of the block, all of the residences on the block and on adjacent blocks are 3- and 4-
story rowhouses w1th 100% lot coverage. Further, we have designed the new third floor 
addition to be set back from the front facade of the ex1st1ng two-story homes m our row m 
order to mmlfruze the V1sual1mpact. Wh1le we are sacnf1c1ng useable space by domg that 
and there IS no code or zoning reqUirement for a front set-back, we feel that 1t helps to 
d1fferent1ate the addition from the ex1stmg homes and mamtam the character of the ex1stmg 
homes. 

d) We have prov1ded documents w1th th1s submiSSIOn, mcludmg s1te plans, elevations and 
photographs, that represent the relat1onsh1p of the proposed additiOn to adjacent bUIIdmgs 
and v1ews from public ways that we feel support the compliance w1th the full 1ntent1ons of 
sect1on 11-223 of the Zomng Regulations. 
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May 14,2013 

Mr. Richard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operations 
Districl of Columbia Office of Zoning 
441 4111 Street, NW 
Washington DC 20001 

Re: 929 5111 Street, SE - Zoning Variance Application 

Dear Mr. Nero: 

I am a neighboring property owner to the applicants residing at 311 K Street, SE. We 
understand the French's are seeking zoning relief relating to 1) floor area ratio, 2) 
percentage of lot occupancy, 3) rear yards, and 4) limitations on enlargements or additions 
to nonconforming structures devoted to conforming uses. 

My wife and I have reviewed the building plans and the specific requests for relief. We 
believe the proposed improvements to the property are consistent with the neighborhood 
and wm further enhance it. We strongly support this variance request and recomme11d the 
BZA grant its approval. 

Si:t/~-w 4 . and stephanie Lester ;f K Street, SE 



To whom it concerns: 

I am Writing in-support of the eoncept of expanding the property 
adjQining·mine; ~f92~ 'StJt St SE"··m.W$bingto~ 00, which I expect will 
hartll:oniousiY fit with other existing ~~mes.m the neighborboOtl, so long 
.as I ani satisfied the folloWing conditions are met: structural capaciey 
concetnsJ have abQut adding.-weight to the.hqmes" shared·~ walls; 
COJ1cerns.·about potenti .. liaPiHty to :me if workers access tbe_project 
frominy ioof:tlruse.my roof for .arty other-•teason:and g~t hutt·wbile on 
my property; ·CODceJ11S· fllave~ about potentiaJ·damage, to my-roof 0t 
311ywb~ eiSe_,on_my pr9perty cau.sed'by the ptopo5¢.~1$U~Qn 
activity; concems I have~aooUt maintaining· the w~rkability of my 
~sting fireplace'and.flue, which.nms up the homes' shared party wall 
and would need to·'be eXtended because oftbe additioiL 

:Sincerely, 

:t5hr 
Aaron E. Lorenzo 
927'·5th St SE 



May9,2013 

Lexer .Quamie 
931 5th Street, SE 

Washington, DC20003 
lfquamie@gmail.tom 

Re: Zoning:Applitafion N_umber 18_566 

To whonl'.itJnay ·concern:. 

l·am the owner.of .the. bomf:ll'shaci:ng the~waU .tQ ,the .soutb ·of.:9:19:;5c~ cStre~t 
SE; 'l·reteived·the notice··oflhe ·appfieation to atfd a·diird floor. to~the 
premises of 9'2'9· sth Stte~t SE. t do··not beUet~e th~t a thirrd flo.oraddttion 
would Pff-a detrinrent to the t:leighoorhood. Expanding-the space.qf tb~ 
home hasmany·advantages and I S\IPI')O:rtthis idea ~s long as it's ·cnmpleted 
in COfnplian~e )Nith all ~applicatite tttV·tOdes ·3Ji;d nly Gpnterns.below are 
addressed. 

As.tne construction .-elates· to-my adjoi'ni~ ,property, 1-;have.a few·.eo_ncerns, 
spedficaUy: 

• st.ructi)ral ca·pacttv .cc>nc~m5-with additi(inal pressure. to :~ne shared 
party walls, espedally given that our· homes wert:! both constnroted 
ar:qun~ th~ year; 1390 

• being"protected·from damage tErmy roof or waifs caused by the 
renovation 

• liatS'ilJty ii·:workers-or"contrcktors retain·ed,~y my"neigbbor a€_eess.tbe 
~ubjett ptopgft\1 (with or without ~v permission) fm!1l my·root or 
:t.t~my~roof'for:,:cu:ty-other··t'eas"Qn and 'ate ,tJut:t<whife"oncmy{ptcp'errty 

/} ... 
~ 

_ e Quamie 



920 4th Street, SE 
Washington, DC 20003 

May22, 2013 

Mr. Richard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operations 
District of Columbia Office of Zoning 
4414th St NW, Suite 200S 
Washington, DC 20001 

Dear Mr. Nero: 

I am writing in support of the zoning variance exception requested by Chris and Anya French at 929 Fifth 
Street SE. My home is very near to the French family home, with my back porch facing the row of 
homes that the French's live ln. I understand that Mr. and Mrs. French are requesting relief from the 
following sections of the zoning code: square footage allowances beyond those called for by R-5-B 
zoning; 11-402: Floor Area Ratio (R); 11-403: Percentage of lot Occupancy; 11-404: Rear Yards (R); and 
11-2001.3: limitations on enlargements or additions to Nonconforming Structures Devoted to 
Conforming Uses. 

I believe that the proposed addition to the French home meets the standard of fitting in with the 
surrounding neighborhood. While this may not have been the case even five years ago, as you know the 
neighborhood has changed. The French home is surrounded on all sides by very large Capitol Quarter 
homes that are at minimum 3 stories high in addition to being large footprints. The French plans are 
appropriate for the neighborhood and make it very similar to the surrounding homes of the Capitol 
Quarter development in which I live. I do not believe it will negatively limit the light of its surrounding 
neighbors; I also believe that their proposal will minimize the impact of the addition in all other ways on 
the surrounding homes. 

As a neighbor and DC resident, I believe that any investment in the original homes in my neighborhood 
enhances the value of the entire neighborhood. I also believe that allowing the French family to expand 
their property will benefit the District and fellow taxpayers. I urge you to support the requested 
variance exceptions. 

Si2f:'11V1 A L£)?~ 
Be~rVa~ 
920 4th Street SE 
202.441.7985 
bethaleonard@gmail.com 



May 21, 2013 

Chris VanArsdale 
2308 191

h Street NW 
Washington, DC 20009 

Mr Richard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operations 
District of Columbia Office of Zomng 
441 4th St NW, Suite 2008 
Washmgton, DC 20001 

Re: BZA Application no 18566 

Dear Mr. Nero: 

I am writing in support of the zomng vanance requested by Chns and Anya French at 929 Fifth Street SE 
I am not a neighbor, but as past Executive D1rector of the Canal Park Development Association and lead 
developer of Canal Park, I have become intimately familiar w1th the Cap1tol Riverfront neighborhood. I 
understand that Mr and Mrs. French are requestmg relief from the following sections of the zoning code: 

• Square footage allowances beyond those called for by R-5-B zomng, 
• 11-402: Floor Area Ratio (R) 
• 11-403: Percentage of Lot Occupancy 
• 11-404. Rear Yards (R) 
• 11-2001 3· Limitations on enlargements or additions to Nonconforming Structures Devoted to 

Conformmg Uses 

I have reviewed the proposed plans and believe that the1r home, once completed according to the 
proposed design, will be m harmony with the surroundmg neighborhood and w1ll further enhance the 
quality of the community I strongly support this vanance request and recommend its approval as 
submitted. 

Regards, 

Chris VanArsdale 



328 I Street SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
May 21,2013 

Mr. Richard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operations 
District of Columbia Office of Zoning 
4414th St NW, Suite 200S 
Washington, DC 20001 

Dear Mr. Nero: 

I am writing in support of the zoning variance exception requested by Chris and Anya French at 929 Fifth 
Street SE. I live close to their house at 328 I Stre~t SE. I understand that Mr. and Mrs. French are 
requesting relief from the following sections of the zoning code: square footage allowances beyond 
those called for by R-5-B zoning; 11-402: Floor Area Ratio (R); 11-403: Percentage of Lot Occupancy; 11-
404: Rear Yards (R); and 11-2001.3: Limitations on enlargements or additions to Nonconforming 
Structures Devoted to Conforming Uses. 

Although the French's home was constructed when large families lived in small homes out of economic 
necessity, today such housing is nonfunctional for modern families. I believe that the proposed addition 
to the French home is appropriate for the neighborhood and makes it very similar to the surrounding 
homes of the Capitol Quarter development in which I live. I do not believe it will negatively limit the 
light of its surrounding neighbors; I also believe that their proposal will minimize the impact of the 
addition in all other ways on the surrounding homes. 

As a neighbor and DC resident, I believe that any investment in the original homes in my neighborhood 
enhances the value of the entire neighborhood. I also believe that C!llowing the French family to expand 
their property will benefit the District and fellow taxpayers. I urge you to support the requested 
variance exceptions. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Huseman 
Brian.Huseman@gmail.com 
202.345.2067 



Mr. Richard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operations · 
District of Columbia Office of Zoning 
4414th St NW, Suite 200S 
Washington, DC 20001 

Dear Mr. Nero: 

318 I Street SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
May8, 2013 

I am writing in support of the zoning variance exception requested by Chris and Anya French at 929 Fifth 
Street SE. I live around the corner from them at 318 I Street SE. ·Mr. and Mrs. French are requesting 
relief from the following sections of the zoning code: 

• Square footage allowances beyond those called for b.y- R-5-B zoning; 
• 11402: Floor Area Ratio (R) 
• li-403: Percentage of Lot Occupancy 
• 11-404: Rear Yards (R) 
• 11-2001.3: Umitations on enlarg~ments or additions to Nonconforming Structures Devoted to 

Conforming Uses. 

Mr. and Mrs. Frenc.h's home wa~ constructed in the l~te 19th centuJY, at a time when large families lived 
inver'{ small dwellings out of economic necessity. Such hausmg stock has become obsolete by 21st 
century standards for families. The' addition the Frenchs ar~ proposing is appropriate for the 
neighborhood - in fact it makes their home very similar to the homes in the surrounding development 
.of Capi~ol Quarter, of which Jam a resident. It is proposed in such a way as to not 'negatively limit the 
light 9,t,, its s~rrou,nding neighbors and to minimize the impaCt bf the addition in ali other ways on the 
surrounding homes. 

As a bpmeowner ~nd. taxpayer, I bel,ieve that any investment ilh the original stock homes in my. 
neighborhood enhances the value of the ~ntire neighborhObd~ including niy home. I would also like the 
Di~rict to benefit from the expanded property, and income 'taxes that the Frenchs will pay as a result of 
being allowed to increase the size of their home and to stav.in the District as they raise their family. 

I appredate your consideration.of their request. If you would like to contact me with any questions 
regarding my le~er of support please feel free to call me at 202-646-0330 or e-mail me at 
taura@safmon.us.com. 

With best regards, 

~~mo~~~ 



328 I Street SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
May 21,2013 

Mr. Richard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operations 
District of Columbia Office of Zoning 
4414th St NW, Suite 200S 
Washington, DC 20001 

Dear Mr. Nero: 

I am writing in support of the zoning variance exception requested by Chris and Anya French at 929 Fifth 
Street SE. I live close to their house at 328 I Street SE. I understand that Mr. and Mrs. French are 
requesting relief from the following sections of the zoning code: square footage allowances beyond 
those called for by R-5-B zoning; 11-402: Floor Area Ratio (R); 11-403: Percentage of Lot Occupancy; 11-
404: Rear Yards (R); and 11-2001.3: Limitations on enlargements or additions to Nonconforming 
Structures Devoted to Conforming Uses. 

Although the French's home was constructed when large families lived in small homes out of economic 
necessity, today such housing is nonfunctional for modern families. I believe that the proposed addition 
to the French home is appropriate for the neighborhood and makes it very similar to the surrounding 
homes of the Capitol Quarter development in which I live. I do not believe it will negatively limit the 
light of its surrounding neighbors; I also believe that their proposal will minimize the impact of the 
addition In all other ways on the surrounding homes. 

As a neighbor and DC resident, I believe that any investment in the original homes in my neighborhood 
enhances the value of the entire neighborhood. I also believe that allowing the French family to expand 
their property will benefit the District and fellow taxpayers. I urge you to support the requested 
variance exceptions. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Huseman 
Brian.Huseman@gmail.com 
202.345.2067 



Richard S. Nero, Jr. 

Deputy Director of Operations 

Office of Zoning 

4414ttt Street, N.W., Suite 200/210-S 

Washington, D.C., 20001 

Dear Mr. Nero, 

This letter is in response to Application Number l8S66 of Christopher D. French and Anya Landau 

French, pursuant to I 'I DCMR § 3103.2 for a variance from the floor area ratio requirements under 

section 402, a variance from the lot occupancy requirements under section 403, a variance from the rear 

yard requirements under section 404, a variance from the nonconforming structure requirements under 

subsection 2001.3, to allow a third floor addition to an existing one-family row dwelling in the R-5-B 

District at premises 929 5th Street, S.E. (Square 824, Lot 31). 

My wife, Anjelina Keating, and I would like to express our support of these variances for this project. 

This project would fit in well visually in Capitol Hill, wh~re adjacent homes are of varying heights, as well 

as the character of the immediate neighborhood, as the five square blocks surrounding this premise 

were recently redeveloped by the city using a HOPE VI grant from HUD. The new row houses built are 

all between three and four levels. The French's proposed design would look very similar to the new 

homes constructed on this square and surrounding squares and would give the family much needed 

space. In a city with limited real estate, up is really the only way for a family to expand and still stay 

within the city. 

The project would benefit the neighborhood by allowing a growing family to stay and contribute to the 

community. All of the new development in the past few years has enabled many families with school­

aged children to move into this neighborhood and the residents have been working closely with DCPS to 

re-open Van Ness Elementary, located a block away from this premise. Allowing a family with a vested 

interest in this school to stay in the area will help to ensure that Van Ness is a success within the DCPS 

system. The dollars the growing family spends on necessities and luxuries will also stay in the 

neighborhood and in DC and support local businesses and city revenues. 

This project will help our neighborhood by continuing to encourage families to live here and will 

contribute to a safe and family-friendly environment. We hope you will grant the French's the 

appropriate variances. Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Hess 

911 5th Street, S.E. 

Washington, D.C., 20003 



24May2013 

Sir/Ma'am, 

I am writing this letter in support of Any a and Chris French's request to add an additional 
floor to their home. As good neighbors and contributing members of the community, 
both my wife and I have grown to know them and consider them family friends; our 
children enjoy their play dates together. It would be unfortunate if they decided to leave 
the neighborhood in search of a larger home to support their growing family. 

The District of Columbia has benefitted from EYA's commercial investment into the 
WNY community; the next step in continued development is from private investment by 
home owners that want to raise their family in Capitol Quarter - as opposed to investors 
buying older rowhomes for the purpose of turning them into rental units. 

Van Ness Elementary School is slated to open in 2015 to support the growing number of 
families; I think the collective direction of the ANC commission, the Office of Planning, 
and the Zoning Board should be to support families moving into the community, 
investing in their homes, and contributing to the community -just as the French family 
has done. 

From an aesthetic stand poi.nt I look forward to what the new three floor structure will 
look like and (much like the neighborhood north of the freeway) welcome the 
architectural diversity it will bring to the community. The majority of the surrounding 
EYA homes are four floors so it is unlikely the new three-floor structure will obstruct 
views of the senior citizens~ home on Stft street SE or the freeway. 

Sincerely~ 
The Waltons 

~ #£/~ Wifi!Jb-
J. Claiborne Walton & Momta Walton 
909 5t11St SB 
Washington, DC 20003 



May27, 2013 

Anne Jardine 
924 3"d PI SE 
Washington, DC 20003 

Mr. R1chard Nero 
Deputy Director of Operations 
D1stnct of Columbia Office of Zoning 
441 4th St NW, Suite 200S 
Washmgton, DC 20001 

Re: Zomng Variance Application no. 18566 

Dear Mr. Nero: 

I am writing in support of the zoning variance exception requested by Chris and Anya French at 929 Fifth Street SE. I 
live around the corner from them in the Capitol Quarter neighborhood. I understand that Mr. and Mrs. French are 
requesting relief from the following sections of the zoning code: 

Square footage allowances beyond those called for by R-5-B zoning 
o 11-402: Aoor Area Ratio (FAR) 
o 11-403: Percentage of Lot Occupancy 
o 11-404: Rear Yards 
o 11-2001.3: Lim1tat1ons on enlargements or additions to Nonconforming Structures Devoted to Conforming 

Uses 

Mr. and Mrs. French's home was constructed in the late 19th century, at a t1me when fam1hes hved in very small 
dwellings out of economic necessity. Such housing stock has become obsolete by 21st century standards for families. 
The addition the Frenches are proposing is appropriate for the neighborhood - 1n fact rt makes their home very similar 
to the homes in the surrounding development of Capitol Quarter, of which I am a resident. It is proposed n such a way 
as to not negatively limit the light of its surrounding neighbors and to minimize the 1mpact the addition in all other 
ways on the surrounding homes. 

As a homeowner and taxpayer, I believe that any investment in the original stock homes in my neighborhood 
enhances the value of the entire neighborhood, including my home. I would also hke the District to benefit from the 
expanded property and 1ncome taxes that the Frenches Will pay as a result of being allowed to increase the size of 
their home and to stay in the Distnct as they ra1se their family. I appreciate your consideration of their request. If you 
would like to contact me with any questions regarding my letter of support please feel free to call or e-mail me at the 
contact information below. 

The project would further benefit the neighborhood by making it possible for a growing family to stay and contnbute to 
the community. All of the new development in the past few years has enabled many families with school-aged 
children to move into this neighborhood and the res1dents have been working closely with DCPS to re-open Van Ness 
Bementary, located a block away from this premise. Allowing a family with a vested interest in this school to stay in 
the area will help to ensure that Van Ness is a success within the DCPS system. 

Th1s project will help our neighborhood by continuing to encourage families to live here and will contribute to a safe 
and family-friendly environment I strongly support this application and urge the BZA to grant its approval. Thank you 
for your consideration. 

With best regards, 

Anne Jardine 
917-371-o246 
anne@themindfarrn.com 


