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Addendum to Janet L. Schmidt's request for partv status Ia a pending 
agplleation 18651 ANC-6COi before the BZA 

I hereby request party status to appear, oppose and testify and present 
evidence before the BZA in the above referenced application. 

I am entitled to party status because the proposed application will uniquely 
and adversely affect the value, usability and safety of my property, which is 
located just 20 feet from the property that is the subject of the pending 
application. 

The adverse impact to my property interests include, but are not limited to, 
the following: 

The property in question fronts on a nmow through alley which already 
requires 3 tight tums to negotiate. That alley is the only access I have to my 
parking spaces and entrance at the rear of my house. As a practical matter, 
the cllllCDt alley, even if it currently meets existing alley width requirements 
is not easily traverseci 

Applicant's request to reduce the alley width will render it impassible for 
fire and emergency vehicles, trash tru~ and other service vehicles, such as 
utility and cable trucks. Narrowing the alley further will make it almost 
impossible for me to back out ofbo~ of my parking spaces into the alley. 

The safety of my house would also be compromised by this application since 
there are gas mains located in the alley directly across from applicant's 
property. In the event that the alley is narrowed further, those gas,mains 
would be more prone to being struck by a vehicle trying to negotiate the 
alley. 

The application will adversely affect my property by reducing the view, 
sunlight and air circulation that my house and rear yard presently enjoy. My 
view of the contributing historic structure at the rear of my property would 
be eliminated by the application. 

Mechanical snow removal in the alley to access my parking spaces at the 
rear of my property would·be rendered impractical. 

XVd Ot:tt CT06/t~/Ot 

Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia

Case No. 18651
31



tOOilJ 

The application if granted, would create an undesirable precedent from the 
standpoint of existing homeowners for the development of other carriage 
houses in the alley and such additional development in a lUUTOW alley can 
only be done at the expense of filrthet reducing the accessibility and 
enjoyment of existing properties by their owners. 

I intend to pTesent documentation, and testimony, including my own, to 
further address the above broad issues at the scheduled hearing and am 
entitled to party status in order to be able to do so. 

I also intend to cross examine applicant and witnesses, submit proposed 
findings of fact and conclusions of law with regard to the application and 
receive a copy of the written decision of the BZA. 

Should it become necessary, I am entitled to submit a motion for 
reconsideration or rehearing with regard to any decision rendered in 
response to the above application. 

Witness List of Janet L. Schmidt 

Janet L. Schmidt 
14 Fourth Street NE 

Sheila Slocum Hollis 
John Hollis 
327 A. Street NB 

Mr. and Mrs. Kolb 
12 Fourth Street NE 

Barbra Keeling 
16 Fourth StreetNE 

Senator and Mrs. John Barraso 
A street NE (exact address not included for the privacy and safety of the 
Senator) 

qtJ) 
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Expert Witness 

John R. Fernstrom 
Expert real estate development and land use. 
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