
Cochran, Patricia (DCOZ) 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject 

To Whom It May Concern, 

Laskans, Tma (ANC 5006) 
Tuesday, May 13, 2014 2 07 PM 
DCOZ - ZC SubmiSSIOns (DCOZ) 
BZA Case# 18759 I.S Enterpnses Inc LmER OPPOSING REQUESTED ZONING 
VARIANCE 

In reference to the BZA case #18759, th1s property JS locatedm Smgle Member D1stnct 5006 of ANC so m the Trimdad 
Commumty of Washmgton, D.C. I am the ANC Comm1ss1oner on record at th1s t1me representmg th1s SMD. 

This developer, as rt: pertams to the above referenced property located at 1328 Montello Ave NE, has deliberately worked 
at thiS s1te beyond the applied for gu1dehnes. H1s 1mbal perm1ts were to convert a SFD to a 6-umt apartment bulldmg by 
addmg a 3 story addrt:lpn. Accordmg to the perm1t they were to demo the second floor of the exrsting two story SFD. 
Upon inspection it was clear they deliberately and willfully exceecled their demo plan. taking the structure down to 
the d1rt level. 

An 1nspect1on by DCRA was executed and a SWO placed on the property. Accordmg to ne1ghbonng residents they 
continued to work behind a dark fence bamer dunng the penod of the SWO. 

A heanng took place and the developer was merely required to pay a fine and modify h1s perm1ts accordingly. The fact 
they knowingly exceeded what they requested permits for speaks volumes about this developer's character and strategy 
whiCh seems to be to go forward aga1nst what was applied for, taking Incremental steps to sneak around the laws and 
Increase the scope beyond what 1s approvable to see 1f he can get away wrt:h it and then move for more and more. 

In th1s case the developer now wants to extend the already large scope of work for th1s site to mclude an additional an 
additional story and 2 more umts. The s1ze of the previously existmg structure was consistent with the size and scale of 
the ne1ghbonng properties so I contend th1s development 1s already planned to be quite large enough by matter of 
right and no further expanston should be allowed. 
Th1s addition IS definitely NOT favorable for the neighbonng properties or commumty as a whole and 1s motivated solely 
by greed w1th a total lack of architectural mtegnty on the part of th1s developer. 

The residents hving at the top of this h1ll purchased the1r properties largely due to the wonderful v1ew and serene garden 
commumty env1ronment. A structure of th1s magmtude w1ll completely obscure any views enjoyed by the existing 
homeowners on the ne1ghbonng blocks casting large shadows on adjacent homes. Th1s sort of dens1ty d1m1mshes 
quality of hfe for our commumty and destorys the very mtegnty of VIstas that define Tnmdad's 1ntnns1c character. 

Because of this and the preVIous behav1or of this developer I am wnting here to OPPOSE the request for a vanance to 
go further w1th th1s undesirable development. 

Kmd Regards, 

Tina Laskans 
ANC Comm1ss1oner 5006 
202-549-2888 
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