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To Whom It May Concern, 

This~~ rn referenC.e tD the'BZA,case #18759, which is,the pending case for the property located at 
132.8 Montello Avenue, NE in t,he :Trinidad COmmunity of Washington, o.c. Christopher and I are the 
current homeowners at 1414 Montello Avenue, NE. 

~ ~ ofr~ n!fer;ena!d propelty listed above~, I.S. EnterpriSes, Inc., i~ded tD con~ a Sfngfe 
famJiy ,home into a ~n!t a~~t bultdlog on,the three lots. We understand that dle' devefqpef can 
build by rf9ht lw9 units on each Of the three lots making it a total of stx but we are NOT IN FAVOR of 
the~ bUilding eight (8) units. 

The~ of eight(~) units Will greatly affect the character of our neighborhood espedafly the 
block~ we liVe on which is juSt one block avta'f from the referenced property. We purd1ased our flame 
rn 2011 because_we tikect,,tJte character of the nelghbOI'hood and we have dose tfes tD Gallaudet 
un~. We dO ~'want 1D JiVe dote to" a buildJng that will be·tatl arid out of propoitfon from the other 
~ ~thfn two blocks·of the ,referena!d property. We are,also, NOT JN FAVOR of the eight units 
buUdl~ because lt'wtfl surely apd g,.atly affeCt our street parking space,whldl is already tight due to a 
dty bus~ that runs on Montello Avenue.""Ve do not want tD see SIXl'EEN (based on potential 
estimate of 2.c:ars per unit} addJtlonal c:ars'parked·within our block. We ShoUld be' able tD c:omfortably 
ffnd perklng near our own home fnstead of having tO pam a couple of bloCks away and waJk,home. Wlth 
thfs'sttuatlon, we would be forced tD walk a roitger distance tD get homerwhtch couiCfpotentfally .atrect 
~rsafety. 

We have been·exb'1lmely pleased with ~ th~ b~ Jiaa evOlved over: the years as many good people 
have bought hOmeS In the area. OUr neighbors have been very nice and wann tD eactt otfler. We are 
concemea t11at this developmentmay affect the positive neighborhood interactions t11at we have In the 
future. 

We~ that·th~ ~4f &-units IS by mau;er ofright but we~ that no further 
expanslon,sho~ be a1tovled'beyond the DC guldellnes. In tact,:ttal$ addltion Is definitely HQ1 
FAV9RABI-E)foi' the neighboring properties or,CXHtUnunlty as a whole. We are confident t1;tat this 
development will have a lack of architectural integrily- would you like to live nearby tD a bulfdfng that 
roo1cs IJI(e a. box? We cto not think so. We feel that this addJtion wm destroy the character tttat has been 
optfmJstlc:8IJV ri!buikling to'lmprove the quality of life in the area. 

All '"'all, ._, wrilfn9 to OPPOSE the request fpr a variance to go further With this~ 

' 
Arthur aan and ChrlstDpher Kearney 
1414~,Ayenue, NE 
washlngtnn, D.C. 20002 
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