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Honorable	Chairman	Hill	and	Members	of	the	Board	of	Zoning	Adjustment,	I	am	a	thirteen‐year	
resident	of	a	Historic	Anacostia.		My	fourteenth	year	anniversary	at	1926	15th	Street	SE	is	June	4,	
2018.		I	am	seeking	party	status	to	BZA	case	number	19736,	for	I	am	the	closest	neighbor	to	Mi	
Casa’s	proposed	1928	15th	Street	SE	project	on	the	1900	block	of	15th	Street	SE	side.	My	home	(and	
its	associated	side	yard)	is	only	approximately	three	(3)	feet	away	from	Mi	Casa’s	property	line.	I’ve	
attached	associated	pictures.		
	
Per	current	code	307.4		Mi	Casa	is	required	to	provide	a	side	yard	of	8ft.		And	while	an	8‐foot	side	
yard	may	not	be	practical	for	this	lot,	Mi	Casa’s	response	should	not	be	zero	side	yard	as	was	its	first	
proposed	which	is	insensitive		and	then	or	only	four	(4)	inches	which	is	insulting	when	the	
minimum	requirement	is	eight	(8)	feet.		This	was	also	expressed	in	OP’s	supplement	report	of	May	
18,	2018	which	is	file	exhibit	48.		OP	noted	the	4‐inch	side	yard	request	would	be	ineffective	for	
proper	use.	
		
Current	2016	Zoning	Regulations	definitions	as	defined	and	provide	to	the	Zoning	Commissioners	
at	Zoning	Commission	Public	Hearing	of	April	19,	2018:	Z.C.	Case	No.	17‐23:	Office	of	Planning	

Building,	Detached:	
A	 freestanding	 building	
that	 does	 not	 abut	 any	
other	building	and	where	
all	 sides	 of	 the	 building	
are	 surrounded	 by	 yards	
or	 open	 areas	within	 the	
lot.	

Building,	Semi‐
detached:	

	A	 building	 that	 abuts	 or	
shares	one	 (1)	wall,	on	a	
side	lot	line,	with	another	
building	 on	 an	 adjoining	
lot	 and	 where	 the	
remaining	 sides	 of	 the	
building	 are	 surrounded	
by	 open	 areas	 or	 street	
lot	lines.	
Building,	Attached:	

	A	building	that	abuts	or	
shares	walls	on	both	side	
lot	lines	with	other	
buildings	on	adjoining	
lots.	
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Please	see	the	attached	photos	for	the	distances	between	the	two	properties	if	Mi	Casa	builds	at	the	
property	line.	This	is	not	an	adequate	distance	apart	from	each	property.		I	would	be	adversely	
impacted	if	the	BZA	allows	the	request	variance	from	the	side	yard	requirement.	In	addition,	if	Mi	
Casa	is	allowed	to	build	on	the	current	property	line	that	adjoins	my	property	line,	Mi	Casa’s	
contractors	would	literally	be	using	my	side	yard	to	build	its	structure.	
		
I	hope	that	the	BZA	takes	into	consideration	the	challenges	that	existing	homeowners	have	
been	dealing	with	during	the	infill	development	of	abandon	lots.		My	home	has	become	an	
oppressive	environment	and	lost	some	of	its	tranquility.		It	has	disputed	the	life	that	my	household	
has	integrated	into	having	lived	at	1926	15th	Street‐	my	home	for	a	nearly	14	years.		It	is	my	
understanding	that	the	lot	in	this	case	(5766		800	)	has	been	abandon	for	over	sixty	60	years.	
		
I	understand	OP	is	in	the	process	of	providing	the	Zoning	Commission	with	clarifications	and	
recommendations	to	the	current,	in	effect,	Zoning	codes	i.e.,	the	Text	Amendments	that	are	
currently	being	drafted	in	17‐23.		Any	proposed	changes	in	the	interpretations	of	Subtitle	D	
potentially	affect	me	greatly.		Specifically,	existing	and	proposed	side	yard	language	which	is	a	
matter	of	contention	for	both	homeowners	and	developers.	As	shown	by	the	number	of	setdowns	
involved	in	this	case.	Changes	directly	related	to	side	yards,	corner	lots	and	infills	are	the	key	
matters	of	concern	for	this	current	case	19736.				
		
		
Sincerely,	
		
Dorcas		Agyei,	
Historic	Anacostia	Homeowner	ANC‐8A05	
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