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Re: Zoning Commission Case No. 05-37 
Certified PUD Covenant 

....... ::z: 
G) 

Dear Members of the Commission: 

On behalf of Station Townhouse LLC, enclosed please find a certified copy of the PUD 
Covenant that was recorded with the Recorder of Deeds on November 12,2008, as Instrwnent 
Number 2008115530. The filing of a certified copy of the PUD Covenant is required by 
Paragraph No. 6 in the PUD Covenant and satisfies Condition No. 25 as stated in Zoning 
Commission Order No. 05-37. By copy of this letter, a certified copy of the PUD Covenant is 
also being to the Zoning Administrator as required. 

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to 
call me. 

Enclosures 

cc: Matt LeGrant, Zoning Administrator 

Sincerely, 

Holland & Knight LLP 

By:~ 
Christy Mo e ey Shiker 

(Via Hand Delivery; w/enclosure) 

ZONING COMMISSION 
District of Columbia 

~-~ r.A~F !~.JO.. U2= 
[-'{Hl!~I'T NO,~~,-~J-2--.9 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 05-37
129 ZONING COMMISSION

District of Columbia
CASE NO.05-37
EXHIBIT NO.129



' .· 
' 

'I i'' 

11111111\IIIIUIIIllmllllllllll mtiiiiiiiiiU 111!1 
LTl-5~2008115530-1 

PUD COVENANT 

THIS COVENANT, made as of this 2/.o day of ---Lne.. , 2008, by and 

between STATION TOWNHOUSES LLC (the "Declarant") and the DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA (the "District,.'). 

WHEREAS, the Dech,rrant is the owner in fee simple of certain real property 

known as Lots 39-41, 45, 48, 801, 804-806, 811, 813, 814, 856, 857, and 2001~2003 in 

Square 752 (the "Subject Site"), as is more p~cularly described in Exhil?itA; and 

WHEREAS, the Declarant filed an application for a consolidated Planned Unit 

Development ("PUD") and a Zoning Map Amendment on November 22, 2005, under 

Chapter 24 of the Zoning Regulations of the District of Columbia (the "Zoning 

Regulations"). The Zoning Commission approved the application for a consolidated 

PUD for the Subject Site and a Zoning Map Amendment for a portion of the Subject Site 

by Zoning Commission Order No. 05~37, dated January 14, 2008, and effective as of 

April 11, 2008 ("Order No. 05-37"); and 

WHEREAS, $aid Chapter 24 and Order No. 05-37 further require that the owner 

of the Subject Site enter into this Covenant asSUring that the owner's (and its successors 

and assigns) development and U$e of the Subject Site is ~ approved by the Zoning 

Commission for the District of Columbia (hereinafter referred to as the "Zoning 

Commission'') in Order No. 05-37 a:nd all modifications, alterations or amendments 

thereto. 

_NOW, tHEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, which are a 
...... _ ... 
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1. Approved Plans. The terms and conditions of the Zoning Commission's 

approval of the PUD and amendment to the Zoning Map undet Order No. 05-37 in 

Zoning Case No. 05-37 (as the same xuay be amended and/or modified from time to 

time), are incorporated herein by reference and made a part hereof as Exhibit B and shall 

be considered a part of this Covenant. The Subject Site shall be developed and used in 

accordance with the plans approved by Order No. 05-37 and in accordance with the 

conditions and restrictions contained in Order No. 05-37, subject to such changes thereto 

as the Zoning Administrator of the District of Colutnbia and/or Zm._ling Commission may 

authorize pursuant to 11 DCMR §§ 2409.6 and 2409.9, respectively. The Declarant 

covenants that it shall use the Subject Site only in accordance with the terms of Order No. 

05-3 7, as the same may be further amended and/or modified from time to time, subject to 

the terms and conditions contained herein and the provisions of Chapter 24 of the Zoning 

Regulations. 

2. Additional Time To Construct Planned Unit Development. If the 

Declarant should fail to file for a building permit and to commence construction of the 

approved PUD within the time specified in 11 DCMR §§ 2408.8 and 2408.9 and in Order 

No. 05-37, the Zoning Commission may duly consider an application for ail extension of 

time for good cause in accordance with 11 DCMR § 2408.10. 

3. Default. In the event that the Declarant fails to file for a building permit 

and to commence construction of the approved PUD within the time specified in 

11 DCMR §§ 2408.8 and 2408.9 and in Order No. 05-37 or within any extension of time 

granted by the Zoning Commission for good cause shown pursuant to 11 DCMR 

§ 2408.10, the benefits granted by Order No. 05-37 shall terminate pursuant to Section 

2408.14 of the Zoning Regulations. 
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4. Future Conveyance. The Declarant covenants that if any conveyance of 

all or any part of the Subject Site takes place, such conveyance shall contain a specific 

covenant binding the grantee, its successors and assigns to develop and use the Subject 

Site in accordance with the terms and conditions of this Covenant. 

5. Successors and Assigns. The covenants and restrictions contained herein 

shall be deemed real covenants running with the land and shall bind the parties hereto, 

their successors and assigns, and shall inure to the benefjt of the parties hereto, their 

successors and assigns. Such covenants are not binding upon any party who no longer 

has a property interest in the Subject Site. The District shall have the right to enforce all 

covenants, conditions and restrictions contained herein. 

6. Recordation. The Declarant shall record this Covenant, as fully executed 

by the parties hereto, among the Land Records of the District ·Of Columbia, and shall file 

a certified copy of this Covenant with the Zoning Administrator and the Zoning 

Commission. 

7. CoUJ!teroarts. This Covenant may be executed in counterparts, each of 

which shall be deemed to be an original, but all of which together shall constitute one and 

the same instrument. 

8. Rescission/ Alteration of this Covenant. If Order No. 05-37 is modified or 

amended by the Zoning Commission, no formal amendment of this Covenant shall be 

required, provided that the Decl~ant, or its successors or assigns, records a notice of 

modification in the Land Records of the District of Columbia together with a copy of the 

written order authorizing the modification or amendment. No other amendment of the 

obligations created by this Covenant is permitted without the written consent of the 
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District and, if determined by the Office of Attorney General to be necessary, without the 

prior approval of the Zoning Commission. 

SIGNATURES FOLLOW 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Station Townhouses LLC, has, as of the day and year 

first above written, caused this Covenant to be signed by 

VA.v1l> S 1:\~ftJ t__r'(_b , the t/f;(.,{_. Pet'Sz:D8A.5tofstation Townhouses 

LLC, one of the Declarants herein. 

SittitSA~+ (,onVte~+i'~T 
DiSTRICT uf'COLl!M»lA, ss: W~l~\ 
Cou.!V\t;J of ~..-f;"\el~ Str<.-te- of!- Grtvte(~"U<.'"T 

I, .30 a..V\V\.0.... 'Roci\'c(!!vl, a Notary Public in and for the Distriet ef Colmnbia, 

do hereby c~fy that 'txuJ ~ J Sheehe-r--d , the \) {r_e_ Pr-eSt cl€ti1"' of 

Station Townhouses LLC, party to the foregoing Covenant, personally appeared before 

me and, being personally well known to me, acknowledged said Covenant to be the act 

and deed of Station Townhouses LLC and that he delivered the same as such. 

GNEN under my hand ap.d seal this .2(,~y of ..:Iu1r\~ 2008. 

~/1.-V}~ 12o cl'c~"-. ? 

~:J'Public 

My commission expires: ___ - --..;.J;;O~A~N=N~A~R~O~P~I~C~AaNtail-'--~ 
-=~~===-[NOTARIAL SEAL] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Mayor of the DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, having 

first considered and approved the foregoing Covenant, has directed the execution thereof 

in the name of said DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, by the Secretary, D.C., who has 

hereunto set her hand and affixed the seal of the District of Colwnbia hereto under 

authority of the Act of Congress entitled "An Act to Relieve the Commissioners of the 

District of Columbia of Certain Ministerial Duties," approved February 11, 193~. 

WITNESS: 

(Corporate Seal) 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
a Municipal Corporation 

I, /Jrfe&ltt ~1/.Jfl?, a Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia, 

do hereby certify thaS-¥ ... ~ ~, who is perso1;1ally well known to me as the ,person 

named as Secretary of the DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA in the foregoing Covenant 

bearing date of the t t __ day of A~ e.-of- , 2008, and hereunto annexed, 

personally appeared before me in said District and, as Secretary of the DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA aforesaid, and by virtue of the authority in her vested, acknowledged the 

same to be the act and deed of the Mayor of the DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

.,. .~·' ,"' '";}­
, •• I 
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APPROVED: 

Zoning Division, Department of 
Consumer and Regulatory Affairs 
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APPROVED AS TO LEGAL SUFFICIENCY: 

Assistant Attorney General 
Office of the Attorney General 

for the District of Columbia 
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EXHIBIT A 

Legal Description of Put> Site 

All those certain lots or parcels of land, together with all improvements thereon located, 
lying: and being situate in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, and being more 
particularly described as follows: 

Lot 39, Square 752 (208 G Street,N.E.) 

All that certain piece or parcel of land, together with the improvements thereon and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging, lying, situate and being· in the City of Washington, 
District of Columbia, and described as follows: 

Lot numbered Thirty-nine (39) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752) in the subdivision made by Cahifl Properties, as per plat recorded in the Office of 
the Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 165 at folio 92. 

Lot 40, Square 752 (210 G Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more particular I y 
described as follows: 

Lot numbered Forty (40) in Square-numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two (752) in 
the subdivision made by Cahill Properties, as per plat recorded in the Office of the 
Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 165 at folio 92. 

Lot 41, Square 752 (212 G Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more particular I y 
described as follows: 

Lot numbered Forty-one (41) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two (752) 
in the subdivision made by Cahill Properties, as per plat recorded in the Office of the 
Surveyor for the District of ColUI.Ilbia in Liber 165 at folio 92. 

I..ot 45, Square 752 (777 2nd Street, N.E.) 

All that certain piece or parcel of land, together with the improvements thereon and 
appurtenances thereunto belonging, lying, situate and being in the City of Washington, 
District of Columbia, and descnbed ~s follows: 

Lot numbered Forty-five (45) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752) in the subdivision made by H Street Overpass Associates, as per plat recorded in 
the Office of the Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Book 179 at page 15. 

9 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 05-37
129



nd -
Lot 48, Square 752 (709-717 2 Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land, together with all improvements thereon located, 
lying and being situate in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, and being more 
particularly described as follows: 

_ Lot numbered Forty-eight (48) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752) in the subdivision made by The Free Congress Research and Education Foundation, 
as per plat recorded November 9, 1995, in the Office of the Surveyor for the District of 
Columbia in Liber 188 at folio 195. 

Lot 801, Square 752 (214 G Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land togeth~r with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of ColUIJlbia and beip.g more particularly 
described as follows: 

Parts of Original Lots numbered Three (3) and Five (5) in Square numbered 
Seven Hundred Fifty-two (752), described as follows: BEGINNING for the same at a 
point in the north line ofG Street, N.E., distant 33.00 feet west from the Southeast comer 
of said Lot 3, and running thence Easterly along said line of s~id Street, 16.00 feet, more 
or less , to the center of a line dividing· premises 214 G Street, N.E. and 216 G Street, 
N.E.; thence Northerly parallel with the dividing line between Lots 2 and 3, 130 feet 1 
inch; thence Westerly 16 feet; thence Southerly in a straight line toG Street and the place 
of beginning. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessrp.ent and taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred One (801) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two (752). 

Lot 804, Square_752 (206 G Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more particularly 
described as follows: 

Part of Original Lot numbered Four ( 4) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752), described as follows: BEGINNING for the same on the North line of G Street, 
78.91 feet East of the Southwest comer of said lot and square and running thence North 
60 feet; thence West 16.12 feet; thence South 60 feet to the North line ofG Street; thence 
East on G Street, 16.12 feet to the place of beginning. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation purposes as Lot 
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numbered Eight Hundred Four (804) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752). 

Lot 805, Square 752 (204 G Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more particularly 
described as follows: 

Part of Original Lot numbered Four (4) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752), described as follows: BEGINNING for the same at a point on the North line of 
''G" Street, 62.79 feet East of the Southwest comer of said lot and square and running 
thence due North 60 feet; thence due West 21.66 feet; thence due South 60 feet to the 
North line of "G" Street; thence due East on "G" Street 21.66 feet to the point of 
beginning. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred Five (805) in Square n~bered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752). 

SUBJECT to a right of way for alley pllipOses over the East 2.69 feet front by depth of 60 
feet of the property hereby described for the benefit of that part of said Lot 4 adjoining on 
the east. 

Lot 806, Square 752 (202 GStreef,_N.E.) 

All that certain lot or pa,rcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more particularly 
described as follows: 

Part of Original Lot numbered Four (4) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752), described as follows: BEGINNING for the same on the North line of G Street, 
20 feet East from the Southwest comer of said lot and square, and ru.n.ning thence North 
60 feet; thence East 21.17 feet; thence South 60 feet and thence West, along G Street, 
21.17 feet to the place of begiruring. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia. for assessment and taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred Six (806) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two (752). 

nd 
Lot 811, Square 752 (721 2 Street, N.E.) 

All those certain lots or parcels of land, together with all improvement_s thereon located, 
lying and being in the City of Wa~ington in the District of Columbia and being more 
particularly described as follows: 
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Part of Lots numbered Thirteen (13), Twenty (20) and Twenty-one (Z 1) in Square 
numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two (752) in a subdivision made by D.B. Groff, as per 
plat recorded in the Office of the Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 21 at 
folio 125, and Lot numbered Thirty-one (31) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752) in the subdivision made by D.B. Groff, as per plat recorded. in the Office of the 
Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 22 at folio 79, being more particularly 
described as follows: BEGINNING for the same at the Southwest comer of Lot 20 and 
running thence East 70.00 feet to a point; thence North 15.04 feet to a point; thence East 
I 0.00 feet to a point; thence North 15.04 feet to a point on the North line of said Lot .21; 
thence East 94.71 feet to an alley; thence South 60.163 feet along the West line of said 
alley; thence West 174.71 feet to the East line of Second Street; thence North along said 
East line of Second Street 30.083 feet to the place ofbeginning. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred Eleven (811) in SqWJ.re numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752). 

Dd 
Lot 813, Squar-e 752 (723 2 Street, N.E.) 

All those certain lots or parcels of land, together with all improvements thereon located, 
lying and being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more 
particularly described as follows: 

Part of Lot numbered Twenty (20) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752) in D.B. Groff s subdivision, as per plat recorded in the Office of the Surveyor for 
the District of Columbia in Liber 21 at folio 125, described as follows: BEGINNING for 
the same at the Southwest comer of Lot 20 and running North ajong the line of Second 

Street 15.04 feet to the center of the partition wall between premises 723 and 725 2nd 
Street; thence along the center of said partition wall and a prolongation thereof, due East 
70 feet; thence South 15.04 feet; thence West 70 feet to the place ofbeginn.ing. 

NOTE: At the date heteofthe above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred Thirteen (813) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752). 

nd 
Lot 814. Square 752 (725 2 Street, N.E.) 

All those certain lots or parcels of land, together with all improvements thereon located, 
lying and being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more 
particularly described as follows: 

Part of Lot numbered Twenty-one (21) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752) in D.B. Groff s subdivision, as per plat recorded in the Office of the Surveyor 
for the District of Columbia in Liber 21 at folio 125, described as follows: BEGINNING 
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for the same at the Southwest comer of said Lot, it being the center of the partition wall 
between premises numbered 723 and 725 2nd Street NE, and running thence North along 

nd 
the line of2 Street NE, 15.04 feet; thence East 80.00 feet; thence South 15.04 feet to a 

nd 
prolongation of the center line between premises numbered 723 and 725 2 Street NE; 
thence with the said prolongation and said center line West 80.00 feet to the place of 
beginning. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and· taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred Pourteen (814) in Square nurtlbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752). 

nd 
Lot 856, Square 752 (7272 Street, N.E.) 

All those certain lots or parcels of land-, together with all i:rnprovei1lents thereon located, 
lying and being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more 
particularly described as follows: 

Part of Original Lot numbered Seven (7) in Square numbered Seven Hundred 
Fifty-two (752), described in accordance with plat of survey filed in Survey Book 161 at 
page 483 among the Records of the Office of the Surveyor for the District of Columbia, 

described as follows: BEGINNING at a point in the East line of 2nd Street at the 
Southwest comer of said lot and running thence North along said East line 13.84 feet to 

the center of the dividing wall between 727 and 729 2nd Street NE; thence East along said 
center line of the dividing wall and a prolongation thereof, 164.71 feet to the East line of 
said lot; thence Smith along the East line 13.84 feet to the Southeast comer of said lot, 
and thence West along the South line of said Lot 164.71 feet to the place of beginning. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred Fifty-six (856) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752). 

SUBJECT TO a right of way over the following described part of original Lot 7, 
beginning for the same at a point in the South line of said Lot 7 distant 70 feet East from 
the Southwest comer of said Lot and running thence North 5 feet; thence East 94.71 feet 
to the East line of said Lot; thence South 5 feet to the South line of said Lot; thence West 
94.71 feet to the place of beginning. 

nd 
Lot 857, Square 752 (729 2 Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the Pistrict of Columbia and being more particularly 
described as follows: 
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Part of Original Lot numbered Seven (7) in Square numbered Seven Hundred 
Fifty-two (752), described as follows: BEGINNING for the same in the East line of 
Second Street, N.W., at a point distant 13.84 feet North from the Southwest comer of said 
lot, said point of beginning being the Northwest comer of land conveyed to Margaret R. 
Hunt by Deed dated May 5, 1951 and recorded in Liber 9506 at folio 32 among the Land 
Records of the District of Columbia and being also the center of the dividing wall 
between premises Nos. 727 and 729 Second Street, N.E, as shown on plat of survey 
recorded in Survey Book 161 at page 483 in the Office of the Surveyor for the District of 
Columbia; thence North along said East line of Second Street, 13.66 feet to the Southwest 
comer of land conveyed to John Moore by Deed recorded in Liber RMH 16 ~t folio 4 
among the aforesaid Land Records: thence East along the South line of said Moore's 
conveyance, 164.71 feet to the S.E. comer of said Moore's conveyance and being in the 
East line of said Lot 7; thence South 13.66 feet to the Northeast comer of said land 
conveyed to Margaret R. Hunt, as aforesaid, thence West along the North line of said 
Hunt's conveyance and along the center line of the dividing wall of premises Nos. 727 
and 729 Second Street, N.E., as aforesaid, 164.71 feet to the point ofbeginning. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation ptirposes as Lot 
numbered Eight Hundred Fifty-seven (857) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752). 

Lots 2001 and 2002, Square 752 (200 G Street, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more particularly 
described as follows: 

Part of Lot numbered Thirty-two (32) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752) in the subdivision made by Mary J. Farrell, as per plat recorded in the Office of 
the Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 33 at folio 60. 
The part of the land conveyed being more particularly designated as Unit Nos. 100 and 
200 of the "200 G STREET CONDOMINIUM", according to the Declaration of 
Condominium dated April 26, 1989 and recorded May 2, 1989 as Instrument No. 24317, 
and the By-Laws relating thereto dated April 26, 1989 and recorded May 2, 1989 as 
Instrument No. 24318, respectively, ~ong the Land Records of the District of Columbia, 
and as per plat and plans of condominium subdivision recorded in Condominium Book 
3 8 at page 13 in the Office of the Surveyor for the District of Columbia. 
NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation purposes as Lots 
numbered Two Thousand One (2001) and Two Thousand Two (2002) in Square 
numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two (752). 

TOGETHER WITH all of the appurtenances incident to said Unit, as contained in said 
Declaration of Condominium (as amended). 
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SUBJECT, HOWEVER, to all the pro~sions, restrictions, easements and conditions as 
contained in said Declaration of Condominium (as amended) and the By-Laws relating 
thereto (as amended). 

The Condominium Declaration allocates to the Condominium Unit an undivided interest 
(stated as a percentage) in the conunon elements of the Condominium. The percentage 
interest of the Condominium Unit is set forth in the Condominium Declaration (as 
amended). 

Lots 2003, Square 752 (200 GStreet, N.E.) 

All that certain lot or parcel of land together with all improvements thereon located and 
being in the City of Washington in the District of Columbia and being more particularly 
described as follows: 

Part of Lot numbered thirty-two (32) in Square numbered Seven Hundred Fifty­
two (752) in the subdivisiotl made by Mary J. Farrell, as per plat recorded in the Office of 
the Surveyor for the District of Columbia in Liber 33 at folio 60. 
The part of the land conveyed bei,ng more particularly designated as Unit No. 300 of the 
"200 G STREET CONDOMINIUM", according to the Declaration of Condominium 
dated April 26, 1989 and recorded May 2, 1989 as Instrument No. 24317, and the By­
Laws relating thereto dated April 26, 1989 and,recorded May 2, 1989 as Instrument No. 
24318, respectively, among the Land Records of the District of Columbia, and as per plat 
and plans of condominium subdivision recorded in Condominium Book 38 at page 13 in 
the Office of the Surveyor for the District of Columbia. 

NOTE: At the date hereof the above described property is designated on the Records of 
the Assessor for the District of Columbia for assessment and taxation purposes as Lot 
numbered Two thousand Three (2003) in Squate numbered Seven Hundred Fifty-two 
(752). 

TOGETHER WITH all of the appurtenances incident to said Unit, as contained in said 
Declaration of Condominium (as amended). 

SUBJECT, HOWEVER, to all the provisions, restrictions, easements and conditions as 
contained in said Declaration of Condominium {as amended) and the By-Laws relating 
thereto {as amended). 

The Condominium Declaration allocates to the Condominium Unit an undivided interest 
{stated as a percentage) in the common elements of the Condominium. The percentage 
interest of the Condominium Unit is set forth in the Condominium Declaration {as 
amended). 
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EXHIBITB 

ZONING COMMISSION ORDER NO. 05-37 
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GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICf OF COLUMBIA 
Zoning Commission 

* * * 

ZONING COMMISSION FOR TliE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
ZONING COMMISSION ORDER NO. 05-37 

Z.C. Case No. 05-37 
(ConsoUdated Planned Unit Development and Related 

Zoning Map Amendment for Station Holdings LLC at G, H, lad, and 3nt Streets, N.E.) 
January 14, 1008 

Pu.rslumt to notice, the Zoning Commission for the. District of Columbia )the "Commission") 
l:teld a public hearing on October 1, 2007, to consider applications from Station Holdings, LLC 
(the "Applicant") for consolidated review and approval of a planned unit development and 
related zoning map amendment (collectively, the ''Applications"). The Co!Jlinission considered 
the Applications pursuant to Chapters 24 and 30 of the District of Columbia Zoning Regulations, 
Title 11 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations ("i:>CMR "). The public hearing was 
conducted in accordance with the provisions of 11 DCMR § 3022. For the reasons stated below~ 
the Commission hereby approves the Applications. 

FINDINGS OF FACf 

AppUcations. Parties. and Hearings 

1. On November 22, 2005, the Applicant filed the Applications for consolidated review and 
approval of a planned unit development ("PtiD") and related zoning map amendment of 
the ·sul)ject property (the "Original PUD Submission") located between 2"'d and 3rd 
Streets, N.E., and G and H Streets, N.E (the "Site"). The Original PUD Submission is in 
the record at Exhibits 1 (PUD Submission Statement) and~ (PUD Submission Plans) and 
sought a rezorung of the Site to the C-2-B Zone District. 

2. The Applicant filed supplemental m,aterials to the Original PUD Submission on .March 
22, 2006 and further supplemented the Applications in its Prehearil)g Submis~ion on May 
15,2006 (the "Prehearing Submission"). 

3. The Commission set the case for hearing at its regularly scheduled public meeting in 
April2006. 

4414th Street, N.W., Suite 2001210-S, WashUlgton, D.C. 2000l 
Telephone: (202) 727-6311 Facsimile: (202) 727-6072 E-Mail: dcoz@dc.gov Web Site: www.dcoz.dc.gov 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 05-37
129



Z.C. ORDER NO. OS-37 
Z.C. CASE NO. 05-37 
PAGEl 

4. In July 2006, the Applicant withdrew from its scheduled zoning hearing to continue to 
~fme the project with input from the community and the Office ofP1anning ("OP''). 

5. The Applicant then filed additional materials in its Modified Preheating Submission on 
January 12, 2007, proposing to ~ne portions of the Site to the C-3-C Zone District (the 
"Modined Preheating Submission"). 

6. At its February 12, 2007, public meeting, the Commission again set the case for hearing, 
based on the proposed rezoning to the C-3-C Zone District. 

7. A hearing on the case was set for May 7, 2007. In response to further concerns raised by 
the coDllil'liliity and OP, the Applicant submitted~ letter dated April27, 2007, requesting 
a postponement of the public hearing and agreeing to participate in a mediation process 
facilitated by OP in an effort to resolve t4e outstanding issues for this project 

8. The Applicant and community representatives participated in the mediation process 
throughout the summer of 2007. 

9. Responding to the issues identified during the mediation. the Applicant filed additional 
materia,ls on September 11, 2007 and October 1, 2007, supplementing the Modified 
Preheating Submission. 

10. After proper notice, the Commission held a public hearing on the Applications on 
October 1, 2007. 

11. The Commission determinedth.e parties to the case at the October 1, 2007 public hearing. 
Parties in this case included the folio~ the Applicant; Advisory Neighborhood 
Commission ("ANC") 6C, the ANC within which the Site is located; Square 752 
Residents; and Stanton Park Neighborhood Association. The Commission denied party 
statUs to the following individuals and organizations that requested party status: ANC 6A; 
Karin Rutledge (728 3nt Street, N.E.); Sam and Sue Marullo (710 3nt Street, N.E.); 
George D. Stamas (708 3rd Street, N.E.); MaryAnn Hoadley (706 3rd Street, N.E.); Ann 
Morrison (722 3rd Street, N.E.); Leon & Kaelie Kung (734 3rd Street, NE); and Lemuel 
Jamison (714 H Street, N.E.). ANC 6A and Lemuel Jamison were denied party s~ 
because neither was proximate to the Site and thus not uniquely affected by this project. 
The other individuals requesting party status were made part of the Square 752 Residents 
party and thus did not need individual party status as well. 

I 2. ANC 6A and Stanton Park Neighborhood Association jointly filed two motions: the first 
requested that the Commission require the Applicant to submit a reviewed application to 
address § 1305.1 of the Zoning Regnlations and the second requested that the 
Commission review the Applications in a two-s~e proceeding. The Applicant 
responded to each motion with arguments as to why the moti()I)S should be denied. At 
the public hearing, Stanton Park Neighborhood Ass~iation withdrew both motions. 
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Because ANC 6A was not admitted as a party, it did not have standing to file the 
motions. 

13. The Applicant presented the following witnesses: Robert H. Braunohler of Louis Dreyfus 
Property Group, representing the Applicant; Richard Cook, architect with the flim of 
Cook+ Fox; Martin J. Wells and Chris Kabbat, traffic consultants with Martin J. Wells 
and Associates; Eric Smart, an economic benefits consultant with Bolan Smart Associates 
Inc.; and Steven Sber, Land Planner with Holland & K.l)ight Messrs. Braunohler, Cook, 
Wells, Kabbat, Smart, and Sher were accepted as experts in their respective fields. 

14. OP testified in support of the project. 

15. ANC 6C was represented by Alan Kimber and Karen Wirt. Their testimony reflected the 
unanimous support of the project with conditions as set forth in the ANC 6C teport and 
resolution, discussed in Findings 107 through 111. 

16. Stanton Park Neighborhood Association was represented by Monte Edwards, co-chair of 
the Land Use Committee. The Stanton Park Neighborhood Association testified in 
support of the settlement described in t.be medi.a#on letter prepared by Lee Quill, 
discussed in Findings 37 through 39. Mr. Edwards testified as to some concerns with the 
project, despite the designation of party status in support of the project. These concerns 
included the following: 

a. The project must comply with all guidelines and state with. which requirements it 
does not comply, which is addressed in Findings 69 through 71; 

b. The rezoning and increased height and density· must not set a precedent and 
should be granted only beca,use of this Site's unique location and characteristics, 
which is addressed in Findings 41 through 49; and 

c. The rezoning and increased height and density can be granted in this case because 
of a unique and overridjng public interest which should become the standard for 
PUDs in the Neighborhood Commercial Overlay District, which is addressed in 
Finding49. 

17. Square 752 Residents was represented by Drury Tallant, who testified on behalf of the 
group in opposition to the project The three primary points raised by this party in 
opposition included the following: 

a. Concern regarding the fragility of the houses, which is addressed in Finding 
78(bX12); 
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b. The design of the widened north-south alley as well as maintenance of access to 
the homes from this ~ley during constructio~ which is addressed in Finding 
78(b)(l) and Finding 78(b)(12); and 

c. The upzoning to C-3-C and the resulting increase in gross floor area for which 
these residents do not believe that the amenities are sufficient, which is addressed 
in Findhlgs 41 through 49 and Finding 81. 

18. ANC 6A testified in support of the project, but raised concerns regarding the ptecedential 
impact of the rezoning and raised specific design issues. These issues are addressed in 
Findings 41 thtough 49 a,nd Findings 55 through 65, Subsequent to the public hearing, 
ANC 6A submitted a letter to the Commission dated October 22, 2007, indicating that its 
position was now in opposition to the project based on specific design concerns. 

19. H Street Main Street and the Capitollijll Restoration Society each testified in support of 
the project as well as three individuals. Several letters were submitted to the record in 
support of the project, including a letter from Ward 6 Councilmember Tommy Wells. 

20. Four individuals testified iit opposition to the project, and several letters were submitted 
to the record in opposition to the project .The letters and testimony rajsed a number of 
issues, with the primary concerns being protection of adjacent existing homes and the 
height and bulk of the proposed building. 

21. At its public meeting held on November 19, 2007, the Commission took proposed action 
by a vote of 4-0-1 to approve with conditions the .Applications, including PUD plans, as 
presented at the public hearings or as part of the written record. 

22. The proposed action of the Commission was officially referred to the National Capital 
Planning Commission ("NCPC") under the terms of the District of Columbia Self­
Government and Governmental Reorganization Act. In a meeting with the Applicant, 
NCPC staff recommended modifying the project in one of three ways, including raising 
the tower embellishment at the corner of 2nd and H Streets, N.E. by four inches to resolve 
a potential issile. The Applicant agreed to this suggestio~ and therefore NCPC, by 
delegated action dated December 28, 2007, found that the Applications ~ould not have 
an adverse effect on federal interests nor be inconsistent with the C<>mprehensive Plan for 
the National Capital. 

23. In order to implement th~ resolution of this issue, the Applicant through its response to a 
request from NCPC dated January 8, 2008, and filed in the record at Exhibit 125, 
requested, and the Commission approved, a minor change to the tower element at the 
corner of 2nd and H ·Streets, N.E. This change resulted in an overall increas~ of four 
inches for the height of the tower element. · 
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24. At its public meeting held on January 14, 2008, the Comn_U,ssion re-opened the record to 
accept the Applicant's filing. The Commission took final action by a vote of 4-0-1 to 
approve the Applications including the requested change set forth in Finding No. 23. 

The PUD Site and Area 

25. The Site consists of Lots 32, 39-41,45,48, 801, 804-806, 811, 813, 814, 856, and 857 in 
Square 752 and contains 76,713 square feet of land area. the Site is currently improved 
with a parking lot at the north end and two- and three-story structures devoted to office 
purposes. 

26. The Site is situated in Ward 6, in the western half of the block bounded by 2nd, 3rd, G, and 
H Streets, N.E. The Site is lOcated at the west end of the H Street Corridor. The general 
character of the area reflects the commercial and residential uses of the H Street Corridor. 

27. The PUD Site is not a designated historic landmark nor is it within a historic district. 

Existing and Proposed Zoning 

28. The Site is currently zoned HS/C-2-B and C-2-A. The Applicant requests that the 
northwest comer of the Site, at the southeast comer of 2nd and H Streets (approximately 
27,897 square feet), be rezoned to C-3-C, with the other zone designations to be 
maintained. 

29. C-3-C zoning exists to the north of the project in the Senate Square PUD and to the west 
of the project in the Station Place POD and the North Capitol Receiving Zone west of 1st 
Street. 

30. The C-2-A Zone District is designed to provide facilities for shoppiri.g and business 
needs, housing, and mixed uses for large segments of the District of Columbia outside of 
the central core. The C-2-B Zone District is designated tO serve commercial and 
residential functions. The C-2-A Zone District permits a maximum height of 55 feet and 
a maximum density of 2.5 floor area ratio (''FAR"), of which up to 1.5 FAR may be 
devoted to non-residential uses. The C-2-B Zone District permits a maximum height of 
65 feet and a maximum density of3._5 FAR. of which up to 1.5 FAR may be devoted to 
non-~idential uses. For residential uses in the C-2-A Zone District, parking is required 
at a minimum of one space per two dwelling units. In the C-2-B Zone District, parking is 
required at a minimum of one space per three dwelling units. For retail uses in the C-2-A 
Zone District, one parking space is required for each 300 square feet of gross floor area 
and cellar floor area in excess of 3,000 square feet. In the C-2-B Zone District, one 
parking space is required for each 750 squate feet of gross floor area in excess of 3,000 
square feet. A PUD in the C-2-A Zone District may have a maximum height of 65 feet 
and a maximum density of 3.0 FAR, of which up to 2.() FAR may be devoted to non­
residential uses. A PUD in the C-2-B Zone District may have a maximum height of 90 
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feet and a _maximum density of 6.0 FAR, of which up to 2.0 fAR n:taY be devoted to non­
residential uses. 

31. The H Street Neighborhood Coiilmercial Overlay District (the "HS Overlay District") is 
applicable to the C-2-B portion of the Site only a:nd sets guidelines for development 
review through PUD and special exception proceedings. The portion of the Site included 
in the HS Overlay District is in th~ Housing Sub-district. In the HS Overlay District, 
designated retail and service uses must occupy no less than 500/o of the gross floor area of 
the ground level. The density for non-residential uses is limited to 0.5 FAR and total lot 
occupancy is permitted up to 70%. A PUD may obtain additional height and density only 
for housing or preferred uses. 

32. The C-3-C Zone District is designate<;~ to serve commercial and residential functions. 
The C-3-C Zone District permits a maximum height of 90 feet and a maximum density of 
6.5 FAR. For residential uses, parking is required at a minimum of one space per four 
dwelling units, and for retail uses, one parking space is required for each 750 square feet 
of gross floor area in excess of3,000 square feet. A PUD in the C-3-C Zone District may 
have a maximum height of 130 feet and a maximum density of 8.0 FAR. The Act to 
Regulate the Height of Buildings in tQ.e District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1910 (36 
Stat. 452, as amended; D.C. Official Code § 601.05) limits the height on this Site to a 
maximum of 110 feet. 

The PUD Project 

33. The Applicant proposes the construction of an apartment house with a maximum gross 
floor area of 389,101 square feet, including approximately 302 residential units and 
approximately 25,777 square feet of gross floor area· of ground floor retail and 
professional office use. The overall density for the project is 5.07 FAR. The retail space 
is located at the comer of 3n:l and H Street$ and along 2nd Street. The professiorud office 
space is located on the second floor, where the project meets the H Street Overpass near 
2 iKI street. 

34. The project incorporates landscaping treatment on each frontage of the project to respond 
to its immediate context. Specifically, on G Street, private gardens are introduced to 
complement the individual gardens abutting the existing row houses. Along the existing 
north-south public alley abutting the east side of the project, cotmyards have been 
incorporated· to provide front door access to residential units .. ~ese courtyards include 
landscaping, exterior furniture and benches, and an eco-pond feature. 

35. The maximum height of the project is located at the comer of 2nd and H Streets ;:ro.d is 100 
feet, as measured from the top of the middle of the curb at the front of the building on 3n:l 
Street. All references to height are based on this measuring point, unless otherwise stated 
The maximum building height including the roof structure and arcJ:rltectural tower 
element is 118.5 feet. Due to the change in grade of the overpass, the building is not 
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mote than 90 feet above the overpass at any point. The height of the building steps down 
to the east from 90 feet to 80 feet to 65 feet and final~ 55 feet at the comer of 3~ and H 
Streets. The building height also steps down along 2 Street to 55 feet and then up to 65 
feet at the com~ of G Street. Along G Street, the height steps down from 65 feet at the 
comer of 2nd Street to 45 feet adjacent to the alley. 

36. The project includes a minimum of 318 parking spaces as well as 60 tandem residential 
spaees in a below-grade parking garage, as shown on the Plans. The project includes 
loading, as shown on the Plans. Although the project abuts an exist~ north-south public 
alley along its east side, all parking and loading is accessed from 2n Street as requested 
by members of the community, especially those residing in Square 752. 

Mediatioo Committee 

37. The Applicant participated in a mediation process facilitated by OP, with Lee Quill of 
Cunningham & Quill Architects as the mediator (the "Mediator"). The mediation 
committee consisted of the following representatives: Karen Wirt, ANC 6C; Drew 
Ronnenberg, ANC 6A; Drury Tallant, Square 752 Residents; Monte Edwards, Stanton 
Park Neighborhood Association; and Gary Peterson, Capitol Hill Restoration Society (the 
"Mediation Committee"). 

38. The Applicant and its architects worked intensively with the Mediation Committee, with 
open communication and dialog through the Mediator. The project was reviewed and 
refined many times in fon;nal meetings as well as informal discussions with the 
MediatiC?n Committee, the Mediator and the community at large, especially the residents 
uf the subject square. 

39. The Mediation Committee raised concerns throughout the mediation process. These 
concerns included the following and are addressed in the Findings set forth: 

a Establishing a non-precedential impact from the rezoning, addressed in Findings 
41 through 49; 

b. Massing justificatiop and placement of height on the Site, addressed in Findings 
50 through 54; 

c, Architectural design, addressed in Findings 55 through 65; 

d. Density of the project, addressed in Findings 66 through·68; 

e. Compliance with H Street Overlay and H Street Design Guidelines, addressed in 
Findings 69 through 71; and 

f. Public benefits and project amenities, addressed in Finding 78. 
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40. These concerns were each reviewed and addressed by the Mediation Committee and 
Applicant, as set forth in the Applicant's letter to the Mediation Committee dated October 
1, 2007, and in the record at Exhibit 104. 

Rezoning to C-J.,C and Non~Precedentiallmpact of the Rezoning 

41. The Applicant requests rezoning of a portion of the Site at the comer of 2nd and H Streets, 
N.E., to C-3-C, based upon community input The rezoning allows the project to 
redistribute its mass and locate much of the mass towards the comer of zoo and H Streets, 
away from the residential buildings on G and 3ni Streets. The rezoning also provides an 
opportunity for the Applicant to create a gateway element at this western entrance to the 
H Street corridor to complement the tower across H Street to the north of the Site by 
providing additional permitted height at this comer. 

42. Although many of the community members support the additional height at this comer, 
the Mediation Committee · expressed conce_m that the proposed rezoning will set a 
precedent for future development of other properties within the H Street Overlay. 

43. The Applicant stated its view that C-3~ zoning is appropriate for the Site for the 
following reasons: 

a. Location on the East Side of 2"d Street. The Site fronts on the east side of .2nd 
Street, N.E .• which forms the dividing line between the Central EmPloyment Area 
to the west and the Capitol Hill H Street Corridor to the ~ To the west, 
including the Station Place development immediately across the street, are 
predominantly office buildings which are up to 130 feet in height and are of a 
larger scale in a commercial style of architecture. Starting at 2nd Street, including 
this Site and the Senate Square PUD across H Street, the buildings are 
predominantly residential, stepping down in height and of a finer grab:t.. This Site 
is the only place that this iminediate transition happens on H Street. It makes this 
Site the western gateway to the H Street corridor, across the street from the 
approved 110-foot tower at the northeast comer of2nd and H Streets which serves 
as the other half ~fthe gateway entrance. The rezQning of the comer of the Site to 
C-3~ provides an opportUnity for a complementary tower element creating and 
marking this in:lportan~ departure from the high-density and high-rise character of 
the Central Employment Area west of 2nd Street and the entry to the H Street 
corridor and neighborhood and reinforcing the goals of the H Street Overlay. 

b. Transit-Oriented Development. The Site is the closest residential/mixed-use site 
on H Street to the Un:ion Station Met;rorail Station, near which the H Street Plan 
and the Comprehensive Plan suggest focusing higher density mixed-use activity. 
All of the densitY on the Site is devoted either to residential use or to retail and 
services uses, which are designated as preferred uses under the H Street Overlay. 
All of the density over the matter-of-right density is used for residential use. "As 
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indicated in the plan, the proposed new development is generally divided between 
·new, larger-scale projects on vacant or underutilized sites at the western end of 
the corridor and small scale, infill development projects scattered along the entire 
corridor." The H Street N.E. Strategic Development Plan, April2003, p. 35. "The 
e8tablisbment and growth of mixed ~e center$ at Metrorail stations should be 
supported as a way to reduce automobile congestion, improve air quality, increase 
jobs, provide a range of retail goods and services, reduce reliance on the 
automobile, enhance neighborhood stability, create a stronger sense of place, 
provide civic gathering places, and capitalize on the development and public 
transportation opportunities which the stations provide." The Comprehensive 
Plan for the National Capital, District Elements, December 2006, -o 306.10. 

c. Adjacency to H Street Overpa:s_s. The Site is adjacent to the H Street Overpass~ 
As a result of this frontage, the Site along its H Street-northern frontage has a 
s~ficant- grade change (approximately 20 feet) along the H Street roadway from 
3 to where the street passes over 2nd Street Thus, although the revised tower 
element measures 100 feet in height from the meastning point on 3rd Stree~ the 
height of the entire revised H Street frontage will be no more than 90 feet above 
the surface of H Street a.Qd will have only eight stories when ·viewed· from the 
overpass. Maintaining this limitation on the height relative to the surface of H 
Street, the project reinforces the goal oflimiting heights along H Street to 90 feet 
above grade, while taking into account the slop of H Street along the site. 

d. Adjacency to C-3-C Zoned Properties. The Site is directly across the street from 
properties to the west (Station Place PUD) and the north (Senate Square PUD) 
that are already zoned C-3-C. No other property in the H Street Overlay abuts or 
directly faces any C-3-C zoned lots. 

e. Appropriate Zone Transition. The rezoning of the Site is structured so that the 
transition from the C-3-C zone into the neighborhood area happens on this Site 
and not further into the neighborhooct. The C-3-C zone is lQcated only at the 
comer of 2nd and H Streets. Within the Site, the zoning steps down from the west 
to the east, approximately mid-block on H Street, to the existing C-2-B Zone 
District, which extends to 3rd Street and into the next block. On the 2nd Street 
side of the Site, the C-3-C zone steps down from the north to the south to the 
existing C-2-A Zof\e District which extends to and across G Street. The C-2-A 
and C-2-B zones put in place as part of the H Street Overlay are maintained on all 
sides of the C-3-C-zoned portion of the project. There is no other property facing 
or abutting the C-3-C zoning. 

f. Central Employment Area. the Site abuts the boundary of the Central 
Employment Area, which follows the centerline of 2nd Street. Only two parcels 
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have these characteristics - the Site and the parcel to the immediate north that is 
being developed and is governed by an approved PUD (Senate Sqwu-e). 

g. Large Parcel Development. The Development and Design Guidelines of the H 
Street Strategic Development Plan call this site out for Type I or large parcel 
development, which can support major mixed-use development opportunities. 
The H Street Strategic Development Pla:n sets forth that larger sites in single 
ownership (such as the Site) make higher den_sity, mixed-use projects possible and 
allow a sensitive transition. "A mixed ~e development at this end of the corridor 
reinforces ·the concept of Transit-Oriented Development, the District's policy of 
focusing higher density mixed use activity nodes close to major transportation 
hubs." The H Str~ N.E. St;rategic Development Plan, April 2003, p. 33. "A 
concentration of housing at the western end of H Street will have a beneficial 
impact on the viability of small retail establishments such as traditional 'comer 
shops."' The H Street N.E. Strategic Development Plan, April 2003, p. 37. 
"Parcels near Union Station with multi-modal connectivity also increases the 
opportunity for mote dense development." The H Street N.E. Development & 
Design Guidelines, April 2003~ p~ 2. Through a unique design incorporating 
creative massing and architectural details, the density on the Site bas been 
distributed within. the height proposed to reflect the different contexts of the four 
streets on which the Site fronts and the sensitivity to relate the project to ·the 
suuiller scale of the houses which ij'ont on G and 3~'~~ Streets in the square. 
"Improve buffering and urban design transitions between the emerging office and 
high-density residenti;U corridor north of Union Station (''NoMA") and the 
adjacent row house neighborhoods of Capitol Hill. Use zoning, design guidelines, 
historic preservation review, and other measures to avoid sb.arp contrasts in scale 
and character where high density and moderate density areas abut one another." 
The Comprehensive Plan for the Nanonal Capital, District Elements, December 
2006, , 1608.16. ''Ensure that 1).~ developments ·on parcels that are larger than 
the prevailing neighborhood lot size are carefully integrated with adjacent sites. 
The Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital, District Elements, December 
2006,, 910.15. 

44. The Applicant asserted that there is no other property within the H Street Overlay which 
has the same confluence of factors cited in Findings 43(a) through 43{g), and thus the 
rezoning will not set a precedent for future development. 

45. TI1e Commission finds that the proposed rezoning is acceptable for the Site based on the 
factors described in Findings 43(a) through 43(g) and based on the Land Use designation 
and. categories set froth in the Comprehensive Plan of2006. 
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46. The Commission finds that the project provides an appropriate massing and height and 
will include appropriate transition to minimize imp~ts on the residential buildings to the 
south and the south and tbe east. 

47. The Commission finds that rezoning the Site is consistent with the purposes and 
objectives of zoning as set forth in the Zoning Enabling Act, Section 6-641.01 of the D.C. 
Code as follows: 

a. The proposed zone is not inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan, as stated in 
Finciirtgs 89 through 98; 

b. The proposed zone will not produce objectionable traffic conditions, as stated in 
Finding 105; 

c. The requested rezoning will promote tbe health and general welfare by stabilizing 
land values and facilita~ing Metro ridership; and 

d. The proposed rezoning will not lead to the overcrowding of land, as stated in 
Findings 50 through 54. 

48. The Commission finds that in approVing thi$ project, it is not approving rezoning of any 
other project The Coinii:iission willlQQk at the individ~ project and the impacts tel3ted 
to the same for each project and will make its decision acQOrdil}gly. Thus, the 
Commission finds that the proposed rezorung to C-3-C will not set a precedent for other 
projects along the H Street corridor. 

49. Tb.e Coll'l!1$sion finds that the location of the Site, tbe character of the surrounding area 
and the District's plaiming goals and objectives, inch,tding the policies for the H Street 
Overlay and those supporting transit-oriented development, support the request for C-3-C 
zoning at the comer of 2nd and H Streets on the Site. 

Massing Justification and Pla~~ID.ent of Height on Site 

50. Concerns were raised regarding the massit:lg of the project and how that relates to the 
adjacent residential community. 

51. The Applicant has set forth as a primary goal of the design the need to transition the 
project through its massing and steps in height from the larger scale development at the 
western end of the H Street corridor to the lower scale of the residential development 
along G and 3rd Streets. 

52. As a result of the mediation pro.cess, the t:ransition was further refined, the height reduced 
in numerous areas and mass of the building removed and redistributed on the Site. These 
changes included the following: 
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a Reducing the height of the building along 2nd Street by removing one floor; 
resulting in a Iila:ltimum height of 55 feet; 

b. Maintaining a ~imwn height of 65 feet along the G Street f~e and at the 
comer of 2nd and G Streets; 

c. Incorporating a stepped-down m height garden pavilion with a maximum height 
of45 feet; 

d. Reducing the maximum height along the H Street f~ to 90 feet above the 
overpass, which results in the maintenance of a perceived eight-story fa.yade along 
the H Street overpass as it descends from the raised portion of the bridge; 

e. Creating a tower element at the comer of 2nd and H Streets with an architectural 
embellishment ~xtending 18 feet above the roof to create a unique gateway to the 
H Street corridor; and 

[ Incorporating an appropriate transition down to a height of 55 feet at the comer of 
Hand 3m Streets. 

53. The massing ofthe tower element at the comer of 2nd and H Streets was further refined in 
response to comments from the Commission, reducing the height of the embellishment, 
and further emphasizi_ng the g;,~teway f~es at this comer. Tbe ove~ll height of the 
tower element was slightly refined in response to a request by NCPC. 

54. The Commission fmds that the project has been clesigned in such a way as to respond to 
the concerns raised relating to the massing and height of the project The Commission 
fmds that the massing of the project is appropriate and transitions from the larger scale 
development to the lower scale development such that there is no adverse impact on the 
surrounding area. 

Architectural Design 

55. Concerns were expressed that the project's architecture did not reflect the architectural 
language of Capitol Hill. 

56. The Mediation Committee worked closely with the ~chitects, requesting that the ~ 
each be changed to be more in keeping with the H Street Design Guidelines, including 
creating buildings with an expressed base, middle, and top and With expressed sills and 
lintels, incorporating pedestrian friendly streetscape and ground level, designing .each 
f~e to respond to its context, placing the larger mass at the gateway, and reducing the 
apparent mass of the project. 
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57. Based on the Applicant's submissions and testimony of its architect, the Applicant 
redesigned the project in an effort to respond to these various issues. 

58. The Mediator testified at the public hearing that members of the Mediation Coiiililitt~· 
were generally satisfied with the resolution of design issues by the time of the be3ring. 

59. ANC 6C, as described in Findil).g 107, voted unanimously to support the project, with 
conditions that were not related to the architectural design of the project 

60. ANC 6A, although not a party or the aff~ted ANC in this case, tiled a letter to the 
Commission dated October 22, 2007, stating concerns with the design of the comer of 3rd 
and H Street, the tower element at 2nd and H Streets, and the glassy top of the H Street 
~e. 

61. Members of the Commission expressed a concern that the project did not reflect a design 
character typical of the Washington region. The Applicant further refined the project to 
more closely reflect the influences from some of the design details on the existing 
buildings near the. project, as set forth in the Applicant's Post-hearing SubmissioQ. in the 
record at Exhibits 114 and 115. 

62. Members of the Commission also taised questions relating to the expression of the 
gateway tower at the comer of 2nd and H Streets. Specific concerns included the height 
of the architectural embellishment at this comer and the importance of creating a gateway 
with other ele~ents in addition to height 

63. In its Post-Hearing Submission, .tbe Applicant presented a redesigned gateway element at 
the comer of 2nd and H Streets. The comer tower element was lowered in height. In 
addition, details of the tower were modified to correspond to the approved design of the 
building on the north side of H Street, including materials and expression of windows 

64. The Comlilission .finds that the modifications to the gateway tower address the concerns 
raised by the Commission. The height is appropriate for the l~ation, and the tower 
elements achieves a gateway with elements other than height 

65. The Commission also finds that the architectural design as now presented is of an 
exceptional merit and that it appropriately blends within the neighborhood. The 
CoJ:Iimission finds that both its concerns as ·well as that of the Mediation Committee's 
concerns were satisfactorily addressed in revisions to the project. 

Density of Project 

66. Members of the community have consistently stated that the proposed density of the 
project was too high, since the time that the Applications were filed with the 
Commission. 
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67. The Applicant has responded many times to this concern. When origirui.lly proposed, the 
project had a proposed density of approximately 432,000 square feet of gross floor area, 
or 5. 73 FAR. The project was refmed before the initial set down in April 2006, with the 
revised design having a proposed density of approximately 422,000 square feet of gross 
floor area, or 5.5 FAR. Upon further work with the community, the size of the project 
was reduced to approximately 403,000 square feet of gross floor area, or 5.25 FAR. 
During the mediation process, additional square footage was removed from the project. 
The project as presented at the public heflling was re<luced to approximately 389,000 
square feet of gross floor~ or 5.07 FAR. The project has thus been reduced in size 
from its original density by approximately 43,000 square feet 

68. The Commission finds that the density is appropriate because there are no adverse 
impacts on the surrounding area or ~ch itnpacts have been mitigated In addition, based 
on the Site's proximity to the Union Station Metrorail, it is the most appropriate site in the 
H Street Overlay on which to place higher-denSity residential development. The 
Commission notes that the placement of density near transit opportunity is recognized in 
the H Street plan to enhance the opportunity of creating a unique multi-modal center. 

Comulianee with B Street Overlay and B Street Design Guidelines 

69. Concerns were raised as to whether the project's design complies with the H Street 
Overlay and the 4esign guidelines oftb.e H Street N.E. Strategic Developll).ent Plan. 

70. The Applicant submi~d summaries of the project's compliance with both the H Street 
Overlay and the design guidelines of the H Street N .E. Strategic Development Plan as 
Tabs Band C to the Applicant's Post-hearing Submission, in the record at Exhibit 114. 
These summaries indicate that the project- complies in all respect with a few exceptions. 
The exceptions are noted therein and involve unique conditions to the Site which make 
compliance impossible or not desirable. Most of these unique conditions are a result of 
the raised-nature of the H Street overpass and the fact that the grade chang~s by 
approximately 20 feet from the western edge to the eastern edge of that ~de. Other 
areas of noncompliance include the special characteristics of this site (such as the 
designation of this project as the one-half of the gateway to the H Street corridor) and 
community requests (such as prohibition on use of the alley for loading and parking 
access). 

71. The Commission finds that the areas of non-compliance and the attendant flexibility 
required from the Zoning Regulations can be granted when balanced with the public 
benefits and project amenities proffered for this project. 

Increased Density for a PUD in the B Street Overlay 

72. Concerns were also raised as to whether the Neighborhood Commercial Overlay District 
("NC Overlay"), within which the H Street Overlay is contained, limits the ability to 
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increase matter-of-right height and FAR limits. Specifically § 1305.1 of the Zoning 
Regulations, the general NC Overlay provision states that these matter-of-right heights 
and densities shall serve as guidelines for PUDs. 

73. The Applicant noted that of the specific provision of the NC Overlay that applies to 
PUDs within the H Street Overlay provides for additional height and density above tbat 
permitted as a matter-of-right for PUDs within tlie H Street Overlay so long as it is used 
only for housing or preferred uses. (11 DCMR § 1326.1.) These specific allowances 
apply in lieu of the general restriction. 

74. The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with the specific standard of 
§ 132(;: 1 of the Zoning Regulations applicable to properties in the H Street Overlay, in 
that all of the density over the matter-of-right limitation for the three zone districts 
included within the project is devoted to residential use. 

Development Flexibility and hlcentives 

75. The Applicant requests the following areas of flexibility from the C-2-A, HS/C-2-B, 
C-3-C, and PUD standards: 

a H Street Overlay: There ate several areas of noncompliance with § 1324, 
including the following: 

(1) Section 1324.2 requires that buiidings shall be designed, and built so that 
no less than 75% of the streetwall(s) to a height of not less than 25 feet 
shall be constructed tc;> the property line abutting the street right-of-way. 
Approxinlately 55% of-the proposed building that fronts H Street is built 
to the property line. The Tower portion of the H Street frontage. is setback 
14 feet to allow for a pedestrian Stair conneetion between 2nd and H 
Streets. 

(2) Section 1324.4 .states that iQ. the C-2 Zone Districts within the HS Overlay 
DiStrict, a 700/o residential lot occupancy shall be permitted. The project 
has a lot occupan~y of 83% in the C-2-B portion of the Site and has an 
overall lot occupancy of73%. 

(3) Section 1324.8 requires each new building on H Street to devote not less 
than 5001o of the surface area of the streetwall at the ground level to display 
windows having clear or clear/low-emissivity glass, e~cept for decorative 
or architectund accent, and to entrances to commercial uses or to the 
building. Tbe project does not comply with this requirement due to the H 
Street overpass. As the bridge slopes up, the sidewalk does not meet 
grade after a distance of approximately 20 feet. The comer of H and 3ni 
Street and the entrance at the western end of the building will have clear 
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display windows as per the requirement in § 1324.8 for a distance of 
approximately 40 feet, or approximately 12% of the streetwal.l. 

( 4) Section 1324.11 requires that buildings be designed so as not to preclude 
an entrance every 40 feet on average, for the linear frontage of the 
building, excluding vehicular entrances, but including entrances to ground 
floor uses and the main lobby. The portion of the project fronting H Street 
does not comply due to the H Street Overpass. 

b. Roof Structure: The Roof Structure regulations require a roof structure to be set 
back a distance equal to its height and to have walls of equal height. The 
Applicant requests relief from these requirements. Due to the narrowness of the 
pavilions and the requirements of the mechanical systems, some of the peQ.thouses 
are not able to meet the required setback. A$ well, in an effort to reduce their 
visibility, some ofthe roof structures do not have walls of equal height. 

76. As part of the PUD, the Commission may grant such flexibility without the need for 
special exception approval from the Board of Zoning Adjustment or compliance with the 
special exception standards that might otherwise apply. The Commission has done so in 
this case, which represents a form of zoning flexibility. 

PubHe Beuefits and Projed Amenities 

77. The project incorporates the following public benefits and project amenities: 

a. Housing and Affoi'dtlble Housing(§ 2403.9(/)). The project provides over 300 
units of new residential development and approxitru:itely 20,570 square feet of 
gross floor area devoted to affordable ho11$ing. The total amotmt ·of affordable 
housing is calculated as 15% of the bonus 4ensity (i.e., the increase of gross floor 
area resulting from the PUD). 

The Zoning Commission finds that the provision of additional housing and 
affordable housing are valuable community benefits of the PUD that should be 
~0~~00. . 

b. Specitd Value to the Neighborhood(§ 2403.9(/)). The Applicant proposes several 
amenities which will provide special value to the neighborhood, includ.ing the 
folJowing: 

(I) Improvements to the North-South Alley System. The Applicant will 
construct a north-south alley with a Width of 20 feet tQ replace the existing 
10-foot wide public alley, in accordance with District Department of 
Transportation ("DDOT'') standards. The Applicant will pay for and 
install the sewer infrastructure in the newly constructed north-south alley 
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to allow connection to future alley structures built by the residents of the 
3rd Street townhouses. In addition, the Applicant will seek ~proval .from 
the District to dedicate the portion of the new 20-foot wide alley .that is 
currently on pnvate property for public alley purposes. This dedication of 
private land is contingent upon the D.C. Council's acceptance of such 
dedication. 

(2) Contribution for East-West Alley: Assuming that all other owners of 
property that abut the east-west public alley behind the north side of the 
200 block of G Street,. N.E. sign an application to close the alley, the 
Applicant has agreed to sign such application and support the. proposed 
closing. The Appliamt wijl contribute up to a maximUD:l of $15,000 to 
implement .a beautification and work plan agreed to by all of the property 
owners abutting the alley to be closed. In the event that the east-west alley 
is not closed and the Applicant has not expended any of the $15,000 for 
beautification projects, the Applicant agrees to repave and re-lamp the 
existing east-west alley, up to a cost of$15,000, subject to Ute approval of 
DDOT. 

(3) Improved Fencing Along H Street. The Applicant shall pay for and install 
improved, more aesthetic fencing along the H Street overpass in front of 
Capitol Place, subject to approval by DDOT, including tbe Public Space 
Division. 

(4) Public Stairway and Sidewalk from H Street Overpass tor' Street. the 
Applicant shall provide a public stairway and sidewalk from the H Street 
overpass to 2nd Street on Capitol Place property, subject to approval·by 
DDOT, including the Public Space DivisiOn. 

(5) Improvements Below H Street Overpass. The Applicant will install brick 
and granite pavers and improved lighting under the H Street overpass on 
the east side of 2~ Street for pedestrian circulation and potential market 
use, subject to approval by DDOT, including the Public Space Division. 

( 6) Contribution to Microgrant Programs. The Applicant will . fund two 
micro-grant programs for the benefit of the neighborhood. The first 
program will be funded with $150,000 whereby neighboring property 
owners within Squares 752,753,777, and 778 can apply for a grant for the 
purpose of making repairs and improvements to. the portions of their 
homes which are within public space or viewed from public space. The 
second prognmi will be funded with $80,000 whereby property owners 
only Within Square 752 can apply for a grant for the purpose of ma.kjng 
energy efficient and other upgrades to their homes, as approved by the 
Capitol Hill Restoration Society ("CHRS"). Both micro-grant programs 
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will be administered by CHR.S. The Applicant shall pa:y a total 
administration fee of $20,000 to CHRS for its role as administrator of 
these two micro-grant programs. 

(7) Contribution to H Street Main. Street. The Applicat).t wi.ll contribute 
$150,000 to H Street Main Street to be used for the Clean and Safe 
Program. In the evept that the Clean and Safe Program has not been 
instituted within 12 months ~m the date of the certificate of occupancy 
and the escrowed money has not been released to H Street Main Street, the 
Applicant will notify ANC 6C, which will prepare a proposed alternative 
use for this money to benefit the H Street corridor. 

(8) Participation in Clean and Safe Program. The Applicant will participate 
in H Street Main Street's Clean and Safe Program based on a formula 
derived of the project's pro-rata share a8 calculated with the rest of the H 
Street area that will be .Participating, provided that the <;::apitol Place 
project is legislatively removed from the Capitol Hill BID. 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

Sidewalk Improvements. The Applicant will replace the sidewalk, curb, 
and gutter along the west side of 3rd Street between H and G Streets l:llld 
along the north side of G Street benyeen 2nd and 3rd Streets, subject to 
approval by DDOT, including the Public Space Division. 

Project Amenities Offered to Neighborhood. The Applicant will provide 
the option for' occupants and owners of property in Sqll$"e 752 to purchase 
a membership for access to the health club at Capitol Place. In addition, 
the Applicant will provide the option for neighborhood residents to rent 
parking spaces in the project's below-grade garage, subject to availability, 
with preference being given to occupants and owners of property within 
Square752 

Improved Fencing in Square_ 753. The Applicant will replace the chain 
link fencing a,roun4 the parking lot in Square 753 with galvanized steel 
fencing, subject to the approval of the owner of that property. 

Construction Management Plan. The Applicant will abide by a 
construction management plan intended to minimiZe potential adverse 
impacts resulting from the construction of the project. 

Some re$ident,s of Square 752 expressed concern as to whether their homes and 
property would be protected during the constructioiJ. of the project. · At the public 
hearing, the Applicant subr:nitted a detailed construction management plan that it 
believed addressed many of these concerns. The Applicant cqntinued to work 
with the community and submitted, as part of its Post-Hearing Submission, a 
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further updated Construction Management Plan. the Construction Mam1gement 
Plan proposed preconstruction surveys for · adjacent s~ctures, provisions for 
com;truction monitoring, and provisions for alley access during construction. The 
Commission finds that this revised co~ction management plan addresses those 
concerns raised durfug the public hearing. Furthermore, ANC 6C indicated in its 
post-hearing subntission that the revised construction management plan satisfied 
its concerns relating to construction management 

The Commission finds tha~ these many benefits and amenities constitute uses of 
special value to the neighborhood and finds that these amenities can be considered 
in the required balancing test 

c. E~Wironmental Beneji1s (§ 2403.9(h)). The Applicant has agreed to develop the 
project to achieve U.S. Green Building Council LEED Silver Certification under 
the LEED-NC v2.2 guidelines. The Applieant shall post a bond, letter of credit, 
escrow account, or other similar security ("Secmity") prior to the isS\ia(lce of a 
certificate of occupancy for the project, in an amotint equal to 1% of the 
construction cost for the project as identified on the building permit application. 
When the project achieves LEED Silver Certification, the Security shall be 
released to the Applicant. In the event that the Applicant does not achieve LEED 
Silver Certification for the project within two years of the date of the certificate of 
occupancy for the project, the Security Will be released to the District 

The Commission finds the LEBO Certification, ipcJuding the associated 
sustainable design features, to be an ~portant environmental benefit and thus 
accepts the amenity as one to consider for this project. 

d. Transportation Management Met1Sures (§ 240J.9(c)). The Applicant has agreed 
to a vari~ty of transportation management measures, including the following: 
inclusion of two car-:sbaring parking spaces in the below-grade parking garage; 
payment of up to $25 for the application fee or a portion of the annual 
membership fee for a car-sharing program (or the initial purchaser or renter of a 
residential unit in the project; issuance of a $50 Metro Smartcard pass to the 
initial purchaser ot renter of a residential unit in the project; inclusion of at least 
85 bicycle parking spaces on-site; and offer of a ten percent discount on one 
parking space to the purchaser or renter of each affordable housing unit. 

e. Employment IJIUl Training Opportunities(§ 2403.9(e)). The Applicant wil_l enter 
into a First Source Employment Agreement with the Depa.rt:ment of Employment 
Services ("DOES''). Under this Agreement, the Applicant will be required to use 
DOES as its first source to fill all new jobs created as a result of the construction 
of the project. In addition, the Applicant will make best efforts to fill at least 51% 
of these newly created jobs, apprentice and trainee positions with District 
residents. 
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The Applicant has also committed to make a bona fide effort to utili~ Local, 
Small or Disadvantaged Business Enterprises ("LSDBE") certified by the D.C. 
Local Business Opportunity Commission (''LBOC") in order . to a~hieve, at a 
minimum, the goal of 35% pa,rticipation in tile contracted development costs in 
connection with design, development, and construction of the project. 

78. The Commission finds that the amenities have been tailored to specifically address items 
ar1d programs within the iJpmediate neighborhood, and the overall package was created 
as a result of community discussion and input. 

79. The Mediation Committee requested additional information and confirmation of deW}s 
regarding the amenities at the end of the medi@.t.ion process. The Appli~t provided this 
requested information in its Updated Amenities Summary dated October l, 2007 in the 
record at Exhibit 100. Based on this summary, questions and comments from members 
of the Mediation Committee were raised at the public hearing. These included additional 
information regarding the micro-gtant program, confirmation as to the structure of the 
contribution of $150,000 to H Street Main Street, and additional commitments for the 
construction management plan. Each of .those issues were addressed in the Applicant's 
Post-Hearing Submission, in the record at Exhibit 113. The Commission finds that each 
of the issues related to the amenities package raised during the public hearing was 
responded to in the Applicant's Post-Hearing Submission and have been acceptably 
incorporated herein. 

80. The Commission fmds that the relative value of the project @Illeni~ies and public benefits 
offered is sufficient given the degree of development incentives requested and any 
potential adverse effects. The Commission finds tbat the benefits and amenities are 
accepUJ.ble to be incl1,1ded as part of the balancing test required in§ 2403.8 of the Zoning 
Regulations and deserve recognition as a benefit and amenities of the PUD. 

Compliance with PliD Standards 

81. The Applications comply with the standards for a PUD set forth in Chapter 24 of the 
Zoning Regulations. 

82. The Commission finds that the project offers a high level of public benefits and project 
amenities. When compared with the amount of development flexibility requested and 
project impacts, the Applications satisfy the balancing test required in § 2403.8 of the 
Zoning Regulations. 

83. The PUD Site area is approximately 76,713 square feet in land area, which exceeds the 
minimum~ requirement of 15,000 square feet for a PUD in the C-2-A, C-2-B, or 
C-3-C Zone Districts, in accordance with§ 240l.l(c) of the Zoning Regulations. 
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84. The project has been evaluated under the PUD guidefules for the C-2-A, C-2-B, and 
C-3-c Zone Districts. The project is within the permitted height and FAR. The height 
and mass have been sculpted to sensitively respond to the immediate context of the 
neighborhood. 

85. The Applicant's proffered two mitigation items for potential impacts to historic 
preservation: 

a. Professional Survey of Property. The Applicant will donate $83,500 to CHRS for 
the purpose of completing a professional survey of properties for inclusion in a 
possible future extension of the Capitol Hill Historic District, which would 
include properties located within the twenty-six blocks comprised of 2nd to 15th 
Streets, N.E., and F to H Streets, N.E., not including the Site or properties within 
the.H Street Overlay. 

b. Survey of Buildings On-Site. The Applicant will survey and document those 
potentially eligible structures to be demolished within the Site, in accorc:bmce with 
certain standards for documentation. 

86. The Commission finds that these two proffers mitigation any potential adverse impacts 
on historic preservation for the surrounding community. 

87. The CQmmission finds that the impact of the project on the surrounding area on the 
operation of city services and. facilities is not unacceptable. 

Consistency With Comprehensive Plan 

88. At the time the Applications were filed, the govern.jng comprehensive plan waS the 
Comprehensive Plan of 1998. The Applicant, in its PUD Submission, set forth in detail 
the project's consistency with that plan. · 

89. On March 12, 2007, the Compre~ensive Plan of 2006 came into effect and became the 
governing document The Applicant's exPert witness testified in d.etail and submitted a 
report to the Commission, in the record at Exhibit 99. regarding the project's compliance 
with the Comprehensive Plan of 2006. 

90. The Future La:hd Use Map of the Comprehensive Plan of 2006 designates the Site for 
Medium-Density ResidentiaVModerate-Density CommercialiLocal Public Facilities. The 
Medium-Density Residential designation defines neighborhoods or areas where mid-rise 
(i.e., four to seven stories) apartment buildings are the predominant use. The Moderate­
Density Commercial designation defmes shopping· and service ar~ that are somewhat 
more intense in scale and character than the low-density commercial areas. The project is 
consistent with this designation. 
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91. The Generalized Policy Map of the Co:Q:tprebensive Plan of 2006 includes tbe Site in the 
Main Street Mixed-Use Corridor, which has a common feature of pedestrian-oriented 
environment with. tra4itional storefronts and many with upper story residential or office 
uses. The project is consistent with this designation. 

92. the Land Use Element (Chapter ·3) of the Comprehensive Plan of 2006 sets forth the 
importance of a focus on transit-oriented and corridor development, which is a central 
theme throughout many elements of the plan. The Comprehensive Plan of 2006 
recognizes the impo~e of fully capitalizing on tbe investment made. in Metrorail and 
sta.tes that this requires better use of~ land surrounding transit stations and along transit 
corridors. The plan further states that much of the city's plannblg during the last five 
years has focused on making better use of transit ~- The plan sets forth certain 
principle~ for management of these lands, including the following: a preference for 
housing above ground floor retail uses; a preference for diverse housing type~, including 
both market-rate and affordable housing units; a priority on attractive, pedestrian-friendly 
design; and a stepping down of densities away from each station. 

93. The Commission finds that the Comprehensive Plan of 2006 describes and discusses the 
principles of transit-oriented development in LU-1.3 and more specifically in § 306.4 
which identifies the core principles for development of land around all of the District's 
neighborhood stations. The Comiilission finds that based on these provisions, this project 
is consistent with and furthers the principles of transit-oriented development in the 
Comprehensive Plan of 2006. 

94. The Comprehensive Plan of 2006 ·atso stresses the critical housing issues facing the 
District, including, among other things, ensuring housing affordability, fostering housing 
production, and promoting borne ownership. The new Housing Element recommends 
providing zoning incentives to developers proposing to build affordable housing, which 
should be considered as a public benefit for the purposes of granting density bonuses 
when new development is proposed. The project is an ideal candidate for these 
incentives. 

95. The Capitol Hill Area Element within which the Site is located silpports growth in the 
commercially-zoned areas of the Capitol Hill Planning Area, ~ith particular emphasis on 
the H Street/Benning Road corridor. Policy CH-1.1.4 continues to state that mixed use 
development combining ground floor retail and upper story residential uses should be 
supported in this area, along with str~tscape improvements that improve the visual and 
urban design qualities and eQhance pedestrian, bus, and auto circulation. 

96. The H Street/Benning Road Policy Focus Area of the Cat>itol Hill Area Element supports 
the revitalization of the H Street corridor in a manner that is consistent with the. 2003 H 
Street Strategic Development Plan. The H Street Strategic Development Plan includes 
the Site in the Western Gateway "tJiban living" district, which is intended for medium to 
high density residential development with limited ground floor retail uses. 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 05-37
129



Z.C. ORDER NO. 05-37 
Z.C. CASE NO. OS-37 
PAGE%3 

97. The Coo:unission finds that the project is not inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan 
of2006, including the Future Land Use Map, the Generalized Policy Map, and the text. 

Office of Plann~g 

98. By OP's report dated September 21, 2007, in the record at Exhibit 94 (the "OP Report"), 
and through testimony presented at the public hearing, OP recommended approval of the 
Applications based on the work done at that point through the mediation process and 
subject to further minor revision and clarification by the mediation team prior to the 
public hearing. 

99. The OP Report sJ}ecifically found that the amenities offered by this project are 
commensurate With the additional density being sought 

100. The OP Report also noted the great progress that had been made to the project a8 a result 
of the mediation process and the Applicant's willingness to engage the commUnity and 
address concerns in a productive manner. 

10 l. The OP Report concluded that the project was not inco~istent with the Comprehensive 
Plan ~d recommended that the project be approved. 

102. At the public h®rlng, Travis Parker of OP testified that OP continued to support the 
project, noting that it was supportive of the architectural design as well as the amenities 
and benefits proffered as part of the project. 

103. The CoDlDlission finds the OP Report and the testimony ofOP persuasive in its decision 
to approve the Applications. 

District Department of Transportation 

104. DDOT filed a report dated M~y 7, 2007, in the record at Exhibit 50. in support of ·the 
project (the "PDOT Report"). The DDOt Report stated that DDOT supports the 
community and public space improvementS. The DDOT Report also stated that the 
project traffic can be adequately accommodated by the existing t.ransportation network. 

105. The Co~ion finds that based on DDOT's recoinmendation, the project will have no 
adverse traffic impacts. The Commission further finds that the parkiri.g provided for retail 
uses is ~fficient per the Zoning Regulations. 

ANC 6C Reoort and. Testimony 

106. By letter dated September 26, 2007, iD the record at Exhibit 106. ANC 6C indicated that 
it voted to support the application by a vote of 8-0-0. The vote of support was 
conditioned upon the following: 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 05-37
129



Z.C. ORDER NO. 05-37 
Z.C. CASE NO. 05-37 
PAGE24 

a. The ANC strongly petitioned the Commission to specifically state in its order the 
specific justifications for increased height and density and that any such increase 
be based on the unique characteristics of the Site, especially the presence of the H 
Street overpass, the design of the project, especially relative to the height above 
the H Street overpass, the goal of providing a gateway to H Street and the 
surrounding neighborhood and t;he desired characterl.$ti,Cs of a transit-oriented 
development; 

b. The Applica.ilt provide a commitment in Writing 1fult the construction management 
plan specifically include certain commitments, as identified therein; 

c. Com_missioner Kimber, the single member district representative, be vested with 
the authority to decide whether or not the final detail for height and density 
justification, construction ·management, amenities and design adequately address 
these issues prior to the public heating; and 

d. The Applicant shall provide a copy of each of its required monthly reports for the 
First Sou,rce Employm.ent Agreement and Memorandum of Understanding for 
LSDBE to ANC 6C. 

107. ANC 6C, through the single-member district representative Alan Kimber, testified in 
support of the project, raising the following additional issues and concerns: 

a. The excess residential parking provided as part of this project was very important 
to the conuriunity as it would a(ldress the concern that community members had 
regarding parking overflow onto residel)tial streets; 

b. ANC 6C requested additional details, including the timing for payment, regarding 
the micro-grant programs and the contribution to the Clean arid Safe Program; and 

c. ANC 6G wanted further eval~ion of the construction management plan, 
especially with respect to protection of the adjacent row hoti.seS. 

108. ANC 6C submitted a supplemental letter dated October 22, 2007, in the record at Exhibit 
113 ("ANC 6C Supplemental Letter"), indicating that ANC 6C was satisfied with the 
amenities and construction management plan offered by the Applicant. ANC 6C 
concluded that it supports the upzoning and PUD application. 

109. The Commission fmds that the issues and concerns raised by ANC 6C have been fully 
addressed thro~ghout this order, and the Commissions finds· that all of the issues and 
coneerns have been addressed or resolved. Specifically, the Conimission finds that the 
specific issues and concerns have been resolved as follows: 
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a. The requested rezoning and accompanying increase in height and density are 
justified by the unique aspects of the location of the Site within the H Street 
Overlay, as set forth in Findings 41 through 49; 

b. The Applicant committed to elements of construction management, as set forth in 
Tab E of the Applicant's Post-Hearing Submission in the record at Exhibit 114, as 
set forth in Findln~ 78(b)(12); - - - -

c. The Applicant will provide copies of all reports required to be filed with the 
District related to the First Source Employment Agreement and the Memorandum 
of Understanding for Local, Small and Disadvantaged Businesses, as set forth in 
Condition 22 and 23; 

d. The project contains excess residential parking in order to address concerns 
relating to spill-over parking in the neighborhoOd, as set forth in Finding 36 and is 
offering parking to neighborhood residents, as set forth in Finding 78(b)(10); and 

e. The Applicant provided additional details, including the timing for payn;tent, 
regarding the micro-grant programs and the contribution to the Clean and Safe 
Program. 

110. The Colfimission afforded the views of ANC ·6c the "great weight" to which they are 
entitled. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. Pursuant to the Zoning Regulations, the PUD process is designed to encourage high­
quality development that provides public benefits. (11 DCMR § 2400.1.) The overall 
goal of the PUD process is to permit flexibility of development and other incentives, 
provided that the PuP project "offers a commendable number or quality of public 
benefits, and that it protects· and advances the public health, safety, welfare, and 
convenience." (11 DCMR § 2400.2.) 

2. Under the PUD process of the Zoning Regulations, the Commission has the authority to 
consider this application as a consolidated PUD. The Commission may impose 
development conditions, gttidelines, and stail9ards which may exceed or be less than the 
matter-of-right standards identified for height, density, lot occup8ncy, parkin& loading, 
yards, and courts. The CoJJllllission may also approve uses that are permitted as special 
exceptions and would otherwise reqtJire approval by the Board of Zoning Adjustment 

3. The development of this project carries OIJt the purposes of Chapter 24 of the Zoning 
Regulations to encourage the development of well-planned developments which will 
offer a variety of building types with more ~un..ctive and efficient overall planning and 
design, not achievable under matter-of-right development. 
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4. The proposed PUD meets the minimum area requirements of§ 2401.1 of the Zoning 
Regulations. 

5. The PUD is within the applicable he~ght, bulk, and den~ity standards of the Zoning 
Regulations and the height and density will not cause a significant adverse impact on any 
nearby properties. Residential use with ground floor retail is appropriate for the Site. 
The size and scale of the project are appropriate for the Site, as the project has been 
appropriately designed to respect the surrounding areas. The impact of the project on the 
surrounding area is not unacceptable. 

6. The Applications can be approved with conditions to ensure that the potential adverse 
effects on the surrounding area from the development will be mitigated. 

7. The n\J,Illber and quality of the project benefits and amenities offered are a more than 
sufficient trade-off for the flexibility and development incentives requested. 

8. Approval of the Applications is approp~te because the project is consistent with the 
present and future clw:acter of the area. 

9. Approval of the Applications is not inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

10. The Commission is required under D.C. Official Code§ 1':"309.iO(d)(3)(A) to give great 
weight to the affected ANC's recoiillilendations. The Commission has ca,refully 
considered ANC 6C's position and· has responded to or addressed each of its issues and 
concerns. 

11. the approval of the Applications will promote the orderly developt;nent of the PUD Site 
in confoqnity with the entirety oftbe District of Columbia zone plan·as embodied in the 
Zoning Regulations and Zoning Map of the District of Columbia 

12. The re~oning of a portion of the POD Site to C-3-C is consistent with the purposes and 
objectives of zoning as set forth in the Zoning Enabling Act, o:c. Official Code 
§ 6-641.01. 

13. Notice was provided in aceotdance with the Zoning Regulations and applicable case law. 

14. The Applications are subject to compliance with the provisions of the D.C. Human 
Rights Act of 1977 (D.C. Law 2-38, as amended, D.C. Official Code § 2-1401.01 et m!J. 

15. The Commission is required under § 5 of the Office of Zoning Independence Act of 
1.990, effective September 20, 1990 (D.C. Law 8-163, D.C. Official Code §6-623.04) to 
give great weight to OP's recommendations, as reflected in finding of fact paragraphs 95 
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to 100 above. For the reasons stated above, the Commission concurs in OP's 
recommendation for approval and concurs in this recommendation. 

DECISION 

In consideration of the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law contained in this order, the 
Zoning Commission for the District of Columbia orders APPROVAL of the Applications for 
consolidated review of a Planned Unit Development and for a related Zoning Map amendment 
for a portion of the Site to C-3-C. This appTQval is subject to the following guidelines, 
conditions, and standards: 

1. The PUD shall be developed substantially in accordance with the plans prepared by Cook 
+Fox, dated November 5, 2007, in the record at Exhibit 122 and as modified by the plans 
prepared by Cook+ Fox, dated December 19, 2001, in the record at Exhibit 125, as 
modified by the guidelines, conditions and standards herein (collectively, the "Plans"). 

2. The PUD shall be a residential project, containing a maximum of 389,101 square feet of 
gross floor atea and including approximately 302 residential units and approximately 
25,777 square feet of gross floor area devoted to ground floor retail and second floor 
professional office space. Tbe JI:?.und floor retail shall be generally located at the comer 
of3rd & H Streets and along 2 Street toG Street. The maximum density of the project 
shall be 5.07 FAR. 

3. The maximum height of the building shall be 100 feet at the comer of 2nd and H Streets, 
with steps in heights and set b~ks as shown on the Plans. The project may include 
architectural embellishments and roof structures with the setbacks as shown on the Plans. 

4. The project .shall include a minimum of 318 parking spaces in the below-grade parking 
garage as well as 60 tandem residential parking space. The project shall provide loading 
as shown on the Plans. 

5. The Applicant shall provide approximately 20,570 square f~t of gross floor area devoted 
to affordable housing units. The total amount of.affordable housing constructed shall be 
equal to 15% of the bonus residential density (i.e., the increase of gross floor area 
resulting from the PUD) and is thus subject to change based on the final total increase. 
The details of the affordable housing program are set forth iil Tab l of the Updated 
Amenities Summary dated October l, 2007, in the record at Exhibit 100. The Applicant 
shall have the flexibility to make minor modifications to the affordable housing program, 
so l<>ng as the total @II).ount of ldfordable housmg does not fall below 15% of the bonus 
residential density. The affordable uniw shall be reserved for households making no 
more than 80% of the Area Median Income. In addition, the Applicant shall offer a I 0% 
discount on one parki.IJ,g space to the purchaser.or rentet of each affordable housiil.g unit. 
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6. The Applicant shall obtain LEED Silver Certification for the project. The Applicant shall 
post a bond, letter of credit, escrow account, or other similar security ("Security") prior to 
the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the project, in an amount equal to 1% of the 
construction cost for the project as ideQ.tified on the building permit application. When 
the project achieves LEED Silver Certification, the Secmity shall be released to the 
Applicant. In the event that the Applicant does not achieve LEED Silver Certification for 
the project within two years of the date of the certificate of occupancy for the project, the 
Security will be released to (Jle District 

7. The Applicant shall construct a north7soutb alley with a w~dth of 20 feet to replace the 
existing 1 0-foot wi4e public alley, in accordance with DDOT standards. The Applicant 
shall pay for and install the sewer infrastructure in the newly constructed north-south 
alley to allow connection to future alley structures built by the residents of the 3rd Street 
townhouses. The alley · shall be constructed and the below-grade improvements 
completed prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the project. In addition, 
the Applicant shall seek approval from the District to dedicate the portion of the new 20-
foot wide alley that is curren~ly on private property for public ·alley purposes. This 
dedication of private land is contingent upon the D.C. Council's acceptance of such 
dedication. Upon recordation of a plat dedicating the land for public alley purposes to 
establish the 20-foot public alley, the project shall be permitted to have a maximum 
density of 5.21 FAR of the reduced land area of the Site, with the design and size of the 
building to be as shown on the Plans. 

8. AsSUIIling that all other owne~ of property that abut the east-west public alley behind the 
north side of the 200 block of G Street, N.E. sign an application to close the alley, the 
Applicant shall sign such application and support the proposed c~osing. the Applicant 
shall contribute up to a ~imum of $15,000 to implement a beautification and work 
plan agreed to by all of the property ownex:s abutting the alley to be closed. The 
Applicant shall maiQ.tain the funds until such tim~ as all of the property owners agree to 
the beautification and work plan and invoices are submitted for payment of work 
authorized by the plan. In the event that the east-west alley is not closed and the 
Applicant has not expended any of the $15,000 for beautification projects, the Applicant 
agrees to repave andre-lamp the existing east-west alley up to a cost of$15,000, subje~t 
to the approval ofDDOT. 

9. The Applicant shall pay for and install improved, more aesthetic fencing along the H 
Street overpass in front of Capitol Place, subject to approval by DDOT, including the 
Pl,Jblic Space Division and generally in accordance with that shown in the Applicant's 
Post-Hearing Submission in the record at Exhibit 115. 

10. The Applicant shall provide a public stairway and sidewalk from the H Street overpass to 
2nd Street on Capitol Place property, subject to approval by DDOT, including the Public 
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Space Division, ~d as generally shown in Tab 6 of the Updated Amenities Summary 
dated October l, 2007, in the record at Exln"bit 1.00. 

11. The Applicant shall fund a micro-grant program with $150,000 whereby neighboring 
property owners within Squares 752, 753, 777, and 778 can apply for a grant for the 
pllrpose of" making repairs ~d improvements to the portions of their homes whi~h are 
within public space or viewed from public space. The Applicant shall also fund an 
additional micro-grant program with $.80,000 whereby property owners only within 
Square 752 can apply for a grant for the purpose of making energy efficient and other 
upgrades to their homes, as approved by CHRS. Both micro-grant programs will be 
administered by CHRS. The, Applicant shall pay a total administration fee of $20,000 to 
CHRS for its role a8 administrator of these two tnicro-giant programs. The Applicant 
shall donate these funds and pay the administration fee prior to the issuance of a building 
pennit for the project. 

12. The Applicant shall replace the sidewalk, curb, and gutter along the west side of3rd Street 
between H and G Streets and along the north side of G Street between 2nd and 3rd Streets, 
subject to approv;U by DDOT, includjng the Public Space Division. 

13. The Applicant shall replace the chain link fencing around the parking lot in Square 753 
with galvanized steel fencing, generally as shown in Tab 9 of the Updated AmeQ.ities 
Summary dated October 1, 2007,, in the record at Exhibit 100, subject to the approval by 
the owner of that property. Assuming approval by the owner of that property, this 
construction shall be completed prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the 
project 

14. The Applicant shall install brick and gtanite pavers and improved lighting under the H 
Street overpass on the east side of 200 Street for pedestrian circulation and potential 
market use, subject to approval by I:> DOT, including the PQ.blic Space Division. 

15. The Appli~t shall provide the option for occupants and owners of p~perty in Square 
752 to purchase a membership for access to the health club at Capitol Place. The 
Applicant shall also provide the option for neighborhood residents to rent parking spaces 
in the project's below-grade garage, subject to availability, with preference being given to 
occupants and owners ofproperty within Square 752. 

16. The Applic~t shall contribute $150,000 to H Street Main Street to be used for the Clean 
and Safe Program. The Applicant shall escrow this contribution prior to the issuance of a 
certificate of occupancy. If the Clean and Safe Program bas not been instituted within 
twelve months from the date of the certificate of occupancy and the escrowed money has 
not be released to H Street Main Street, the Applicant shall notifY ANC 6C. ANC 6C 
shall then present to the Applicant for approval an alternative use for this money to 
benefit the H Street corridor. The use of the money shall be finally determined by the 
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Applicant and contributed within ninety days of the date that ANC 6C notifies the 
Applicant of the proposed alternative use. 

17. The Applicant shall participate in H Street Main Street's ·clean and Safe Program based 
on a formula derived of the project's pro-rata share as calculated with the rest of the H 
Street area that will be participating, provided that th~ Capitol Place project is 
legislatively removed from the Capitol Hill BID. 

18. The Applicant shall provide th~ following transportation management measures: 
inclusion of two dedicated car-sharing parking space(s) in the below-grade parking 
garage; payment of up to $25 for the application fee or a PQrtion of the annual 
membership fee in a car-sharing program for the initial purchaser or renter of a residential 
unit in the project; issuance o:f a $50 Metro Smartcard pass for the initial purchaser or 
renter of a residential unit in the project; and inclusion of 85 bicycle parking spaces on­
site. 

19. The Applicant shall abide by the terms of the construction management plan as set forth 
in the Updated Construction Management Plan dated October 22, 2007, and in the record 
as Tab E ofthe Applicant's Post-Hearing Submission in the record at Exhibit 114. 

20. The Applicant shall donate $83,500 to CHRS for the purpose of completing a 
professional survey of properties for inclusion in a possible future extension of the 
Capitol Hill Histor1c District, which would include properties located within the twenty­
six blocks comprised of 2nd to 15th S1;reets, N.E., and F to H Streets, N.E., not including 
the Site or properties within the H Street oVerlay. The Applicant shall donate these funds 
within 180 days of the effective date of a non-appealable order from the Zoning 
Commi,ssion. 

21. The Applicant sball survey and document those potentially eligible structUres to be 
demolished within the Site in accotdance. with the standards for documentation set froth 
in Tab 16 to the. Updated Amenities Summary dated October 1, 2007 in_ tpe record at 
Exhibit I 00. This completed sttrvey shall b~ delivered to ANC 6C, with a copy to CHRS, 
within 180 days of the effective date of a r;ton-appealable order from the Zoning 
Commission. 

22. The Applicant shall enter into and abide by the terms of a Memorandum of 
Unde~ding with the D.C. Local Business Opportunity Commission in order to 
achieve the target goal of 35% participation by local, small, and disadvantaged businesses 
in the contracted development costs in connection with the d~ig:n, development, a11d 
construction of the project. The Applicant shall provide copies of ~1 reports required to 
be filed with the District to ANC 6C. 

23. The Applicant shall enter into and abide by the terms of a First Source Employment 
Agreement with the Department of Employment Services. This Agreement will require 
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the Applicant to make best efforts to achieve the goal of utilizing District of Columbia 
residents for at least 51% of the new jobs created by the construction of the PUD project. 
The Applicant shall provide copies of all re~rts required to be filed with the District to 
ANC6C. 

24. The Applicant shall have flexibility with the design of the PUD in the following areas: 

a To vary the location and design of all interior components, including but not 
limited to partitions, structul1ll slabs, doors, hallways, columns, stairways, and 
mechanical rooms, provided that the variations do not change the exterior 
configuration or appearance of the building; 

b. To make minor refmements to the floor-t(rfloor heights, so long as the tru!Ximum. 
height and total number of stories as shown on the Plans do not change; 

c. To vary the final selection of the exterior materials within the color ranges and 
material types as proposed, without a reduction in quality, based on availability at 
the time of construction; 

d. To make minor refinements to exterior materials, details, and dimensions, 
including belt courses, sills, bases, cornices, railings, and trim, or any other 
changes to comply with the District of Columbia Building Code or that are 
otherwise neceSsary to obtain a final building permit or any other appli~le 
approvals; and 

e. To make refinements to the garage configuration, including layout, location, and 
design of pa.rlting spaces and/or other elements, so long as the total number of 
parking spaces provided complies with the PUD ~pproV31; 

25. ~o building petmit shall be "issued for this Put> until the Applicant has recorded a 
covenant in the land records of the District of Columbia, between the owner of the Site 
and the District of Columbia, that is satisfactory to the Office of the Attorney General and 
DCRA. Such covenant shall bind the Applicant and all sl:lCCesSors in title to construct on 
and use this property in accordance with this Order or amendment thereof by the Zoning 
Commission. 

26. The PUD approved by the Zoning Commission shall be val.id for a period of two (2) 
years from the effective date of this Order. Within such time, an application must be 
filed for a building permit as specified in 11 DCMR § 2409.1. Construction shall begin 
within three (3) ye8rs of the effective date of this Order. 

27. The Applicant is required to comply fully with the provisions the D.C. Human Rights Act 
of 1977, D.C. Law 2-38, as amended, D.C. Official Code § 2-1401.01 et seq., ("Act''). 
This Order is conditioned upon full compliance with those provisions. In accordance with 
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the Act, the District of Columbia does not discriminate on the basis of actual or 
perceived: race, color, religion. national origin, sex, age, mariW status, personal 
~Wpearance, sex~l orie®J.tion. g~nder identity or expression, fiunil_ial status, family 
responsibilities, matriculation, political affiliation. genetic information, disability, source 
of il)come, or place of residence or business. Sexual harassment is a form of sex 
discrimination that is prohibited by the Acl In addition, harassment based on any of the 
above protected categories is prohibited by the Act. Discrimination in violation of the Act 
will not be tolerated. Violators will be subject to disciplinary action. The failure ot 
refusal of the Applicant to comply shall . furnish grounds for denial or, if issued, 
revocation of any building permits or certificates of occupancy issued pursuant to this 
Order. 

On November 19, 2007, the Zoning CoiDDliSsion APPROVED the Application by a vote of: 
4-0-1 (Anthony J. Hood, Gregory N. Jeffries, John G. Parsons, and Michael G. Tt.unbull to 
approve, Curtis J. Etherly, Jr. having not participated, not voting). 

This Order was ADOPTED by the Zoning Commission at its p~blic m~ting on January 14, 
2008, by a vote of 3-0.··2 (Gregory N. Jeffries, Michael G. Turnbull, and Anthony J. Hood to 
adopt; Curtis L. Etherly, Jr. and Peter G. May, having not participated, not voting). 

In accordance with the provisions of 11 DCMR § 3028, this Order shall become final and 
effective upon publication in the D.C. Register; that is on APR 11 2008 . 

ANTHONY~. 0 
CHAIRMAN 
ZONING COMMISSION 

~MA__,...... __ r-__ _ 
OFFICE OF ZONING 
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*** 
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P.O. Box 77876 (Alan Bergstein) 
Washington, DC 20013 

11. 12. Stanton Park Neighborhood Assoc. 
ANC/SMD 6C05 clo Monte Edwards 
Vacant 330 E Street, N.E. 

Washington. D.C. 20002 
Gottlieb Simon 
ANC 12. Residents ofSqua,re 752 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. c/o Drury Tallant 
Washington, D.C. 20004 732 3111 Street, N.E. 

Washington, D.C. 20002 
Councilmember Tommy Wells 

Doc# 2008115530 Fees:$362.50 

Karina Ricks ( DDOT) 
11/12/2008 ~:03PM P~ges 5~ 
Ftled & Recorded in Official Records of 
WASH DC RECORDER OF DEEDS LARRY TODD 

A'ITESTED BY: 0 6.Wd.Lt~ 
Sharon S. Schelh 
Secretary-to the Zoning Commission 
Office of Zoning 

RECORDING 
SURCHARGE 

ill • ~ - -.-

$ 
$ 

356.00 
6.50 

441 4 St., N.W., SUite 200-S, Wasbmgton,- D.C. 20001 
Telq)bonc; (202) 727-6311 E-Mail Address: zonin~t info@dcoz.de.lOV Web Site: www.dCOZ..de.JWV 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 05-37
129


