
TO: Ms. Carol~ Chair 
District of Columbia Oftice of Zoning 
Case GS-42- Sibley BOM'i1al" 
441 - 4111 Street, NW, 2DII Floor 
Washin~ DC 20001 

Via Fax: 202-727-6072 
Zffi7 Ff8 22 M1 II: 38 

T.unony presented ir_t opposition to SiD1ey Hospital construction of a commercial medical office building on 
February 21, 2007. 

I am Julie Bres Slavik. We have lived at 5264 Lougbboro Road, NW- across from the Sibley campus- for 37 years. 

The design alld expJanation for the new Sibley medical offlce buDding presented so professionally to you is e~Jticing. 
However, it does not take into considemtion.1he significant impact on those of us wllo actually live :in this excellent 
residential neighborhood ofKent. 

For tbe first time in 37 years we oppose Sibley's expanSion, because it 
• Will set a precedent for other zoning changes that Will adversely and permaaenlly chanp the quality of OlD' 

neighborhood; 
• It is not immediately part of the improvement ofbealtb care offered by the hospital, but rather a commercial, 

business ventwe; and 
• It is the first in a string of demolitioo and building ventUres envisioned by Sibley that will ccmtinue for yean to 

the cfecriment of our neighborhood env&omneot. 

Here, in my opini~ is what wiD really happen: 
• Traffic will increase significan11y (up m as 'J.ll8IIY as 4000 trips per cbw) on an already busy tllorousfdare. 

Because of the entrance and exits Oil LoUghboro Road, tb.e risk of serious accidents 011 Loughboro Road will 
increase diamat~. This is particularly true. at the exit of Grand Oaks on to Lougbboro Road, where there is 
a 110 left him sign that is observed routinely io 1he breach (please see my leUer to Office of Zoning, dated 
January 8, 2007). 

• Our zoned (2 hour) residential parkins is at a premium because Sibley visitors, cJ~ and staff par,lt on the 
street and there is little or no control by the ci~ authorities for overstay parldag and pmking illeplly. 
Specijically, in front of our~ they part m no parking mnes, block our driveway and park in ftont ofthe 
foe bydranL 1 Given what we see on a daily basis now, we anticipate tllat this situation wiD worsea, because 
people doJl•t want to pay to park at Sibley. 

• Traffic will increase significantly on the side streets as drivers seek to avoid Loughboro Road. •• to the 
endangerment ofpedeslriaos-particularly the elderly and children. There are streets with no sidewalks. 

As residents we know that die COIISfrUCtion period is disruptive and dbty (blanketing our h~and yards with 
construction dust); we know from· experience that the o1fier expansiOns by s"ibJeY 6ave adversely' iftected the traftic in 
our neighbomood. 

We hope that 1bis project will not be approved, but should it be. we urge that the zoning commission build into its 
r:lecision high Standards of eaCorced ac:ecnmtabilty and meticulous oVelsight to protect the residents and the 
neighborhood. 

It is veay easy to be swayed by Sibley's glossy preseldation. However, we hope that 1he voices of those of us who 
actually live in the neigbbodlood and pay very high real estate taxes for the privilege of livillg there will be taken into 
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1 Rcpellbld c:atls to the DC tl8ftirtg enbremll'llll haw been fruitless as illalrzs so 111111 forthoenfbrccaiCDtaf&oer 10 JQtilWJi tRra tim:• aiiRiiJal, 81 *' 
culprits haw left. 
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