COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ey =
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001 3 o
o %;::

January 11, 2002

John J. Chagnon
Commissioner

ANC 4A07

5603 14™ Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20011

Dear Commissioner Chagnon:

Thank you for copying me on your December 31, 2001 filing of a Motion for

Consideration/ Dismissal of Appeal concerning property located at 5507 14™ Street NW
in Ward 4.

As you know, last year [ wrote a letter supporting your position and your case and
forwarded this to the Zoning Administrator, a copy of which is attached and a copy of
which will be copied to the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA).

Sincerely,

Adrian Fenty
Councilmember, Ward 4

Attachment

cc: Board of Zoning Adjustment

AF/sb

= BZA - Board of Zoning Adjustment
' * 5 District of Columbia
» ., CASE NO.16752
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IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT

et S
) 8 b
ANC 4A ) e ,} g.';.‘
Appellant, ) oz
) = 0
v, ) BZA APPEAL 16752 S 2
) Y3
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, DEPARTMENT ) ?
OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS )
)
Appellee, )
)
3
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DISMISSAL OF APPEAL
AS MOOT AND/OR REVOCATION OF CERTIFICATE OF
OCCUPANCY 190720 ISSUED MAY 7, 2001 AND/OR
CONSOLIDATION OF CERTIFICATES 190720 AND 18366
1. The issue before the Board on November 20, 2001 was the effect of the D.C. Court of
Appeals Order and whether the Rule of the Case and/or Res Judicata were applicable.
2. Counsel for the BZA presented a memorandum to the Board with copies to the partie«

indicating that the Rule of the Case and Res Judicata are not applicable as the issues were mooted
by the Court of Appeals. The memorandum proceeded with further instruction to the Board a: to
the mootness of the present appeal as the Zoning Administrator had issued a new Certificate «f

Occupancy that mooted the certificate of occupancy on appeal before the Board.

3. Appellant met with Counsel for the DCRA, Toye Bello and the Metro Day Treatment



Representative on November 20, 2001 to learn of the circumstances surrounding the issuance of
what was presented to the Board as a new certificate of occupancy on November 6, 2001.
ALTER EGO CERTIFICATE
4, Mr. Bello identified that the new certificate of occupancy was issued to assist the applicant
in their reimbursement from Medicaid for client payments. Mr. Bello identifies that it was an
administrative decision to issue a new certificate of occupancy and that the only changes were to
properly identify the lot and clear up the language on the certificate of occupancy at the request of
the applicant for Medicaid purposes.
5. Mr. Bello now states that the certificate of occupancy had always been issued for a
Child/Elderly Development Center and that it was for Medicaid purposes that the new certifica'e
of occupancy was issued. Although, Mr. Bello states that a new application was filed by the
applicant, DCRA has yet to produce a copy of the application. The application is not in the
certificate of occupancy file and Mr. Bello has not faxed a copy of the application as promised
6. Appellant asked Mr. Bello if the only changes were to correct the lot number and the t xt
at the applicant’s request, why was a new certificate was issued. Mr. Bello’s only response wis
that it was to assist the applicant with the Medicaid definition and to administratively correct the
lot numbers.
7. The applicant has not treated the new certificate of occupancy as new as a building permit
(B439818) was applied for on October 30, 2001 with a permit issued on October 31, 2001 based
on the old CO 190702. The Applicant and DCRA appear to be working in concert to defeat the
spirit and intent of the Municipal Regulations. DCRA had issued a certificate of occupancy two

months earlier(8/31/01 #18366), yet the applicant and DCRA chose to proceed based on the old



certificate of occupancy (190702) that DCRA now claims to be moot. It is contrary to public
policy for DCRA to maintain on one hand that the certificate of occupancy is moot when DCRA
proceeds forward on the other hand to issue a building permit based on the alleged mooted
certificate of occupancy. Accordingly since neither DCRA or the applicant have acted in a
manner consistent with the issuance of a new certificate of occupancy it is readily apparent that
new certificate was of no import and merely an alter ego of the originally appealed certificate.
8. Appellant is of the view after discussions with Counsel for DCRA and Toye Bello that the
new certificate of occupancy is nothing more than an alter ego of the old certificate of occupancy
with a new number assigned. Based on the representations of DCRA it is clear that the certificate
of occupancy issued on May 7, 2001 and August 31, 2001 are sufficiently linked to require the
Board to ascertain whether a new certificate has been issued or if as Mr. Bello represents it wa-
an administrative decision to accommodate the applicant. If the Board concludes that the
administrative decision made no substantive change to the certificate than the appeal of the Mav
7, 2001 certificate of occupancy should go forward.

MOOTNESS
9. Mr. Bello states that the certificate of occupancy issued on May 7, 2001 formed the ba:is
for issuing a new certificate of occupancy on August 31, 2001. Accordingly, the certificate of
occupancy issued May 7, 2001 is not moot unless the May 7, 2001 certificate of occupancy is
revoked. Appellant again points out that DCRA has yet to produce the new application for a
certificate of occupancy that resulted in the issuance of CO 18366 despite several requests that
the document be made available for inspection. It is appellant’s position that the Board must

either vacate or revoke Certificate of Occupancy 190720 to render the appeal of the certificate



issued as moot. Appellant requests that if the appeal is not reinstated or the two certificates of
occupancy issued (190702 and 18366) are not consolidated that the Board take the appropriate
steps to vacate of revoke CO 190702.
10.  DCRA in the issuance of the second (August 31, 2001) certificate of occupancy has
reported the prior use a Child Development Center. Although, DCRA has overlooked may filing
inaccuracies, the prior use was that of a general office as clearly concluded by the BZA’s findings
of fact and conclusions of law in BZA Appeal, 16066. The BZA established the precedent that
the change in use occurred at the subject site from general office to day treatment an undefined
use. Accordingly the BZA must determine if CO 190702 was a valid certificate of occupancy «nd
if so, will necessarily need to reinstate the appeal to determine whether the prior use was an
authorized use since the May 7, 2001 was a predicate act to the issuance of the August 31, 2001
certificate of occupancy.

CONSOLIDATION
11.  The Board may recall it was the Appellant’s position that the Board consolidate the twe
certificates of occupancy at the November 6, 2001 hearing. No vote was held by the Board on
the consolidation and it is the appellant’s position that a consolidation of the two certificates is the
appropriate action to be taken. The applicant and Mr. Bello state that the present certificate of
occupancy will not be held for an extended period of time as there are plans to construct on sit¢
parking spaces and issue a new certificate of occupancy again. Appellant requests that the BZ A
vacate the dismissal of the appellant’s appeal and consolidate the two certificates of occupancies

issued into the instant appeal.



ADMINISTRATIVE ECONOMY
12, There must be an element of due process, DCRA has made it abundantly clear that a new
certificate of occupancy will be issued as early as December 2001. There is little doubt that
DCRA is an active participant in perpetuating a loop that cannot be closed if at every point where
a certificate of occupancy is on appeal, an alleged new certificate is issued or will be issued that
moots the appeal. In the interest of administrative economy the underlying issues of each
Certificate of Occupancy issued is the change in use and failure to provide sufficient on site
parking spaces. These issues remain at issue with the August 31, 2001 certificate of occupancy
and in December if a new certificate of occupancy is issued again will likewise be at issue. These

issues should be heard and resolved by the BZA without the need filing multiple appeals.

13.  According to Mr. Bello a new application for a certificate of occupancy was in fact filed
by the applicant. Counsel for DCRA had represented that no new application was filed which
now appears to be incorrect based on Mr. Bello’s representations. The new application for the
certificate of occupancy is not in the DCRA certificate of occupancy files nor has it been made
available to the appellant despite verbal and written requests. The Appellant first learned of CO)
18366 on November 6, 2001 despite the fact that counsel for DCRA and Mr. Bello were present
at the scheduled September 4, 2001 hearing and made no mention of the new certificate of
occupancy. The applicant has not treated the new certificate of occupancy as new as a building
permit (B439818) was applied for on October 30, 2001 with a permit issued on October 31, 2001
based on the old CO 190702. DCRA and the applicant have unclean hands and should not reap

the benefit and reward of having the appeal dismissed for reasons styled as an administrative



e et

decision to issue a new certificate of occupancy. Furthermore, since DCRA has been unable to
make available a copy of the application for the certificate of occupancy or any other documents
relied upon to issue CO 18366 the appellant is prejudiced in his ability to file a complete appeal of
the new certificate of occupancy. Appellant believes the balance of administrative economy leans

to reinstatement of the appeal under the circumstances.

y John J. Chagnon
./ Appellant
5603 - 14th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20011
(202) 722-1922



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this Day of November 2001, a copy of the foregoing
Motion for Reconsideration of Dismissal of Appeal as Moot And/or Revocation of Certificate of
Occupancy 190720 Issued May 7, 2001 And/or Consolidation of Certificates 190720 and 18366
was mailed by first class postage prepaid to:

Raouf M. Abdullah

Special Assistant Corporation Counsel
441 4th Street, NW, Room 450 North
Washington, D.C. 20001

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this g{ Day of December 2001, a copy of the foregoing
Motion for Reconsideration of Dismissal of Appeal as Moot And/or Revocation of Certificate «f
Occupancy 190720 Issued May 7, 2001 And/or Consolidation of Certificates 190720 and 18366

was mailed by first class postage prepaid to:

Pamela Coleman
4200 Wisconsin Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C.

Herman Broomfield

Metropolitan Day Treatment Center, Inc.
5507 - 14th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20011

Ellen McCarthy, Deputy Director
Development Review Division

D.C. Office of Planning

801 North Capitol Street, NE #4000
Washington, D.C. 20002

Honorable Adrian Fenty

Council Member Ward 4

Council of the District of Columbia

1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW Room 506
Washington, D.C. 20004




NOV—-US-<Bwl L1:i1g FM° METRO DAY TREAIMENT, INC 282 3545 1447

Government
of the District
of Columbia
ELRA S<A

CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPARNCY

1D No,t 203873

CORPORATIONt METRO DAY TREATMENT CENTER INC

PERMIT NO.
THIS PERMIT IS VALID ONLY FOR THE FREMISES
CO 18388 OF THE PROJECT ADDRESS DATE : 8/31/01
ADDRESS FLOCR(S): PRCLID: 2800 -0000. 0040
5507 44TH ST KW pee e
18T & 2ND FLOORS WARD : 4 ZONE: €24
FEANSSON 5 HERSSY GRANTED 1O : TRADNG AS:

METRO DAY TREATK.ENT CENTER

APPROVED USES -
CKILD DEVELOPMENT CNTR

PREVIOUS USES
CHILD DEVELOPMENT CKTH

-~
=<
u
m

UEE CHANGE

SZANO. ; OCCLPED SQ.
FOOCTAGE:
7,662

OCCUP. LOAD: EXPIRATIZ{ DATE:

ROKE

DESCRIFTION OF USE

CHILD/ELDERLY DBVELOPMENT CENTER/J0 PERGONS/ AGES 22.85 YEARS OLD AND 7 STAFF MEKEERS

THB CERTIRCATE EXALL BE POSTED COKEPICUOUSBLY OK THE ABOQVE FREMISES AT ALL TIMIE. T {E VALID IKDEPIKITELY, unlses snaxplrrtion ¢ule It slot e, VALID ORLY fer W
the gremise xtthe abovs odd sy of part therect, und for the purpota(t) Indicated sbove, and I8 NCT TRAKSPERADLE tc anetherparson ar promises under AKY soritions, AKY

CKANGE In the type o(bud'mu, ownsrehp el business, orpant sipramives vied therwor, witl render thit Cerlificsie VOID m¢ ¢ NEW Cerificce mun b ehixined,

David A, Clark
DIRECTOR

PERMIT CLERK:
ADEMOLA SHITTU
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DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS

F A oovenumenT ay/ PR 3
Tor oF Coviman | (/ BUILDING AND LAND REGULATION ADMINISTRATION : 9 8 e
Farm BLRA-15 . . : .
(Rav. 930191 BUILDING PERMIT PERMIT-NO. B 4 3 8 1 '
Date  19/31/01 (Type) ALTER OND REPATR 9 . anng
Address of work - _»_)U AT 5T, ;].J SR o tot . D Sqqare all
{’quws:on is hg*rcby granted to N TOTALPERMITFEE: & | s
HOLRO DAY TREATHRNT C .\Ufill G, (Ownon FILING FEE Rl
who is authorized o perlorm the work described herein at the NO DATE .
address shown above in stilct actordance with ihe conditlons ) 0
stated on BOTH sides of this permit. * FEE PAYABLE $ ny :»E“‘Q Otn
Aulhorized work and condilions of periormance theraof: ',T,‘ fT,' ,?: ':,"
FORINSPECTIONS CALL72775622 el .
DEVIDE BILSTING SPACE TO celfnp 'J PARYING ¥OR 3 VEBICLES PF = ﬁi’f}a o
PRIVATE 1“3.’1{)}‘1:.1&‘5.‘& OMLY . ol JL I;[n.al;(;l;]_ 37 301 . Grro o §
g . -t
Buildor— Value $ . No. ol, Bldg};.:‘ e S
Width of Bldgs. Length’ Height No. of Storles E e 2;% =
Zone To be occupled as = S
G ‘ Y TRE ST PRI NF
Height of terrace abave grade Projections: ¢ Pﬂ i,% jr)Eg'mu |£s§‘§ %}raﬁ‘%—z%’r
Address of owner o o o o \" SEVELL RN
eg! Depasit No. Amounts 4okl IATHE ST. 5T ‘ /{h\\laz ;%:
DEPARTMENT OF CONSDOMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS . B ‘/Peuu,CIerul = e .___,/l
+ Mow o e
- . e [ TN =N -ﬁ- il
L L FE R VT < LA
; M = el
DIRECTOR <) e TR
: =S
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Pre-FULE f\UMBEHS ZONING DISTRICT

Y rILE NUMBER PERMIT NUMBER R

¥ % % GOVERWKENWT DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS
ESGENEE OF THE DISTRICT EUILDING AND LAND REGULATION ADMINISTRATION; PERMIT PROCESSING DIVISION (727.7050)
ESSEZESE OF COLUKEBIA .
Bueszs APPLICATION FOR COKSTRUCTION PERWITS ON PRIVATE PROPERTY
(Fev. 10/8%

(PRINT IN INK GR TYPE; DO NOT WRIiTE IN SHADED AREAS OR ON PAGE 4)

ERASING, CRCSSING OUT. WHITIRG QUT, OR OTHERWISE ALTERING ANY EXTERED INFORMATION WILL VOID TH!S APPLICATION

e
r'dre=s of Propesed Wcrk

: 3. Square: | 4. Application Date:
55 - 1dTH ST P W q 2800 |/é/30[0/
ywrer of Building or Property: | 8. Address: (incluce Zig) 7. Phcne:
Teo DAY TREATMENT 55/[— U{TH ST MW Work: 2 04
CeNTER THE. Home: §29-/77
sgent for Owner: (if epplicable) 8. Address: {include Zip) . 10. Phone:
Cpllecs PAE‘&( MD 20747 Work:
I Flerehee 9303. 57 ALpREWS Ph Home3& 1935 SES
Type of Proposed Work {check ell spplicable bo 2s):
O New r‘uiiding O Retaining Walil O Garzge
O Accition U Fence O sign
> Alteration and Repair {J Shed

0 Other (Specify) .
[J Reze Building 0 Awning

Description of Propesed Werk:

Divibe Exisring Spreg To CRERTE LeurlGE
PE.:,L ?L/‘?ﬁ))’

1

o Prexin G For 3 vEHICLES

}7\/»\// /me[b /)

Existing Use(s) of Buiiding ¢r Property: “’4 Ex. No. of 15, £x. No. of ‘Oﬁcsa}&e Oty o -
Steries ldg.: velfir nits:
y /Rr:A,mﬁ/f’ PecGrAM /AduA‘f De VE(uPﬂw«/l ‘C”[ of Bldg D“eég Units >
Proposed Usels) of Suilding or Property: . Prop. No. of 18. Frop. No. of
Stories of Bldg.: Dwelling Units:
; - (e 3 /
% TrEFTIENT TRoCERIM/ A duim WEVELS P [ A
1 - - - - / mﬂ
. Starting Cate | 20. Cvmpleuon Daie 21. NMethod cf Removing Construction Debris: 22. Does the propesed work
of Work: of Work: £ pick-up Truck O Dumpster involve disturbing the ez:th
3 Cther (specify): or razing a building?
Aé,ﬁ,{; ])- 20l O Yes, answer q. 23
| ;«:’ﬂ No, SKIP q. 23-27
. is the zrez of distursed 24, Soif Erc hiy thocs: .
gzrh more then 50 sq. |
J Yes, znswer g
T No, SKIP g. 24

n
b
g

=1
(8]

-3

Y0 a0

‘

PR D P o B )
)

T i o O w

i th o th (n N




. Architect’'s Name: 29. Lic. No.:

). Enginesr's Name: ) 33. Lic. No.: | 34. Engineer's Address: (include Zip) 35. Phone:

5. Sui-ldir_)_g Contractor's Name: 3BA. Lic.No.: | 37. Contractor's Address: 38. Phone:

9. Type of Construction | 40. Fire Suppression: 41. Booster Pump: | 42. Total Lot Area: | 43. Breakdown of Lot Area (= 100%):
2 Masonry (3 Steel | O Fuily Sprinklered [ Standpipe System| O New a. Building: |09 1%
3 Wood O Other:| [0 Partiaily Sprinklered X Ncne O Existing b. Paved Area: . %
] Concrete O other: i O None sq. ft. c. Greenery: %
4. Present Gross Fiocr Area of 45. Proposed Gross Floor Areal 46. Floors involved in this permit: 47. Projection beyond building line?
Bldg.: Of Bldg: O At O Floors l {3 Yes, answer q. 4!:’,-52'—
See Clan ¢ sq. ft.] Same sq. ft. O No, SKIP g. 4652
£8. Numbsr and type of projection: 49. Distance of projection: | 50. Width of 31. Width of building frontage:
. projection: ft.
' £2. Signature of Owrner (projecticn only):
Nomz S v
|
53. Water or Sewer S4. Driveway 55. Sheeting/Shoring | 55. Elevators involved? 57. No. and 38. Plans Czntitiad by
Excaveation? Construction? Necessary? type of elev.: Engineer?
O Yes 0 ves O Yes
S No =2 No

58. Estimated Cost of Work:
-

erifepair FEE:

i () New/Acd.: §

£) AltReo.: s7 5500
e s SS0C

Voiume of New £ldg. or Adgition:

Alt

Phicne:
54, irsurznce Company: 5. Felicy or Cenit. No.: \66. Expir. Cate: €7. Razs Mezhcy
88. Building Material:| €9. Raze Entire 70. Building 7CA. Building 71, Public Speace i fect Weater 7. Size of Waler
Buiiding? Congemnegd? Vacant? Vauit? o1 Sewer? Connection:
O Yes [J Yas O Yes O ves 0 Yes
l O No 0 No 0O No O No | O No 1 n.
(74_ Plumber's Name: - 75. Lic. No. 75, Length: | 77. Width: _+78. Height: | 79. Volume: &0 Party well?




[ 97. Location:
[J Entirely on Owner's Land
O Party Line with Adjacent Neighboring Land *

" If party fence,

oot ihe owner of the acjoining property must agree to the erection of the fence and this apnlication.
38. Signature of Adjoining Owner: 83. Phone: ‘
Work
Home

100. Address of Adjoining Owner:

101, Lot:

108. Estimated Cost
of Work:
ft. ft. sqg. ft. . ft. cu. ft. 18
110. Material of Roof: | 111. Material of Sides: 112. Wall thickness: 113. Colorn:
O External( }inches
O Party __¢( yinches |
: e ST ,r, A $ e T 2 R e L A
3 8 S = : e : ;
e s ; ! 1COMP 3 : ; 23
e T o RS i’” et e s
115. Color:{ 1186. Type: 117. Projections: 118. Height of lowest
| O Folding Beyond bldg. line in. part of awning:
| [ Fixed Beyond pt. of attachm. in. | #t zbove sidewalk
118, Materizl of 120. Metierial of | 121, Letlering 122. Fixed | 123. Gver sice- |, ty . i :
| Frame: Covering: on Awning? pests? walk cafe? ) ; i cZove paring
| (c t  &bove grade
O Yes O {3 Yes : -
O No

| ' :
’ T vYes, answer g. 126.122 L Incandes N yam—
1 [ No, SKIP q. 125-132 = Fluerese val ‘
i ’ ! Necn i l *
1129, Address of Eleciricel Coniracior (include Zip) | 130. Sigrature of Licensed £lecirician: | 131. Phone i32. | cense No
' ' |
; 133. Height reiative to puiiding and ground: 134. Maeaterial of Sign: l 135. Type of Sign ‘ 138. Cclc
R it in zabove sidewzlk i
l %) it in ebove root | \
(c) it in is bidg height 137. Widtht | 138, Length: | 189, Area of Sign:
) ft in ebove projection cr wincow
1 () 1 in from roof to sign's botiem it i, sqg. ft. B £t
i 541, C of O Number for- Building: | 142. Sign Ceniractor x

_OFFICIAL USE QLY. -

Lic. No:

lect FEES

. Sign Cent

ractor's Acdress:

Fhone:

pv' W m

=




Page 4

i A. PERMIT CONTROL C. PLANS AND APPLICA oN APPROVAL .
3 1. Fine Arts by: Date: O 1. Infermation Counter by:ﬁ/@ . Date: /¢ |4 1]
J 2. Historic by: _- Date: 0O 2. Information Center by: Date
| 3. FADGC by: Date: O (s) ABC Board by: Date:
T 4. Cap. Gateway by Date: O (5) Noise Control by: _ Date:
71 5. W.HJObs. Precinct by: Date: O (c) Industrial Safety by: Date
7 8. Flood Control by: Date: ' 0O (0) Vector Control by: Dat
O 7. WMATA by: Dzte: O (e) D.C. Animal by: Da
O 8. Condem. by: Date: O () Police Dept. by: [’ na
0 9 RLA by Date: O 3. Zoning by: , a
0 10. Rental Accom. by: Date: Zoning Update by: [ X Da
T 11. Chinatown Distr. by: Date: 0 4. Dmetw.—( DivisiesiDeposit #
O 12. Utility Clearance by: Dete: Sgriewaik Ceposit S_E%?m:way Depos
{0  13. General Lizbility Ins. Policy A

by

Dat
Clezrance-by: Dele: O
[t

| 5. ‘Naterucv.c‘r’iﬁgn Branch
= Consumer Eng. by: Date
B. CEEARANCE TO FILE PLANS 0 6. Environmental Regulation Administration
t* T Environmental Policy Review
e} .
0 1. Zoning by: Date: Co‘ntrol No.: o
0 2. DPW — Permit and Records Division by Date: ,
D [0 Erosion Control by: Date:
Accesscia, Parking Street D Street Alley O Storm Water Mgmt. by Dzta:
oared e zta Pian No. e ),
Cleared &y: Cete: . . Fian .
9 s oew == o B 0 7. Mechanical Eng. Review byMDai /C: ,,’!:/ /
3. DPW - Consumer Engineer O 8. Plumbing Eng. Feview by: /2/_7 Stre: ,"{” J__D// 5y
Cleared by: Dele: VG} Elzctrical Eng. Review & y.4/ /7//’/ ster 7 //:‘/.4
- ~ 7 e k4
0 4. ERA - Erosion Control O 10. Heaith Plan Review e ‘L e
| iz Pla evie, ater f
Cleared by: Date: E {2) Food Plan Review by: Date: 22
0O () Medical X-ray Plan Rev.
Restrictions of the Permit: by: Date:
{/{/ ‘ )‘ {J 11. D.C. Fire Dept. (Fire Pravention Plan Review Section)
VvV o & by: Dzte:
f v —
‘/L/ ()Y}! 0 12, Elevater Plan Rev. Sec. by: Date: .
7 ) 13. Plumbing insp. Rev. by Deate: ___
{0 14, Construction Insp. Branch (Fisid Check)
f) gﬁ > <A A ~ } , by: .
U}‘f/’ ls v LL {‘—7 3" ot [0 15 Historic Pres. Div. by: _/&/
- A
%/'16. Structureal Eng. by~ i /
v 17. Fermit and C='tmc=te I=sL-nc=/Cuumer
= FOALl | v ANY
TO.REPORT WASTE, FRAUD, OR ABUSERY Al -
s~ . C A
T AFFINE OR O CALLTRE S
D,C. GOVERNMENT OFFICE OR OFFICIA 2R JR2, 27
AT 1.200.F24-1R50 .
AR - “f*(! ‘“2":‘30
[ B AR Ay
D.C. INSPECTOR & 52! |
ZONING y | DPEW — PUSLIC SPACE |
] " N ~, it T Mlauy =il i
S ef O Numne 2 C’f M 7) 3 Sete D } /'\ \ i New Zice. E Strest Name
[%3 [~ 9]
ieling Usel - ’ — PG ‘ Sirest VWicih
; i o i
A | Zoed wictn
I v
UoSideweix it




