Earl E. Shamwell, Jr.
1407 Kennedy Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20011

February 6, 2002

Office of the Board of Zoning Adjustment, Room 210
441 4™ Street N.W.

Washington,D.C.

Attn. Mrs Maxine Brown-Roberts, A/CP

Dear Sir or Madam:

On February 5, 2002, I provided the views of the Sixteenth Street Heights Civic Association
(SSHCA) on the application ( BZA APP. No.16826) of City Gate and Mr. Lynn Bergfalk for a
pecial exception regarding the planned use of a residential building , 5617 16™ Street N.W., as
“hiirch Programs /Non —profit Organization Offices to a ANC4A panel of Commisioners. For your
I currently serve as Pre31dent of SSHCA and am also a long time resident of this

d. Speaking for the 16" Street Heights community, I related at some length our reasons
opposition to City Gate’s proposal. For brevity’s sake, SSHCA opposed the

ause the plan seemed to entail a greatly expanded non residential use of the property
75 people some of whom would be transient or temporary residents, programs that
ble to all manner of people city-wide insufficient off street parking ,increased traffic and
bly noise , no defined times for operation of the programs- potentially 24/7- and no

instrated need for the program in our neighborhood Suffice it to say SSHCA believes that the
id.use is not compatible with the letter and spirit of the 16™ Street Heights Overlay Zone

rict as codified in Title 11 of the DCMR which overlay we as an organization at great time
éffort and expense fought to bring to fruition in 1994. I have included a copy of the overlay as a
courtesy.

As a result of my presentation and the strong support of Commisioner John Chagnon , the Panel
voted to oppose the City Gate application. I strongly urge the BZA also to reject the application.
There are simply too many unanswered questions about the proposed use of the property ( which I
might add ,was not presented to SSHCA in advance of City Gate’s application) that seem to point to
a major disruption of and disturbance to ihe residential nature of our community. City Gate in our
view has not met the requirements of the overlay essentially on grounds of incompatibility and its
application should be denied at this time.

T understand that my presence is not required at the February 12 , 2002, hearing. However, I can be

reached at 202-501-8636 (w) or 882-7882(eve.) for any additional information. Please note that this

letter serves as supplement to another letter on the subject sent by me. I was informed that the first
~ BZA - letterdid not include sufficient information.

Cm Ne. / éi/ ‘Q:h{d Sincerely,
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Office of the Board of Zoning Adjustment, Room 210
441 4™ Street N.W.

Washington,D.C.

Attn. Mrs Maxine Brown-Roberts, A/CP

Dear Sir or Madam:

On February 5, 2002, I provided the views of the Sixteenth Street Heights Civic Association
(SSHCA) on the application of City Gate and Mr. Lynn Bergfalk for a special exception regardmg
¢ planned use of a residential buildin , 5617 16™ Street N.W., as Church Programs /Non —pro@, .
ization Offices to a ANC4A panel of Commisioners. For your information, I currently sexve 3‘5
t of SSHCA and am also a long time resident of this neighborhood. At the meeting ,

st the consensus of the 16™ Street Heights community, I spoke at some length about our

ur strong opposition to City Gate’s proposal. For brevity’s sake, I will not repeat here
yur opposition, But suffice it to say SSHCA believes that the proposed use is not

with the letter and spirit of the 16™ Street Heights Overlay Zone /District as codified in
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icre are simply too many unanswered questions about the proposal ( which, I might add ,was not
presented to SSHCA in advance of City Gate’s application) that seem to point to a major disruption
of and disturbance to the residential nature of our community. City Gate in our view has not met
the requirements of the overlay essentially on grounds of incompatibility and its application should
be denied at this time.

I understand that my presence is not required at the February 12 , 2002, hearing. However, I can be
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Sincerely,
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Earl E. Shamwell, Jr.
President, SSHCA




