
COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICf OF COLUMBIA 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001 

John J. Chagnon 
Commissioner 
ANC4A07 
5603 14th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20011 

Dear Commissioner Chagnon: 

January 11, 2002 
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Thank you for copying me on your December 31, 2001 filing of a Motion for 
Consideration/ Dismissal of Appeal concerning property located at 5507 14th Street NW 
in Ward 4. 

As you know, last year I 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). 

Attachment 

cc: Board of Zoning Adjustment 
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Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia
CASE NO.16839
EXHIBIT NO.23

Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia
CASE NO.16839
EXHIBIT NO.23



IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUNIBIA 
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

) 
ANC4A ) 

) 
Appellant, ) 

) 
v. ) 

) 
DISTRICT OF COLUivffiiA, DEPARTMENT ) 
OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS ) 

) 
Appellee, ) 

) ________________________________ ) 

BZA APPEAL 16752 

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DISMISSAL OF APPEAL 
AS MOOT AND/OR REVOCATION OF CERTIFICATE OF 

OCCUPAl-.fCY 190720 ISSUED MAY 7, 2001 &.lu/OR 
CONSOLIDATION OF CERTIFICATES 190720 AND 18366 

1. The issue before the Board on November 20, 2001 was the effect ofthe D.C. Court of 

Appeals Order and \vhether 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 parties 

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 as to 

the mootness of the present appeal as the Zoning Administrator had issued a new Certificate of 

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 ofthe 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 certificate 

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. Beiio 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 text 

at the applicant's request, why was a new certificate was issued. Mr. Bello's only response was 

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(8/31/0l #18366), yet the applicant and DCRA chose to proceed based on the old 
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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 ofDCRA 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 was 

an administrative decision to accommodate the applicant. Ifthe Board concludes that the 

administrative decision made no substantive change to the certificate than the appeai of the May 

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 basis 

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 
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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 ofthe 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 oflaw 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 and 

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 ofthe August 31, 2001 

certificate of occupancy. 

CONSOLIDATION 

11. The Board may recall it was the Appellant's position that the Board consolidate the two 

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 oftime as there are plans to construct on site 

parking spaces and issue a new certificate of occupancy again. Appellant requests that the BZA 

vacate the dismissal of the appellant's appeal and consolidate the two certificates of occupancies 

issued into the instant appeal. 
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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 3 1, 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 ofthe 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 ofhaving the appeal dismissed for reasons styled as an administrative 
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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 183 66 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. 
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5603 - 14th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20011 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this __ Day ofNovember 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: 

RaoufM. 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 3.( Day ofDecember 2001, a copy ofthe 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: 

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

Honorable Adrian Fenty 
Council Member Ward 4 
Council ofthe District of Columbia 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW Room 506 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
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f"lt.it-<U DAY TRt:."-1il'1t:.Nl, lNC 20:.::! :545 144? P.\32 

·.x .. .r . 

C of 
~ERMIT NO. 

co 18366 

AJDf\ESS: 

5507 14TH ~T NW 

CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY 
!HIS PERMIT IS VALID ONLY FOR THE PREMISES 

OF THE PROJECT ADDRESS 

FLOCi=.(.S): PRCLlD: 2800 
(: -l.lcrr) 

'1ST & 2NO I"L.OORS 

DATE: 8/31.01 

.oooo. 

WARD: 4 ZOSE': C:LA 

r===========================================r===:::!:================~-:::·::_ 
F.RMSSON IS HER:SYGF\AJii:O TO: TFADiNG J.S: 

CORPORATION I METRO DAY TREATMENT CENTER. INC ~ETRO DAY TREATMENT CENTER 
10 No.: 203873 ---

1-.rP~.OVED USES · PREVIO'JS USES : 

CHILO PEVUOPM~Hi CNTR CHILD DEVELOPMENT CliiR 

·-

I 
:v.. h'O.: occuF:ED sa. !occuP. LOAD: Exrl.;;,r..rlc»~ o;.~;- --~ 

FOOi.~GE: I 

~=::::U::::~::::E::::C::::H::::' A::::N:::Cl::::E=============' =========7=,6=!:i=2===l=. ====~H.;;::O;;::,:N:;:I!::::;:;:~;;:::-:.:·· _ _j 

1;111 
TYPE 

D~SCF\Ii'TI0:-1 OF USE 

CHILO/ELDERLY O!!VELOPMENT CENTE'RJ:lO PE~GONS/ A.GES. 22-95 'I'!.A.~s OLD AHO 7 STAI'!l MEMBERS 

TK I& C [ll:t ll'iCATR l KLU. U PO'! EO CO WtPIC UOUe l\" Oi< TK' U QYti rHMIH5 J.T A!.L TIM a. IT II V.I.!.IC lliefrii~IT~l T, ..,, .. , on explro:tiQr. Ult II tlo:t.t<!, V.UIC Olo!L T hr 
\he FIt"' Ill II l hi abo VI od a .. I • r ~ I.'. trod, oro<! for til• p """ ... ,I I lr.dlc at ....... , ·~· II HCT TIU.IiH ~!<A 0 LE lc In other r ""''' cr ~ r• rnl•u ~ncle r .Uil IG 1'11!1\1..-.• f.lo(l 

c nwo ~Ill tl\str;a t! b"'l ntll, ownudip •I ""''"'", cr;ol'l ofF'"'''"" ~· ..:j 111.,. r<or, w HI ro n.S.r l)..h Ct~Jrioale ~'Cit! ~r~G l ~ ~W Co~lfinlc rr.11t'. ~· •H•Ir.a~. 

l __________ c_n_~_d_· __ c_ta_~ ___________ l _______________________________________________ ~-=:J ,..... PERIJ.IT C~~RK; 

OIR!CTOR ADEMOLA S.HITTU 
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* fr * nov~:nNar.HT 
rr.-r.! OF 111£ Ot~TniCT 
~OfCOlUM!ItA. 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS 
BUILDING AND LAND REGULATION ADMINISTRATION 

PERMIT-NO. 8 4 3 90818 Form OLRA·15 
(t1ov. 9tJOI91 BUILDING PERMIT 

Date 10/31/{JH (Type) 
Address of work 55 lJ.· l./.1-Tn ST. 
Permission is hereby granted to 
W~'ilt.D D.L\Y Tlllil\TrX§:>.:l\1' CENTEr:. Ii'JC. 
who Is aulhorlzed to pnrlorm lhc worl< ucscrlhnd heroin altho 
itddrnss shown above in strlcl llCcordanco with tho coru.Jillons 
staled on OOTH sides ol this pormil. 

IJuilder­
Width of IJidgs. 

Zone (;- i·~-.!'\ 
Height of torrace abovo grade 
Address of owner 
Deposit No. 

Length' 

Amount$ 
OtPAnTMENT OF CONSIJMEn ANU rlEGULATOnY AFFAif1S 

DlllECTOn 

.t.LTm~ .<1:~ID m.~PAIR 

H.~L 

Height 

(Ownor) 

NO. 

To be occupied as 

Projections: 

Lot . 9 . . Square 

TOTAL PERMIT FEE· 

FILING FEE 

DATE 

FEE PAYABLE 

.55H IT .. ~.~ ., 
lly 

--~--~-----------.-- ----~- --- ~- ------ -- ----- --·-. 



: @1-~ 2 Ff ·r /-". jP 1 
i. · P-RE-F E'iJMBERS ZONit~G DISTRICT 1 · ~rlLE NUMBER I PERMIT NUMBER 

:, : :· ··--· . :~· :·: ... :_ ·-··.: .. ~- · .... -·; 

* * .;.· GOY~k'EliT 
llSI!•S@li OF THE OISTRK:T 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS 
BUILDING AND LAND REGULATION ADMINISTRATION; PERMIT PROCESSING DIVISION (7:1.7·i050) 

ik.Sf4f'li OF CO'.U~BLI. 

8 LF.A<>_~-. 
{F.ev. 'h,J::•) 

APPLICATION FOR CONSTRUCTION PERMITS ·aH PRIVATE PROPERTY 
(PRIIH IN INK GR TYPE: :::0 IIOi WRITE IN SHADED AREAS OR ON PAGE ~) 

ERI.SIHG, CROSSING OUT, WHITING OUT, OR OTHERWISE ALTERING AHY.EHTERED IHFORhiATIOH WILL VOID THIS APPLICATIIJN 

Address of Proposed Work: 

SS/f-lc.../iHSr. NvJ 
Owr.er of Building or Property: 

IE..IRo PAY 'T'K.f:./<1-m FEN/ 

c £tJ C!--. 
.t-.gsnt ior Owner: (li cj:-plic<:ble) 

~.:r 

0 r;ew 3uilding 

0 Additicn 

8 Al:eration and P.epair 

0 Raze Building 

' Description of Proposed Wcrk: 

3. Existing Use(s) of 1lding cr Property: 

q 

9. P..ddress: (include p) 

C.o! /rE Q€.. P.& e.i:::'l fY\ 0 :zo 7 ct v 
~ ~ 

0 Retaining \Vail 

0 Fe~·ce 
0 Shed 

0 Av·/n\ng 

0 Garage 

0 Sign 

0 Other (Specify) 

p,y/P,c4 'f"rn£w1 ?c::~G R,r:r.1 j Ad(.)/. Y TJe..v£1opn 

10. Phone: 

Work: 

Hcme:3cdq3 {!,!)(dj 

3. Proposed Prop. No. of 
Stories of Bldg.: 

·~a. Prop. No. of 
Dwelling Units: 

9. Starti11g e 
of \\'c·rk: 

ASAf 

· 20. Completion Daie 
of \'./crk: 

jj- jO --{)( 

I 
21. 1/,e:hod cf ?.er.wving Construction Debris: 

g) Pick·UP Truck 0 Dumpster 

0 Ot~.er (specify): 

22. Dces the proposed work 
involve disturbing the earth 
c·r razing a building? 

0 Yes, e.ns~\~er q. 23 

& No, S!<.IP q. 23·27 

.5. ls 1he c.r~a disn.;:jed 25. Area o 25. No. of Footin~s 27. Si:e c 
earth mere than 50 sq. it.? 

0 Yes 1 CrtS\'/Ef q. 24·25 

0 No, SKIP q. 24·25 

:;:-;:.!s<e S~c:icn 3 !f t~.= ;.i:~<:~E-·j '/,C~f: ;!: i;EW :;L!:ld::iQ 1 cc':iU~.n ~r c.lis~c~ic.n. =?c.;e 2) 

:~ ;:·::~: Ss::;::-J C if~~.~;:.~::·;:<:~-::·: ·.~.·c:--k :s ic.z:~2 c. t.u;~c:r.g. :::~;= 2) 

0 

'''·- .::::.·· ·-' 

-· >::. 



22. r.~r's Name: 

36. ntractor's Name: 37. Contractor's Address: 

39. Type of Construction 

, .:@' t-Aasonry 0 Steel 

0 Wood 0 Other: 

0 Conc~ete 

40. Fire ppression: 

0 Fully Sprlnklered 0 Standpipe System 

0 Partially Sprinklered dNone 

0 Other: 

41. Socster Pump: 

0 New 

0 Existing 

0 None 

akdown of Lot Area(== iOO%): 

sq. ft. 

•· ~ci!Oiogo I' o o pp.·.·:=J :'• 
b. raved Area: · ~ ~. 
c. Greenery: _ __j% 

44. Present Gross ocr Area of 
Eldg.: 

45. Proposed Gross 
of Bldg: 

SA-w..t!!-

Floors involved in this permit: 

0 1:-.11 0 Floors _ _._ __ 

47. ection beyond buildi!lSI line? 

0 Yes, answer q. 48·52. 

.56 €.. sq. ft. 

t.8. Numb:or and type of projection: 49. 50. Width of 
projection: 

53. Driveway 55. Sheetin~_;/Shoring · 55. Eleva:o;s involved? 
Construction? Necessary? 

0 Yes 

'S,\'o 
1 59. Estim::.~ed 

0 Yes 

r 
(a) r-!ew/Acd.: S -,---------

(.b) Alt'F.ep.: sf 5'5oD 

Tc·,c.l: 
60. Vcic.H>:e 

64. Insurance Comp;,ny: 

68. B·~ildi ng tv\ 

! s 

E9. Raze Entire 
Euiiding? 

0 Yes 

0 No 

0 Yes 

7CA. Building 
Vacant? 

0 Yes 0 Yes 

C! No 0 No 

75. Lie. No. 75. Ler,gth: i7. 

0 No, SKIP q. 48-52 

51. Wid 

No. c.nd 
type of e!ev.: 

r:;:;r (projection on 

:.s. clc.ns Csrcified by 
t:ngn-:esr? 

ec<ion: 

ln. 

50. F2.rt\' , 1/2.ll? 

0 1· 
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98. 

100. 

Folding 

:....,..""7-:--:----:---:-'--.'7:-=--:-:-....l---:--:--7T:F-:i :-:x e.:..d=:-~-:-...!....:::...:..:77;:.!:.::::,.:..:....::.:..:.;::.::..:.,:.:;.::-;.===::~ (a) ft above side w a 1 k 
· 1",9. ~l,a:erial of 121. 

Covering: '-b) ft above parking 
(c) ___ ! t above grade 

0 Yes 

:..ic. r\o.: 
VA 

Sigr.a1L.:re vt Lic;n~ed Elec~ · one: 

1~3. ·,35. pe of Si;n: 

(a)---- n ----in above side\\'cik 
{b)----- ft ____ in above rocf 

(c) ____ ft ~---in is bldg height 137. Vvi · h: i33. Length: 139. Area 1gn: 

(d) ____ It ____ in c.bove projection cr 'Nindow 

n's ;-;~ ft. 

"t-13. 1 L.4. F'none: 

i 4:J. 

. ...,.._..., 

i 
'132. 

i 
.~-~ 

Color: j 

I 
I 
I __ ___.; 

Wid;h d E•JSI"c~'S I 
r=ron~c;e: 

!t. 

I h;;r~:by certify ~t-.2t I 2.\i\ tr~e cv,r~er e ~rcp~rty~ t:-~at 1f1e appiice~io0 ~nd pl2.r~s c;.re ccn-~plete end cc·rract to t:-.e b:~t :::f 
r:;y ~·.ncwlcci~e; a;td ~r~a.t :t a psrrr~it (::r ~·ermils) !s i!:s~edl ~~.e co::s:r-... cl:cn v:ill ccr.ic:-L:i to the D.C. Ccn:tr:.:c:ic n Cc·Cs~. 
1~.e Z:)ni:-~g F-cgulaticr:~, ~nd ether c.;:plicc.t·le lc.ws end re.;:..;latie::.s c.i ~he o;strlct ci Col~:7it,ia. 

.~c-:~sss: _________________ C.::~e: _____ _ 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
CJ 
0 
0 

A. PEP.MIT CONTROL 

1. Fine Arts by: ------Date: ------
2. Historic by: _____ ___,,.... Date:------

3. PADC by: Date:------

4. Cap. Gateway by: Date:------

5. W.H.I Ots. Precinct by: __ Date:------
6. Flood Control by: Date: _:..._ ___ _ 

7. WMATA by: Date:------

8. Condem. by: Dc;te: ------

9. RLA, by:· Date: ------

·~o. Rental Accom. by: ____ Da~e: ------

0 i 1. Chinatown Distr. by: Date:------

0 i2. Utility Clearance by: Date:------

0 '\3. General Liability Ins. Policy 

Clearanc;e,.gy: Date: ------

B. Cbb\P.ANCE TO FILE PLM~S 

i.h 
0 1. Zoning b£ Dc.'.e: ------
0 2. DPW - Permit and Records Division 

Access~.sJ Parking Street 0 Street 0 Ailey 

c:ec.red ~: Cate: 
c;:::, 

0 3. DPW. Consumer Engineer 

Cleared by: n-·--~C~'C. 

0 4. ERA· Erosion Control 

Cleared by: Dete: 

Restrictions of the Pern-dt: 

0 1. Information Counter by: Date: 

0 2. Information Center by: Date: 
0 (a) ABC Soard by: Date: 

0 (b) Noise Control t.y: Date: 
0 {c) Industrial Safety by: Date: 
0 (d) Vector Con:rol by: Date: 
0 . (e) D.C. Animal by: 

0 (f) Police Dept. by: 

0 3. Zoning by: 

0 

0 5. Waterl-...t:l'rt:r uesign Branch 

Cor:surr:er Eng. by:---------
0 6. Environmental Regulation A.Qr;,ir;istration 

0 Envlronme:~tal Pclicy r.evievt 

Control No.:---------­
by: -------------Date: ___ _ 

0 Erosion Control by: ------- Date: ___ _ 
0 Storm Water Mgrr-.t. ·::Jy: Cc.\e: __ _ 

P',an No. / · ---==::=:-2 I ... 

0 7. f,'.echanical Eng. Review ty:/:::;:c:::::;::: Date: /O/J:.o;_ ;r 
0 8.· Plumbing Ena. Review by:~/Uc:.f~ t__ 

c/9. Electrical En;. Review ':y:/ r·r'h/-' /oate: '.J:/.-/.,_ :r_.l_ 
// / t:_.V" ;c.·;/ ''- I 

0 10. Health Plan Review // / ./ / 

0 (c.) Food Plan Review by: ' Dele: / ·· 

0 (b) f,1c;dical X-ray Plan Rev. 
by: ____________ !:·ate: ---:--

lJ 11. D.C. Fire Dept. (Fire Prevention Plan Review Section) 

0 
LJ 

by: Date: __ _ 

12. Elevator Plan P.ev. Sec. by: ------De.:::-·--. 
13. Plumbing lr.sp. ?.ev. by: _______ Date: __ _ 

0 .i4. Construction Insp. Erc.nch (Field Cr,eck) 

'·'" .n 
·::-. ::? 

;- ~ -.. - -. 

DPW - PUBLIC SPA.CE 


