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John and April Delaney

4115 Parkglen Court, NW

wWashington DC 20007
202-256-2185

April 10, 2002

Gecoffrey Griffis, Chairman
Board of Zoning Adjustment
441 4" Street, Suite 210
Washington, DC 20001

Ra: BZA Application No. 16852
St. Patrick’s School - 4825 MacArthur Bivd.

Dear Chairman Griffis and Members of the Board:

As a residents of Northwest Washington and ne.ghbtors of the proposed school
site associated with referenced application, we are pleased to offer our full support for
the proposed application.  St. Patrick s church and the sccompanying Episcopal Tay
School have played a major role in the Palisades coinr.unity for several years.  Whils
many residents and affected individuzis have voiced po i concerns about 7.d support
of this application, we want to ensure the BZA is awar - of several issues Lefore it
renders an opinion.

Our support for this application siams puiraarily from the fet that there is a dire
need for more educational opportunitios for the children of Weunington, D.C.  Many
young families in the Palisades, Foxzli, Georgetown, Sprir 4 Valley and Kent areas
{those areas closest to this site) are deer y receplive to Faving additional sducational
opportunities for our children. An unforwnate fact is tr.at the current D.C. public
schooling options provided for micdle and upper scroo! students are not viable
alternatives, particularly given rece’ it cuts in pub'ic spending and the lack of resources
available o these students. Mcieover, ths competition into local private and parochial
schools is intense, and many sudents are 1ot guaranteed « «osition within Northwest
Washington. Accordingly, rany familie: wili be forced to ai ner shuttle their children to
private schools in the sublos (ur iengthy b.s rips), or i nuve out of the city limits.

Our children currerls aite id St. Matrick’s schor .. Huwever, continuing to attend
a neighborhood scho . (or wven cne 'scated in Northwest vwashington) will be a
challenge given the iriznse co petivon for availeble “siots 4t these schools.  Several
other concerned ‘c.v. =3 feel .ne same way; it i5 s0 importait to be able to preserve the
ability for our chitdre~ o atterid schiools withir, their neighborhood.

Second, "3 .. 2 21d priv .y corcerng voiced by local residents are wildiy
inflated. Macea: thur b ule vard ie - me,or thoroughfare within Washington, DC; it is not
a quiet residentie. neic Worhood itk singing birds and card-playing elders on the front
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por.1.  The coritinual din of metro buses, other buses, delivery trucks, morning and
afte. . oon rush nour traffic and commercial activity is very loud. 1t is abundantly clear
to @yorne wit an objective view that there will be no negative traff.c impact associated
wi' sixty ne. middie school children.  In fact, and by way of comparison, one new
cifice buildiwg in downtown Washington with new tenants wouid result in a significantly
greater tratfic impact to the area in question.

Thirc;, some have argued that property valvzs would be affected by this
ex, '3icn.  As a young family, we place a premum on houses located near schools.
Itic wur  xperience that property values rise when located near schools such as St.
Parick 5. Those stating otherwise probably de not have school-age children, and/or
arg aroami’ar with the housing market in Was' ungton.

Last, as demonstrated by the overwhelming support of the Palisades Community
Astoc aton there is great support at large for the expansion of this school. Those
diveet 7 udiasent to the site state that it is “their neighbeorhood” and they are very-
regal selv inpacted. But, they forget that the Pelisades is alsy our neighborhood.
+nd nss euidents in the Palisades, and the su: rounding neighborhoods, greatly
velcor @ ne addition of this expansion. The wifect on surrpunding property is minimal.
but i3 pusitl. @ impact on the community at la-ge is great.

Zonin:; battles often are waged in the cuntext of growlh vs. ne growth; residential
vs commerc al; or clear objectionable use (i.e. trash fa.uities, co-generation, night
clubs) vs. leiger neighborhood concerns. We have bran somawhat amazed that this
¢.pplicatior; hav drawn such controversy since i does not 1all within any of these
categorie-. The current property is not being used fo: residential use, no significant
changes (oiher than clear exterior improvemenis) 2« procosead to the property by the
applicant, - 1o chiidren will be dropped off at the pruper:, |, ths property will not be used
during the summer (consistent with the current use) and finally the property will only be
used as a riiddie school. At the PCA Board Mesti iy me. 1y of those opposed to the
applicant (and some of the Board members) talk 2¢ abr ut 2 “moraterium on schools in
the Palisades.” Perhaps this battle is being weged o a new front; abundant school
options vs, limited school options; young farulies wiir: children vs. others. We hope not,
and we hope the BZA will not support those oppos:zd to this project and those opposed
to the expansion of school options.

| hope these comments will assist the BZA in rendering its decision.

Sincer:.1y yours,
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Aprii ard John Dél’aney



