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Geoffrey Griffis, Chairman 
Board of Zoning Adjustment 
441 41h Street, Suite .210 
Washington, DC 20001 

John and April Delaney 
4115 Parkgl.en Court, NW 
11\/ashington DC 20007 

202-256-2185 

April ·IQ, 2002 

Re: BZA Application No. 16852 
St. Patrick's School - 4925 MacArthur Blvd. 

Dear Chairman Griffis and Members of the Board: 

As a residents of Northwest Washington and m,,ghbors of the proposed school 
site associated with referenced application, we are pleased to offer our ful l support fr.;r 
the proposed application. St. Patrick s church and the 1ccompanying Episcopal Gay 
School have played a major role in the Palisades ccmn ,unity for several years. Whi!e 
many residents and affected individuals have voiced be s1 concerns aboL.1 a"',d support 
of this application, we want to ensure the BZA is awar,; of several issues t,efore it 
renders an opinion. 

Our support for this application stams p; ir,1arily from the fe '..it that there is a dire 
need for more educational opportunitim:i for tra children of We,:.,nington, D.C. Many 
young families in the Palisades, Fox•1ail, Gr-;orgetown, Sprir J Valley and Kent areas 
(those areas closest to this site) are deeo·y receptive to r~ving additional educational 
opportunities for our children. An .mfo:, <unate fact is t ... at the current D.C. public 
schooling options provided for middlF and upper sc";ool students are not viable 
alternatives, particularly given rece: 1t cuts in put-1:c spending .~;no the lack of resources 
available to these students. Mc ;eover, the i::ompetition into local private and parochial 
schools is intense, and many s1.udents are not guaranteed a cosition within Northwest 
Washington. Accordingly, rr·any familiet will be forced to :.iL:1er shuttle their children to 
private schools in the subu:c,s (or lengthy b',.s :rips), or tc n0va out of the city limits. 

Our children currer,tl) att~ · ld St. Patrick's schoi:: .. H i wever, continuing to attend 
a neighborhood scho . (or '"'ven cme ' Jcated in Northwest 1d ashington) will be a 
challenge given th~, ir; rense CO'" pefaion for avaHa'.Jle '·slot~ at these schools. Several 
other concerned ' Er ,\ ., feel '.ne r,ame way; it i:, so important to be able to preserve the 
ability for our childrf t: ,J attend schools within their neighborhood. 

Second, d" a h 0 e S '1d priv ;iCj cor,cems voiced by local residents are wildly 
inflated. MaC?,;lh•-ir B· ul£ ' ;ard is £. m2;or thoroughfare within VVashlngton, DC; it is not 
a quiet residF: ;1tic., neif 1bcrhooc ,1itt-, singing birds and card-playing elders on the front 
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por,.A The cor·,tinual din of metro buses, other buses, delivery trucks, rr,.:>rning and 
aftt: , :.>on rush nour traffic and commercial activity is very loud. It is abundantly clear 
to d ,yone w 1 -i i an objective view that there will be no negative traff:c impact associated 
wi'n six1v ne-.1 middle school children. In fact, and by way of r:..>mparison, one new 
r 1fice bdldhq in downtown Washington with new tenants WOJid result in a significantly 
greater· tram <.. impact to the area in question. 

Tiiirc;, some have argued that property valu;:;s would be affected by this 
ex1.e1 1sion. As a young family, we place a pref'l".;um on houses located near schools. 
It i•' ,_;ur . xpH ience that property values rise wr,an located near schools such as St 
Pa.rick';_ Those stating otherwise probably de not have school-age children, and/or 
a1 a Jr;,ami' ar with the housing market in Was1 ilngton. 

l .si .;t, as demonstrated by the overwhelming support of the Palisades Community 
As~-oc at ion, there is great support at large fo( the expansion of this school. Those 
d:,·ect; / adja,.~ent to the site state that it is "their neighborhood" and they are very . 
n .,gat, ,ely inpacted. But, they forget that the Palisades is also our neighborhood. 
1 •.nd n , s'. ·e t,ldents in the Palisades, and the sLi rounding neighborhoods, greatly 
Nelcor ·.e ne addition of this expansion. The affect on surrounding property is minimal, 
but tr· .; p:..Jslti , a impact on the community at large is great 

Zonin:J battles often are waged in the context of grJwth vs. no growth; residential 
vs commercial; or clear objectionable use (i .e. trash faL1iit ies, co-generation, night 
cl..ibs) vs. le;·g':?r neighborhood concerns. We haie been somewhat amazed that this 
F,pplicabor; haf drawn such controversy since i: does not 1.aB within any of these 
.:;ategorie~, . Th1.} current property is not being used fo : rns,dential use, no significant 
changes ( .)ther than clear exterior improvements) e. e pr,Jr.,osed to the property by the 
applicant, 10 children will be dropped off at the propert1, the property will not be used 
during the scJmmer (consistent with the current use) . cmd finally the property will only be 
used as a r, 1iddle school. At the PCA Board Me<:1ti, 1g m£, Pf of those opposed to the 
applicant (and some of the Board members) tal~ -=Cl abr dt ;S ··moratorium on schools in 
the Palisades." Perhaps this battle is being waged 0 1 a ne·..,,1 front; abundant school 
options vs. limited school options; young families w1tt·, children vs. others. We hope not, 
and we hope the BZA will not support those opposJd to this project and those opposed 
to the expansion of school options. 

I hope these comments will assist th0 BZP. in rendering its decision. 

Sinceruy yours, 

;~~- :;;.,i·it·:·,)··'., .::::~ \ 
-~~ ·: 

April and John De'laney 
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