Richard Servatius

4830 43rd. St. NW RECEIVEL
Washington, DC 20016 D.C. GFFIFE {}{7“},mf 5
202-966-0078 I

December 11, 2002

Board of Zoning Adjustment
441 4th. St. NW Suite 210-S Washington, DC 20001

RE: 16944 Gceorgetown Day School Application
Ms. Mitten, Ms. Renshaw, et al;

As a long time resident and an involved, close, neighbor to the Georgetown Day School (GDS) I feel a need to
'revisit' why GDS decided to move within this neighborhood. More importantly I need to explain the ramifications
of allowing GDS to expand, per their request.

Briefly the history; in 1985, GDS sought to move into this residential community citing the "juxtapostion of the
Metro subway and bus service afforded by proximity to Wisconsin Avenue." This geographical arrangement was
predicated on minimum student impact within this neighborhood and the agreement that no students would drive
and park their automobiles. Initially, per the agreement, GDS was somewhat active in the community, promising
limited residential access to the athletic field, respect for the neighborhood, and apparently involved in community
relations.

Some years ago this basically tenable situation deteriorated, relegating this this otherwise quiet neighborhood to
what can be best described as 'a parking lot." Although we, proximate, neighbors called GDS, faxed GDS, walked
litter to the GDS offices (including numerous beer cans), had our garages spray painted (four times by GDS'
admission), and witnessed numerous 'smoking' activities in our alleys, we somehow endured; rationalizing this
behavior will cease come the Summer months and might improve if we complain enough. Be reminded that zoning
cnforcement is somewhat a ncw concept to us residents.

These immediate issues did cease, just this school year; coincidentally with GDS' admitting their non-compliance
and their subsequent request for 'expansion.' Arguably, these issues may merely be suspended temporarily as the
initial agreement between the Board of Zoning and GDS has never been honored, enforced, or acknowledged
(unless under duress).

Attached please find email communication between myself and GDS administration; it is a recent and small
fraction of the total; I know that GDS "neighbors"” on the South side of the GDS enterprise have been vocal, as
well, in their concerns regarding non-compliance. We residents immediately bordering GDS have endured the same
neighborhood diminution of quality that we lobbied against over 15 years ago. Unfortunately maybe we are not so
vocal as so many family residences have moved away only to return as 'non vested' AU group homes. This
situation, specifically, leaves us remaining wondering where is the credibility of negotiation and enforcement?

Mr. Peter Branch, Headmaster of GDS, said it best at your BZA Hearing: It is, ironically, what we have lived with
for over a decade, "we could drop to 410 |students| and be more obnoxious." More obnoxious? Only with the
BZA's help. Please hold them to the original agreement; the very agreement that made them our "neighbors."

Thanks for your attention,
/
F
Rick : alng Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia
CASE NO.16944
EXHIBIT NO.48
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