JOHN DOUGHERTY
ATTORNEY AT LAW

1072 THOMAS JEFFERSON STREET
WASHINGTON, DC 20007
TELEPHONE (202) 364-4443

FAX (202) 966-9155

June 10, 2003

Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia Office of Zoning
441 4™ Street, NW

Washington, DC 20001 8 5
Lo D
Re: Edmund Burke School &= T_]‘FQ
Application Number 17022 = 829
Dear Sir or Madame: @

;E e
YNINOZ_40

Enclosed, on behalf of the persons listed therein, are two petitions signed b
Burke neighbors with respect to the above-captioned Application. All of such persons
intend to seek party status.

The first petition is signed by 16 of the 27 homeowners on the 2900 block of
Upton Street, and 9 of the 16 homeowners on the 2900 block of Tilden Street. Thus, the
petition is signed by a majority of the homeowners listed in the Application as being most
affected by Burke’s proposed expansion.

The second petition is signed by 8 of the 11 homeowners on Upton Street East of
29" Street. These persons are not listed in the Application. However, such persons will be
significantly affected by Burke’s expansion because of increased traffic and because of
increased use of the Howard Law School playing field. The homes of such persons are
within 200 feet of this playing field, which Burke uses as its athletic facility.

The petitions note that Burke has abused the application process by filing an
incomplete application, and by managing the application process so that hearings will be
held in the summer months when many neighbors will be on vacation. Thus, neighbors
will have no meaningful opportunity to comment on Burke’s plans. This is inconsistent
with basic due process and the clear intent of the zoning laws.

The petitions request that (a) the BZA postpone any meetings to consider the
Application until at least 60 days after Burke has submitted a complete application, and
(b) that meetings not be scheduled during the summer months when many neighbors will
be on vacation.

Sigcerely yours, _
2 :»M/
34 ‘A John Dough
n 4 0 } g/ Board of Zoning Adjustment

District of Columbia

/ ‘
CaseNo’ CASE NO. 17022
WNO._&_ EXHIBIT NO. 35



Petition to Board of Zoning Adjustment
From Burke Neighbors
Re Burke Application for Special Exception
Application Number 17022

1. Burke’s Application

Edmund Burke School (“Burke”) filed an Application for Special Exception
(“Application) on April 15, 2003. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3F (“ANC”) has
scheduled a meeting to consider Burke’s Application on June 16, 2003. The Board of
Zoning Adjustment (“BZA”) has scheduled a hearing on July 15, 2003.

2. Neighbors Request to BZA

The undersigned are listed in the Application as property owners who will be
especially impacted by Burke’s expansion plans. Each of the undersigned intends to
apply for party status and to present testimony at the BZA hearing.

The undersigned respectfully request (a) that the BZA postpone any meeting to
consider the Application until at least 60 days after Burke has submitted a complete
application, and (b) that a meeting not be scheduled for the summer months when many
neighbors will be on vacation.

The undersigned also wish to note their opposition to Burke’s Application in its
present form.

3. Incomplete Application

Burke filed a similar expansion plan in 2001. The BZA rejected that plan. The
BZA concluded that: “The proposed private school expansion would result in traffic
congestion and serious pedestrian and traffic safety hazards.”

The Application states that Burke will increase its enrollment “only if the School
meets a stringent set of operational conditions as set forth in the Compliance Plan....”
However, no compliance plan was filed with the Application. Thus, neighbors have no
meaningful way to gauge the impact of Burke’s expansion plans. Nor does the BZA have
a reasonable basis for concluding that Burke’s new plan is any more acceptable than the
prior plan that was rejected by the BZA.

It makes no sense to hold a BZA meeting to discuss an incomplete application.
The undersigned neighbors therefore respectfully request that the BZA decline to hold a
meeting to discuss Burke’s expansion plans until at least 60 days after Burke has filed an
application that contains detailed information about all aspects of its proposed expansion.



Alternatively, we would request that the BZA reject Burke’s application as being
incomplete, and consider an appropriate timetable at such time as Burke files a complete
application.

4, Hearings During the Summer Months

Burke has managed the application process so that ANC and BZA consideration
will take place during the summer months when many neighbors will be on vacation.
Coupled with the fact that Burke has filed an incomplete application, this results in
neighbors having no meaningful opportunity to comment on Burke’s plans. This is
inconsistent with basic due process and the clear intent of the District’s zoning laws. The
undersigned neighbors therefore request that the BZA decline to consider Burke’s
application during the summer months.

It should be noted that Burke has already made its enrollment decisions for next
Fall. Thus, our request will have no impact on Burke’s current enrollment plans. It
conceivably could have an impact on the timetable for constructing Burke’s new
building. However, Burke has had several years to develop its expansion plans and the
timing of the present application was entirely within Burke’s control. Neighbors are
entitled to a meaningful opportunity to evaluate and comment on Burke’s plans.

5. Additional Concerns

The undersigned will defer detailed comments regarding Burke’s plans until we
have had an opportunity to consider a complete application package. However, we do
wish to note the following threshold concerns.

First, the proposed new building will result in a large institutional complex that is
inconsistent with a residential neighborhood. Second, as noted by the BZA, increased
enrollment would result in traffic congestion and serious pedestrian and traffic safety
hazards. Third, there are no limitations on further expansion by Burke.



Respecgpully submitted

Nam: é) “M

ame:

Addidss 2> 9 ¢ d € /”(/ Address:

Date: %/fig j/ aX Date:
Name: u-Q Ql ; Name:

Addresgz—‘—gg\'g‘ “Pij st 1YY Address: 249« U,p{-o» st p.&

Date: .¢; 2- O3 Date: iw-us 05 20600Y

Namé& S /e 2, / Name: Ked.
Addrese” * 2997 [ fw GL. M Address: ' & ‘

Date: _ Ju it 3, &%

Name: - : Name:
Address: Address:
Date: o -2a- o3 Date:
Name: ’Pn | ]2, ch asw dgn Name:

Address: 2940 ;?b.n Address:

Date: o ~2-0m Date:

Address 3—-{'51) ZLM?’\ = Address:

Date: é Z'Z é Date:

Name: _}° 4 Name:
Address: 2@ ¢Z VP B DWW  Address: IR

Date: LQQ &1(4 v HER0 Date:

Name: . Name:
Address: Address:
Date: /3 Date:
Name: /z d 2Py Name:
Address / 2 ¢ c‘z, ,,,,', < A\ ddress:
Date: / Date:
Ak

Name: ‘ OAUA [g.‘u‘a Name:
Address: 43RtV S AL Address:

Date: 1A ‘ pﬂﬂ ) Date:




Respectfully submitted,
-—

Name: M

€ss: ¥
pures SISL Ut N
Nam; Jlishslle TONealla_

Address: 2447 vpam St g)__
Date: (-2 -03

Namev Mj M

Address: 297Y7 I/Pf'\ 5‘[ A4
Date: G/J’?

Name: Zﬂflez oN &HINBERE

- Address: 29 49 VPJZN 57'NL

Date: 6/44 2 '
Name: %_fzz
Address: /24| pfas, AT

Date: é;l R/ Q:
Name: e/] élL—

Address: 2843 Mg n S N2
Date: (LY VLES

Name: %ﬂ%

Address: / 29YS l/ph‘L SI‘I!/&L
Date: ﬁ/ob/o’a :

Name: iy L
Address: Jquy ‘Upfi. Tt WL
Date: é/x{o] ki

Name:
Address:

Date:

Name:
Address:
Date:

Name:
Address:
Date:

Name:

N@th side

Address:

Date:

Name:

Address: -
~ Date:

Name:

Address:

Date:

. Name:

Address: |

Date:

Name:

Address:

Date:

Name:

Address:

Date:

Né;ne_:

Address:

Date:

Name:

Address:

Date:

Name:

Address:

Date:

Name:

Address:

Date:

Name:

Address:

Date:




Respectfully submitted,

Address: " 2?57 [2

Date:. &///°

Name:
Address:
Date:

Name:
Address:
Date: 6-/~03

Name: %A&%cd
Addresd: gﬁf{ 3 T RAeqs i N
Date: (-2

Name: _LQH,;QLD aelc(-.u.
Address: 293¢ Tolley ¢ 1w

Date: }“ L, 2002
Name: 2 2, % S! c M‘——
Address: W

Date: _Juwe ) 202 3
Name: VJJ‘AW

Address: 4 W
Date:

Name: @42 LIGPIN S

Address: 5 5T
Date:

Name:
Address:
Date: &

Name:
Address:
Date:

Name:
Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:

Name:

Address:
Date:




Petition to Board of Zoning Adjustment
From Burke Neighbors
Re Burke Application for Special Exception
Application Number 17022

1. Burke’s Application

Edmund Burke School (“Burke”) filed an Application for Special Exception
(“Application’) on April 15, 2003. Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3F (“ANC”) has
scheduled a meeting to consider Burke’s Application on June 16, 2003. The Board of
Zoning Adjustment (“BZA”) has scheduled a hearing on July 15, 2003.

2 Neighbors Request to BZA

The undersigned are property owners who will be impacted by Burke’s expansion
plans. :

The undersigned respectfully request (a) that the BZA postpone any meeting to
consider the Application until at least 60 days after Burke has submitted a complete
application, and (b) that a meeting not be scheduled for the summer months when many
neighbors will be on vacation.

The undersigned also wish to note their opposition to Burke’s Application in its
present form.

3. Incomplete Application

Burke filed a similar expansion plan in 2001. The BZA rejected that plan. The
BZA concluded that: “The proposed private school expansion would result in traffic
congestion and serious pedestrian and traffic safety hazards.”

The Application states that Burke will increase its enrollment “only if the School
meets a stringent set of operational conditions as set forth in the Compliance Plan....”
However, no compliance plan was filed with the Application. Thus, neighbors have no
meaningful way to gauge the impact of Burke’s expansion plans. Nor does the BZA have
a reasonable basis for concluding that Burke’s new plan is any more acceptable than the
prior plan that was rejected by the BZA.

It makes no sense to hold a BZA meeting to discuss an incomplete application.
The undersigned neighbors therefore respectfully request that the BZA decline to hold a
meeting to discuss Burke’s expansion plans until at least 60 days after Burke has filed an
application that contains detailed information about all aspects of its proposed expansion.



Alternatively, we would request that the BZA reject Burke’s application as being
incomplete, and consider an appropriate timetable at such time as Burke files a complete
application.

4, Hearings During the Summer Months

Burke has managed the application process so that ANC and BZA consideration
will take place during the summer months when many neighbors will be on vacation.
Coupled with the fact that Burke has filed an incomplete application, this results in
neighbors having no meaningful opportunity to comment on Burke’s plans. This is
inconsistent with basic due process and the clear intent of the District’s zoning laws. The
undersigned neighbors therefore request that the BZA decline to consider Burke’s
application during the summer months.

It should be noted that Burke has already made its enrollment decisions for next
Fall. Thus, our request will have no impact on Burke’s current enrollment plans. It
conceivably could have an impact on the timetable for constructing Burke’s new
building. However, Burke has had several years to develop its expansion plans and the
timing of the present application was entirely within Burke’s control. Neighbors are
entitled to a meaningful opportunity to evaluate and comment on Burke’s plans.

5. Additional Concerns

The undersigned will defer detailed comments regarding Burke’s plans until we
have had an opportunity to consider a complete application package. However, we do
wish to note the following threshold concerns.

First, the proposed new building will result in a large institutional complex that is
inconsistent with a residential neighborhood. Second, as noted by the BZA, increased
enrollment would result in traffic congestion and serious pedestrian and traffic safety
hazards. Third, there are no limitations on further expansion by Burke.
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