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p— BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Al Y
MOTION
Notice: Click Here for Motion Form Instructions
Applicant, Appeliant, Appellee, Party, Intervener* Applicant, Appellant, Appellee, Party, Intervener*
, Vs -
[Rg!qrama Citizens Association, Appelfant : ‘Montrqse, LLC and David Clarke, Director, DCRA
Motion of:*

(state what you want the Board to do)

Please see paragraph 1,attachment 1.

Points and Authorities:* -

[
(state the each and every reason why the Board should grant your motion, including relevant references to the Zoning Regulations or Maj
[Please see paragraph 2, attachment 1. : e ;j
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE , , ¥

[ hereby certify that on this* . day of* |Februa ry, 2004 o 1 served a copy of thegf‘;rgoixig Motion on e

entity that has requested party status; or entities that have be granted party status — on the above referenced BZA case via*

S . Hand ,
M First-class Mail [ . 7 Other* :
Delivery l (ATTACH A LIST OF PARTIES SERVED)
Signature:
Print Name:* [Ann_HuEf\eg Hargrove | Firm/Organization:* [Zoning:Chair, KCA
Address:* 1827 Belmont Road, Ny City:* [Washington Sute* [DC . Zip* 20009

* In the event an authorized agent files a motion on the behalf of the maker of the motion, a letter signed by the maker of the motion authorizin;
agent to act on his/her behalf shall accompany the notice of application.

To be notified of hearing and decision:
(Maker of Motion or Authorized Agent)*

Name:*  |Ann Hughes Hargrove

Address:* [1827 Belmont Road, NwCity:* |Washington  Sate* DC  Zip* [20009
;l:ge RZQZ) 3326320 Fax No.: @Qz) 328-1522 E-Mail: |ahhj|hd¢@wor|dnet.att~*.n6’{’

ANY APPLICATION THAT 18 NOT COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE INSTRUCTIONS ON THE BACK OF THIS FORM !
NOT BE ACCEPTED.

Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia
CASE NO. 17109
EXHIBIT NO. 30




BZA Case No. 17109, Appeal of Kalorama Citizens Association
Appellant’s motion to secure documents from DCRA
Attachment 1

1. Appellant requests the Board of Zoning adjustment to cause the Department of
Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (DCRA) to make available to it copies of certain documents
relating to construction underway at 1819 Belmont Road, N.W., which Appellant has repeatedly
requested and which DCRA has failed to supply, namely:

(1) all architect’s mechanical drawings,

(2) all lot occupancy and FAR calculation worksheets, and

(3) all documents relating to the determination and certification of the present actual

height of the building.

Appellant requests that these documents be made available sufficiently in advance of the date of
the hearing on this appeal, February 17, 2004, to permit Appellant reasonable time to take
appropriate account of them in preparing the presentation of its case at that hearing, and in any
event no later than Thursday, February 12, 2004.

2. The documents requested are a part of the public records maintained by DCRA in
connection with the granting of permits for construction currently underway at 1819 Belmont
Road, N.W., which is the subject of the present appeal. Appellant has repeatedly requested these
documents, most recently by fax communication to DCRA dated January 22, 2004 (attachment
2). They are necessary in order for Appellant to have complete information regarding that
construction and properly prosecute its appeal. More specifically:

(a) FAR issue. Appellant has claimed in its appeal that the building as permitted
will exceed the FAR allowed under 11 DCMR §§199.1 and 402.4. Information as to the
calculations performed by both the developer and by DCRA in arriving at FAR figures is
necessary in order to determine the accuracy of those figures.

(b) Height Issue. Before the filing of this Appeal, DCRA determined that the
building exceeded the legally permissible height (70 feet), and stopped work on the
project. Subsequently the developers submitted new plans showing a reduction in the
height of the roofto 70 feet, and DCRA issued a new permit on the basis of those plans.
The roof is now in place.

Relying on the accuracy of these representations by the developer and DCRA as
to the height of the roof, Appellant has claimed in its appeal that the height of the
building as permitted would still exceed the legally permissible height because of the
placement on and above the roof of certain structures (a roof deck and balustrade) that are
not among those allowed, as exceptions to the height limit, under the Height of Buildings
Act (DC Official Code §6-601.01 et seq.).

Appellant understands that, in the courses of DCRA’s consideration of the
issuance of a new permit, a measurement of the actual height of the roof was undertaken.
In order to determine for itself whether the representations are accurate that the roof
height when properly measured is 70 feet, or whether on the other hand the roof itself as
well as the deck and balustrade exceed the 70 foot limit, Appellant must have access to
the report of the person or persons performing the measurement, or such other
documentation as DCRA may have relied on in ascertaining the height of the roof,
showing the method by which the measurement was performed and the results of that
measurement.



Attachment 2

January 22, 2004

Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs

941 North Capitol Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002 VIA FAX to DCRA: 442-4863, 442-4860, 442-9445
Re: documents relating to construction activities at

1819 Belmont Road, N.W., lot 45, square 2551
Dear Mr. Noble:

First, 1 wish to thank you and Theresa Lewis for eventually making available
a set of plans, which included some modifications of the original plans that we
never saw. (At one point, it was claiined that they were lost or misplaced.) On the
basis of the revised plans, on which we saw the elevations for the first time, and
association at their monthly meetings, we filed an appeal with the BZA (BZA
Appeal #17109) 1o be heard on February 17*. However, there are still some
documenis missing that were previously requested. We requested, and again
request, that we obtain copies of the FAR and lot occupancy worksheets on the
project. We request copies of the mechanical drawings as well. Additionslly, you
required a certification of the height by an engineer/architect following our
complaint. We also request the height cestification and any papers related thereto
prepared by the person who took the measurement,

I would sppreciate your immediate response and will check in with your
pﬁeetoaeew'nhwhomlneedtomeettomiewamiobtahcopiesofﬂlis

information.
Sincerely,
Zoning Chairman, Kalorama Citizens Association

Cc: David A. Clark, Director, D.C.R.A.
Theresa Lewis, Deputy Director for Operations, D.CR.A.
Councilmember Jim Graham
Alan Roth, Chairman, ANC 1-C
Matt Forman, President, Kalorama Citizens Association



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that the foregoing Motion was served by United States Mail, postage
prepaid, this 7th day of February, 2004 upon the following:

Montrose, L.L.C
2311 15™ Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20009

David Clarke, Director

Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs
941 North Capitol Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002

Alan J. Roth, Chairperson

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 1-C
P.O. Box 21652, Kalorama Station
Washington, D.C. 20009

Ms. Ellen McCarthy

Office of Planning

801 North Capitol Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Mz, Alan Bergstein

Office of Corporation Counsel
441 4" Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 200% 1
Ann Hughés Hargr%

Zoning Chairman

Kalorama Citizens Association




