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BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

MOTION 
Notice: Click Hqe for MQ!ion Form Im;tmctions 

Applicant. Appellant, Appellee, Party, Intervener* Applicant. Appellant, Appellee, Party, Intervener* 

fK~Iorama Citizens Association, Appellant 
vs . ... . 

fMontrose, LLC and David Clarke, Director, DCRA 

Motion of:* 
(state what you want the Board to do) 

r···· see paragraph l,attachment 1. 

Points and Authorities:* ,. ·' : 1 

(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. 

I hereby certify that on this* lath 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

· day of"' fFebruary, 2004 

. : ..:1 

C• : 
I served a copy of thQ:.f~rgoing Motion on e 

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

p; First-class Mail P' H~d r Other* 
. Dehvery (ATTACHALISTOFPARTIES SERVED) 

Signature: 

Print Name:* Firm/Organization:* !zoning: Chair, KCA 

Address:* f18?7 Belmont Road, f'tivCity:* fwashington state:* foe zip:* f2ooo9 . 
• 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 authorizin1 
1gent to act on his/her behalf shall accompany the notice of application. 

Name:* jAn11 Hug~es Har&rOIJe : 

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

Address:* f1827 Belmont Road, N\/City:* fwashington state:* loc 
Phone 
No.:* 1<202) 332~6320 Fax No.: lc202) 328-1522 

• Zip:* I~()()Q~ 

E-Mail: jahhjlhdc@worldnet.att.net 

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

·, :~r~lj~;,~·~~~~>:·J;~i.~l~r::~§~tiJ, ·J 

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



Attachment 1 

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

1. Appellant requests the Board of Zoning adjustment to cause the Department of 
Consumer and Regulatory Affrurs (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 ofthis 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 roof to 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 ofthe 
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 ofDCRA'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. 



Mr. DeuzD Noble, Administrator 
BuildiDIJ anc1 Laud AdmiDistndion 
DejabDtla ofCcJasumer aud J1esu1atory A&irs 
941 NGIIh Capitol Street, N..E. 
W~ D.C. 20002 VIA WAX to DCRA: 442-4863,442-4860, 442-9445 

Re: ~ teladng to constructioD activities at 
1819 BelmoDt ltoacl, N. W., lot 45, SCI'Jift' 2551 

Dear Mr. Noble: 

Fnt, I with to 1baak yoaaad '~'beMa Lewis iw e...aly maJring available 
a let ofplaas, which included some modi&catioDs of the ori&iDaJ pleas 1bat we 
__. ... (Atoae poim:, it was cJMaaed thlltbeywere lost or !ftisp~Ked.) Oa the 
._.of die lftiled plaas, 011 w1ida we saw die elevalioDs tbrdle tint time, aad. 
der acting with bo1h the AdviloryNeJaNahood ec. .. m-ion and our citizens 
•oeiatioa It theiriiiOfllhly ...... ....,we fiW • appeal with die BZA (BZA 
Appeall17109) to be head CJD ,._,.11". Ho,....., a.e a still some 
docuneala mheqd8twe~epmous1y....,..... We~ 8ncl apin 
n:quest, 1bat we oblaiD oopies of the PAll aadlot 0CCUJ*1CY wodarbeets on the 
pmjccL Weaquclloopiee oftbemec...., dlawinpa ..._ .Adalil-..ly, yap 
requiledaeetlifietldiJaoftbebeial•bym~fbllowiMow ...-illl We also....- tbe beia1" cedi&cadoaaud aay papers .,Jated thelao 
prepaaec1 by the penon who took the lllCMUiellaent. 

I would 8fJPJeCiue your n•ri*....,.,._ aad wiD dlect ill with your 
oftice to see with whom I need to meet to JeView and obtaia copies oftlis 
iDtb.rmation. 

Siraaely, 

tkr '/.JI,tJh177J'1~­
Anll RuPes lllqlOWJ 
2'Aring ~ Kalorana Cilium Association 

Cc: David A. Clark, DJrector, D.C.R.A. 
Theresa Lewis, Deputy Director for Opemtions, D.C.R.A. 
COIIdmember TIID 0...... 
Alan Rodl, Cbairnau, ANC 1-C 
Matt F01'1118D, Plesident, KaloranB Cidzeus Association 

Attachment l 



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 15th 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 

Mr. Alan Bergstein 
Office of Corporation Counsel 
441 4th Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 2000~~ 

Ann Hu s Hargr 
Zoning Chairman 
Kalorama Citizens Association 


