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§). Describe any other relevant matters that demonstrate how the person will likely be affected or aggrieved if the action requested of the Board is approved

or denied.
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John L. King
709 Quincy St. NW
Washington, DC 20011
Chairperson
Board of Zoning Adjustment
441 4™ St NW
Suite 210
Washington, DC 20001
March 18, 2004

Dear Sir or Madam,

This letter is in reference to Case Number 17150 before the Board, an application for
zoning variance by the First Baptist Church SW, Inc., at Square 3131, Lots 41 and 333.

My property (Square 3131, Lot 26) is immediately south of the lots in question. The lots
in question are within direct view of my property. Our lots are no more than 20 feet
apart, and our structures are no more than 300 feet apart (and probably less). I believe I
have an interest in the zoning variance coming before your board.

Because of the natural gradient between Randolph and Quincy Streets, Lots 41 and 833
are slightly above my property. My property ends at a 6-foot tall retaining wall that
compensates for this gradient. A 6-foot tall fence on top of that retaining wall does not
block out views of the Lots in question: as the properties.currently stand, Lots 41 and 833
dominate the view from my rear windows. Natural light, viewsheds, noise and privacy
are potential concerns.

The R-4 zoning applicable to Square 3131 restricts residences and churches to three
stories/40 feet. A variance that permits an additional story would exacerbate the natural
gradient between Randolph and Quincy Streets, and might produce structures that truly
loom over my property.

I would like to be clear that I do not consider myself an opponent of this zoning variance.
The applicants are great neighbors. Furthermore, I support transit-oriented development
and efforts to increase density in areas near Metro stops.

However, zoning exists for many good reasons. Excessive building heights threaten the
pleasing scale of buildings that are found throughout Petworth. In addition, the church on
the corner of New Hampshire Ave. and Randolph Street is a beautiful building; a zoning
variance should be granted only if plans do not negatively affect the architecture of that
building. (For instance, a 4-story “concrete box” should not be allowed.) :

I thank the Chair for the opportunity to express my concerns and opinions to the Board,
and I ask only that my concerns be considered in the ruling of this case.’

Sincergly,



