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BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Application of St. Patrick's Episcopal 
Day School 

BZA Application No. 17164 
Public Hearing: May 18, 2004 
ANC3D 

STATEMENT OF THE APPLICANT 

I. 
NATURE OF RELIEF SOUGHT 

The junior high school program of St. Patrick's Episcopal Day School (''SPS" or "the 

School'') is located on Lot 17 in Square 1393 at 4925 MacArthur Boulevard, NW (the "Subject 

Property"), in the R-1-B Zone District. In Order No. 16852, dated March 25, 2003 (the "Order" 

attached as Exhibit A), the Board of Zoning Adjustment ("BZA") voted unanimously to approve 

the renovation and expansion of the existing building on the Subject Property for use by SPS as a 

junior high school. The School has completed the renovations and has received a certificate of 

occupancy for school use of the entire building, with the exception of the basement (Exhibit B).1 

The School opened on January 28, 2004, and is currently operating. During the renovation 
I 

process, SPS was required to make code-related life safety upgrades to the building that resulted 

in its ability to include a classroom in the basement rather than the utility room use shown in the 

drawings submitted with the original BZA application. Accordingly, SPS requests permission to 

use a portion of the basement as a classroom. The School plans to designate the room for the 

seventh and eighth grade music program. 

1 For the purposes of consistency, we have referred to this space as the ''basement." However, 
since the ceiling of the space is less than four feet above the adjacent finished grade, it qualifies 
as a "cellar'' for the purposes of calculating the gross floor area under the Zoning Regulations. 



This application is limited to the School's request to use a portion of the basement as a 

classroom. It does not extend to any other part of the building. Further, SPS is not requesting 

any other modification to Order No. 16852 or the conditions of that order. 

II. 
BACKGROUND 

A. St. Patrick,s Day School 

St. Patrick's Episcopal Day School was founded in 1956 as a nursery school at the old St. 

Patrick's Church that was located at Foxhall and Reservoir Roads, N.W. The School currently 

operates a co-educational elementary school for 440 students at 4700 Whitehaven Parkway. 

Prior to the BZA's approval of Application No. 16852, the School operated its middle school 

program in leased space on MacArthur Boulevard. SPS moved its middle school program to its 

new location on the Subject Property following the BZA's approval and the renovation of the 

building. 

The School's middle school program offers a challenging academic cmriculum taught in 

small, seminar-based sections of eight to twelve students for core classes of hwnanities 

(literature and American history), mathematics, science, and foreign language. Art, music, 

religion, service learning, health, athletics, and other community-building time complete the 

cmriculum. Community service is an integral part of the SPS program, with activities across 

grade levels ranging from volunteer work for the Salvation Army's Grate Patrol program to a 

range of seasonal and special-needs collections and on-site activity at Martha's Table and Bright 

Beginnings to a school partnership in Haiti. Seventh and eighth grade students take a service 

learning course that includes classroom study as well as service at organizations such as So 

Others Might Eat, IONA House, Capital Area Food Bank, and DC Central Kitchen. 
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Classes began in the renovated building in January of this year. It has been an ideal 

setting for the program. The renovation has provided a state-of-the-art facility that retains the 

integrity of the original Victorian mansion. The classroom space is light-filled and well­

designed. The resource rooms, such as the first floor art room and the library, offer modern 

amenities in a home-like setting. 

B. Prior Zoning Approvals 

In January of 2002, SPS submitted an application to the BZA to relocate its junior high 

school program to the Subject Property. The BZA unanimously approved the application, and 

SPS currently operates its program on the Subject Property in accordance with BZA Order No. 

16852. 

The Order permits an enrollment of forty students and employment of twelve ( eight full­

time and four part-time) faculty and staff. The approval contemplated SPS 's plans for a 

complete rehabilitation of the building, including removal of the fire escapes on its eastern and 

southern sides, the renovation of the building interior to allow for seminar-style classrooms, the 

construction of a second-story addition to an existing porch, and upgrades to the building's 

handicapped accessibility and life-safety systems. 

In connection with its application, SPS proposed several limitations on the use of the 

Subject Property intended to minimize the potential for any adverse impacts on neighboring 

properties. These conditions have been easily integrated into the functioning of the program. 

The School is not requesting any change to those conditions, and the proposed use of the 

basement as a music room will not affect those limitations. 
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C. The Renovation of the Building and Creation of the Additional 
Basement Space 

The prehearing statement submitted by the School in connection with BZA Application 

No. 16852 identifies the function of the spaces in the basement as four utility rooms, one stair, an 

elevator, and an elevator machine room. The basement plan approved by the BZA in the Order 

is attached as Exhibit C. 

In preparin~ working drawings, the architect was required to address all code-related 

issues that were not included in the schematic drawings that accompanied the BZA drawings. In 

addition, fire-safety upgrades, code compliance issues, and other issues arose during the 

extensive building permit review process with DCRA officials. These code-related changes 

required several alterations in the basement-level plan. SPS was required to comply with the 

provisions of the BOCA Code in designing its renovations for the building. During the 

construction drawing phase of the renovations, SPS selected a code-compliant elevator that has 

an elevator machine room requiring a 7'6" clear ceiling height.2 In order to provide the 

necessary clearance, the School was required to lower the existing floor slab in a portion of the 

basement. In addition, section 1010.3 of BOCA required SPS to provide a second remote egress 

stair leading from the basement. Provisions of the BOCA Code further required the School to 

provide a 7'6" path from the elevator to the second remote egress stair. As shown on Exhibit C, 

the required egress path occupies a considerable portion of the basement space. Thus, for code­

related safety reasons, SPS needed to excavate the central storage room in the basement. This 

2 SPS's selection of this particular elevator was based upon the elevator's speci;fications and code 
requirements. Because its size allows ample turnaround room for a wheelchair, it has been an 
excellent choice for the disabled seventh grader who uses it daily. 
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work would have been necessary even if the room had continued to be used for storage or utility 

only. 

In a decision unrelated to the basement, the School decided to install a sprinkler system to 

upgrade the existing fire safety in the entire building. The sprinkler system was not required 

because the total square footage of the building is less than 20,000 square feet, and the building 

does not contain more than three stories. Nonetheless, the School decided to install a sprinkler 

system to make the building safer for the students and the neighborhood. The sprinkler system 

rendered the basement appropriate for occupancy by students. 

As a result of these combined factors, the basement room formerly designated as a utility 

room is now suitable for classroom use. 

III. 
DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY AND PROPOSED USE 

A. Subject Property and Environs 

The Subject Property is located in the R-1-B Zone District on a lot consisting of almost 

one-half acre. The lot area of the Subject Property is approximately 21,000 square feet - enough 

land area for three to four large single-family lots. The minimwn lot size in the R-1-B Zone is 

5,000 square feet. The School has created a new landscape design for the Subject Property that 

will be implemented this month, following exterior painting. The design includes an array of 

new trees and shrubs and a new yew hedge along the MacArthur Boulevard and Ashby Street 

borders to replace the existing hedge. The School will maintain the landscaping on the Subject 

Property to a high standard. 

The site contains on-site parking for 15 vehicles, which is more than sufficient to handle 

the eight full-time and four part-time faculty members as well as visitors. The Subject Property 

has 150 feet of :frontage on MacArthur Boulevard. Its northern frontage is along Ashby Street, a 
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narrow residential street improved with ten single-family houses. Ashby Street has a paved 

width of 25 feet and contains parking on both sides of the street. 

B. Proposed Use of the Basement 

The classroom space resulting from the code-related life-safety upgrades is 

approximately 320 square feet. It is located below grade in the basement, below the art room. 

The room features one small window. Photographs of the proposed music room are attached as 

Exhibit E. As shown on Exhibit D, the remainder of the basement will be used as three utility 

rooms, two stairs, a storage area, an elevator, an elevator machine room, a mechanical room, and 

a corridor. The School proposes to use the shaded portion of the basement (as depicted on 

Exhibit D) as the music room. The School is not proposing any "expansion" of the School. This 

request is not accompanied by an increase in enrollment or in the number of faculty and staff. 

The School proposes to use the basement space as a music room. The room would be 

used only during school hours (i.e. from 7:30 a.m. lllltil 4:00 p.m.). The instruments to be used 

in the room will not be amplified. 

IV. 
THE APPLICANT IS ENTITLED TO SPECIAL EXCEPTION RELIEF 

UNDER THE ZONING REGULATIONS 

Uses that are allowed by special exception are deemed compatible with other uses 

permitted in that particular zoning and classification provided certain requirements are met. 

Schools are recognized as reasonable and appropriate uses in the residential zone - "In general, 

uses ofland for educational purposes are 'highly favored,"' Glen.brook Road Ass'n v. D.C. 

Board of Zoning Adjustment, 605 A.2d 22 (D.C. 1992). Also, in reviewing applications for a 

special exception W1der the Zoning Regulations, the Board• s discretion is limited to determining 

whether the proposed exception satisfies the relevant zoning requirements. If the prerequisites of 

-6-



the requirements are satisfied, the Board ordinarily must grant the application. See, e.g., Nat'l 

Cathedral Neighborhood Ass'n v. D.C. Board of Zoning Adjustment. 753 A.2d 984, 986 n.1 

(D.C. 2000). Granting special exception relief in this case is in harmony with the general 

purpose and intent of the Zoning Regulations and map, and will not adversely affect the use of 

neighboring properties. 

V. 
THE APPLICANT MEETS THE STANDARDS 

FOR mE USE OF THE BASEMENT AS A MUSIC ROOM 

Section 206 of the Zoning Regulations provides that a private school shall be permitted in 

the R-1 Zone District if the Board of Zoning Adjustment finds that two requirements are met. 

First, the private school must not be objectionable to adjoining and nearby property because of 

noise, traffic, number of students or other objectionable conditions (11 DCMR 206.2). Second, 

ample parking space, but not less than that required llllder Chapter 21 of the Zoning Regulations, 

must be provided to accommodate the students, teachers, and visitors likely to come to the site 

by automobile (11 DCMR 206.3). 

A. The Proposed School Use Shall Be Located So That It Is Not Likely to 
Become Objectionable to Nearby Property Became of Noise, Traffic, 
Number of Students or Otherwise Obiectionable Conditions 

1. Noise 

Noise emanating from the basement will not adversely affect neighboring property. The 

classroom currently used as the music room is located on the second floor and features two large 

windows that span almost the entire height of the room. The relocation of the music room to the 

basement will provide a significant benefit to the immediate neighbors and the neighborhood as a 

whole. The proposed music room is partially below grade, which will provide substantial solllld 

buffering. The existing stone basement foundation walls are a minimum of eighteen inches 
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thick. The interior walls include steel studs, acoustical batt insulation, and gypswn wallboard. 

The ceiling is a two how--rated assembly, as required by code, and has increased acoustical 

value, having additional acoustical batt insulation and layers of gypsum board as compared to 

typical ceiling construction. Further, the proposed room has only one small window. The 

existing music room featw-es large windows, which have a much greater potential for allowing 

sound to reach neighboring properties. Thus, the relocation of the music room to the basement 

will significantly reduce the noise associated with music instruction on the Subject Property. 

The immediate neighbors to the east of the Subject Property have indicated that they support the 

use of the basement space as a music room because of the reduced potential for noise. They 

have requested party status. 

SPS will continue to implement the measw-es approved on Order No. 16852 intended to 

minimize noise impacts of the school, including no use of bells, loudspeakers, or amplified 

music and limited outside play time for the students. 

2. Traffic 

The relocation of the music room to the basement will have no effect on traffic in the 

area. SPS will continue the shuttle bus system and carpool program required in Order No. 

16852. This system has functioned well. 

3. Number of Students and Faculty/Staff 

SPS proposed no change to the nwnber of students and faculty/staff approved in Order 

No. 16852. 

B. St. Patrick's Will Provide Ample Parking Spaces On The Property To 
Accommodate Teachen/Staff and Visiton 

The Zoning Regulations require seven parking spaces for the proposed eight full-time and 

fow- part-time faculty members. The Order requires SPS to provide a minimwn of fifteen 
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parking spaces. This application does not contemplate any change in the number of parking 

spaces SPS will provide. 

VI. 
WITNESS 

A. David Konapelsky, G1M Architects, Project Architect 

VII. 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF THE APPLICATION 

The applicant submits the following exhibits in support of the application; 

Exhibit A 

ExhibitB 

ExhtbitC 

ExhibitD 

Exhibit E 

ExhibitF 

Exhibit G 

BZA Order No. 16852 

Certificate of Occupancy 

Approved Plans for Renovation of the School Basement 

Proposed Basement Plan 

Photographs of the Basement Space 

Outline of witness testimony 

Building Permit No. B474931 for Addition of New Egress Stairway, etc. 

VIII. 
CONCLUSION 

As demonstrated above, the application meets the criteria set forth in Section 206 for 

special exception approval and is, therefore, in harmony with the general purpose and intent of 

the Zoning Regulations. In compliance with Section 3104.1 of the Zoning Regulations, the 

school has demonstrated that the relief sought is in harmony with the general purposes and intent 

of the Zoning Regulations and will not adversely affect neighboring properties. The school 

respectfully requests that the Board of Zoning Adjustment approve this application. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Shaw Pittman LLP 

By: ~£,;..,,,.kt 
Allison C. Prince 1 
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Washington, D.C. 20016 

Alma H. Gates 
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Washington, D.C. 20007 

Maxine Brown Roberts 
Office of Planning 
801 N. Capitol Street, N.E., 4th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Ken Laden and Rachel MacCleery 
DDOT 
2000 14th Street, N.W., ih Floor 
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GOVERNMENT OF 11IE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BOARD OF ZONJNGAD.JUSTMENT 

*** 

Applicatioa No. 16852 or Wa1bingtoa . Psychoanalytic Society/St. Patrick'• Protestant 
Epi,copal Churcl1, pursuaat to 11 DCMR § 3104.1 for a· special exception to allow a private 
school under section 206 for a maximum of sixty students, grades seven through nine, and a 
maximum of 12 faculty and staff in the R-1-8 District at premises 4925 MacArthur Blvd., N.W. 
(Square 1393, Lot 823). . 

BEARING DATES: 

DECISION DATE: 

April 16, 2002; May 21, 2002; July 2, 2002; July 9, 2002; and 
October 8, 2002 

December 3, 2002 

DEQSJQN AND ORDER 

This application was submitted January 22, 2002 by the owners of the property that is the subject 
of the application. At the time of filing the subject property was owned by Washington 
Psychoanalytic Society, which submitted. the appJication on behalf of St Patrick's Protestant 
Episcopal Church, then the contract purchaser of the subject property. St. Patrick~s Protestant 
Episcopal Churcll (" Applicant") became ·the fee simple owner of the subject property as of 
March 22, 2002 and was represented in this proceeding by Shaw Pittman lLP. 

Following a public hatring, the Board voted 4-0-1 on December 3, 2002 to approve the 
application subject to conditions. 

PRELIMINARY MA1TERS 
AllPUcation. The application requests · a special exception under 11 DCMR § 3104.4 to 
establish a private school use under section 206 in an R-1-B zone at 4925 MacArthur Blvd., 
N,W. (Square 1393, Lot 823). The zoning relief requested in this application was self-certified 
pursuant to 11 DCMR§ 3113.2. 

Notice of Ap_plication and Notice of Hearin&- By memoranda dated January 29, 2002, the Office 
of Zoning sent notice of the application to the Office of Planning the Zoning Admini._or, the 
Department of Public Works. the Department of Health, the Councilmember for Ward 3, 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission ("ANC") 3D, and. the commissioner for single member 
district ANC3DOS. 

The Board scheduled a public hearing on the application for .April 16, 2002. Pursuant to 11 
DCMR. § 3113.13, the Office of Zoning, on February 28, 2002, mailed notice of the bearing to 
the Applicant, ANC 3D, and the owners of all property wi~ 200 feet of the· subject property. 
Subsequent hearing sessions were held on May 21, 2002, July 2, 2002, July 9, 2002, and October 
8, 2002. The Applicant's affidavits of posting and maintenance indicate that two zoning posters 

4414th Street, N.W., Suite 210-S, Washington, DC 20001 (202) 727-6311 
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were placed at the subject property's two street frontages, MacArthur Blvd. and Ashby Street, 
N. W ., beginning on March 29, 2002, in plain view of the public. · 

Requests for Party Status. ANC 3D was automatically a pany in this proceeding. 1be Board · 
granted party status to (a) Lawrence Skrivseth and Cathy Wright, residents of a dwelling on 
MacAnhui' Boulevard adjacent to and immediately south of the subject property; (b) Michael 
and Meleva Lovendusky, residents of a dwelling on MacArthur Boulevard d~y across .the 
street from the subject. property; and (c) the Neighbors United Trust, a group of nearby property 
owners, inchiding some who originally requested party status individually, in opposition to the 
application. Michael Italiano and Reva Hamilton, residents of the 4900 block of Ashby Street, 
N.W., requested party status on March 29, 2002, but on April 15, 2002 withdrew their request for 
party status and their opposition to the application. 

Applicant's Case. The Applicant requested a special exception to allow a private .. school for a 
maximum of 60 students and 12 faculty and staff in an R-1-B zone at 4925 MacArthur Blvd., 
N.W. The Applicant presented testimony and evidence from Peter Barrett, Head of School at St. 
Patrick's Episcopal Day School; Katherine Bradley, Board Chair of St. Patrick's Episcopal Day 
School; Marty Wells, principal of Wells & Associates, Traffic Consultants, an expert traffic 
operations engineer; David Konapelsky, an architect with GTM Architects, an expert in 
architecture, particularly regarding accessibility for the disabled and life-safety systems; and 
Scott Harvey, an engineer with Polysonics, Inc., Sound Consultants, an expert in sound 
evaluation and mitigation. 

Government Repons. The Office of Planning ("OP'') reviewed the application with respect to 
traffic. parking. noise, number of students, and other potentially objectionable conditions. In 
reports dated April 9, 2002, April 15, 2002, and November 8, 2002, OP recommended approval 
of the application subject to several conditions derived from community concerns, the 
Applicant's proposed operational plans, and recommendations of the District Division of 
Transportation ("DOOT"). 

DDOT provided testimony based . on its review of the application, meetings and•. telephone 
conversations with representatives of the Applicant and ANC 3D, and visits to the Applicant's 
Whitehaven Parkway campus to observe the morning pick-up routine and traffic conditions. 
DDOT submitted reports dated April 9, 2002 and May 10, 2002, and provided the testimony of 
Ken Laden, Administrator for lntennodal Planning, and Rachel MacCleery,. Bureau of Traffic 
Services. DDOT determined that the application would not have adverse traffic or parking 
impact, provided certain conditions were met by the Applicant. 

ANC Report. ANC 3D, at its regularly scheduled meeting held April 3, 2002 with a quorum 
present, voted 5--0-0 to recommend denial of the requested special exception. The ANC raised 
concerns with respect to noise, traffic, number of students, and parking, and concluded that the 
proposed private school use would be inconsistent with the character of the neighborhood and 
would· not· be in hannony with the genera) purpose and intent of the neighborhood's residential 
zoning. John Finney, Chair of ANC 3D, testified at the public hearing that noise created by 
middle school students would . erode the calm and tranquility of the neighborhood; that the 
proposed 60-studentlimit was objectionable, given that in 1962 the Board refused to pennit a 
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school on the same site to expand to 75 students; and that the proposed private school use of the 
subject property would lower the value of surrounding houses. 

Panies in Opposition to the Application. The Neighbors United Trust ( .. NUT'') testified through 
its representatives Nancy Feldman, Alma Gates, and Catherine Van Sickle DcMallie. NUT also 
submitted testimony prepared by Jawahar Mehra. P.E., an expert in traffic operations. Michael 
Lovendusky, Lawrence Skrivseth, and Cathy Wright testified in opposition to the. application. 
Mr. Skrivseth also submitted traffic data that he had compiled. The parties in opposition testified 
generally that the proposed location was not appropriate for private school use because of 
adverse traffic, noise, and environmental impacts. 

Persons in Support of the · Application. The Palisades Citizens Association ("PCA''), . the 
neighborhood association · covering the area where the subject property is located, has 
approximately l,000 members and has been in existence since 1916. At its general membership 
meeting on April 2, 2002. the PCA passed a resolution supporting approval of the application by 
a vote of 124 to 41. 

The. Board received approximately 175 letters in support of the application, primarily from 
residents of the Palisades neighborhood and from parents of students at the . Applicant's 
elementary school. In addition, 17 persons testified in support of the application at the public 
bearing. The persons in support stated generally cited a need for additional middle-school 
opportunities and assened that the Applicant's proposal would not adversely affect neighboring 
properties, because the Applicant had carefully addressed any potential objectionable impacts, 
but would benefit the neighborhood by preserving the existing building, trees, and green space 
on the subject property with fewer impacts than some uses pennitted as a matter of right at that 
location, such as the development of three single-family houses. 

Persons in Opposition to the Application. The BoQrd received approximately 25 letters in 
opposition to the application. The letters in opposition asserted .generally that the proposed 
private. school use would adversely affect.the surrounding residential neighborhood because of 
traffic, padcing, intensity of use, noise, loss of privacy, trash, safety, the possibility that the 
Applicant might seek to expand the building or the intensity of its use of the site in the future, 
and a diminishing effect on property values. Ann Gibbons, a resident of the 4900 block of W 
Street, N.W., testified in opposition at the hearing, stating that the subject property provided 
inadequate land for the proposed use and that a school in some other residential area would be 
safer for students and faculty. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
The Subject Property 
1. The subject property is located at 4925 MacArthur Blvd., N.W. (Square 1393, Lot 823), 

in the Palisades neighborhood of Ward 3. The site is located at the comer of MacArthur 
Blvd. and Ashby Street, N.W., with approximately 150 feet of street frontage on 
MacArthur Blvd. 

2. The site contains approximately 21,000 square feet of land area (0.48 acres) and is 
improved with a two-and-a-half-story building in the northern half of the lot. The 



BZA Application No. 16852 
Pa&e4 

building, built in 1905 as a single-family residence, contains approximately 4,325 square 
feet of usable space. The remainder of the site is occupied by a parking Jot and a large 
lawn. 

3. The Applicant plans a complete rehabilitation of the existing building, including removal 
of the fire escapes on its eastern and southern sides, renovation of the building interior 
and conversion to seminar-style classrooms, construction of a second-story addition to an 
existing porch, and upgrades to the building's handicapped accessibility and life-safety 
systems. The proposed modifications would preserve the building's . residential 
appearance, with the only change in the footprfot of the building made to accommodate 
the lif~safety and handicapped accessibility upgrades, including the provision of code­
compliant handicapped restrooms. 

4. The Applicant proposes to preserve the existing open green space on the subject property, 
including existing trees, and to maintain the lawn and plantings as a park-like setting. 

5. The subject property contains a parking lot entered from Ashby Street The Applicant 
proposes to reconfigure and reconstruct the lot. with a slight increase in the paved area. to 
maximize the number of spaces in the available area,. to. provide handicapped parking, 
and to provide a buffer between the parking lot and the adjacent neighbors. 

6. The Applicant has coordinated with the NationaJ Parle:· Service in dcsignitig a stoonwater 
management system to be installed beneath the parking lot. The stormwater management 
system is designed to protect the integrity of the existing retaining wall and is expected. to 
significantly reduce or eliminate stonnwatcr run-off from the parking lot onto 
neighboring properties. 

7. The subject property is located in a predominantly residential neighborhood of single­
family detached houses. The average lot size · in the immediat.e vicinity of the· site is 
between 7,000 to 8,000 square feet. 

8. The subject property is zoned R-1-B. The purposes of the R-1 district include to stabilize 
and protect quiet residential areas developed with one-family detached dwellings, and to 
promote a suitable environment for family life. 11 DCMR §§ 200.1-200.2. 1be R-1-B 
zone provides for districts of higher density than the R-1-A zone. J J DCMR § 200.3. 

9. The building on the subject property. after modifications planned by the Applicant. would 
continue to comply with height, lot occupancy, and other area requirements of the R-1-B 
district 

10. Under the Applicant's proposal, total lot occupancy would be 14.4 percent, where a 
maximum lot occupancy of 40 percent is pennitted. See 11 OCMR § 403.2 

1 I. The minimum lot size in the R-1-B district is 5,000 square feet. 11 DCMR § 401.3. The 
subject property could potentially be redeveloped with several single-family residences. 
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12. The building on the subject property has side and rear yards in excess of those required 
under the Zoning Regulations. The building is 95 feet. 9 inches from the southern 
property line,. where the required minimum is eight feel See 11 DCMR § 405.9. The 
rear yard is 37 feet deep, where the required minimum is 25 feet. See 11 DCMR § 404.1. 

13. The side yards of the houses adjacent to the subject property to the south (abutting the 
side yard of the subject property) and to the east (abutting the rear yard of the subject 
property) are less than the eight-foot setbacks required under the Zoning Regulations. 

14. The subject property has a six-foot board-on-board fence along the property line in the 
rear yard, between the parking lot and the abutting propeny to the east. 

15. The subject property is higher than the abutting property to the south, with the difference 
in elevation becoming more pronounced with increasing distance from MacAnhurBJvd. 
toward the back of the lot. A retaining wall separates the subject property from the 
abutting lot. 

16. The abutting property to the south of the subject property has a nonconforming side yard 
such that. the residence on the abutting lot is three feet from the property line. The 
Applic8'1t pledged to install a wooden fence several feet inside the Applicant's property 
line, if requested by the owner of the abutting Jot, to provide a buffer between the 
proposed school and the residence on the abutting lot Due to the large side yard 011 the 
subject property, the residence is almost 100 feet from the existing building. 

17. The trash dumpster presently at the subject property would be removed and replaced with 
"supercans" kept in a wood-fenced enclosure. to be constructed on the west side of the 
parking lot, away from the property line and close to the building; Trash pick-up would 
he handled on a daily basis by the AppJicant's cleaning crew in a passenger-type vehicle 
or van. 

18. The Applicant pl'Op()SCS to construct steps in the retaining wall at the front of the building 
on lhe MacArthur Blvd. side of the subject property. Students would enter and leave the 
building by way of these front steps. 

The ·Proj>osed Private School Use 
19. The Applicant began its school operation with a nursery school founded in 1956 at the 

old St Patrick's church &t Foxhall and Reservoir Roads. N.W. The addition of 
elementary grades began in 1967, and in 1977, the school moved to its present location at 
4700 Whitehaven Parkway, where it currently operates a co-educational school with 
approximately 440 students, preschoolthrough sixth grade. The Applicant also operates 
a middle school for 16 seventh graders in property leased through 2003 at 4880A 
MacArthur Blvd., N.W., in the C-2-A zone district. 

20. Toe Applicant initially proposed to operate a middle school for a maximum of 60 
stlidcnm, in grade.~ 7 through 9, on the subject property. The proposal was subsequently 
revised to provide for an iniliaJ maximum enrollment of 40 students, automatically 
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increased . lo a maximum enrollment of 60 students after the fmt year, provided the . 
Applicant was in compliance with the conditions of approval of its special· exception 
request. 

21. The proposed middle school program would operate in seminar-style cJasses of no more 
than 12 students. The Applicant stated that the subject property is well-suited for use as a 
middle school due to its light-filJed interior spaces, the intimate size of the cla.c;srooms, 
the green·space surrounding·the building. and the proximity to the Whitehaven campus. 

22. The subject property was previously used, beginning in 1961, a'!. a private school for 25 
students, kindergarten through fourth grade, who were children of the diplomatic. staff of 
the German embassy. In 1964 the subject propeny began use by the Washington 
Psychoanalytic Society as a post-graduate school for psychiatrists studying 
psychoanalysis. 

23. The maximum number of faculty and staff under the Applicant's proposal would be eight 
full-time and four part-time. 

24. The Applicant proposed several limitations on the use of the subject property intended to 
minimize the potential for adverse impacts associated with the proposed private school. 
These measures would limit the hours of school operation, including · faculty and staff 
activities before and · after the. school day; frequency of evening events at• the school; 
night, weekend, and summer use of the subject property; use of the green space for 
organiied sports or recreational activities; and the scheduling of deliveries to the school. 
The Applicant also proposed to establish a community liaison program to address 
community concerns and to monitor enforcement of conditions of approval of the 
requested special exception. 

25. 1lie Office of Planning recommended a maximum enrollment of 40 students, with a 10-
ycar tcnn of approval of the requested special exception. · 

26, ANC 3D objected to the Applicant's proposed enrollment cap of 60 students as 
"excessive and likely to create conditions objectionable to nearby neighbors." The 
ANC's conclusion was based on a 1962 decision by the Board that denied a requested 
special exception to expand the elementary school for children of German Embassy 
employees at the subject property from 25 to 75 students. ANC 3D also expressed 
concern that .the Applicant would eventually seek to expand the size of its middle school 
student body at the subject property. 

27; The parties in opposition testified that the subject property, at less th.an half an acre, is 
inherently too small for a junior high school function, and that its size rendered the site 
incapable of adequately protecting the surrounding purely residential. neighborhood from 
its activities. The parties in opposition also testified that traffic, parking and congestion, 
noise, privacy intrusions, overuse of off-site athletic and other local public resources, and 
the generally intensive level of adolescent activity that would be generated by the school 
use would irreparably disrupt the tranquility of the quiet residential area. 
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Traffic 
28. The subject property fronts onto MacArthur BJvd. at its intersection with Ashby Street. 

At that location, MacArthur Blvd. is a four-Jane, divided road with curbed parking on 
both sides. The nearest traffic signals are located at the intersections of MacArthur Blvd. 
with V Street to the south and with Dana Place to the north. The posted speed limit is 25 
miles per hour. 

29. Ashby Street is a 25-foot-wide local street bordered on both sides by single-family 
detached houses. Ashby Street is controJled by a stop sign at MacArthur Blvd. 

30. Traffic at the intersection of MacArthur Blvd. and Ashby Street operates· at an acceptable 
level of service "A" during both the school morning and afternoon peak hours. 

31. A Metrobus stop is located on MacArthur Blvd. in front of the subject property. 

32. The Applicant proposed a transponation management plan designed to minimize the 
traffic impacts created by a private school with an enroUment of 60 students on the 
subject property. Principal clements of the plan included that students who did not walk 
to school would arrive and depart using a shuttle bus system between the subject property 
and the Whitehaven campus, or by parent pick-up and drop-off in carpools with at least 
three students. 

33. Under the shuttle bus system, students would arrive from home in the morning at the 
Whitehaven campus and ride in shuttle buses to the subject property; in the afternoon• the 
shuttle buses would return the students to the Whitehaven campus to be picked up. 1be 
Jobby of the gymnasium at the Whitehaven campus would serve as a waiting area in 
inclement weather. The Applicant projected that two or three shuttle trips would be 
necessary to transport 6().students. 

34. DDOT supported the Applicant's proposal to use the Whitehaven campus as the pickup 
and dropoff ]ocation for shuttle buses to the subject property. According to DDOT, 
changes proposed by the Applicant at the Whitehaven campus, especially reversing the 
direction of traffic on the Whitehaven driveway. would both improve current conditions 
at the Whitehaven campus and absorb the additional traffic generated by the proposed 
private school use on the subject property. 

35. The Applicant's traffic expert testified that the Applicant's proposed drop-off and pick­
up arrangement for students wou1d not significantly . affect traffic on Whitehaven 
Parkway or on MacArthur Blvd., and that any delays resulting from traffic stopping for 
the school's shuttle buses on MacArthur Blvd. would be similar to those delays currently 
experienced on MacArthur Blvd. at the existing signalized intersections. 

36. DDOT testified that the shuttle buses, in both the morning and afternoon, would have 
only a minor impact on MacArthur Blvd. traffic. DDOT testified that the relatively short 
periods that a bus would be stopped on MacArthur Blvd. to drop off or pick up children 
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would likely be no longer than an average stop light cycle. 

37. The Applicant proposed a round-trip route for the shuttle bus between the Whitehaven 
campus and the subject property utilizing Whitehaven Parkway, MacArthur Blvd., 
Arizona Avenue, Loughboro Road, and .FoxhaJJ Road back to Whitehaven Parkway. 
DDOT supported the proposed route because it would (a) utilize only right-hand turns, 
which arc safer than left-hand turns in buses, (b) utilize larger streets, keeping the buses 
off smaller neighborhood streets, and (c) avoid the need for a dangerous U-tum on 
MacArthur Blvd. 

38. ANC 30 contended that the shuttle bus system would add to congestion at the 
Whitehaven campus and was not likely to be endurable or enforceable, so that eventually 
the proposed private school would increase traffic on Ashby Street and other residential 
streets such as 49lh Street and W Street. ANC 3D also objected that the shuttle buses 
would cause traffic on MacArthur Blvd. to stop for a considerable period while the buses 
were stopped to unload or pick up students. 

39. A carpool program has been implemented by the Applicant at its Whitehaven campus, 
under the monitoring of DOOT. According to the Applicant, the person-per-vehicle 
occupancy average achieved by the carpool program at the Whitehaven campus -
approximately 1.8 for the morning drop-off and 1.7 for the evening pick-up - was 
sufficient to offset any additional traffic resulting from the pick-up and drop-off of 
middle school students. 

40. 1lle Applicant's enrolJment contract includes a clause that requires parents of students to . 
comply with all traffic and parking guidelines both at the Whitehaven campus and the 
subject property. 

41. DDOT concluded that full implementation of the Applicant's traffic management plan 
would mitigate nearly all of the negative traffic impacts that the proposed private school 
use might otherwise generate. DDOT noted the importance of ful1 implementation of the 
traffic management plan, and that "some of the most crucial conditions are behavioral 
ones that will be difficult to monitor and enforce." To help ensure long-term compliance 
with the conditions, DDOT. recommended establishment of a community liaison group 
that could .. head off potential problems before they become problems." DDOT also 
submitted a "suggested compliance reporting fonnat" for use by the Applicant in 
monitoring compliance with the proposed conditions of approval and reporting the 
information to DDOT or other District agency. 

42. OP supported the recommendations made by DDOT with respect to traffic impacts. 

43. NUT's traffic expert testified that the Applicant's proposed shuttle bus system would be 
difficult to implement, because the students• parents and guardians "will find it easier and 
more convenient" to drop off the students at the subject property rather than drive to the 
Whitehaven campus. The traffic expert also concluded that it would be difficult to 
monitor and enforce the policy against student drop-off at the subject pr<>perty every day. 
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Parking 
44. The Applicant . testified that parking associated with the proposed private school use 

would be wholly contained in the parking Jot on the subject propeny, which will provide 
IS:- l7 parking spaces after its .reconfiguration. Use of the parking lot would be limited 
almost entirely to the eight full-time and four part-time faculty and staff. with students 
occasionally picked up or dropped off for a doctor's or other appointment Under the 
Applicant's proposal, the parking lot would be emptied before 6:00 p.m. on weekdays 
and unused on weekends. 

45. DDOT and OP both concluded that the proposed private school's employees and 
occasional visitors would be adequately served by 15 spaces at the subject property. 

46. ANC 3D was ••skeptical" of the Applicant's claim that 15 parking spaces would be ample 
for faculty and visitors. 11lC ANC stated that when space was taken. to provide 
landscaping buffers for adjoining houses, play area. and tum-around room for delivery 
and trash trucks, the parking lot would likely be inadequate to handle visitors as well as 
staff. ANC 3D concluded that some staff and visitors would park on Ashby Street, 
thereby depriving residents of parking spaces by their homes, 

Noise 
47. The Applicant's proposal includes several measures intended to ·minimize noise·impacts 

of the.proposed school. These measures include that: the school would not use bells or· 
loudspeakers; students would enter the school using the planned new steps constructed on 
the MacAnhur Blvd. side of the site and immediately enter the school building, 
remaining outside only for a limited time in ~paration for the shuttle bUs or carpool at 
the end of the school day; faculty and staff would park in the parking lot and enter the 
rear entrance of the building; students would have limited outside play time, in small 
groups, during the school day; hours of operation of the school would be limited; the 
building would not be used after 6:0Op.m. on weekdays or at all on weekends or during 
the summer. 

48. The subject property and the immediately surrounding area are currently subject to a 
certain Jevel of noise disturbance from car, bus, and truck traffic on MacArthur Blvd. as 
wen as from airplanes heading to or departing froin National Airport. 

49. The Applicant's sound expert testified that noise created by middle-school students on 
the subject property would not increase the noise presently generated in the vicinity by 
traffic on MacArthur Blvd and by airplanes regularly flying overhead. Based on an 
outdoor sound test at the subject property involving the Applicant's current scventb­
graders, the sound expert concluded that only the residents of properties immediately 
adjacent to the subject property would be able to hear the children from inside their 
houses, and only for the limited time that the children would be outside. The sound 
expert testified that the noise levels from the proposed school would be compatible with 
the surrounding residential neighborhood and were not likely to caUSe objectionable 
impacts. 
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50. OP supported the Applicant's proposals to reduce potential noise impacts of the proposed 
private schooJ use. OP conc]uded that its "only area of concern regarding noise" - that is, 
the impact on the neighbor to the south of the subject site - could .. be solved by so~ 
type of buffer that will not block light and air to that property." 

51. In its report, ANC 3D stated that "[i]t is likeJy that in playtime or recess. a cacophony of 
noises will arise that will be audible and disturbing to nearby neighbors, thus disturbing 
the tranquility of their neighborhood. ... " The ANC was also concerned that "noise 
could become a year-round problem for the nearby neighbors," given the potential use of 
the subject property for summer school. 

Hannony with Zoning Regulations and Map 
52. OP testified that the proposed private school use fuJfiJled the intent of the 7.oning 

Regulations and Map, which aJlow nonresidential uses compatible with single-family 
residential areas to create a suitable environment for family life. . OP' s conclusion was 
based on factors including that the subject propeny has been used for educational . 
purposes for more than 40 years and would "continue in· that vein," and that the existing 
building would retain its residential character and f~ade, with a small, compatible 
addition to make the building handicapped-accessible. 

53. The Generalized Land Use Map identifies the subject property as being · in the '1ow 
density residential" land use category, where single-family attached and detached houses 
are the predominant use . 

. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
The Board is authorized under§ 8 of the Zoning Act, D.C. Official Code§ 6-641.07(g)(2) (2001) 
to grant special exceptions, as provided in the 2.oning Regu)ations, where, in thcjudgment of the 
Board, . the special exception will be in harmony with the general purpose· and. intent of the 
Zoning Regulations and Zoning Maps and will not tend to affect adversely the use of 
neighboring property in accordance with the 2.oning Regulations and Zoning Map, · subject to 
specific conditions. See 11 DCMR § 3104.1. The Applicant seeks a specia1 exception pursuant 
to 11 DCMR § 3104.1 toallow a private school, under the conditions specified in section 206, 
for a maximum· of 60 students, grades 7 through 9, and a maximum of 12 faculty and staff in the· 
R-1-B district at 4925 MacArthur Blvd., N.W. (Square 1393, Lot 823). 

In accordance with section· 206, a private school must be located so that it is not likely to become 
objectionable to adjoining and nearby property because of noise. traffic, number of students. or 
otherwise objectionable· conditions. 11 OCMR § 206.2. The Applicant must also demonsttate 
that the proposed private school use will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of 
the Zoning Regulations and Map. 11 DCMR § 3104.1. 

Based on the findings of fact, and having given great weight to the recommendations of the 
Office of PJanning and to the issues and concerns of ANC 3D, the Board concludes that the 
proposed private school, as conditioned by the Board, can be located at the subject property so 
that it is not likely to become objectionable to adjoining and nearby property. As discussed 
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below, the Board has imposed numerous conditions in this order in response to the. Applicant's 
proposal, recommendations. of OP and DDOT, and concerns raised by the ANC and the panies in 
opposition. 

Noise. The Applicant proposed severaJ measwcs intended to minimize potential adverse noise 
impacts of the proposed private school use on the subject property. The. Office of Planning 
concluded that the proposed private school use would n<>t generate objectionable noise impacts 
in light of the steps taken by the Applicant to minimize noise at the subject property. The Board 
concurs lhal the Applicant's efforts to limit objectionable noise should be implemented to avoid 
possible adverse · impacts on neighboring property. In addition, the Board concludes that 
requiring the Applicant to provide adult supervision during any outdoor activity for students at 
the subject property -- including, for exampJe,·during the morning dropoff and afternoon pickup 
periods and. during outdoor break times - will also reduce the potential for adverse noise impacts 
associated with the propo5ed private school use. Accordingly, the Board adopts the requi~ts 
set fonh in Conditions No. 1-6. 

The Board is not persuaded by ANC 3D or the parties in opposition that the proposed private 
school use would generate objectionable noise impacts even after implementation of the required 
measures to Jimit noise. Toe school is for students in grades 7 through 9, who will spend the 
majority of their time at the subject property inside in classrooms, rathCJ than outside playing. 
The Board is not·persuadcd that noise made by middle-school students, while sometimes audible 
to nearby residents, should· be considered .inherently objectionable. Nor is the Board persuaded 
that location of a private school at the subject property would destroy the .. tranquility" of the 
surrounding neighborhood, given the currenl prevalence of car, t.rµck, and bus traffic on 
MacArthur Blvd; as well as the frequency of substantial airplane noise at the subject property. 
The Board credits the testimony of the Applicant~s sound expert, who concluded that lhe noise 
created by the students . would not exceed the ambient noise in the vicinity _of the subject property 
generated by traffic on MacArthur Blvd. and by airplanes approaching or leaving National 
Airport~ 

Traffic. The Board credits the testimony of DDOT in concluding that the proposed private 
school use is not likely to become objectionable to adjoining and nearby property because of 
traffic, provided that.the Applicant fully implements and adheres to the requirements adoptedin 
Ibis order. The subje.ct . property is . located on MacArthur Blvd, a four-lane commuter route 
served by Mctrobus. The private schooJ use, as conditioned in this order, is not likely to create 
objectionable impacts on Ashby Street or other local streets in the vicinity. Students will arrive 
via shuttle bus or public transportation or on foot and enter the school through a new pedestrian 
entrance . to the subject property to be constructed on MacArthur BJvd., whi]e the dozen 
employees and occasional visitors will use the park.ing lot entered from Ashby Street. 

The Board concludes that the shuttle bus system is an appropriate means to deliver students to 
the proposed private school with minimal traffic impacts for the areas surrounding the subject 
property and the Whitehaven campus. Recent improvements to the traffic patterns at the 
Whitehaven campus will accommodate the additional traffic associated with the private school at 
the subject property. The Board credits the testimony of the Applicant's traffic expert and 
DDOT in concluding that the number of shuttle bus trips necessary to ferry the students between 
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campuses will not unduly disrupt traffic on M.acArthur Blvd. during the brief periods the buses 
are stopped to drop off or pick up students. Therefore the Board adopts shuttle bus requirements 
set forth in Condition No. 7. 

1be Applicant has implemented a carpool program at its Whitehaven campus, and proposes to 
allow carpools of students to be dropped off and picked up at the subject pro~rty. The Boant 
encourages the Applicant to continue its efforts to improve the person-per-vehicle occupancy 
average achieved under the carpool program. However, to further mitigate traffic impacts 
generated by a private school at the subject property, the Board concludes that the expanded 
carpool program serving the middle school students shou]d a1so be directed to the Whitehaven 
campus, so as to maximize use of the shuttle bus system and minimize .the number of vehicles 
involved in student drop-offs and pick-ups at the subject property. This requirement is adopted 
in Condition No. 8. 

Parking. The proposed private school must provide ample parking space, but not Jess than that 
required in chapter . 21 of the Zoning Regulations. to accommodate the students, teachen~ and 
visitors likely to come lo the site by automobile .. 11 DCMR. § 206.3. Pursuant to chapter 21, the 
prQJ>Osed private school use, with 12 employees, must provide eight parking spaces. 11 DCMR 
§§ 2101.1. 

The Applicant plans to reconfigure the parking Jot on the subject property to provide •at least 15 
spaces, exceeding the minimum required by chapta 21 of the Zoning Regulations. The Board 
finds persuasive the Applicant's assertion that parlcing associated with the proposed private 
school use·will ·be contained in the parking lot on the subject property during the normal school 
day, given the relatively few employees and the age of the students. The Board also credits the 
Applicant's testimony that 15 parking spaces cari be provided on the reconfigured lot withoot 
encroaching significantJy on existing green space or requiring the removal of any existing u-ecs 
on the property. 

Both DDOT and OP concluded that employees of the proposed private school and occasional 
visitors would be adequately served by 15 spaces at the subject property, while ANC 3D was 
"skeptical" that J 5 parking spaces would provide the required ample parking space. The Board 
is persuaded by site-p]an drawings submitted into evidence by the Applicant that the planned 
reconfiguration of the existing lot will provide at least 15 spaces while also providing adequate 
space on· the subject property for landscaping buffers, play area, and tum-around ·room for 
delivery and trash trucks. 

To minimize potential adverse impacts associated with the private school use of the subject 
property, the Applicant proposed. among other things, lo limit the frequency of special events 
conducted during eve'1ing hours during the school year. The Board concurs that the number of 
special events - whether held during or after the school day - should be .limited. The Board 
concludes further that the Applicant should be required to arrange adequate off-street parking at 
an appropriate location separate from the subject property to minimize the JilccHbood that parents 
or other persons attending the speciaJ event wm park on residential swct~ in the vicinity of the 
subject property. For example, the Applicant might accommodate vehicles at its Whitehaven 
campus and arrange shuttle buses to and from the subject property. 
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In light of the number of employees, limits on use of the subject property, and requirements for 
off-site parking for special events, the Board is not persuaded by the ANC's assertion that the 
reconfigured parking lot would be inadequate and that school employees and visitors will park 
ori Ashby StreeL The Board concludes that a minimum of 15 parking spaces constitutes "ample 
parking space" for the Applicant's private school use in accordance with the requirementc; of 
subsection 206.3, subject to conditions relating to the provision of off-street parking for limited 
daytime and evening special events associated with the school. These requirements are 
established in Conditions No. 9-15. 

Number of students. The Applicant proposed a maximum enrollment of 60 students at the 
subject property, or an initial maximum of 40 students with an automatic increase to a maximum 
of 60 students after the first year provided the Applicant remained in compliance with conditions 
of approval of its special exception request. The Office of Planning recommended a maximum 
of 40. 

The Board does not agree with the contention of the parties in opposition that the subject 
property is .. inherently too small"for private school use, and adopts OP's recommendation of 40 
students as a reasonable enrollment cap that will avoid potential adverse impacts on adjoining 
and nCaiby property. The Board declines to adopt the Applicant's proposal for an .. automatic 
increase" in the enrolJment cap to 60 after the first year of operation, because the Board cannot 
ftnd, based on the testimony and· evidence in· the record in this proceeding, that a maximum 
enrollment of 60 students is not likely to become objectionable to adjoining and nearby property 
because of noise, traffic, or otherwise objectionable conditions that might arise with the higher 
enrollment. Accordingly, the Board adopts Condition No.16. 

1be ANC's objection to an enrollment cap of 60 students was based in part on a Board decision 
reached 40 years ago not to allow expansion of an elementary school on the subject property to 
7S students. The Board is not persuaded that the l 962 decision is apposite to the instant 
application however, given the likelihood of substantially changed conditions and in light of the 
differences between two proposed private school uses, including different plans.for alteration of 
the existing building and the fact that the instant application involves students in grades 7 
through 9 rather than as many as 75 young children in nursery and the lower elemcntary.schoo1 
grades. 

'The ANC also expressed concern about the likelihood that the Applicant would eventually scelc 
to expand the size of its middle school student body at the subject property. The Board notes, 
however, that the Applicant is not permitted to exceed the cap established in this order, and that 
any proposal to increase enrollment at the subject property in the future would require approval 
by the Board as a special exception consistent with the requirements of section 206. 

Otherwise objectionable conditions. The Board is not persuaded by the parties in opposition that 
the proposed private school use would create any otherwise objectionable conditions, including 
potential adverse impacts relating to stormwater runoff, privacy, diminished property values, or 
obligations for enforcing conditions of approval of the proposed private school. The Applicant, 
in coordination with the National Park Service, has designed a stonnwater management system 
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to be installed beneath the reconfigured parking lot to reduce . or eliminate stonnwatcr run-off 
from the subject property onto neighboring properties. 

With regard to privacy, the Board notes that the Applicant's proposal will preserve the existing 
green space on lhe subjecl property. including several mature trees and side and rear yards thal 
greatly exceed the minimum yards required under the Zoning Regulations in a location where 
both abutting propertie.~ are· nonconforming lots with substandard side yards. The· subject 
property has a fence along the e~tem property line at the rear of the lot, which provides a buffer 
betwe.en the parking lot and the residence on the abutting property. To minimize potential 
intrusions on privacy, the Board adopts the AppHcant's pledge to instalJ a fence on the subject 
property if requested by the owner of the abutting property lo the south (4913 MacArthur Blvd.). 
This requirement is set forth in Condition No. 17. 

The Board beard testimony from the Applicant, ANC 3D, and the parties iri opposition about the 
purported effect - positive or negative - that the proposed private school use on· the subject 
propeny would have on the value of surrounding properties. l:lowever, no party offered 
compelling evidence demonstrating the proposed school's impact on property values. The Board 
is unable to make any finding · or conclusion. as asserted by the ANC. and the. parties in 
opposition, that the proposed private school use would create·an objectionable condition relating 
to diminished property values in the vicinity of the subject property. 

With regard to enforcement, the Board is not persuaded by the objection by the parties in 
opposition that the "complex inter-related conditions, restrictions, governmental and· private 
implementations, testing, monitoring and community meetings that would be required under 
even the most optimistic scenario, in order to force-fit the plan into workability, are unrealistic 
and would put a tremendous, continual burden on the neighborhood and its volunteer civic 
participants." The Applicant proposed to create a community liaison committee to address 
community concerns. and to monitor enforcement of conditions of approval of the requested 
special exception; DDOT recommended implementation of the committee as a means to ensure 
long-tenn compliance with the conditions and "head off potential problems befon, they become 
problems.'' 1be Board agrees that a community liaison committee that includes representatives 
of the Applicant, ANC 3D, local citizens associations, and other interested persons can be 
instrumental in monitoring compliance with the conditions of approval without creating an undue 
burden on other residents of the surrounding neighborhood. Accordingly, the Board adopts 
Condition No. 18. 

Hannony with the Zoning. Regulations and Map. The Board concludes that the requested special 
exception will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Zoning Regulations and 
Zoning Maps and will not tend to affe'-"l adveISely the use of neighboring property in accordance 
with the Zoning Regulations and Zoning Map, subject to the conditions adopted in this order. 
Private schools are pennitted by special exception in all Residence zones, provided certain 
requirements are met. The Applicant has satisfied its burden of proof in demonstrating that the 
requested proposed private school use, operated in accordance with the adopted conditions, is 
consistent with the purpose and intent of the R-1-B zone and will not tend to affect adversely the 
use of neighboring property in accordance with the Zoning Regulations and Zoning Map. 
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One of the purposes of the R-1 district is "to promote a suitable environment for family life." See 
11 DCMR §§. 200.2. The Board credits the testimony of OP in concluding that the proposed 
private school for studentCi in grades 7 through 9 on the subject propeny is a compatible use 
consistent with the promotion of a suitable environment for family life in a residential 
neighborhood. The Generalized Land Use Map identifies the subject property as being in the 
.. low.density residentiaJ" land use category, where single-family attached and detached houses 
arc the predominant use. With the addition of the proposed private school, the area surrounding 
the subject property wiU remain predominantly residentia1. 

1be building on lhe subject property, although originally constructed as a singlc"."family 
residence, has been used for educational purposes for more than 40 years. The subject property 
has a lot area considerably larger than other properties in the vicinity, and the building will 
continue to comply with all area requirements applicable in the R-1-B zone during its use as a 
priv~ school. The renovations planned by the Applicant will preserve the residential 
appearance of·the existing building while enhancing its safety and accessibility features. This 
requirement is adopted in Conditjon No. 19. 

For the reasons stated above, the Board concludes that the Applicant has met the burden, it is 
hereby ORDERED that the application be GRANTED, subject to the following 
CONDITIONS: 

J. No organized sports shall be conducted on the subject property. All outdoor activity 
involving students shall be conducted on-site and shall ·be recreational in ·nature. The 
Applicant shall provide adult supervision for all outdoor activity involving students at the 
subjeci. property. 

2. The Applicant shall not employ loudspeakers, amplified music, or bells at the subject 
property. 

3. 1be Applicant shall schedule all deliveries to the subject property to occur between 9:30 
a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

4. The school building shall be open for occupancy by students from 7:30 a.m. until 4:00 
p.m., Monday through Friday. 

S. The subject property shall· not be occupied by students for a minimum of two months 
during the summer season. 

6. The Applicant shall not use large commercial dumpsters on the subject property. 

7. The Applicant shall provide a shuttle . bus system to minimize the· number of vehicles 
coming to the subject property to drop off or pick up students. 
(a) Students who do not walk to scbOQl or arrive at the subject property by public 

transportation· will be required to arrive at the gymnasium at the Applicant's 
Whitehaven campus between 7:30 a.m. and 7:55 a.m. on school days for 
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transportation to the subject property by shuttle bus. In the afternoon, the students 
will be required to return to the Whitehaven campus via shuttle bus for pick-up. 

(b) The shuttle buses shall employ a round-trip route between the Whitehaven 
campus and the subject property utilizing Whitehaven Parkway. MacArthur Blvd .• 
Arizona Avenue, Loughboro · Road, and Foxhall. Road back ·to Whitehaven 
Parkway. 

(c) The·shuttle buses shall stop to on- and off-Joad students on MacArthur Blvd. in 
front of the school building. The Applicant shall ensure that the shuttle buses do 
not idle at the subject property but are released from the.Whitehaven campus as 
necessary to make scheduled morning drop-offs and afternoon pick-ups. 

(d) The Applicant .shall monitor compliance with the shuttle bus system daily· and 
shall m~e such compliance a condition of student enrollment. 'The Applicant 
shall not permit students to be dropped off or picked up at the subject pioperty al 
arrival and dismissal times except in prearranged special circumstances, such as 
when a child will arrive late due. to a doctor's appointment. Student drop-offs in 
special circumstances shall be at die Ashby parking Jot. 

8. The Applicant shall establish a carpool program to and from the Whitehaven campus 
serving students at the subject property. 
(a) The Applicant shall require carpools to drop off and pick up students · at the 

Whitehaven campus in coordination with the shuttle bus system for transportation 
to and from the subject property. 

(b) Before seeking a certificate of occupancy for the subject property, the Applicant 
shall submit the carpool program for review and approval by the District 
Department of Transportation (DDOT). The Applicant shall submit a progress 
report evaluating the carpool program to DDOT once per year; eopies of the 
annual progress report and DOOT's response shall be given_ to the community 
liaison committee established by the Applicant pursuant to this order. 

9. Toe total number of faculty and staff at the subject property shall not exceed 8 full-time 
and 4 part-time. · 

10. The Applicant shall provide at least 15 parking spaces on the subject property~ as shown 
on the Applicant's site plan SPl (Exhibit No. 340). 

11. The AppJicant shall use the subject property for special evening events after 4:00 p.m. no 
more than two times during the school year. Evening events sha11 finish no later than 
I 0:00 p.m. 

J 2. The AppHcant shall hold no more than two daytime special events, when the school is 
open to parents and other non-students, at the subje.ct property during the school year. 
Daytime special events sha11 be scheduJed to occur between 10:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. 
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13. The Applicant shaU arrange adequate off-street parking for daytime and evening special 
events at a location off-site so that persons attending the events. are not likely to park on 
the streets in the vicinity of the subject property. 

14. The Applicant shall not permit use of the subject property at any time by any persons or 
groups for purposes not related to the school use. 

15. The Applicant shall arrange any lighting used to illuminate the parking lot on the subject 
property so that all direct rays of the lighting are confined to the surface of the parking 
lot. 

16. The Applicant shall limit enrollment at the subject property to a maximum of 40 students 
in grades 7 through 9. 

17. The Applicant shall install fencing, as shown on the site plan (Exhibit No. 340) along the 
southern property line, at the App1icant' s expense, if requested by the abutting property 
owner. 

18. The Applicant shall establish and maintain a . community liaison committee to address 
community concerns related to the private school use of the subject property. It is 
recommended that the community liaison committee indude repre.qentafrves of ANC 3D. 
the Palisades Citizens Association, owners of property abutting the subject property, and 
other interested persons. · The Applicant shall conduct meetings of the committee at least 
quarterly, giving notice of the meetings to committee members and to the owners of all 
property within 200 feet of the subject property. Detailed minutes of all meetings shall 
be taken, maintained, and circulated among the members. · 

19. Expansion of the building on the subject property shall be limited to the area necessary 
for accessas shown on the Applicant's site plan (Exhibit No. 340). 

20. The special exception shall be valid except that this Order shall terminate and require 
modification upon a finding by the Board that the Applicant bas either admitted violating, 
paid a fine for violating, or has been found by the Department of Consumer and 
Regulatory Affairs, after hearing, lo.have violated lhe same condition on three or more 
occasions within five years. 

VOTE: 4-0-1 (Geoffrey H. Griffis, AnneM. Renshaw, Carol 1. Mitten, and 
David A. Zaidain to approve with conditions; Curtis L. Etherly, Jr. 
not present, not voting) 

BY ORDER OF THE D.C. BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 
Each concuJring Board member has approved the issuance of this Order. 
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FINAL DATE OF ORDER: MAR 2 5 2003 

PURSUANT TO 11 DCMR § 3125.6, THIS ORDER )Vlll BECOME FINAL l.JPON ITS 
FILING IN THE RECORD AND SERVICE UPON THE PARTIES. UNDER 11 DCMR § 
3125.9, THIS ORDER WilL BECOME EFFECTIVE TEN PAYS AFTER IT BECOMES 
FINAL. 

PURSUANT TO Jl DCMR § 31:30, THIS ORDER SHALL NOT BE VALID FOR MORE 
THAN SIX·MONIHS AFJ'ER IT BECOMES EFJ-,"'ECTIVE UNLESS THE USE APPROVED 
IN THIS ORDER JS ESTABLISHED WITHIN SUCH SIX-MONIH PERIOD. 

PURSUANT TO 11 DCMR § 3205, FAILURE TO ABIDE BY THE CONDmONS IN TIUS 
ORDER. IN WHOLE OR IN PART, SHALL BE GROUNDS FOR THE REVOCATION OF 
ANY BUILDING PERMIT OR CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY ISSUED PURSUANT TO 
TillS ORDER. 

THE APPLICANT JS· REQUIRED TO COMPLY FUILY WITII THE PROVISIONS OF 'IHE 
HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 1977, D.C. LAW 2-38, AS AMENDED. AND TIDSORDER'IS· 
CONDmONED UPON FULL COMPLIANCE wrm THOSE PROVISIONS. IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE D.C. HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 1977, AS AMENDED, D.C, 
OFFICIAL CODE§. 2-1401.01 )IT~ (ACT) THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DOES NOT . 
DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF ACTUAL OR PERCEIVED: RACE, COLO~ 
RELIGION, NATIONAL ORIGIN, SEX, AGE, MARITAL STATUS, PERSONAL 
APPEARANCE, SEXUAL ORIENTATION, FAMILIAL STATUS, FAMILY 
RESPONSIBILITIES, MATRICULATION, POLmCAL AFFILlATION, DISABILITY, 
SOURCE OF INCOME, OR PLACE OF RESIDENCE OR BUSINESS. SEXUAL 
HARASSMENT IS A FORM OF SEX DISCRIMINATION WHICH IS ALSO PROIIlBITED 
BY THE ACT. IN ADDmON, HARASSMENT BASED ON ANY OF TIIB ABOVE 
PROTECTED CATEGORIES IS ALSO PROHIBITED BY THE ACT. DISCRJMJNATION IN 
VIOLATION OF THE ACT WILL NOT BE TOLERATED. ·VIOLATORS WILL BE 
SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY ACTION. THE FAILURE OR REFUSAL OF THE 
APPLICANT TO COMPLY SHALL FURNISH GROUNDS FOR THE DENIAL. OR. IF 
ISSUED, REVOCATION OF ANY BUILDING PERMITS OR CERTJFICATBS OF 
OCCUPANCY ISSUED PURSUANT TOTI-11S ORDER. 

MNIRSN 



GOVERNMENT OF nm DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BOARD OF ZONJNG ADJUSTMENT 

*** 
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As Director of the Office of Zoning, I hereby· certify and attest . that. on 
MAR 2 5111 . a copy of the order entered on that date in this matter was 

mailed first class, postage prepaid or delivered via inter-agency ~ to each party 
and public agency who appeared and participated in the public hearing concerning 
the matter. 8lld who is listed below: 

Allison C. Prince, Esq. 
Shaw Pittman LLP 
2300 N Sb'eet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20037-1128 

John Finney, Chauperson and Commissioner 3004 
Advisory Neighborllood Commission 3D 
P.O. Box 40846 
Washington, D.C. 20016 

AlmaGates 
4911 Ashby Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Lawrence Skrivseth and Cathy Wright 
4913 MacArthur Blvd., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Nancy Felman 
4911 W Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Kathlerinc Van Sickle DeMatlie 
4923 Ashby Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Michael Lovendusky 
4927 MacArthur Blvd, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007. 

441 •di Street, N.W., Suite 210-S, Wubiqton, DC 20001 (202) 727-6311 
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Kathleen Patterson, City Councilmember 
Ward Three 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 107 
Washington, D.C. 20004 

Robert Kelly, Zoning Administrator 
Building and Land Regulation Administration 
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs 
941 N~ Capitol Street, N.E. 
Washmgton, D.C. 20002 

Ellen McCarthy, Deputy Director 
Office of Planning 
801 North Capitol Street, N.E. 
4• Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Alan Bergstein, Esq. 
Office of Corporation Counsel 
4414th Street, N.W., 6* Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

J'$ll 

ATTESTED BY: 
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OUTLINE OF TESTIMONY OF 
DAVID KONAPELSKY, REPRESENTATIVE OF THE ARCHITECT 

GTM ARCHITECTS 

I. INTRODUCTION 

A. David Konapelsky, Representative of the Architect, GTM Architects 

B. Experience in the District of Columbia 

II. THE PROPERTY AND SURROUNDING AREA 

A. Lot 17 Square 1393 

B. Relationship of the Property to the Neighborhood 

III. PROPOSED USE 

A. Approved Basement Plan and Use 

B. Permit Review Process and Revisions to Basement Plan 

C. Revised Basement Plan and Proposed Use 

IV. SATISFACTION OF SPECIAL EXCEPTION STANDARDS 

A. Likelihood the Proposed Use will Become Objectionable to Nearby 
Property Because of Noise, Traffic, Number of Students or Otherwise 
Objectionable Conditions 

B. Effect of Proposed Use on Parking 

V. CONCLUSION 

Document#: 139%44 v.l 
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