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April 8, 2005 

Via Telefacsimile 

.lt!rrily Kress. Director 
DC omcc of Zl,ning 
441 41

h Street NW. Suite 210 South 
Washington, D.C. 2000 I 

Re: BZA J\pplicmion No. 17271 ..... 51 I .ouisi:ma Avenue 

Deur Ms. Kress: 

I am writing lo you on behalf of the Applicant, IBO/Louisiana. L.L.C .. e,-·JB<T') in 
regards to correspondence t<.) you from the William U. Pickle. Chairman. Capitol Police 
Board. I want to make you aware of the history or that issue and JJ3G's ;ommitmcrit to 
thi:: safety and security over the proposed building tmd the Capitol Building. 

By way of background. immcdiatdy priDr to the llZA he,:1.ring on January 18. 2005. JBG 
was notified that the Architect or the Cn1,i10I, via Mr. Pickle, was opposc:d to the matter 
before the BZA for .sccmity concerns. JBG immediately responded in se::veral ways. As 
you have seen in the Ordi:;r. the Applicant engaged a worlcl renowned sc<:urily consultant 
Lo review Lhe huilding design and its rclaLivc !()cation to the US C~1pitol. TI1c resulting 
Dudbdla Report is attached for your review. 

As rcnecwd hy JR(i's letter Clf January 21. .2005 (copy ullachc<l). the Applicant met wiLh 
the Sergeant of Anns on January 18, 2005 to discuss the situntion. review the Ducihel/a 
Report and discuss mcnsurcs by way it'.l reduce the security risk. At that meeting, and in 
the Jmmary 21, 2005 letter, JBG rc~amrmcd its commitment to implement security 
mem;urcs in the buiJ<ljng. 

The Applicant is respectful of the concerns and remains very willing to ~1dopl the security 
measures described in t:hc Order ~,s recommended. 

Additionally, the R~:port points out that the roof of the pro,~oscd buildin£ is ti signi licanl 
distance from the Copitol and that at lca.c;t five other existing buildings huvc cquivalcnl 
sight lines to tht! Capitol. Orthosc five. al least two are a shorter distnnc~ from the 
Capitol. The report also point~ out thnl the new buil<ling will <)bscure tlu: sight lines from 
the Hyatt Hotel. u building which is relatively open ro the public and has transient and 
anonymous occupants. 
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As rC(.1uircd by the Order and affinncd in JB(f$ January 2 l. 2005 letter, the Applicant is 
committed to meeting wirh and working with the Cc1pitol Police Bo.ml 1" cffoctivcly 
crcaH: security cmmter measures and make tht: huilding, Lhe neighhorhond nnd the 
Capitol safe. 

Thank you for your altcntion to the matter. 

Sincerely . 
. .. ........ "- .... ~ 

.. --- I ~,t-'--..... ~·i •. ' 
\! 

~ ... 

Hcnjnmin R. Jncobs 

cc. Ellen McCarlhy. DC Office of Planning 
Alan Bcrgstein. Chief Land Use and Puhlic Works 
Gc<>ITn:::y H. Griffis, Chairman BZA 
Rfohru·u Nctllcr, Esquire 

Ill ooa;o 11 
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DlJCIHr.LLA VI;NTER & SANTORE 
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January 17. 2005 

Mr. K,ti Reynolds 
The JBG Cumpunics 
#400 ~ 4445 Willard Ave. 
Cht:vy Chase, ~-11) 20815 

CONFJDENTI AL & PRJVJLEGED 

Subject: 51 Louisiana Avenue 
Security Context Study 
Considcrutions & RccommcndHl'ions 

Dear Mr. RcyrH.llds: 

Ill 0041011 

In response to an inquiry Ihm, The JBG Companie~ regarding lhc dcvclopmenl uf the property 
localed at 51 I .ouisiana Avenue, we have! reviewed the ck,cumcntaliw1 forw,m;·cd \C> us ,-md provide 
our prnl'cssionul ussr.:s:-:mcnl herein. Our obscrvutions arc based on over 40 ye:1rs of continue.ms 
prnl~ssionol !-ICCurity engineering practice on pn.,jcc\s ur signilicnncc throughout the world with 
extensive met.ropoliian experience in citii::s whi::rc there are securily sensitive assets. 

These clients include mcmhc~ ()f the lJnited States govcmmcnt with signitictl:ll security pmfil~s and 
conc~rns, including Lhc Dept. of Juslicc. The Dept. of State. The Depl. or Transportation, lhc lntcrnnl 
Revenue Service, the Secret Service. the lJ.S. Mc1rshuls, the ft!deml Protective Service, the GSA, the 
Sociul Security 1\dministrntion, lhc Foo<l and Drug Adminislmtion. the Dept. of th~ lnlcrior. and 
l">thcrs; as well as f~"'lrcign govcrnmcot ngl!ncics in Kuwuil, Saudi Arn bin, The Republic of Chim,. 
Canada. Hong Kong. Egypt. and lrclrmd. 

Additfonally. our commcnl:try i~ tempered by security cunsultation und engineering commissions in 
the protection of political, diplomatic.judici:il, financinl, ecclesiastical, and cultural dignitaries in 
facilities including the United States Mission to the United Nations, the entire United Nntk-.ns 
campus and its facilitie~. eight Federnl Courthouses, the Connecticut Supreme Com, .. the Brooklyn 
Supreme Court, the Superior Court of New .lcr~ey. the Brooklyn Oist.J'icl Attorncy•s omccs, the 
Commonwealth of Virginia legislntivc office huilding, the Kuwait Mission to 1.hc Unilcd Nations, the 
Freedom Fornm, the Council on Foreign Relations. the William J. Clinton Prci:idcntinl 1,ibmry, the 
Thomas O'Neill Fe<leml Building, lhc J-'ederol Reserve hanking system, and numerous other~. 

These experic:mccs hove sensitized us lo the concerns idenlificd in Mr. Hanlmun's. Architecl of l11e 
Capital. letter dated January 3, 2005, to the Boord or Zoning Adjust.mi;nt. wh~11.:in he references the 
Semite Sel'geant at A11n' s concerns regarding the orr,ortunity for SI I .ouisiana A venue 1.0 providt? n 
pulenlial sniper lhreal to lhe Sen~1le Park section of the Capital grounds. We share the Sergeant nt 
J\nns' lcgilimatc concern for the welfare of oul' political and legislative leader:,. They arc the 
bi:lckbonc llf our democrucy .md represent t·he oody of individuals duly elected to manage our 
fre~dom. They arc undcniilhly invnhmblc in1ellc:ctual resources ,md conse,iucr tly constitute :.i cl'itical 
asset at risk . 

... ............... _ .. ·-.. ··--····""·-,----------~----------------------
Jus 1-.~H M CHA~MAN, IN,·., d/h/A r,(!(,"IH~·,.,.,, Vl-'111n:1e •"- SANfOKI: 
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SI LOUISIANA A Yr.Nim 
SE('IJl(l'I' \' CONSIUl:JIATIONS & Jlm:OMMHNl>A'l'IONS 

JANI.JAft\' 17, 2005' 
1>RA•·1' _________ , ,, ........ . , ... , _,.,,..,.,_., ,...,, __ _ 

The JBG Compunics have requested thnl. ou,· firm provide the benefit of our proJcs~ional experiences 
in the id1:ntilication of n rational plan fbr mitigating the p(lt~ntittl threat illcntiJ:cd by the Senulc 
Sergeant ut Arms. Specitically, th..: use of the proposed new roof ~\I clcvt\lion .. 55' by u sniper. This 
new mor is to be part or the rcm)Vatfons and expansions at 51 Louisiana Avenue and is identified to 
be a potcntiul lucation from which t(, target occupams of the s~nate Chamber. 

As part of our review aou nnulysis, we h:.,ve taken intu consideration the information pr<wid~d on 
four graphic analysis documents, i.ts follows: 

• Security Context Study: "C(.)mpurntivt: Roo1'op t::lcvnlions and [)ist~UKCS from Scmdc Wing, 
dated 1-18-05 

• Security ro111~x1 S1udy: ''Exisling Exposure arell from Rooftops. d:ited 1-18~05 
• Security Cont·cxt Study: "Ovcrluy Exposure Arcu from Roollop ofNe,v Building, dated l-J8-

05 
• WDG Architecture: I3uildiog. a1,d Prl)jc:ct. Crn~s Section [Security Context' Study I. 51 

Louisianu Avenue, dated 1-13-05. 

These documents should be used in support of this letter (as an exhibit) in nny subsequent 
discussions and/or representations 10 the approprh,tc government agencies. Dl c to tllc sc:nsitivc 
nature of this :-m:dysis, we strongly ~uggesl that the distribution of these docurrcnts he kept to a 
limilcd and need to know basis. 

Traditiom\lly, il is u univcrs"lly accepted security design practice, once 1.hc lhrt:at has been idenlified 
and the vulnerability of thc institution defined. to protect thal institution in a m1rmer commcnsurntc 
with the extent of lhe 1hrc:u, the degree uf ils vulnerability. and the criticality of its nsscts. In that 
regard, the value of the assets has been dclcnnined and is undeniable. The threat of o sniper is 
lcg.ilimutcly credible. allhough \he range th.1m pcrpclrntur to target is significart. The vulnerability is 
r.hc ossum~d im1bility ol'lhc current facility glazing to preclude. the cffectivene~·s of an attack utili;,.ing 
n high.powered rifle ,m<.l an extremely skilled perpe!'trator with adequttl.c t.ime fur equipment 
deployment and lilrgc\ m.::quil)iliun. 

With these considerations in mind, the logical solution is to 1.1ddress the facility and the internal assets 
at risk. This should be achieved by modifications to the openings. which provide the windows of 
opportunity for the po1cnlial criminal activit.y. Tht'rC art' several solulions whiGl1 are routinely 
adopted with great. succc::;s lo miligalc this lhreat in sinlilar circumst,mccs in m;mcrom; other 
buildings. First, they include obscurcscence of the target between the pcrpetru1or and 1he building in 
which the target resides. Thi:; may be accomplished with lnndscaping. lighting. rcncctive mnlcrinl.s 
selection. or other cllbct.ivc screening dcmcnls available to site design. Secondly, they include the 
litment of ballistic 1·atcd glnziogs. which prcc:-ludc- the pcnclrntion of the tl\rget l'O\.md. Thit·dly, the 
obscurcscencc of the window opening through 1hc use of screens, blinds, films. drapes, or other 
li.mns of rcncctive glazing, which preclude the ttbility lo clearly sight n tm·get from a distance (a 
qunrtcr of u milc) us large as that which wc:.iuld exist. from the r<Jl)f of 51 Louisiana Avenue. 

Suhscqucnt tn the cvcnls of' 9/11/01. new security realities hiwc focused the: nalilln's uttcnli<m on a 
greuler mngc of mo1·c insidious thrc~1ts 1rnu such h,wc b\lcomc the challenge of law enforccmenl, 
security professionals, urhan ph~nncrs, ~1rchitccts, engineers, "n<.I contractors. 11. has been our 
cxr,cricncc, without exccptioll, that the range and i;copc or th1:.~l~ thrct,ts wam,m \he protection of the 

cr.1:H1n1::1111·1,\l. & PRIVILEGED 

DI.ICIIH.I .. LA VJ-;NTER & SAN'l'Oltl.: 11 ,\\ili 2 
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51 l.OU11il/\NA AVl:NIJL: 

SECllkl'l'Y CONSll)P.RA'l"IOJIIS & RECOMMENDATIONS 
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JANllt\l\V 17, 1005 
l)R,U"I' 

institution and the assets at risk, through a process of protective design specific Lo and implemented 
at the specific facility. This protective design rationulc is ch~ar imd fundarncntully in support of our 
dernocrnlic principals and quality of life. Otherwis~, the risks of a single inslitutil."m become the 
inherent responsibility und thus subsec1ucnl design mandate of the entire cotnmunity. Due to the 
increasing diversity of these threats, the protective design response palette is .:very increasing thus 
potentially uJTecting every form of nrchit'ccture and living environment. if the mitigating strategics 
are accepted as community design responsibilities, not the tm·get at risk. 

A~ an cxarnple. in support of thi~ premise, we do t1(1t design new c1..,1mncrciid high-rise office 
buildings to be responsive Lo an attack by an uircrnft, by potential sccuri1y brn1ches wi1.hin lhc airline 
screening proc-ess. Rather, the security sc-rcc:ning p1-occss is targeted for impr~l\'cment. Imagine the 
cost and d~sign impact on the American economy and American architecture if the skyscraper 
becomes the mitigating sh·c-ttcgy for buggoge security nurnagcmcnt hrcachc~. 

Similnl'l)', we do not require the installation of ballistic rated glozing and non operable windows in ull 
of lhe buildings \vhich lmvc a sight line view corridor to institurion.s where thtire may significant 
dignitaries in residence. Imagine the design mandate lo retrofit oil of the cx.isdng buildings or to 
rcquil'c that uU new buildings in Manhamlll und Queens. which hove such l\ view co1·rldor tn the 
United Nitlions· campus. be fitted wilh such hallistic prolcetivc design features. 

In summary, it has been idcntiffod th:u there is :1n enormously dangerous prcc~dcnt in c.xtending the 
realm of r,rutcctive design to an entire community l'or the benffil t)f a single. t. ven if enormously 
significant. institution at risk. In the case of 51 J ,oui:-;fam.t Avenue, the range d' proposed in0ucncc 
would extend nc~trly a ha.If mile in diameter into the Lll'b,m fobric of Wushington, D.C. from thi: 
Senate Purk campus. This is tl disturbing premise when one considers the olhcr federal Agcn'-!ics 
(not including the Capilal) within the District and the effecl which such a new protective design 
standard would lrnvc on the surmunding Washington. O.C. community. 

The above design prc>ccss considcrnlions Ml withi::tanding, th(."rc .m: additium1 pr~lctic:1I solution~ 
which should be implemented by The JJlG Companies in response to lhc Scr111lc Sergeant al Arms' 
concerns. Spccilic~1lly. the roof of the 51 Louisi:mn Avenue facility should be made inaccessible to 
unauthorized indivitluuls nnd t.hc succe~s of such inQcccssihility should be monitored by an effective 
detection nnd assessment system. 

This is readily nccornplishcd through the spcci/ic.ition of ballistic and forced c ·11ry rated doors, 
frames, and h::inlwarc that. access the ruof. The us~ of c(unrncrcic1l motion dctcctiun and video 
surveillance equipm~nt· routinely pruviue detection and assessment of these sct:ure access protocol$ 
and should be part of such a design to ensure ils effective operation. 

In anticipation of a sniper·•s requirement to utilize a weapon steadying uppurLcmmcc and to perform 
sightii1g system c.dibrntion, there is the reasonable c.~p1:cla1ion th~ll a sniper. to be effective, will 
require equipment s~lup lime ,md mJdi1hmal Lime to ocquirc the 1:1rget. The us,: of a competently 
designed survciJlance systtm cnn nssurc th,H such nctivitics d<1 O()L go undctcct<:d. Furthermore, a 
co1\scientious physical security design of lhc. ro()f shnuld preclude nrcas of und-.:tccliible refuge. 
Also, it is likely that the architect~ can develop :'.I scrim and/ur other fom1 of ob;curcscence fi.mcing 
on the roof 11t some distance inboard from 1he paropcl, which would .idd another lt1y1.;r nfliignilic~nt 

1)11c11-l ~ l,l,A Vr:NHlt & :it\l'HOKI: 
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51 LOUISIANA AVl:NUl: 
S!,(:URITY CONSIDEICA'l'IONS & Rm :oMMl.iNl)/\'flONS 
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delay by preventing the sniJ>ct· from having a clear line of sight mu.I convenienl setup point for li1rget 
acc..iuisiLion. 

In support of these rooft.op protective design measures, our experience in providing .security designs 
in numerous other similar 1.)flice building focilitics has identified the opport.unity to significantly 
mitigate the access of unauthoriied pcnmns. This is routinely uccomplishcd b)' the issuance of lD 
credentials, the use of access cuntrol systems, security and concierge staffing. video surveillance, 
door monitoring systems. ,md other physical nnd clcctmnic security measures. In summary, it is 
rcaso11ablc to expect that SI Luuisfanu Avenue can be provided with u sccuril.> management plan thnt. 
would make it. u for less attractive and opportunistic f'acility for a sniper attack th:m the ttdjacent five 
office huildings nnd hotel. all ofwhic-h have essentially equivalent line ur sigh: and firing r.mgc lo 
th~ Senate Park scctfon of the Capilt'll grounds. Please refer to the exhibits idc1tilicd previously in 
this letter for subst~ntiation oflhis p,:ernisc. 

Fmthennorc, the modificalions tu 51 Louisiana Avenue will reduce sigh1 line~ from the adjacent 
hotel Oil New Jersey Avenue to the Senate Pm·k. thus rninimizing th!! use of" this facility as a staging 
area. The hotel is a for more attractive location to initintc n sniper assault, as the anonymity of its 
occup.ant:s nnd their activities arc indigenous to the hotel's operntion, a circum~:tancc which would be 
aggressively 1t1it.igutcd ugainst through the institution of security systems. 1>hy~ical security designs, 
and personnel at 51 Louisiana Avenue. 

In summary. 1hc implementation or physical security me"surcs at 51 Louisiano Avenue lo safe guard 
roof access. prevent snipct· line <11" lire, preclude unauthorized entry und to manftgc building. activities 
would defel' the use of the facility f'or the currently ccmsidered activity 10 one of the numcn.1us other 
adjucent buildings. 

In closing. it is our cousidercc.J opinion that the most ~,ppropriate rnsponsc for the prol~clion or the 
Scn~lle Park occupants i~; 

• Th1.: implementation of landscaping, which precludes line or sight to s~m,tc Pnrk building 
occupants frum any one of the l'ncililies along l.ouisiMa Avenue betw,~en Constit\1tion 
A venue und North Cupilal Street. 

• The application of nppmpriatc physical protective designs for the window openings in 1hc 
Senate building. 

• The institution of a quality sec\1rity design, ,ts idcntilicd hcrcinbclorc, .. md management phm 
for 51 Louisinm1 /\ venue to preclude its use us ,t Cl>nvcnicnt site: Jbr potential sniper 
activities. 

R~spcclfully subrnilted. 

Reibert Ducibclla. 
Senior Princ.ipal 

I) ll t' I D ELL A V I: N 'I' Iii( &. S A N 'I' 0 IU\ 
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.JanuAry 21. 2005 

Mr. William Pickle 
Sergeant of Ann~ Senate 
United States Capitol. Rc,0111 S 151 
Washington, DC 

Dear lVll'. Pickle: 

(lJ 008/011 

Tt-JF. JBG C<.>MPANTES 

Thank you for taking the time lo meet ancl rcviow lhe foe.ts relating ll) our prop)sed development on 
New Jersey Avenue. N.W. 

In ligh1 of our cliscusfliou. your agrcemcnl to review with your security c:q>erts Lhc foller report or 
Ducibelfo Associates dated January 17, 2005 and accomp~mying exhibits I Jell wilh you and. your 
expressed iulcntion to contacl me in the coming week lo futthcr review lhc r~-ults of the fol'cgoing I folt 
il appropriate to make you aware of the action laken by the Board of Zoning Ai,peafs (BZA). 

On Tuesday afiemoon the l3ZA ruled 3-0 in f:.lvor of granting the relief we sought. Because there 
seemed to he some confusion on Mr. Hilde-brand's part rcgttrc.Jing our by-right. height entitlement, let me 
restate iL; our site is zoned C"3-C and is within the Downtown Rast receiving zone which permits by­
right the transfer of development rights nncl concomitnnt increase in building hei!,d1t to 110 feet. As l 
slated during our mceling, JBG ·cLu-rclllly Dwns development rights that arc availttble, for thnt site and lhe 
110 font height aJlowalll~e is not an issue. 

The BZA 's action docs not require the irnplemcnlalion of ll1c security ammg(:menls that. we <liscuss~c.l. 
However, l ,un very respectful of the cnnccms you expressed mul lhe importance of your mission~ 
ncl~onlingly. I rcnmin willing lt) implc1mml the building security precautions ( c.Jcscribcd t<> you durinµ 
ou1· meeting and as recommended in the Ducihella J,ulUary 17, 2005 reroi1. 

The Ducibclln Associates rcpor1 indicates that the security risks associated with the now approved 
zoning variance are mitigated and in the case of existing buildings improved b)' t.1.king the security steps 
he recommends. Acclm.lingly, no increased security thrcnt would result from acceptance of the mling of 
the BZA. The Architect of l'hc Capitol js on record as opp()sing the variance. th1Js no preccdcnl would be 
set in the mere r,cceptancc of the ruling of the BZA. 1 therefore respectfully request that the Architect of 
the Ca.pi to I accept the ruling of the BZA with regard lo the approved zoning variances. 

1 am availahlc at your convenience to discuss this project. 

TI1ank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Benjamin R. Jacobs 

-1-1-1, WILL.\Hfl A\'1-:NUF. CME\'"\. CJl,l,SE. :\l.'\l{\'J..:\ND ~ui-;1~- .ltWU TFLl::F.-\X: (!44.1) .IH-\t,lil 
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UNITED STATES CAPITOL POLICE BOARD 
$, 151 The Capitol 

WASHINGTON. DC 20510 

WILLIAM M. PICKLE, Chnlr1n,1n 

WILSON LIVINGOOD, Mombor 

ALAN M. HANTMAN, Mernber 

Ms. Jcrriley Kress 
Office of Zoning, District or Columbia 
414 4'11 Street NW; Suite 210 Soulh 
w~1shington, D.C. 2000 l 

Re: BZA Case 17271 • JBG/Louisiann 
:-5 l Louisiana A vc.'.1H1c, NW 
.I:il;_qlH.~51. lc.lr Rcconsider,lti<)1·1 

Dl~;-u• M.s. K.rcss: 

Mnwh 29. 2005 

rtlONI!. ?i5-23i11 

The CHpilol Police Boan! i Hoard) undcrstm1ds t"hal the Roan.I <1f Zoning Adjustment is planning 
to issue ~t final order cont~c;~rning lht~ JBG Compunii::f- 1 rcquesl for a height vari::UJc~ "t 51 Luuisi:.m::i 
.'\ vcm1c, NW. The Boi,rd has wailed 10 request 1·,~considcrurion bccau~c irll~:nal law cnforccm~nt 
1;xpens h::ivc been ndivcly reviewing und analy:t.ing the 1mtcnti11I security impacts that a heit!hl varim1ce 
~11 51 Louisiana. NW ,vould have- on i-hc U.S. Capil()I Cnn,pk?X. A$.~ result of the analysi~ c.omplcted 
by internal s\'.:c.,1ri1y cxpc1·ts, the Board concludes tlrn1 the varianct: under cl'msidcrntion will have ,, 
signili<..~,m, imp,1cl on Congr~ssional $1;:curily. Thcrc:l'orc. the D(.l~ml respec1.fidly rcq11c~s1s the 
r(~cnnsidc-:rnlion ofrhe varianc.i:: cum.:nlly being rl:vkw,·d by 1hc Board of Zoning Adjustm~nt. 

Mnrc:l)ver, pursuant Ln 1hc .-n1lhori1y of the Capitol Pt1lict: Bo:-ird under Puhlic Law I 08 -447. 
D1:cl":,nbcr 8, 2004, to mah~ dc1'-:rminu1io11s rcgarrlint~ the rckasc t)f information which impo11s 
Conµressional sccul'ity. lh<..~ BoaJ'd ~ilso rcqu~:~ts an ()l)l)()rtu11ity lo rnvi\:w infom1:uion lh~ll is proposc-d 
fol' public rck:1s1.: 10 protect ngainst r,~kasc of any security scnsiliv<.: infonnaticn or l'1.:vt:~1ling ::111y 

v11l m~rnhili1ics <..1f the U.S. t'apilol Complex. 

Attached fbr yuur· review is a 1.:opy of' a lcllt::r rrom lh,: (:ripilol Police Board lu Mr. Bcn_jamin R. 
focobs. The J 8G Companies. datcd Murch 4, 2005. t:xpressing the 13oar<l 's :;(.'CUl'ily (.·onccrns. 

Your 1.~onsidcration of the Bonn.rs ~ccurity concerns tm<l requests oulli11cd ahnvc is grtully 
.. 1pprcdatcd. Thu Board remains ,:1,·illinr, Lu pro,·idc :111y inli:,rniatil,n that you n-ay n:quirc for 
r~l..\oni-:idcrnti(ln. Plco..<:c du 1101 l11;:si1;,Le to co11H1cl me ifl may be of assistance. 

V1.:ry R,~i-;pt;:C:.'.lli.llly, 

J ___ ~,LJ 
William H. Pie.kit.· ~ ----..._ __ , 
('h~iinmm 
C:-1pitol Polil:l: 13(1.1rd 

(.\:: J\,fr. Geoffrey H. Griffo; 
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UNITED STATES CAPITOL POLICE BOARD 
S-151 The Capitol 

WILLIAM H. PICKLl:., Chr1lrm(ln 

WILSON UVINGOOC, M~mber 

ALAN M. HANTMAN. Member 

Mr. Bcnjumin R. Jacobs 
The JBG Compnnics 
4445 Willard Awnu~. Suite 1~00 
Chevy Chast:, MU 20815 

lk::ir Mr . .lamhx: 

WASHINGTON, DC 2051 D 

Murch 1-1, 2005 

ll)0ll/011 

On behalf of rhc: Cnpitol Pul ki:i 8oard. 1his l.'11rr1.'~ptir11km:1..i is in response l() your letter. 
dated J:inunry 21. 2005~ n;gan.ling yow· J.m>po~cd d~:,•1:lopnw.nl in close prn;IC imily lo lht: U.S. 
Capittil. 

Tht~ C:1pilol Police Bnard i111d the U11ih:.:d Sl:11<.'s Capitol Pnli1.;e huve reviewed yuur 
request to ucl:ep1 thi:.~ ruli11g ur th~ Brn1l'd 1)f Zoning Appc,ils (HZA) reg.ardin~ your pr<)po~cd 
develnr>mem oil Nev.-· forscy Av~m1e, N\V. l·low(~,·~:r. uth:r furthi:.~r 1..:ooi:;idLiration, we cannot 
nc::cept your c:.,mtcntion that there lll",: no st:i<.:uri1y isi-uc:s. l11dt~~d, our sl.it:urity and lnw 
t~nfor1.\~11m:.nl professionals lwv,~ udvi:.:cd llwt, fron, a sl:1,:urity p,:r:::;p1.idive, the v.:irinncc ru increase 
the height of the building v,ould inc.-n:.1"sc: t.:xposure and vuln~rability tot.he Copi1ol l~omplcx, nnd 
as such, W'-" an:.- 1101 ablt~ 10 :-11..~1.:~pl or i:.11d(1J't-1;: tht· BZ,\ rnlinl;!.-

ll' ym1 llHVt :iny qw.:sti(.)ns or would lik1.: tu discuss this 111.1llt•.r furthe1, pkas(? <lo nnl 
h1.::sitatt·. t() c.ont:1cr me. 

Sinccn:ly. 

'\ _./\ 
t.J .... \_)\. ~}<~~ -~ .... , 

\~~~: Tht: Hnnornbh: Wilse>n Livingnnd 

Wllli:m1 11. Pit'kle 
Chairnwn 
C,·1pitol Police Board 

McmbN. Capitnl Police BoanJ 
Thi:.· Honorabl~ Alau M. Hantrnan 

Mcmbc::1', Capitol Police BoMd 
ChiefTclTLH'lct.• W. Guiner 

l'vkmbcr, f:.y CNJido. C:lpitol P11lkc H11wd 
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Fax 
To: Jerrily Kress, Director 

Fax: 202-727-6072 

Phone: 202-747-6311 

Re: BZA Application No. 17271 -

51 Louisiana Avenue 

!l.1001/011 

'!imJBG Co,\WANIES 

4445 Wlllnrd Avon1.1e, Suite 400 
Ch9vyCh.Jr.o, M:lryland 20815 

l)hona: (2i1C•) 333-3000 (240) 333-3610 

From: Benjamin Jacobs 

Pages: 11. (includes cove·) 

Date: '1/8/2005 

CC: Geoff Griffis, Chairman BZA 

0 Urgent D For Review D Ple:ase Comment • Please Reply :i Please Recycle 

-----------~, ... ,,,. .. .,,.,.,,_...,,.,. ____________________ _ 
• Comments: 

....,-.... ... ~ ...... --9 ~~ ;·l_; 

If this fax is illeglt,lo or iilcompleto, please c:ont.ucl: 

------ Qoolfil!.P-ru!~.Q§. ,40-33.,1-3713 


