
FROM 
FAX NO. 

February 24, 2005 

Board o£ Zoning Adjustment 
441 - 4th Str~et, N.W. 
Suit.~ 2110-S 
Washington, D. c. 20001 

Re: BZA Appeal No. 17285 

Dear Ladi~s and GentJ~m~n: 

4825 Dexter Terrace, N.W.) 

I oppose the appeal in the abov~-described case brought by 
Patrick Carome. 'I'h~ basis of the appeal is that. the r~t'aining 
wall in the rear of the property violates the zoning r~gulations 
as an 1.11 egaJ walled platform or warehous~ not :in accordance 
with setback and height restrictions applicable to buildings. 
Ret.ai.ning walls are treated as par.t. of .landscaping and are 
permitted in any part of a yal:d under. the z0ni ng r~gul at .. ions. 

The appeal is based on Mr. Carome's subjective opinion that 
the reta.i.n.ing wall is a·n eye sore and .iistorts his view of parkland 
This is not grounds for an appeal. It is our understanding that 
the wall will be covered in ivy and blend in with the natural 
ladscape in the next couple cf years. 

Pinally, thftre are many rear yard retaining walls taller and 
bigger in the Foxhall Road ar~a than Qn the subject property. 
Under Mr. Carome' s log.i c, aJ 1 of these al:'e i J lF.lgaJ under zoning 
and would have to be torn down, whi.ch wouJd be an absurd result. 

As a long-t.ime neighbor of t.he Frank EconomideH family, I am 
r~sp~ct.fully requesting that you vote against. t.his appeal. 

Sine ely, y Y\ . / " ~A~tr!ek-
Ka h .i.e L. Dematatis (/ 
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