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On behalf of Party in Opposition Tabard Corporation, we hereby oppose the Applicant's 
motion of March 11, 2010 requesting a continuance of the hearing presently scheduled for 
Tuesday, March 16. 

The Applicant's most recent effort to delay the hearing on the merits in the above­
referenced case smacks of desperation. It appears that, after five long years of postponements, 
promises to listen to community concerns, promises to conform the plans being reviewed by the 
BZA to plans pending at HPRB, and promises to return to HPRB prior to coming back to this 
Board to resolve issues in the unrelated and parallel case pending there, this Applicant will do 
anything to avoid a determination on the merits of its application. Further delay in this case will 
be highly prejudicial to the Party Opponent, Tabard Inn, and to the community at large. We urge 
you to deny the Applicant's motion for continuance, and in support, offer the following: 

Procedural History 

As detailed in Tabard's Motion to Strike dated April 24, 2009, the instant application was 
filed on March 31, 2005-nearly five years ago. The Applicant requested postponement 
before the first hearing on this application ever commenced, positing exactly the same grounds 
stated in the March 11, 2010 Motion for Continuance: that the plans would need to be changed 
prior to consideration and/or approval by HPRB. Since this Application was filed, the Applicant 
has requested postponement of a hearing on the merits of this case no less than five (5) separate 
times. 1 The following chronology of the proceedings in this case demonstrates the obstructionist 
tactics used by this Applicant throughout these proceedings to avoid a full and fair hearing of this 
case and a resolution on the merits: 

In fact, the Applicant has requested six separate continuances, but we are not counting the incident on 
December 8, 2009, wherein counsel for the Applicant had a family emergency to tend to. Party Opponents did not 
oppose the continuance requested on that date. 
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Due to lack of time, hearing is continued until February 28, 2006 

Applicant files revised plans 

Second Scheduled Hearing 
Applicant Requests Continuance 

Third Scheduled Hearing 
Applicant Requests Continuance 
Board Dismisses Case for Mootness based on HPRB concept denial 

Court of Appeals remands case to BZA for further proceedings, holding that 
dismissal as moot was not warranted 

BZA schedules hearing on remand for April 28, 2009 

Applicant Requests Continuance 

Applicant files revised plans 

Board hears Applicant's request for continuance, Party Opponent's motion to 
strike supplemental materials on remand, sets in hearing on motion to strike for 
June 2, 2009 

Board sets schedule on remand. All revisions to plans are to be filed with BZA 
and served on all parties no later than July 31, 2009. No further revisions will be 
accepted after this date. 

Applicant files revised plans. 

Third Scheduled Hearing. Applicant completes its case in chief. Due to lack of 
time, hearing is postponed to December 8, 2009. 

Applicant Requests Continuance (due to medical emergency; request is 
unopposed by Party Opponents). Hearing is rescheduled to March 16, 2010 

Applicant Requests Continuance 
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Waste of Administrative Resources 
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This Applicant has been running a shell game for these past five years, in which Tabard, 
the other parties in opposition, and this Board have been compelled to participate. The record in 
this case reflects that the Applicant has made numerous requests for postponement with the 
intention of revising the project plans. The parties in opposition have diligently prepared for a 
hearing and arrived back before the Board on every occasion to find that the Applicant is not 
prepared to go forward. Tabard has spent enormous sums of money and time in participating in 
this never-ending case, and will be highly prejudiced by any further delay in this matter, having 
not had the chance to present long-prepared and vast testimony and evidence to rebut the 
Applicant's case, some five months after that case was last presented. 

This Applicant has shown blatant disregard for this Board's time, and that of the 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission, the Party Opponent, and others who have closely followed 
this case. Not only has the Board accommodated the needs of this Applicant throughout the five­
year long proceedings in this matter, despite reservations back in November of 2005 about this 
Applicant's intentions of moving the instant application forward,2 it has reserved an entire 
afternoon for hearing this case on March 16, 2010. Moreover, because this case has not been 
resolved, the Applicant has been allowed to substantially change the application (and perhaps 
may do so again) without withdrawal, waiting the requisite time period for re-filing, and without 
paying an additional filing fee. We submit that the initial filing fee paid in 2005, amounting to 
approximately $14,000, has been spent several times over in the amount of wasted administrative 
resources devoted to the false starts, postponements, and partial hearings in this case. 

Advantageous Tax Status as a Result of Delayed Resolution 

Moreover, the pendency of this case over the course of the last five years has yielded a 
tremendously advantageous tax status for these properties. Due to the proceedings here at the 
BZA and at HPRB, the Applicant has argued before the Board of Real Property Assessments and 
Appeals ("BRPAA") that he has been deprived of his right to develop the property, and therefore 
is entitled to a more favorable tax treatment than surrounding commercial buildings or other 
vacant properties throughout the District of Columbia.3 Despite arguing in pleadings and 

2 See Transcript, November 1, 2005, pp. 15 ("Commissioner Mitten: Given that what you're suggesting is 
that there will be substantial changes to be made, why wouldn't you just withdraw this application, and, as you say, 
go back to the drawing board and re-apply?") and 26 (testimony of Travis Parker on behalf of the Office of 
Planning, stating "We don't believe that the application as it stands is supportable. And we think something that 
would be supportable would be significantly enough different that it would be a separate application. And that we 
should look for a different application."). 

See Applications to BRP AA and assessments for the Subject Property for 2005-2008, attached. 
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testifying twice before this Board that the subject properties are and have been commercial in 
nature, the Applicant has secured a permanent Class 1 Residential tax status for 1755 N Street, a 
shuttered 20 unit apartment building emptied of all its tenants by the Applicant more than ten 
(10) years ago. This is an obfuscation of the position of the properties relative to the SP-1 Zone 
District and the request for special exception, but perhaps more troubling, this tax status, as well 
as the special treatment by BRPP A and the available exemption from vacant property tax 
assessments from the date of filing in March of 2005 (based on the ongoing proceedings before 
the BZA) has resulted in a loss of millions of dollars in revenue to the District of Columbia at a 
time when the District is in dire financial circumstances. Public policy and administrative 
economy demands that the proceedings in this case continue and that the matter be resolved once 
and for all, and as quickly as possible. 

Proceedings in Accordance with the Court of Appeals Order 

As this case is on remand for "proceedings not inconsistent with this Court's Order" in 
Case No. 07-AA-362, the Board must act in accordance with the Opinion in that case. The 
Applicant now comes before this Board arguing essentially what Tabard argued in seeking 
dismissal of this case in 2006, and in defending this Board's action at the Court of Appeals. The 
Applicant now states that it cannot go forward at BZA because HPRB will not approve the plans 
now before BZA. The Court held that 

Because the Historic Protection Act is not within the purview of the BZA, the 
BZA 's conclusion that another agency is unlikely to approve a future application 
is not entitled to deference. At best, the BZA 's dismissal was based on 
anticipatory mootness. Here, petitioner has properly filed its application for 
zoning relief before the BZA and has the right to have its application decided on 
the merits. 

N Street Follies v. District of Columbia Board of Zoning Adjustment, 949 A.2d 584 (2008). N 
Street Follies arguments in that case appear to have been abandoned in favor of whatever is most 
convenient at any given time. 

In its brief to the Court of Appeals, N Street Follies wrote: 

"Neither the BZA Rules nor the regulations governing the administrative 
adjudication before the HPRB establish any priority or sequence to projects 
having to come before both agencies. An applicant is, therefore, free to choose 
how and when to proceed with each agency. Clearly, since the eventual 
concurrence of both BZA and HPRB is necessary to order to proceed with any 
given project, there is a risk of inconsistent determinations by the two 
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administrative bodies. That outcome is a risk which the applicant assumes in 
determining for itself how best to implement its plans." 

Brief of N Street Follies, N Street Follies v. D.C. BZA, supra, at p. 12. And yet today the 
Applicant refuses to accept this risk, arguing instead that the case cannot go forward until the 
plans conform to what may or may not someday be approved by the HPRB. Even more 
disingenuous is the position articulated in the Applicant's March 11, 2010 Motion for 
Continuance that any such changes are de minimis in nature and will not necessarily impact the 
outcome of the instant case before the Board of Zoning Adjustment. If that is indeed the case, 
there is no compelling reason to delay resolution of this matter. 

Consistency with this Board's Scheduling Order 

Finally, postponement and further changes would be inconsistent with the schedule on 
remand set by this Board on June 2, 2009. The Applicant had several months to prepare and 
present its final changes, and has had years to resolve the purported differences between what 
HPRB and this body might approve. In fact, the Applicant has had nearly six months since the 
last hearing before the BZA to go to the HPRB for its approval of a concept design. The Tabard 
has done nothing to delay the Applicant's path to hearing at HRPB. It is the Applicant's own 
failure to provide the information HPRB has deemed necessary prior to a public hearing which 
has caused delay before that body. 

At the June 2, 2009 procedural hearing, Chairman Loud expressed his apparent 
frustration at the length of the proceedings in this case, stating " ... the round robin about when 
these plans end so that the opponent will know what case is before it, will know how to cross 
examine witnesses, will know which record its responding to, has come to an end." Transcript, 
June 2, 2009, at p.43. The Board granted the Applicant an additional eight weeks to file an 
application at HPRB, resolve the outstanding questions, and come back to the BZA with final 
plans. The Applicant failed to use the time granted in this manner, and now seeks further delay 
which, as stated above, will be highly prejudicial to the Party Opponent, the ANC, and others 
involved in this case. The Applicant has abused the process set forward by this Board time and 
time again, and has failed to prosecute its case. 

The Board's Rules of Procedure do not specifically address requests for postponement or 
continuance, but pursuant to 11 D.C.M.R. § 3100.5, the Board has the ability to waive its own 
rules for good cause shown, provided that no party is prejudiced by the waiver of such rules. We 
submit that at this point, the Applicant has not shown that there is good cause that warrants 
postponement of the hearing in this matter, and that the Party Opponent, the ANC, and other 
persons in opposition to the application will be prejudiced by the continuation of this proceeding. 
Furthermore, public policy and administrative economy demand an expedient resolution to a 
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case that has been dragged out longer than any other before this Board in recent memory. We 
urge you to deny the Applicant's March 11, 2010 Motion for Continuance. In the alternative, we 
ask that you dismiss the matter for failure to abide by the June 2, 2010 scheduling orders made 
on the record by the Board. 

Enclosures 
Cc: Jeremiah Cohen 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 2B 
Mike Silverstein, Chair, Advisory Neighborhood Commission 2B 
Jennifer Steingasser, Office of Planning 
Joel Lawson, Office of Planning 
Arlova Jackson, Office of Planning 
Robert Schwartz 
Emily Hotaling Eig 
Ellen McCarthy 
David A. Nelson 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was on this March 15, 2010, mailed, 
first-class, postage pre-paid (and sent via e-mail where noted), to the following: 

George R. Keys, Jr., Esq. 
Jordan & Keys PLLC 
1400 16th Street, N.W. 
Suite 710 
Washington D.C. 20036 
gkeys@jordankeys.com 
Attorney for N Street Follies 

Science Services, Inc. 
1719 N Street N.W. 
Washington D.C. 20036 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 2B 
9 Dupont Circle, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
email@dupontcircleANC.net 
mike.silverstein@dupontcircleANC.net 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMENT 
BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY 

ASSESSMENTS AND APPEALS 
One Judiciary Square 

441 41h Street, N.W. Suite 430 
Washington, D.C. 2D001 

202-727-6860 (office) 
202•727-0392 (fax) 

website: www.br ·aa.dc. ov 

REAL PROPERTY 
ASSESSMENT APPEAL FORM 

TAX YEAR _2_o_o ...... r __ _ 

1. PETITIONER'S NAME AND MAILING ADD 
Name /v)JJ,( h I: ·IJ~fl./.ll,ty b-{iJ 

· Street / 7 '/ /, " '1 ..{' 

City W It-( If 

*** i~,f-_,;>,h·,Y."'! I 

I•:::""''"'·''·: ·I 

State })?,-· AAO OF BEAL PP.OPEiU? 
SESSMENTS AND Af>f"E.mlc+---"'l.)<-=~=------'ZiD ]-o o.iU: 

FROM YOUR " REAL PROPERTY PROPOSED ASSESSMENT NOTICE" 

3. · Square / od'1 Suffix _____ Lot od'J,L 
Type of P~perty (res., etc.) -.cf._.f,__· ____ _ 
Class J., 

· Premises Address / 71-/ r tJ .! T• NW/ 
Neighborhood Code __ 0 __ /--=:-0 ______ _ 

Your Estimate !)fValuc -/, 'th J v 

4. · ASSESSED VALUE OF TAX YEARS: 

' 
LastYear Of · Proposed TY O 'I 
Land 
Building ____ _ 

Total' /, '1 ,_.,,,__ ~J t:J'l,J-o<J . 
.. 

First Level Assessment 
Appeal Decision 

ATTACH COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTII, INCLUDING APPRAISALS. SALES DATA, PICTURES, ETC. 
S .. BASIS OF APPEAL . . 6 • PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 

(Clu,ck appropriate items) 

A. D Property Damage or Condition 
. 

_. 

Has property been privately appraised? /V-9 
B. 0 Disputed Property Record If appraised prior to Ianuai:y l't, attach a copy with the appe_al. 

C~"'6on-(lrish<rorlowu""°otlx,..,..;,;a Purchase Price of Property S · 
. of same size or type) Date of Purchase If& D. Valuation -(more than 5% higher or lower than 
D correct market value) Outstanding Loans on Property 

E. Classification Incorrect . · · -o-F. 0 Homestead Exemption 
$ Amount __ lnterest 

7. STATE THE JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPEAL (Attacb addidonal or supporting documentl,) 
8-i?• 1<.Ea!&.i-a ·Wtt-{£A(rl'1£,vr >e 1-1,A,11 .. .OIF(l?(J u-o~ ,1c.j>w,tcP JJ.2.+ ,rlpo1z,,,i,,,._ 

/Jt1.J:.fcll.v/ljr;JV ~Gtl#=lt{/fo1'Y) :.J (p,.lpl✓~k J._J,A,JJ r.roN 1/✓F 6.t=: AIF7>l>~~'te.;f 

&OPEllJ) - (J,/t7c.11A,vn...;. JIV-.tr-tf1Y..r ~ (jl/oF:) 4tT$. •l/1;{iJP€t,,lll£'M,y./tJr-,C)v 
'Ttt ~ Bl-It ;y ~ ~}~ C..(71,/4( OP 1f1Jt'&.f. . 

8. DO YOU REQUEff AN APPEARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD? (check one item) yes B. D no 

9. I CERTIFY UNDER PENAL TY OF LAW THAT IBE INFORMATION PROVIDED IS TRUE, CORRECT AND €OMPLETE TO THE BEST OF 
MY KNOWLEDGE A BELIEF. Making a false statement as to material facts is punishable by criminal penalties D.C. Code Section 11-15 \4. 

517 

~ .__.-........_ · '-o;..·JJ.0-61° y 
Signature of OWNER ___ .,__ ____ ,..._., _ __,.. ___ Home Phone --~----Office Phone __ _,_. _____ _ 

Fax 'Phone._2-_o_J-_·<f_l_1_-_J_7_S'i_c> ____ ,__ __ E-mail Address'--------------

Datc __ ~_,_/L_7--'-/_0tf ___ _ 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMENT REAL PROPERTY *** BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY 
ASSESSMENTS AND APPEALS ASSESSMENT APPEAL FORM 

lffl~<':i\W:11 
One Judiciary Square ,~)~~•;ct<;::".::.:j 

441 4th Street, N.W. Suite 430 
2 009 Washington, D.C. 20001 TAX YEAR · 

202•727-6860 (office) 
202-727-0392 (fax) 

website: www.bn>aa.de.aov 

PRINT OR TYPE ALL lttMs NUMBER 1-8. APPEALS MUST BE FILED NO ~TER THAN 45 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF FIRST•LEVEL DECISION 

1. PETITIONER'S NAME AND MAILING ADD ~ ·l © ~ I Vb~' ri ~ AND ADDRESS OF OWNER: 

Name M.A~z ~ ·Jl~o.i,.J~'f P'.f P. ' . L me, N 11 [?'- Alrl--lF./ _L,JP I' j.fJt 
· StRet /7 "/ b i,t .II': Ill. W • ~ AUG 2 8 2008 ""\! cet / 0 J.S" Go,A/,/. l}V'Jl• NW# I> D 6 

WMH- . · Ciy W1t;t11• City 

State l)? zi~ . .2. 1, ~Bi~D 01,~i:2:;~~ti , JJ L- Zip ~oo3 6 

FROM YOUR " REAL PROPERTY PROPOSED ASSESSMENT NOTICE" 

3. Square / S-( Suffix Lot ot>36 ·----- 4. ASSESSED VALUE OF TAX YEARS: 

Type of Property (res., etc.) _A ____ J;.r ______ _ 
Class · / 

I 
Last Ycar. __ <'d' __ _ 

J · Fin;t Level Assessment 
Proposed TY O 'J Appeal Decision . 

Premises Address /7)-5"' ''/\/ ~ .tr /Vo t,/. Land 

Neighborhood Codc __ O.....,./_() ______ _ 

Your Estimate of Value /. '-IM IL. 

Building ____ _ 

Total' /, '-/ /1 H-

ATTACH COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE.OF PROPER'N, INCLUDINGAPPAAISALS, SALES DATA. PICTURES, ETC. 
5. BASIS OF APPEAL 6. PROPERTY VALUE INFORMA°TION 

(Check appropriate items) 

A. D Property Damage or Condition , Has property been privately appraised? _/(_o ___ _ 

B. 0 Disputed Property Record If appraised prior to January t't, attach a copy with the appeal. 

C.~ Equalization - (higher or lower than other properties 
of same size or type) 

D. Valuation-(more than S% higher or lower than • correct market value) 
E. Classification Incorrect . 

Purchase Price of Property $_· _______ _ 

Date of Purchase __ /_Cf ... ~ .... ~~-------
Outstanding Loans on Property 

F. D Homestead Exemption S - O - Amount __ Interest ____ _ 

7. STATE THE JUSmtCA TION 'OR. YOUR APPEAL (Attach additional or auppo~ documents.) 4 ~ ?~ 
P,,i). /l.€,t)VCJ>,ZJ Ql lt.(.[C..UMcl« n, k'-1-'111- 1/.+rE-{J t/J'cy/ ,,c'Jlo.M PP l1J7:-/J~ 

8. DO YOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD? (check owe Item) A. B. D no 

9. I CERTIFY UNO 
MY KNOWLEDGE 

Im' 
PEl:'.IALTY OF LAW THAT THE rNFORMA TION PROVIDED IS TRUE, CORRECT AND <::OMPLETE TO THE BEST OF 

BELIEF. Making a false statement as to material fac':9 is punishable by criminal pen_alties D.C. Code Section 22-2514. 

2. r:::,)-1 .ll. 0 --610 '1 
~-------,......-------- Home Phone . Office Phone ---'-' ____ _ 

Fax Phoms_2-_c_J-.....,_'!_d_.J_,,. _1 ___ ?_5i_o_· ---- E-mail Address._-,-_________ _ 

Date _ _.;:;...J'+-~/,. ___ 7 j'--aP ___ _ 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMENT 
BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY 

ASSESSMENTS AND APPEALS 
One Jucliciary Square 

REAL PROPERTY -
ASSESSMENT APPEAL FORM *** 

I~-- .-.. '.,,-; :·.-,: -1 
441 4th Street, N.W. Suite 430 

Washington, D.C. 20001 
202-727-6860 (office) 

202•727•0392 (fax) 

TAX YEAR LocJ q 
; 

website: www.b ·aa.dc. ov 

. . 
PRINT OR TYPE ALL tnMs NUMBER 1-9. APPEALS MUST BE FILED NO LATER THAN 45 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF FIRST-LEVEL DECISION 

1. PETITIONER'S NAME AND MAILING ADD 
Name MM..I( 1 · &ttt:JJ,l'kr £.../,. 
Street · I --, '16 "N '' .. [','',•·N• W 
City W /t:f H. 
State ,i) ~ Zip 20 0 

FROM YOUR" REAL PROPERTY PROPOSED ASSESSMENT NOTICE" 

3. Square />1 Suffix_· ___ Lot 006 Cf 

Type of Property (res., etc.) _.r.._t_· ____ _ 
Class _____________ _ 

Premises Address / '7 '1 9 
1

/11 '1 •• fr• N ¥11 

Neighborhood Code __ -,-0._'l_f _____ _ 

Your Estimate of Value /- 't flt I,_ . . 

4; ASSESSED VALUE OF TAX YEARS: 

IA~ 
Last Year_...;;l..l'"'~,.__-

, 
Proposed TY O 9 

Land 

Building-".'"---:----
Total' · /, 'f hiJ,, J)J_,o bi>O 

Firo~ Level Assessment 
Appeal Decision 

ATTACH COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERT¥, INCLUDING APPRAISALS, SALES DATA. PICTURES, ETC. 
S • . BASIS OF APPEAL 6. PROPERTY VALUE ~NFORMATION 

(Ch~ck appropriate items) 

A. D Property Damage or O>ndition 
. 

f\/0 Has property beel) privately appraised? 

B. D Dispµted Property Rc~ord If appraised prior to January I 11, attach a copy with the appeal. 

~ Equalization - (higher or lower than other properties Purchase Price of Property $ · 
· ofsame size or type) 

Date of Purchiise J9f? D~aluation-(more than 5% higher or lower than 
D correct market value) Outstanding Loans on Property 

E. Classification Incorrect . 
- Cl-

F. D Homestead Exemption 
$ Amount Interest --. 

7. STATE THE ,UJSTIFICATION FOR VOUR APPEAL (Attach adddlonal or supporting documents.) - A /jJ 
.iJ>. If .l=PI/CR ·01 /frr.J'F-1...Fl',S-fl(f:')O /. ~ l',I'- B-ttt,o Vl"Prl 1x:,l>#.S oe oe,? tf- .{j~.Je 

(Y--C#"- vin, oN ~~vi£' w 11 .1> /Jl.-4:r C:J/1 n r t:4JW y '-11'"'1 J ff c?N v./f~ e,1-~ p J:7J/k>AJd>f. 'f . 
P&opt;a~I NiJ Lf#lv/4.-JN").t,v✓ .lf:t op /fi/OJ..) ~F JI.# Jlii.tl ,<,~l"J1tVd£P l'G"'rr/i? 
8 'Z-4: .! f' 'JW -lJ C LT 'i'P /!Jffl5tz,.J- - . 

8. DO YOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD! (check one Item) A. B. D no .. 

9. I CERTIFY UNDER PENAL TY OF LAW TIIAT THE INFORMA TtON PROVIDED IS TRUE, CORRECT AND E:OMPLETE TO THE BEST OF 
MY KNOWLEDGE AN BELIEF. Making a falsc·scatcmcnl as to material facts is punishable by criminal penalties D.C. Code Section 22-2514. 

tti-i- . ·.. 2.o).:~'-~ -J1or 
Signature ofOWNER . / j;..{, ~ Home Phone . . Office Phone --..:.· _____ _ 

FaxPhone )...o)..•(j~-~ l'7S-~ . B-mail Address. ___________ _ 

Date __ p_~/_2......_.J }_.,_J? ___ _ 
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*** 
____________________ Board of Real Pro_p~rty Assessments _and Appeals ------------------------------------·-·-·-·-·-------------­

IN ACCORDANCE WITH Section 47 .825.1 of the District of Columbia Statutes you 
Are hereby notified of your assessment for the current year~ as finalized by the 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals for the property described. IfYOU 
WISH TO APPEAL THIS ASSESSMENT FURTHER, SEE THE INFORMATION 
BELOW 

Date: July 9, 2009 
Legal Description of Property 

Square: 0158 Lot: 0835 

Property Address: 1745 N Street NW 
ORIGINAL ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT 

Land 5,229,200 Land 1,000,000 

Building 100,000 Building 400,000 

Total $ 5,329,200 Total $ 1,400,000 

Rationale 

The Board finds that there are special circumstances surrounding this historic property that warrants a 
reduction in the tax assessment for 2009. The Assessor states that the value is supported by sales of other 
historic properties, however, no comparables or other evidence was submitted to support this assumption. 
A reduction is recommended. 

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURE 

T~ 

FURTHER APPEAL PROCEDURES 

Petitioners have the right to appeal from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the District of Columbia under 
the applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. Appeals to Superior Court must he flied no later than September 30th of the same 
year. In order to file an appeal with the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office of Tax 
and Revenue. 
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*** 
_________ ______ _____ Board of Real _Pr~p~rty Assessments_and Appeals --·-------------------------·-----·-·-·-·---·-·-·-----·---· 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH Section 47.825.1 of the District of Columbia Statutes you 
Are hereby notified of your assessment for the current year 2009 as finalized by the 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals for the property described. If YOU 
WISH TO APPEAL THIS ASSESSMENT FURTHER, SEE THE INFORMATION 
BELOW 

Date: July 9, 2009 
Legal Description of Property 

Square: 0158 Lot: 0069 

Proverty Address: 1749 N Street NW 
ORIGINAL ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT 

Land 3,510,600 Land 1,000,000 

Building 10,000 Building 400,000 

Total $ 3,520,600 Total $ 1,400,000 

Rationale 

The Board finds that there are special circumstances surrounding this historic property that warrants a 
reduction in the tax assessment for 2009. The Assessor states that the value is supported by sales of other 
historic properties, however, no comparables or other evidence was submitted to support this assumption. 
A reduction is recommended. 

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURE 

j 
To~ 

FURTIIER APPEAL PROCEDURES 

Petitioners have the rieht to appeal from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the District of Columbia under 
the applicable provisions of the D.C. Code, Appeals to Superior Court must be filed no later than September 30th of the same 
year. In order to file an appeal with the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office of Tax 
and Revenue. 
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*** 
---------·---·-·-·-· Board of Real _Pr~p}'rty Assessments _and App~als ·---·-·-----·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·---·-·---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH Section 47 .825.1 of the District of Columbia Statutes you 
Arc hereby notified of your assessment for the current year 2009 as finalized by the 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals for the property described. If YOU 
WISH TO APPEAL THIS ASSESSMENT FURTHER, SEE THE INFORMA TlON 
BELOW 

Date: July 9, 2009 
Legal Description of Property 

Square: 0158 Lot: 0836 

Property Address: 1755 N Street NW 
ORIGINAL ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT 

Land 3,528,000 Land 1,000,000 

Building 100,000 Building 400,000 

Total $ 3,628,000 Total $ 1,400,000 

Rationale 

The Board finds that there are special circumstances surrounding this historic property that warrants a 
reduction in the tax assessment for 2009. The Assessor states that the value is supported by sales of other 
historic properties, however, no comparables or other evidence was submitted to support this assumption. 
A reduction is recommended. 

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURE 

FURTHER APPEAL PROCEDURES 

Petitioners have the right to appeal from au adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the District of Columbia under 
the applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. Appeals to Superior Court must be tiled no later than September 30th of the same 
year. In order to file an appeal with the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office of Tax 
and Revenue. 



Government of4hP- District of Columbia 
Board of Real Property AssessliJ.ents and Appeals . 

.Date: 02/25/2008 

. N'ST~ET FOLLIES LTD 
· 1025 CONNECTICUT A VE NW STE 
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437 

Notice of Decision 

- ·~i ·}i x ::v.~',i!f .~!:008 
· .. . : 

*** -­aIJl!l"l'RiitlFa!'.11 

Squ~re: 0158 Suffix: 
Property Addr~ss: 17 45 N ST 

Lot: 0835 
NW 

This notice is to inform you of the result o,fyour real property assessment hearing, which was held before 
the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals. · 

Your property's proposed market value based upon the first level appeal with the Real Property Assessment 
Division is: ,---------. ....---------. ,_ __ · -----~ -~'~ ,--~ 
As a iresult of the hearing before the Board of Real Property. Asses~ments and Appeals, your 

propertyassessmentis: ~j; r . . 400,00011'· . 1,40;;_ .. ooo 
, -·~r.--W,-iilmiijThjJ,1,;11.: 

Petitioners have the right to appeal from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the 
District of Columbia under applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. -

Appeals to the· D.C. Sµperior Court must be filed no later than September 30th of the same tax year. 
In order to file an appeal with the D.C: Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office 
of Tax & Revenue. · 



Government of the District of Columbia 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals 

'Nptjce of Decision 

. Date: 02/25/2008 

. N''STREET FOLLIES LTD· 

102~ CONNECTiqU't' A VE NW STE 
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437 

· . J,,u;. t ~:.t1i; .wog 

*** ='=-~--
Duplicate Notice 

Square: 0158 Suffix: 
Property Address: 1749 N ST 

Lot: 0069 

NW 

This notice is to inform you of the result of your real property assessment hearing; which was held betbre 
the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals. 

Your property's proposed market value based upon the first level appeal with the Real Property Assessment 
Division is: -------~ .-----------, · 

I
~ - __ 1,649,980 L =-. .-\0-.----2-.6-1-9~·.6-0-,0I 

__ W~I~~- IB!.!idi-tt111iii 

As a result of the hearing before the Board of Real Proper_ty Assessments and App~als, your 

~-1-~~ _ 400,000_ 7. 1,400,000 property assessment is: ~ -. . . = 
1 
~. . .· . 

11 
. . 

1
. 

. · · . nla . ~f@Mllii -W1!!1WltJliilJ 
\ 

Petitioners have the right to appeal from an adverse decislon of the Board to the Superior Court of the 
District of Columbia under applicable prov_isions of the D.C. Code. 

Appeals to the D.C. Superior Cou1t must be filed no later th.an September 30th of the same tax year. · 
In order to file an appeal ~ith the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pa,y full year truces to the Office 
of Tax & Revenue. 



Government of-the District of Coiumbia 

Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals 
Notice.of Decision 

Date: 02/25/2008 

N..;STREET FOLLIBS LTD 
1025 CONNECTICUT A VE NW STE 
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437 

'f 1,p: Yenr 2008 

*** WthiiMIPI MU 

Duplicate Notice 

Square: 0158 Suffix: 

Property Address: 1755 J\J ST 

Lot: 0836 

NW 

This notice is. to inform you of the result of your real property assessment hearing, which was held before 
the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals. · · 

Your property!s proposed market value based upon the first level appeal with the Real Property Assessment 
Division is: .----------. · .---· --------. 

I~.. . 2;072,70(1113. 1,183,700:11~256,4001 - _, __ --. 

As a result of the hearing before the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals, .your 
property assessment is: ~l 16' . -400,000

1
7. ---

Petitioners have.the right to appeal.from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the 
District of Columbia under applicable provisions of the D:C. Code. 

Appeals to the D.C. Superior Court must be filed no later than September 30th of the same tax year. 
In order to file an appeal with the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office 
of Tax & Revenue. · · · · 



-JlRP.~ DE0I-SI0N 
ADDRESS: trt4~PN1-S=ti·iJ'f~V . . , ··-· . . , ... , ., . .. , , . .- .• ~ . 

Square: 0158 Lot: 0069 
TY08 ~ssessment Appeal 

BRP AA Decision 

The Board decreases the proposed assessment of$2,619,600 to $1,400,000. 

••,. , I 

.' L; .: ·•. Land Building 
' 

. , , Total ..... . 
From 1,649,980 969,620 2,619,600 
To 1,000,000 400,000 1,400,000 

Rationale 
The bases of the appeal are equalization and valuation. The subject is one of three 
· adjoining properties tied up in litigation with District of Columbia zoning and historic 
preservation offices. Presently, petitioner is !lppealing decision by BZA for special 
exception and variances to convert property to a hotel. The Board warrants a reduction 
pending !!='solution o~ litigation. 

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURES 

~~( 
Paulaiann~ Charles Mayo, Esq. 

Date: 2/26/2008 



n°11J1 J, it· Dwi',f'~·..-;, ff)'! N . . ,,Jr.~~J(" ,I ~.-.,.J.".h. rr. I,,, f.: •. , J 'Ii. •• , I 

,\ lfii;li~,J.Vilii•(;{··, : .·'),\:;-1·'.;:.,• :.i·.'•-::·( ,·,•;_,1;~-.a'i 
., h~~~~~.i~:•}...H.'I., -~- .--,.:-.. .l :..1 ~-t•v? .t·1r1'¥ · 

Square: 0158 Lot; 0836 
TY08 Assessme~t .Appeal 

BRP AA Decision 

The Board decreases ,the proposed assessment of$3,256AOO to $1,400,000. 

\ 
: :Land Building Total 

·From ... .2;072,700 1,183,700 · 3,256,400 
To 1,000,000 400,000 1,400,000 

·Rationale 
The bases of the appeal are equalization and valuation. The subject is one of three 
adjoining properties tied up in litigation with, District of Columbia zoning and histodc 
preservatio.Q. offices. Presently, petitioner is appealing decision by B,ZA for special 
exception and variances to convert property to a hotel. The Board warrants a reduction 

_ pending resolution of litigation. 

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURES 

t ~{L jul- . 
Paula Iaunoti Charles Mayo, Esq. · 

Date: 2/26/2008 



*** ~ 
~'!(ffl 

FROM YOUR " ASSESSMENT NOTICE" 

3, Square / S"if' Suffix. ____ .Lot b ~.j r 4. ASSESSED VALUE OF YEARS: 

5, 

Type of Prope1Jy (res., etc.) __ /C_c_/i--''(J"--___ _ Proposed 
, ,t.J .D 
v \I Administrative Appeal Decision 

Class --- :J-- Land_~-----
Premise Address / ]'/!; ('l .. {r, fv'rJ 

Neighborhood.Code~Q""'-'. /,.__,..&'-------~-
Buildim_z ____ _ 

Total 3 '1.o/'11 '-/vv 
Your estimated of value / • "J r, IJ,,,' 

ATTACHED COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALOE OF PROPERTY, INCLLIDING APPRAISALS, OFFERS TO PURCHASE, 
PICTURES, ETC. 

BASIS OF APPEAL 

A. D Property Damage of Condition 

B. O Disputed Prnperty Record 

C. · 6' Equalization - (higher or lower than 
~'other properties of the size> or type) 

D )}(_ Valuation - (more than s%·h1gher or 
lower than corrucl market value) 

E. D Classflc.ation Incorrect 

6. PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 

Has prope~ty been privately appraised? __ _._/V'_O __ _ 
If appraised within one year, submit copy to the Board 

Purchase Price of Property$ ________ _ 

Date of Purchase_'--_--'/'--Cj-'-"rf',_,;/""'. _____ _ 

Outstanding Loans on Property 

$ :.:_ 0 - Amount Interest ---,----
'Rate 

7. STATE YOUR JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPEAL r i:::,._ A_.. . . 
· · . ,PI-J.. rrv,:. ,-,'/Jll.k.tr V,fJ... v;r I}/ r'/14✓,n:,·>JJ 

t3 Y /lc.J) vN"f c:>F f-j-,~ rm..,c, , ~/1..§tn-VIJ-Pr,,v,./ 4/:Vl}'w' ~ f/,t~ ,1:f "ti: COt,t\/J.Lf"t} , 

. !!. ~ lf o.1<1...0 ·s :·o 7 L)t:.z,.,r;wJ, . 

·· DO YOU REQUEST AN:Al'~'EARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD? (clieck one item) 

A.X YES B. • NO 
9. I CERTIFY UNDER PENAL TY OF LAW THAT THE INFORMATION PRQVIDED IS TRUE, CORRECT AND 
COMPLETE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. Making a false statement as to material facts is 
punishable by criminal penalties D.C. Code Section 22-2514. 

Home Office ,.2.: G 2. ~ "'1-f r- i-; 71 j 
Signature of OWNER----------:---- Phone ________ Phone ______ _ 

-+++..-------:-=---,--------Email Address ____________ _ 

Date .p /~LJ../ () 1 . 
-1,---L:............-~.-1-_.c.._::..+--------- • 



-
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REAL_ PR' OPERTY 

GOVERNMENT ·1(:{lr * 
BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY ASS s 

ASSESSMENTSANDAPPEALS ,. : E SMENT APPEAL -
One ~!-JdiqlfJry Sq!1~1'8 . ~r, Intl Ii ~;~~11 j 

"------,-4-_!f-·f -~'_
1 

~"""lr~"+'-~'"'"-),'-'('J ...... ·.yv __ : 6 ...... (l ..... Ue-'-11'-:3_0 _ _.._ ________ ·-. _"_·_· __ ....;·,;--:':.:...· ~=--·,t..;r,\:..:~n::..Jl.::..iP =-· -.... --· ....... •-· .• ... ; _' · ____ 1...-_··_"···~.-.'~~-'-.- .. ,-.... ,- W11sh]~Q~~rl, q.~. 20001 _ 'TAX,'iJ'E'ixl:f~•·,;,-t')t/ . _ ... __ _ 
.·•. ,\ 

: .'r FROM YOUR" ASSESSMENT NOTICE" 

3. Square / S?J" Suffix · Lot O,P3.6 4. ASSESSED VALUE OF YEARS: 

Type of Prop~:!l (res,. etc.)_~i(~e:J~-----
l'st'l_.D 

Proposed_V_\J__ Administrative Appeal Decision 

Class I 
Preri1ise Address / 7JJ N,..(J1_N.W• 

Land ______ _ 

Building, _____ _ ,, 

Neighborhood Code~C-2~/~'--1---~---

Your estimated of value /· "1!'11,_;_ 
Total -~ .LSl:, &.too 

ATTACHED COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, INCLUDING APPRAISALS, OFFERS TO.PURCHASE, 
. PICTURES, ETC. 

5, BASIS OF APPEAL 

A. D Property Damage of Condition 

B. O Disputed Property Record 

C. r.,( Equaliz1;1tion - (higher or lower than 
?'other properties of the size or type) 

D l)jj,.., Valuation - (111ore than 5% higher or 
✓, lower than correct market value) 

B. D Classfication Incorrect 

6. PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 

_Has property been privately appn:iised? l'(r_::J 
If appraised within one year, submit copy to the Board 

PurchR·se Price of Property$ ________ _ 

Date of Purchase ____ / ___ C/~~--'if~··---.,----
Outstanding Loans on Property 

$ - tJ - Amount'---____ lnterest 
Rate 

7. STATE YOUR JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPEAL /~ i:,,. u ~ . 
. -PJ.--1- r,i'J,a. l-,,1~1<.t']" V,f.1-Vfa IJJ·"11.../.,,7z,p 

(37 AchvNJ. OF ft·uTW.-,c. /'l' ... /?JinVf/11,xJ 4..1:VJ/!vv 15 o,t/..f)/J::f <ec.o,,tvn .. f''a 

!J r 8 o,¥t ,0 J ··o 7 L:u.;z t.J; Qf\,' ~ 

DO YOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE.BEFORE THE BOARD? (check one Ue~) 

"la..... . • 
A . .,....iat..,. YES B. NO 

9. I CERTIFY VNDER PBNAL TY OF LAW THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IS TRUE, CORRECT AND 
COMPLETE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, Making a false statement as to material facts is 
punishable by criminal penalties D.C. Code Section 22-2514. 

Home Office _.2. (J 2- kf 10° !-J 71 j 
Signature ofOWNER _____________ Phone. ____ __. ___ Phone._______ · 

Fax Phom:: Email Address,_-----,---------

·or AGBNT Date J) /.LJ,.JOJ ---'4tlf-"----~.-+---"--t------,,--'--"-- • 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
GOVERNMENT 

BOARD OF REAL PR<JPERTY 
ASSF.;SSMl;l'ITEl AND APPEALS 

· · • ~f/lJ.ur.lfq!;~t}! Elgti.~r~ 
!i!\1 4 Str~et, N.1/lt Sµ,lf.tll+f-B9 

Wash/l!g!on, o,9. iooo·I · 

REAL PROPERTY 
ASSESSMENT A.PPEAL 

. :·· : : ·\ · .!t:';tf;")Ci, fli1. , . , .. ,.: · , , .,:· ~ ·i: . .'~;ZcY~R-~<J<J.tf .-·':!•~>:. 
• ~·· '• . . ·. ~~ .... ; . . ,... • • . : • :. • • • . •.f. •~ ,\ • . 

1P~INr'o,Rr iyPE ALL ITEMS NUM~§~ ~,-9. ~PPE~~~ fi/l~~T~Jli.ED NO LA:TE~:1HAN SEPTEMBER 30 

·' . . r. ... · •· \ .···<11 \j . . 
·I. PETiTIONER'S NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS 2. NAiviE ANP ADDRESS OF OWNER: 

. : 

Name /1-1~~~ .i. .(jtf..O~\k~/,J.·-J'f; ...A.US 2 4 208am~ 4k U.Sz-, n:n--t-Jp(S LT,/) jtttJ 
Street /71-/6 ~/V·1'..J'r'·1V,V1f, ! . '. Street/O')...f<-i:,rrrvttvf.Aft,v,(VJlf' 606 

I 

City ___ W._.;_%:...i....l .... '-1,...,_, _____ -;..• _ '_,:,_;_ . City~__,'/"-"-✓.lr.t:....,;:,a..:..h4J'---------- : 
~State-'-. -~l),.__c.---_·-,-' ---'Zip_jl:= 0~ ....-36_ . · · State __ ._·_~-'--C-____ Zip 2, C:>'f' 3 6 

l '. :: . FROM 'fOUR " ASSESSMENT NOTICE" 

3. Square / !,-J' Suffix ____ Lot. OD6f 4. ASSESSED VALUE OF YEARS: 

Type of Property (res., etc.) __ ~_il _____ _ / A.,,D 
Proposed_V~'\J__ Administrative Appeal Decision 

Class ___ :J...."--------,--,...,.......-----
Premise Adclress / 7 '1 't[ '/J ~ , ..... , ,N, W 

Land. ______ _ 

Building, _____ _ 

Neighborhood Code_.~OL-<-./Joo.__ ____ .:..,._ __ 

Your estimated of value /, ·r /11 I'--
T~tal !); h 'I. I, ,., ,1 . 

ATTACHED COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, INCLUDING APPRAISALS, OFFERS TO PURC:HASE, 
PICTURES, ETC; . 

5. . BASIS OF APPEAL 6. PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 

A. D Property Damage of Condition Has property been privately appraised? /\( 0 
· If appraised within one year, submit copy to the Board 

B. O Disputed Property Record · 

C. ~ Equalization - (high~r or lower than 
/-' '-oth~r properties ofth~ size or type) 

Purchase Prfoe of Property$ ________ _ 

Date of Purchase ___ --'/'-·q~ef',_'J~· _____ _ 
Outstanding Loans 011 Property 

D· r'sK" Val'-!~tion -· {more than 5% higher or 
.r-'. lower than correct market value) 

$ - tJ - Amount Interest -----
Rate 

E. D Classfication Incorrect 

7. STATE YOUR JUSTIFICATION FOR YOURAPPEAL r, , ~ Lo , . 
. rY-J.- ,rv,e. ,-,~12...k~r Y-1:.L-t,i( .0/1">,r/✓ltZSJJ 

'3f /k:'.1)t,;>f'( • ..{ OP H-,..(Jj,'JLIC. /'."'-ntn,.l/(:f11W . 4.J;V)J!'w 4 ~,t/:,Pkf ;(_J::[;OlifvJ)_RI(} 

!J Y &o.~.o:;: 'D -z .l>t..?1.,(1~, . . . . ' . 

---,-----,,,---------'-----· --· ----·-··-·------
DO YOU REQ~EST ;?.;•1 Al' f'Pl'.4.RANCE BEFORE THE BOAJU)? ( checlc one it!)m) 

A. YES B. c;J NO 
· 9. I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF LAW THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED rs TRUE, CORRECT AND 
COMPLETE TO THB BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.AND BELIEF. Making a false statement as to material facts is 

. punishable by criminal penalties D.C. Code Section 22-2514. · 

Home Office ,2.. O 2- 71/)" 1-/ 79' t.f 
·signature ofOWNER _____________ Phone __ --,-_____ Phone._______ I 

Fax Phone ~ 11 Email Address 

ocAGBNT v7, /::"ff · D;to .f'/J..J..j0J 



. B@an-ol olt" lRe~B l?rnpell'fy AssegsmnHelID.ts iuDD.dl Appealla 
.Am1essol!'~ Summmmany lRe][.J111llll"tt 

.A,11~~\'SQfl PLWid CJurk . 

Square/Suffix/Lot: '0158. , 0835 . 

Appeal of: N STREET FOL1,~ . 

Property Address~/ 

E~timated Market.Value Assessor 
. , . :·.i'-; ~and: 1 

. 

Impro'vertJ.ents .. 
., I 

' Total ' ; 

Property Owner's Complaint; 

Tax Yea1· 200tl 

Petitioner 

.- 2,Sil,830 

::. 622,570 

3,444,400 
.. 

: Datt~:: 01/0f;/'/OOlt 

Hearing: 01/28/2098 @·10:00 am 

1,00Q,000 . 

- . i4do'ooo I.: , , 
1~400,000 

1. Located in Historic.Preserv~tion Area - bldg qannot be razed and is subject to interior renovation restricfiow; 
such as· corridor width and original wall area having to be retained.. · 

. 2. Owner was unsuccessful with BZA in getting a special exception & variances to convert the property to a • 
hotel. The decision h~ been appealed. · 

3. Property value should be $1,400,000 per Tax Year ~007 BRPAA decision. 

Assessor's Response: 

1-2.. The assessor did not change the value beC'ause the property _could be renovated to a use consistent with it's 
existing zoning·•& bldg characteristics. · 
Subject properly is asses.sed @ $200/GBA which is supported by sales ofother historic properties - see file. 

. ' 
3 .: BRP AA value of $81/GBA n<:>t supported buy petitfoner. 

JAN 1 1 ?.00~ 



Bomll'«ll of lR.eaR IP'r~J[M!ll'¢y Assessme!lllfa a11w«ll Appieall§ 
Assessor's Smp.11nairy lR.el[POrt 

1\ ~s\;;i-i!iQr: U~.v1d Ci~rk 
Square/Suffix/Lot: 0J,58 0836 

Appeal of: N ~TREET FOLLIES LTD . . 

Property Addr~ss: · 1755 N ST NW 
I 

.. . . 
E~!imated Market Value Assessor. 

..:3 .. ~ . Land . 
' • 

' ' Improvements . 

Total 

Property Owner's Complaint: 

Tax Yea.- 2008 

Petitioner 

2,072,700 
.• . ' ' 

·. ·;,.· 1,183,700 

·. 3,256,400 

· Dale:. Hl/()g/2008. 

-Heating, 01/28/2008 @·10:00.arn 

. 
1,000,000 

- 400,000 

1,400,000 

1. Located in Bistoric Preservation Area - bldg cannot be razed and is subject to interior renovation restrictions 
~uch as corridor width ahd original wall area having to.be retained. 

2: Owner was unsuccessful with BZA in getting a special exception & yariances to convert the property to a 
· hotel. The d(;'cision has been app~aled. · 

3. Propercy val~e sho~d be $1,400,000 per Tax Year 2007 BRPAA decisiqn. 

Assessor's Response: 

1-2. The assessor did not change the value because the p,roperty could be renovated to a: use consistent with it's 
existing zoning & l;>ldg characteristics. · · 
Subjeotpcoperty is assessed @ $200/GBA which is supported _by sales of other historic properties - see file. 

3. BRP AA value of $8(i/GBA not supported buy petitioner. 

JAN l 1 ZUU8 



.!Bmnll'tdl @f Rean JP'Jrnpeniy .A§s~§mennw anndl Appemlls 
Assessoir's $111mmary Report 

Tax Year 2008 

Square/SufkJLot: 0J.58 .0069 · Hearing: 01/18/200§ @:10:00 am ' 
. \ . . ' 

Appeal ·of: N STREET FOLLIES. L!D 
Property Address: 1749 N ST NW 

. , 

Ettimated Market Value Assessor ' Petitioner 
mm 

~"-,: Land , :_; ... l,649,9,80 1,000,000 -
( ~ 

969,620 Improvements - ~ .. · -· 400,000 

Total 2,619,600 1,400,000 

Property Owner's Complaint: 

1. Located itj Historic Preservation Area - · bldg cannot be razed and is subject to interior _renovation restrictions 

such as corridor width and original wall area having to be retained. 

2. Owner was unsuccessful with BZA in gett_ing a special exception & variances to convert the property to a 
hotel. The decision has been appealed. 

3. Property value should be $1,400,000 per Tax Year 2007 BRPAA decision. 

Assessor's Response: 

l-2. The assessor did not ch,ange the value because the property could be renovated to a use consistent with it's 

existing zoning & bldg characte.t:i~tics. 
Subject property is assei.sed@ $200/GBA which is supported by s~es ofother historic properties - see fiJ,!. 

3. BRP AA value of $107 /GBA not. supported buy petitioner. 

JAN .t 1 ZiJU8 



...H-euri11g Date ,. _ Time· · 

I 0. BASIS FOR DECISION (Approach Used apd Staten1j/11! vi' Ex.planaiion) 
' . •( -,, 

i-: r· . 

. ' ~ ' 

11. LAND CALCULATIONS 

A. Land Square Footage 

B. Adjusted Land Rate 

$ Sq.F 

I ' : .· . 
t I , •. 

SEK 1.AT!ACHED DECISION 

. I: 
, 12 ACTION TAKEN . 

A. _d No Change 

LAND 

FROM. 
1,649,980 

TO .1,000,000 

B. Il Decre~s~ 

BUILDING 

969,620 

400,000 

Panel 

. ' ' ., v• 

': 

C. D Increase 

. - : ::-
' . 

· TOTAL · , ·· 
• i \ ' ' 

2,619,600 

~,400,000 

; BOARDMEMBERS SIGNATURES (Please PRINT name uhder Signature) 
Date_· _2/'--2_6_/_2_00_8 ___ _ 

·---..1,,C-#-L_· __ (C),_.=:...-~--

Charles Mayo', Esq. 

99-BRPAA- OJ 



l (), ~ASIS FOR DECISION (Approach Used and Statement QI t:,.planat1on); . . . . . 1 
:- • 1 

; ., • t l • .. , 

i' 

~ - :,.' .. 

,11; LAND CALCULATIONS .. ' 12 ACTION TAKEN 

A. D No Change B. ~ecrease 

A. Land Square Footage . LtNJ? BUILDING 

FROM 
B. Adjusted Land Rate 2,821,830 622,570 

$ Sq.F TO 1,000,000 400,000 

BOARDMEMBERS SIGNATURES. (Please PRINT name.under Signature) . 

. ,· ' .. : . . 

. 1 .. _ 

i' 

C, O Increase 

. ,- ... 

• 1TO'fAL : ,· 
I . 

3,444,400 

1,400,000 

2/2.6/2008 · 
Date _________ _ 

9?-BRPAA- 03 



l 0. BASIS FOR DECISION (Approach Used and Statement ofExplanatiun); 
. ,.,~ . . . . . . ~. :! . 

' ll. LAND CALCULATIONS 12 ACTION TAKEN · 

A. D No Change B, ~ecrease · C. D · Increase 

. ' 

_A. Land Square Footage LAND BUILDING TOTAL · .· · 

FROM 
B. Adjusted Land Rate 2,072,700 ·1,183,700 3,256,400 

$ Sq.~ TO 1,000,000 400,000 1,400,000 

BOARD MEMBERS SIGNATURES (Pleas~ PRINT name under Signature) 2/26/2008 

(A) 

9.9-B~ PAA- 03 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMeNT 
aOARO OF REAL -"ROPERTY ASSESSMEl'll'3 

ANO APPEALS 
REAL PROPERTY 

ASSESSMENT APPEALS FORM 
j'** 

3. 

8. 
9. 

On• Judiciary Squ11re 
4•141'Shel, N.W. Sult• 430 

Wuhlngton, O.C. 20001 

---.i---~NM$AND JoRESS OF OWNER: 

I 8 3JMmc' N-tr-<1:)([FJu,~t.:T-IJ •f'/Jt, 
Street · /oJ..f- C..OrJr-/. 1vi=, N,w. 

City -----=-----+--...... -- r ~ n 1~"..r.i_D.;;;__t;_:_-----------
St111e ________ 7.lp -=;.><..;..=~- <- 1 C ~ ·.'"' fatP'--_____ 1 ------~-=- 2:ip 2..ou.~ 1 

Square ()I~-!' Suffix ___ Lot O o ''l 
Type of Property (rea., Cle.) _..,J._.e _____ _ 
Class OuJ 
Premises Address / 7 't 1 Ill .fr- N, W-
Ncigbborhood Code __ O_I :; ______ _ 

(Chedc Appropriate items) 

A. 0 Property Dwnageor Condition 

B. 0 Disputt.d Property Rc:ord 

C. 0 Equaliiation • (higher or lower than other properties 
/ ofaame size or type) 

D. [9' Valuation• (rnocc lhan 5% higher or lowi:r than 
correct market value) 

4. ASSESSED VALUE OFTAX YEARS: 

Last Year J.Oo '-( 
Lend 1, OQ1, '1'10 

Proposed µ.;, i.'"' 
/,01'?/l'/V 

Flnt LcvelAneume11t 
Appeal Decision 

(j, 

11 It/ J..i lf:,o 

J. ;..; J- I 57) 

Ha3 property been privately appraist.d? _N_.? __ _ 
It oppraisod within oiio yasr, 1111bml~ copy to the Board 
Purchase Prlqc of Property,$ ______ _ 

011\c of Purcb21e __,J .... f.._fi'""'cf.__ ______ _ 

Outstanding Loans on Property 

$ - V - Amount _llltacst natc 

DO YOU REQUEST AN APPBARANCE Bl!l'ORE THE BOARD? (cheek one item) A. riP ~~ B. 0 no 

I Clll!.ml'Y 'UNOl:!ll PENAL1Y OF U..W11iAT nm INR)RMATl)N PROVIDBD IS TRUE, CORR.l,lCT ANO COMPuml 'IO nm BEST OF 
MY KNOWl.FDGl? AND BELIEF. Maldng a !a1'c stau:ment as to mat~ facU Is pwilsbablc by criminal pcoaltks D.C.Codc Scc:tion 22·2514 

40.l-• 7(j'J'·'17'1'( 
Sigu~cotOWNE&_--r---=--------}i:lmcPbone ______ Offiee Pb011e ____ _ 

J..~•i:H- 3"'7Sc> 

Barrett Evans. Esq. 



alue as of January 1, 2007 

Downtown G~neral Commerci_a.l Sales ~--rax Year 2008 
as =- " < "Coe( e -m m 

·< m e> 
~ a, -"C a, ca 

C e Cl) " j ;: 
~uare Lot(s) Address UC Sale Date Sale Price C) < a. Conditlon/Cemrrienis -
15 18 2524LSTNW 45 11/28/05 $1,150,000 1-,620 3,182 $ 361 .41_ . Restaurant, fair conaition 
67 36 1509 22ND ST NW 51 05/01/06 $1,512,000 1,666 3,832 . $ 394.57 Recently renovated 4 levels .. . 
67 66 1500 21ST ST NW 49 06/01/06 $2,400,000 1,100 5,600 $428.57 Offices over retail adjacent to hotel° 
68 807 & .808 2123 TWINING CT NW 45 03/08/05 ·$2,000,000 3,552 6,133 $ 326.10 Alley a~', 
95 1 2000 MASS AVE NW 51 04/04/06 $6,200;000 11,776 14,650 $ 423.21 ·Historic-mansion-planned" addition . for COt:C!'. , 
96 43 2012PSTNW 45 10/13/05 $2,250,000 1,980 5,000 $450.00 Fonner Burger King purchased.for retail u:-:: 
103 809 2034-GSTNW 36 03/02/05 $3,000,000 4,918 8,494 $ 353.19 Purchased for. donnitory use 
115 802 1906 SUNDERLAND PL NW 51 07/12/06 $2,350,000 2,011 5,097 $461.06 Bldg in good qondition· 
115 803 131219th ST NW 1 04/27/05 . $1,545,000 1,399 3,506 $440.67 Inn at Dupont Circle 
118 26 1920.1 STNW 51 05/23/05 · $1,400,000 920 3,7~ $ 372.94 Purchased by tenant 
136 36 1523 NEW HAMP AVE r,f,fJ 51 02/14/Q6 $3,500,000 2,388 8,463 $413.56 Leased to 1/01/07 
136 36 1523 NEW HAMP AVE NW 51 09/13/06 $4,000,000 2,388 8,463 $472.65 To be OWl'.ler occupied 
137 33,824 1322-132618TH ST NW 83 09/21/06 $4,100,000 6,189 . 13,419 $ 305.54 Soil contamination issues 
139 75 1820-22 JEFFERSON PL NW 51 05/26/05 $3,570,000 4,240 6,516 $547.88 To be owner occupied 
158 68 1711NSTNW 51 02/06/06 $2,300,000 2,193 5,1"12 $449.92 To be owner occupied 
159 75 1215 CONN AVE NW 42 01/28/05 $2,300,000 3,150 10,301 $223.28 Retail/office use 
159 816 1223 CONN AVE NW 45 05/26/05 $3,460,000 5,351 - 10,985 $ 314.97 part of portfolio sale 
159 33 & 835 1718 & 1720 N ST NW 51 05/19/06 ·$9,474,000 5,441 15,335 $617.~0 extensive renovatior-is to property by sell~i-

SUBJECT 2008 Value Land GBA .. Value/Sq FT 
158 836 1755N ST 22 $3,256,400 5,880 16,282 $ 200.00 to be ~enovated into apartments or hotel-

112008 vacant&! under.historical preservafiora 
;1 · 

~ES5Wajor PrapenleS\158-836\ 
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·. ·.· c~ Kaln/Managlr:ig Editor 

A taxing question · •_; .. ,. 
· The D.C. Office of Tax and Revenue_has finally begun trucing 

the owner of three empty and deteriorating historic buildings in the 
1700 block of N Street at the higher rate reserved for vacant build­
ings and unimproved properties. 

Given that the buildings have been vacant since 1988, the deci-
sion is welcome but long overdue. ,. .. : ,- ,. · ' " 

Owner Morton Bender has appealed.the decision, with the 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals scheduling a 
March 17 hearing. Bender recently told an advisory neighborhood 

• commission that he intended to file for a building permit for the 
properties. 1 · 

His lawyer said that the office has "misclassified" the properties. 
Notwithstanding the particulars of this case, it all too often takes 

Herculean efforts to get District officials to reclassify properties. In 
this case, the owner of the adjoiningTabard Inn had to press hard 
for tax officials to act. · 

As Tabard Inn owner Jeremiah Cohen rightly pointed out, the 
incorrect true classificati~ns may well cost the District millions in 
potential revenue. Equally important, it misses an opportunity to 
prod property owners to restore their vacant properties - the rea­
son the D.C. Council establi&hed the Class 3 rate at $5 per $100 of 
assessed value. 

In this case, it appears that miscommunication between two 
agencies also contributed to the delay. A spokesperson for the 
Office of Tax and Revenue said that officials had accepted Mr . . 
Bender's contention that the buildings·• historic nature made them 
eligjble for an exception granted to historic landmarks .' 

The tax rate was not changed to Class 3 until the Histo1ic 
Preservation Office was able to clarify the N Street properties are 
ineligible for the exception because they are not individually land­
marked. Rather, they are recognized as contributing buildings in 
the Dupont Circle historic district. · 

The prolonged delays in this case - \?olstered by similar com­
plaints elsewhere - make it clear that the process is not working. 
_Mayor Anthony Williams and City Administrator Robert Bobb 
need to make the administration of a streamlined program a high 
pri(?rity. . 





/--::===:><--
/ _ _,,,,,,,-

COMPARISON OF TABARD INN AND 1745 N STREET NEXT DOOR­
/,,/-

1/ Address Land (sf) GBA Land value Improvements Total Value Price/GBA 

2008 BRPPA DECISION--Next Door to Tabard 

17 45 N Street 8,832 17,222 $1,000,000 

Tabard 2009.r cl Assessment 
1741 N Street 3,106 8,285 $1,687,200 

1739 N Street 3,696 14,246 $2,217,600 

1737 N Street 2,812 7,518 $1,863,600 
\ 

\ ', ·i:?tal Tabard 9,614 30,049 $5,768,400 

$400,000 $1,400,000 

$405,860 $2,171,700 

$1,516,330 $3,734,230 

$308,100 $2,093,060 

$2,230,290 $7,998,990 

$81.30 

$262.13 

$262.13 

$278.41 

$266.20 

Price/Land (sq ft)) 

$113 

$543.21 

$600.00 

$662.74 

$600.00 



,2027270392 board of real property 10:27:36 a.m . 08-25-2009 

Government of the District of Columbia 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals 

Notice of Decision 

Date: 07/16/2009 

N STREET FOLLIES LTD 
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE · 
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437 

Tax Year 2009 

*** 

Square: 0158 Suffix: 

Property Address: 1755 N ST 
Lot: 0836 

NW 

This notice is to inform you of the result of your real property assessment hearing, which was held before 
the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals. 

Your property's proposed market value based upon the first level appeal with the Real Property Assessment 
Division is: 

As a result of the hearing before the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals, your 
property assessment is: 

1,400,000 

Petitioners have the right to appeal from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the 
District of Columbia under applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. 

Appeals to the D.C. Superior Court must be filed no later than September 30th of the same tax year. 
In order to file an appeal with the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office 
of Tax & Revenue. 

6 /7 



~027270392 board of real property 10:25:18 a.m . 08-25-2009 

Government of the District of Columbia 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals 

Notice of Decision 

Date: 07/16/2009 

N STREET FOLLIES LTD 
J 025· CONNECTICUT A VE NW STE 
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437 

Tax Year 2009 

*** 

Square: 0158 Suffix: 
Property Address: 1749 N ST 

Lot: 0069 

NW 

This notice is to infonn you of the result of your real property assessment hearing, which was held before 
the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals. 

Your property's proposed market value based upon the first level appeal with the Real Property Assessment 
Division is: 

As a result of the hearing before the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals, your 
property assessment is: 

7. 1,400,000 

Petitioners have the right to appeal from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the 
District of Columbia under applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. 

Appeals to the D.C. Superior Court must be filed no later than September 30th of the same tax year. 
In order to file an appeal with the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office 
of Tax & Revenue. 

2 /7 



2027270392 board of real property 10:26 :31 a .m. 08-25-2009 

Government of the District of Columbia 
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals 

Notice of Decision 

Date: 07/16/2009 

N STREET FOLLIES LTD 
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE 
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437 

Tax Year 2009 

*** 

Square: 0158 Suffix: 
Property Address: 1745 N ST 

Lot: 0835 

NW 

This notice is to infonn you of the result of your real property assessment hearing, which was held before 
the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals. 

Your property's proposed market value based upon the first level appeal with the Real Property Assessment 
Division is: 

5,399,200 

As a result of the hearing before the Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals, your 
property assessment is: 

~-

Petitioners have the right to appeal from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the 
District of Columbia under applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. 

Appeals to the D.C. Superior Court must be filed no later than September 30th of the same tax year. 
In order to file an appeal with the D.C. Superior Court, petitioners must pay full year taxes to the Office 
of Tax & Revenue. 

4 /7 


