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Washington, D.C. 20001

Re:  Application of N Street Follies, BZA Case No. 17337

Dear Chairman Loud and Members of the Board:

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." 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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Application Filed

First Scheduled Hearing
Applicant Requests Continuance

Applicant files revised plans

Hearing—Applicant completes case in chief
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

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,” 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.? 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.”).

2 See Applications to BRPAA 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 BRPPA 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.

Sincerely

Kinley ray

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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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ 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 16™ 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@dupontcircle ANC.net

Kinley R. Bray
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T oaborrea oty | | - REAL PROPERTY L
Assmfzrg;;fg;::;ms ASSESSMENT APPEAL FORM

441 4™ Straet, N.W. Suite 430
Washington, D.C. 20001 TAXYEAR 2¢@ 9

202-727-6860 (office)
202-727-0392 (fax)
website: www.brpaa.dc.gov

PRINT OR TYPE ALL ITEMS 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 ADDRESS;
vame /VIARK £ -BRo&SKy Bty

V4R mnmnm:ssorowma
}?J' S r ﬁ'owu'r L0 P/4Y

- Steet nl:/gw» LT owe , [0S CowpN AVE - Now-3-6oé
City A ; s : ity | INVRA
. ARD
State D& Zip_ 2-© : Wﬂ%ﬁm He Zip 2036
FROM YOUR “ REAL PROPERTY PROPOSED ASSESSMENT NOTICE"

3.. Square /BP __ suffix Lot ©d3S 4 - ASSESSED VALUE OF TAX YEARS: .
Type omei:erty (res., etc) _JS7 - . . ¢ : First Level Assessment
Class ﬂ,  Last Year Q ¢ Proposed'l“l’ O 9 Appeal Decision

Premises Address_/ 74S NSron/ple 7 Land
Neighborhood Code___ O /0 ' Building _

Your Bstimate of Value_ /. Y h1br - Total Lﬂ*—'_. 5,399,200 No Sty

ATTACH COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, INCLUDING APPRAISALS, S, SALES DATA, PICTURES, ETC.
5. ‘BASIS OF APPEAL - 6. PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION
(Check appropriate items) :
A. D Property Damage or Condition ’ Has property been privately appraised? M2
Disputed Property Record : - If appraised prior to January 1% attach a copy with the appeal.
. lization — (higher or lower than other properties Purchase Price of Property $_
of same size or type)
' D. Valuation — (more than 5% higher or lower than Date of Purchase LT
|—_-| correct market value) Outstanding Loans on Property
E. Classification Incorrect ' ' L 0 - .
F. D Homestead Exempuan LSRG AR e

7. STATETHE JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPEAL {Attach additlonal or supporting rloeument: )

. LY i 1o A o AT Payw 08 B2 4 o hhupvuc
La Bl viaoy R oA =/ LMV FoN NE oF AESNorde

_Prossary . (NOCHpE I raral AT [41)08) Exg & T BE Erd REMAMOEL Y
TYEBZA By T Dz cover oF Argsft.

8. DO YOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD? (check oneitem)  A. g yes B. [ Ino
‘ / Y

9. I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF LAW THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED 1S TRUE, CORRECT AND €OMPLETE TO THE BEST OF
MY KNOWLEDGE ANC] BELIEF. Making a false statement as to mmml t'anla is punishable by criminal penalties D.C, Code Section 22-2514.

7_9;.-32-0-5/0 ¢

Signature nfom § - c o £-(ﬁ Home Phone Office Phone

+

IiiaxPht_me 2 7—'33 3"375‘(}’ | C Bemail Address
Date 65‘/ )'-7/ Oq: |
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMENT "
BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY REAL PROPERTY
ASSESSMENTS AND APPEALS
One Judiciary Square ASSESSM ENT APPEAL FORM

441 4" Streat, N.W. Suite 430
Washington, D.C. 20001
202-727-6860 (office)
202-727-0392 (fax)
website: www.brpaa.dc.gov

TAXYEAR. 2 009

PRINT OR TYPE ALL ITEMS 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

E

2 AND ADDRESS OF OWNER:

Name /VIARk £ -BRodiky ESp
s /796" A MW

UG 2 8 2008

NI Povies «7p PLSit
cet /025 Conm pvE- (VW H# 60 6

cty _ WATH. : cly_ VA
State D¢ zip_2. | R R s ANz zip_2003 6
, FROM YOUR “ REAL PROPERTY PROPOSED ASSESSMENT NOTICE®
3. Square I5€ Suffix_ Lot 036 ASSESSED VALUE OF TAX YEARS:
Type of Pmpcrty (res ee) ARES ’ - First Level Assessment
Class "/  Last Year oF Proposed TY i Appeal Decision
Premises Address_/ 758 N "dr M. Land
Neighborhood Code___ & /€ Building _ :
Your Estimate of Value__/+ /M It Toat (MU Fhrboos NoChawiy

ATTACH COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, INCLUDINé APPRAISALS, SALES DATA, PICTURES, ETC.

5. BASIS OF APPEAL
(Check appropriate items)

A D Property Damage or Condition
B. D Disputed Property Record

Ciy Equalization — (higher or lower than other propertics
of same size or type)

' D.g\hluaﬁon ~ (more than 5% higher or lower than

' D correct market value)

B: Classification Incorrect

F. [] Homestead Exemption

6. PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION
: Has ; o N0
property been privately appraised?
If appraised prior to January 1%, attach a copy with the appeal.
Purchase Price of Property $_

Date of Purchase / 4@3
Outstanding Loans on Property
$ ____"0'_""'____ Amount lntere.st

7. STATE THE JUSTIFICATION gﬂR YOUR APPEAL (Attach addllianll or supporting documen

LD. REsVCE]

AN [horvnre primvsevinon, REVEW Boga’y  Coy Frieaioey 1y ryng op Uie

28 PERTIoNERY Proviery. (NG EHAN T IN d~psul 4 0P z/z/w)éam wgg_u

R Moty 70 T 824 B Y Phe D C.CT. PAPES.

SIMENT TO [ 7711~ RACED w)w’ Aenend op JirE R 24

8. DO YOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD? _ (check “-‘ item) A, |g yes

B, Dnn .

9. ICERTIFY UND
MY KNOWLEDGE
-

Signature of OWNER_ |

Home Phone .

‘Faxl’hnne _20)__7:.;?33’ 3 75—1'.’)

Date

P27/

PENALTY OF LAW THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IS TRUE, CORRECT AND COMPLETE TO THE BEST OF
ELIER. Making 2 false statement as to material fscrs is punishable by criminal penalties D.C. Code Section 22-2514.

2_02-'_319"19/0 g

E-mail Address
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AT ANDAPPEALS | ASSESSMENT APPEAL FORM

441 4™ Street, N.W. Sulta 430
Washingtan, D.C. 20001
202-727-6860 (office)
202-727-0392 (fax)
website: www.brpaa.dc.gov

TAXYEAR 202 9

1. PETITIONER’S NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS

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

'_ , AND ADDRESS OF OWNER:

MRk 2 - Brodsky , ENp

"N " S Fore e =79 PRV

Name
sweet 1 7494 ‘W LN W | 1025 LowV AR - Mo #6608
City WALH. : iy | WVBLH
State D& Zip 2.00% Bﬂﬂﬂﬂ OF REAL PROPER Ttate De Zip2 003 6
FROM YOUR “ REAL PRdPERTY PROPOSED ASéESSI!ENT NOTICE®
3. Square /ST suffix Lot 0069 4 ASSESSED wu.mé OF TAX YEARS:

Type of Property (res., etc.) 17 -
Class :

Premises Address /77 g'wLr MW
Neighborhood Code (=74 '
Your Estimate of Value / s i

First Level Assessment
Proposed TY _Q_L Appeal Decision

v 63
Land
Building

‘A/a WA

Total' /-‘}’h‘l’ .?S'J.g (;aa

ATTACH COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY;, INCLUDING APPRAISALS, SALES DATA, PICTURES, ETC.

5. BASIS OF APPEAL
(Check appropriate items)

A Property Damage or Condition
B. D Disputed Property Record

Bqualization — (higher or lower than other properties
of same size or type)
aluation — (more than 5% higher or lower than
correct market valuc)
E. D Classification Incorrect

F. [_] Homestead Exemption

" D.

6. PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION

Has property been privately appraised? N %

If appraised prior to January 1%, attach a copy with the appeal.
Purchase Price of Property $_°

Date of Purchise _/ G

Qutstanding Loans on Property

-— -

s Interest

Amount

-

7. S'[‘ATE TI-I‘E J_IJSTIFICAT‘ION FOR YOUR APPEAL (Attach additional or supporting documents.)

BD, RFoVeEd 0f AISEIT/vkpy IO

/-G L1~ BATEO YPINV /re:f)qVJ op 824 Ny_&y_e

] LLESFavanoN REVIEwW B oMY Caﬂff(mmzl-y/‘?/ﬂ o WE OF PEDpors/eX Y

PROPERTH (VO CHINEG™ )N N3t I oF ///cv) ZatF WT BEEN REIMWMGED. ‘mm.s

B24 By P adc cr??ﬂz_’fﬁz;L

8. DO YOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD?

(check one item) A, yes B. D no
N\

9. 1CERTIFY UNDER FENALTY OF LAW THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IS TRUE, CORRECT AND EOMPLETE TO THE BEST OF
MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF. Making a false statement as to material facts is pumshabla by criminal penalties D.C. Code Section 22- 2514

Signature of OWNER ) ESp.

0.
Fax Phone 202 T 33- §75>

29320 “$/29

Home Phone , . Office Phone

E-mail Address,

grj/.zﬁay

Date
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Board of Real Property 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  Lof: 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.

ames Walker

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURE

Dfin )

T&#’Waﬁl,ﬁ@m ’

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 be filed no later than September 30" of the same
year. In order fo 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 Property Assessments and Appeals L L
N 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

Property 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 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
/ﬂ ames Walker To%g %‘%@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 Cnlumbla under
the applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. Appeals to Superior Court must be filed no later than September 30" 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 Property Assessments and Appeals L
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: 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
cs Walker T@é @ﬁry&xﬁ

FURTHER APPEAL PROCEDURES

Petitioners have the right to appeal from an adverse decision of the Board to the Superior Court of the District of Columbla under
the applicable provisions of the D.C. Code. Appeals to Superior Court must be filed no later than September 30™ 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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.Date: 02/25/2008

. N'STREET FOLLIES LTD
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437
Square: 0158 Suffix: Lot: 0835
Property Address: 1745 N ST 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 pfoperty‘s proposed market value based upon the first level appeal with the Real Property Assessment
~ Division is: : '
3,444,400

As a vesult 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 & Revenuc.



Government of the District of Columbia
Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals
Notice of Decision
ik VAL 2008
Ar & v

BT

Duplicate Notice

.Date: 02/25/2008

'N'STREET FOLLIES LTD-
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437
' _ Square: 0168 Suffix: Lot: 0069
Property Address: 1749 N ST NW

This notice is to inform you of the result of you_'r 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 Properly Assessment
Dlmlon is:

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.



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

Tax Year 2008

A sk e
m
TR RO
Duplicate Notice
Date: 02/25/2008
N*STREET FOLLIES LTD
1025 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437
Square: 0158 Suffix: Lot: 0836
Property Address: 17656 N ST NW

This notice is.to inform you of the result of your real property assessment hearmg, 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
propeljty 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.



BRPAA DECISION
ADDRESS: 174905t IN%Y
Square: 0158  Lot: 0069
TY08 Assessment Appeal

BRPAA Decision

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

[Tand ~[Building_, | Total
From W 1,649,980 ~1969,620 l 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 appealing decision by BZA for special
exception and variances to convert property to a hotel. The Board warrants a reduction
pending resolution of litigation. '

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURES

R b e Crn

Paula Jannotli QMay Chan/ : , Charles Mayo, Esq.

Date: .2/26/2008



BRPAA DECISION
ADPRERG: w50, W
Square: 0158 Lotz 0836
TY08 Assessment Appeal

BRPAA Decision

The .Board decreasesithe proposed assessment of $§,256,|406 to $1,400,000.

} : + ' pBand E Buleing_ | Total
From ¢ 12,072,700 - 1,183,700 1 3,256,400
To 1,000,000 _ 400,000 1,400,000

‘Rationalé _
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 appealing decision by BZA for special

exception and variances to convert property to a hotel. The Board warrants a reduction
. pending resolution of litigation.

BOARD MEMBER SIGNATURES

Paula Tannofti /May @37 Charles Mayo, Esq. -

Date: 2/26/2008



L

A O Property Damage of Condition
B. [J Disputed Property Record

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SR :
GOVERNMENT REAL PROPER H ¥
BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY
ASSESSMENTS AND APPEALS ASSESSMENT APPEAL
- One Judiclary § u 3 : ¢ %
441 4" Siree! i: IN I;v % {eddﬂ Feu M '
wasl{lhgiqn. L 20001 1A% 'g Eas .o S
[ : PRINT OR TYPE ALL ITEMS NUMBER 1-9 AFPEM.S MUST BE FILED NO LATER THAN SEPTEMBER 30
1. PET ITIGNER'S NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS % Zi NAMB AND ADDRESS OF OWNER:
Name M‘Hk; g‘(pb&&y f‘—-f"’.ff N me_N J; ¢ h““"/ﬁqf- J/ﬂf!f
sweet_/ 74 A ALY 24 007 gl /osy Wr\"ﬂ v;r N vIE 806
© City: ﬂ.fﬁf(ﬂ«!, Y - City___ L/AvrH,: j o
Staie De- _Zip " k"‘,ﬁ 1 . "State De zZip Lize 3€
‘ Fﬁal\;l w}ouk " ASSESSMENT NOTICE". eid
v = ] . L ) f L
3.Square_/ 5 suffix Lot O &3¢ 4. ASSESSED VALUE OF YEARS:
T 'OP__ Adminisratve Appent Do
Type of Property (res.. ete.) Proposed Administrative Appeal Decision
Class $ Land
Premise Address / 7%S VLT NW( Building__
Neighborhood Code__ ¢/ (9 Total 5 4/ “?’7; Hov N o Cihw L
Your estimated of value /- ‘! N
ATTACHED C(;P[ES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, INCLUDING APPRNSALSI. OFFERS TO P URCHASE,
PICT URES ETGC.
5. BASIS OF APPEAL 6. PROPERTY VALUE [NFOR.MATION

Has propexty been pnvateiy appraised? ( V 4

If appraised within one year. submit cupy to the Board

) Purchase Price of Property $
C. Equalization ~ (higher or lower than Date of Biirchasn / 9’ 'J"'C?
ther properties of the sizo or type) *
_ : Qutstanding Loans on Property

D Valuation — (more than 5% higher or s -~ — hreat
lower than corruct market value) ; ‘Rate

B. L) Classfication Incorrect

7. STATE YOUR JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPBAL
Foblr Fﬂu MARKE g vl D) yy~iirzy’

4? Ao oF, Mo g LLTN VRN

RUNPW & AL AT RLCOVI o .M

2y Bonao's & T DEZAS zw’

~DO YOU REQUEST AN Al’l’EARM\ CE BEFORE THE BOARD?

AN YES

(check one item)

.0 no

9. 1CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY 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 i Officc ) o). S 479 7
Signature of OWNER Phone Phone
Fax Phone Email Address
or AGENT W"‘-—-m. £ § - Bate._ /L2 0T

'NUO ay”



e "~ REAL PROPERTY

" BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY J
ASSESSMENTS AND APPEALS -ASSESSMENT APPEAL
Ona Judiciary Square ‘ . F,{- !
441 4™ Blreet, NW. Siife 430 O & ' -‘ -
Washﬁn;}hﬁﬂ q.t: 20001 : ~ TAK*Y EAR B f,?rj g

FI.LED NO LATER THAN SEPTEMBER 30

' _PRINT'OR T‘{PE ALL ITEMS NUMB_ER 1-9, APPEALS r.wsr it

e
R

SR
1. PETITIONER S NAME AND MA!LINé ADD_B,ESS o 2 NAM:B AND ADDRESS OF OWNER:

Name /‘“’}‘chg; (?{"D-O\‘;ky b—“(l?,

J

S p Povriey e [y

. m
sweex_/ b VT Mo —;:;UI 84 ZBE‘;?/O LS comev AvE - Miv vilE 606
City WarH . . ! «. y e CIIJ}H’, LT ’
sStae__-_Deo Zip Lwt,gj; L smEet be  ziploe 36
i 3 - . FROM YOUR " ASS-.ESSMENT NOTICE"
3. Square_ /ST sumix Lot OP36 4. ASSESSED VALUE OF YEARS:

Type of Property (res,, ete.)_ €£L7T : Proposed_' <P Administrative Appeal Decision
Class Land ' i

Premise Address / '7.‘:( N, N ) - Building, p %
Neighborhood Code__ (77 1 . Towl_3 £8%, Hoo N oca &
Your estimated of value /¥ /70— ’

ATTACHED COPIES OF INFORMATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, INCLUDING AFPRAISALQ, OFFERS TO.PURGHASE,
) PICTURES, ETC.

5, BASIS OF APPEAL * -] 6. PROPBRTY VALUE INFORMATION
: Has property been privately appraiscd? PAd <
1f appraised within one year, submit copy to the Board

a O Property Damage of Condition

B. [0 Disputed Property Record .
. Purchase Price of Property §

C. Equalization — (higher or lower than 5
ther properties of the size or type) Date of Purohase L9 U)i

) Outstanding Loans on Property -
D Valuation ~ (more than 5% higher or $ Y it kil.eresi
* lower than correct market value) Y

g, O Classfication Incorrect
7. STATE YOUR JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPEAL i

-"3‘?1' MARKET Vg s L) vy ~sifzd
8By fenong oF Hacmmc /m’;’m e, QA‘VW& CARD NS RLE LoV 4 O
4y 30008 &7 DeE2IS i/,

DO YOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE BUFORE THE BOARD? . (check one iten)
A,K YES - .0 wNo

9. I CBRTIFY UNDER PENALTY 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 3 ¢7. it ’j?’ij’y
Signature of OWNER : Phone S SO Phone . ’
Fax Phone ; L Email Address __
‘or AGENT. ETY . _ pate__ /L2 J07




DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
GOVERNMENT
BOARD OF REAL PROPERTY
.'J.SaE SSMENTE AND APPEALS
- Qhg- Jucﬂulqrp juare
- 4:{1 4" Glrdet, N.W; mmao
Wﬂshlhglon D, d 2000

L

REAL PROPERTY
AS

SESSMENT APPEAL
w*ﬁmww

_TAX YEAR

g.nc.?&d"

Y]

e v
Lo

Street /7"’6 WAL W "" ;

1. PETIT IONER'S NAME AND MAILING#ADDRESS
Narne NW( .,l: 8{{’,0&-‘&}’ t-f_ﬂ’f‘ _AUG 24 ZﬂﬂZme

R
City WHATH-, S
_"Slatc,

De

Zip 2..0@5:3_6_7__'

.PRINT OR T'YPE ALL lTEMS NUMBEE 19 APPEﬁLS MUS[JB& F{&ED NO LATER'THAN SEPTEMBER 30

AND ADDRESS OF OWNER;

V (7 fortiF LTy //%Jf
S\reetL?—_{ Cov v AvE . NW ?'Vi " 606
City H AR, P
State De

2 NAME

zmﬂ.c&;o 36

i

FROM YOUR “ ASSESSMENT NOTICE”

3. Séuarc / r d’ -Sufﬁx.

Lot 0069 4. ASSESSED VALUE OF YBARS: .
. Type of Property (-ws;., etc.) RET - Proposed laf ) Administrative Appeal Decision
Class o Land
Premise Address_/ 74 9' w ™ A h/ Building, g
Neighborhood Code__ {2/ 2 ']"Iotal 22 479 o0 N o chancy”
Your estimated of value / o 79—

ATTACHED COPIES OF INFORWIATION ON VALUE OF PROPERTY, INCLUDING APPRAISALS, OFFERS TO PURCHASE,

PICTURES, ETC.

5. " BASIS OF APPEAL
A O Property Damage of Condition
B. [J Disputed Property Record

C. Equalization — (higher or lower than
ther properties of th_'e size or type)
D Valuation - {more than 5% higher or

lower than correct market value)

E. a Classfication Incorrect

6. PROPERTY VALUE l'NFOR.MATION
_Has property been privately appraised?

N

“If appraised within one year, submit copy to the Board

Purchase Price of Property $

Date of Purchase /97

Outstanding Loans on Property

¥ -u- Amount Interest
Rate

7. STATE YOUR JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPEAL

Foit- Ffpe /94 2ber bar i D) Ot ffzp

8y Acnong of, f'h-(}zn_..‘c LALIER o azv;wgawﬂg- Rf= EOUP 12 10

Ly Bowns '© 7 Dz,

DO YOU REQUBS‘] vl AFER 4 RANCE BEFORE THE BOARD?

AX yes

(chet:i wne item)

.00 nNo

9 I CBRT[FY UNDER PENALTY 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 20). ‘%j’s_ Y79 7
Signature of OWNER Phone _
Fax Phone Email Address
or AGENT H ; EK? Date P/_LJ_!(’“'[

0




-Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals

Assessor's Summary Report
Tax Year 2008
f’u;fic,;;sq_r; David Clm!k _ ‘Bate: -QUQS’:{?%)O!L
ngarefSufﬁidLot; '0158. . 0835 Hearing: 01/28/2008 @ 10:00 am
Appeal of: N-STREET FOLL! ID
propmnyzmmhnsm<1§§§§§§ﬁf§§§j;k—-
Estimated Market Value Assessor Petitioner
f g © ramf|i - 2,821,830 - : 1,000,000|
Improvemdits||- . X sl © - 400,000
" fotalll 3,444,400 _ " 1,400,000

Property Owner's Complaint;

1. Located in 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 getting a speclal exception & variances to convert the property to a .
hotel. The decision has been appealed.

3. Property value should be 31,400,000 per Tax Year 2007 BRPAA decision.

Assessor’s Response:
1-2. The assessor did not change the value because the property could be renovated to a use consistent wnth it's
existing zoning:& bldg characteristics. :
Subject property is assessed @ $200/GBA which is supported by sales of other historic properties - see file.

"’ \ g . L)
3. BRPAA value of $81/GBA not supported buy petitioner.

Jan 1 1 2008



~ Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals
Assessor's Summary Report
Tax Year 2008

Assessor: David Clack * - Daie:. 01082008,
Square/Suffix/Lot: 0156 0836 , ‘Hearing: 01/28/2008 @ 10:00.4m
Appeal of: N STREET FOLLIES LTD - |

Property Address: 1755 N STNW

Estimated Market Value || Assessor. Petitioner
g . Lamd|l - .. 201700 1,000,000
Iwprovements||. - % L183700] - 400,000
' Total || : -3256,400( T 1,400,000]
Property Owner's Complaint: .

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

2. Owner was unsuccessful with BZA in getting a special exception & variancés 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:

1-2. The assessor did not change the value because the property could be renovaiefi to a use consistent with it's
existing zoning & bldg characteristics.

Subject:property is assessed @ $200/GBA which is supported by sales of other historic properties - see file.

3. BRPAA value of $86/GBA not supported buy petitioner.

JAN 1 1 2008



Board of Real Property Assessments and Appeals
Assessor's Summary Report
Tax Year 2008

Paie: 0108/2000%
Square/Suftis/Lot: 0158 0069 Hearing: 01/1 8/2008 @10:00 am”
Appeal'of: N STREET FOLLIES LTD h
Property Address: 1749 N STNW

Estimated Market Value || Assessor’ _ Petitioner
2t ‘ Land || '~ . 1,649,980 " 1,000,000
E Ymprovements||. - ;. 969,620 ‘ 400,000 «
Total | - 2,619,600 |- 1,400,000
Property Owner's Complaint: |

1. Located in Historic Preservatlon Area - bldg cannot be razed and is sub_[ect to interior renovatlon restrictions
such as corridor width and original wall area havmg to be retained. -

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

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

Assessor's Response:

1-2. The assessor did not change the value because the pmperfy could be renovated to a use consistent with it's
ex;stmg zoning & bldg characteristics.

Subject property is assessed @ $200/GBA which is supported by sales of other historic properties - see fijs.

3. BRPAA value of $107/GBA not suﬁpurted buy petitioner.

JAN 1 1 Zuug



Panel
DECISION OF THE BOARD '
10. BASIS FOR DECISION (Approach Used apd Statergut ul’lixplaltatiqgl) N
! " TR : ; T & sy !
Ry - .. SEE ATTACHED DECISION.. ~ j
|l ST“.'. -
R w ©
11. LAND CALCULATIONS .12 ACTION TAKEN )
A, _D No Change B, X Decreﬁsé o C. = Increase
A. Land Square Footage | : LAND BUILDING §
. %
: : FROM :
B. Adjusted Land Rate | 1,649,980 969,620 LAAEe
S A F . . : .
S Sq TO 1,000,000 400,000 1,400,000

BOARDMEMBERS SIGNATUR"ES_ (Please PRINT name under Signature) i

(A)?a.w&rﬁgl Pr, % | ©) I C\/W"

Paula Iannotti : Ha;/ Chan Charles Hayq', Esq.

99-BRPAA- 03



-1 Hearing Date

i
" 0 1} %
L._i_r!: STy . “. :’ =
I : '
- . — - T - 1
11, LAND CALCULATIONS | 12 ACTION TAKEN ,
A H No Change B. U Decrease c. U Increase
A. Land Square Footage LAND  BUILDING
= ' FROM T ' —
B. Adjusted Land Rate’ , 2,821,830 622,570 - 3,444,400
S ___ SeF T0 | 1,000,000 400,000 | . 1,400,000
BOARDMEMBERS SIGNATURES (Please PRINT name under Signature) 272672008 -
Date : :
(M m)‘% - (©_ &W"\ ;
Paula Tannottd ?{y Chan Charles Hayo, Esq.
[




Hearing Date

10. BASIS FOR DECISION (Approach Used and Statement of Explanation -

Panel

¥

= SRR ATTACHIED DECISION

4

11, LAND CALCULATIDN% 12 ACTION TAKEN"
A. = No Change B. Eﬁecrease

C. o Increase

Date

A. Land Square Footage | LAND BUILDING
i FROM '
B. Adjusted Land Rate : 2,072,700 '1,183,700 3,256,400
S___ Sq.F '
_ o To 1,000,000 400,000 | 1,400,000
BOARDMEMBERS SIGNATURES (Please PRINT name urider Signature) 2/2612008

(A) ‘g—vv@\—(_,@“ﬁm I %é" (C)-

C

Charles Mayo, mv

99-BRPAA-03




BOARD OF R SR T S e aTS REAL PROPERTY_ X % %
ki saes | ASSESSMENT APPEALS FORM | N
_Nushiogon, D, 20001 AXNEAR A0S _, .

1. PETITIONER'S NAME AND MAILING ADDRES T NAME AND ADDRESS OF OWNER:
 Neme LIARK k- BRIDSKY, £T4. NE | 8 Mkne _ NV ATenr Rowia 70 £ )0
swe [ TYh N LT rin &ml JOLY comr AvE, N.W.
City WAL - ; g A, D -

Zip 203!

1. Sqae 25 sumix Lot_Dok9? 4. ASSESSED VALUE OFTAX YEARS:
First LevelAsiessment
Type of Property (res., etc.) L2 . Appeal Decision
Class Qo3 Last Year 299 Proposed 2295
PremisesAddress /7494 N S N-wW-  1ed 4297 990 1,099,990
Neéighborhood Code___ /9 Building /,/ 2 & 5 /1924160

1 292150 Naoxwﬂ'

‘-".,,1 Y nn- e

Yw.r Esﬂmalc of Value

(Chaclr Appmpﬂm.lm) 6.  PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION

A. [0 Property Damage or Condition Has property been privately appraased?__Aﬁ___
B. [0 Disputed Property Record If appraiscd within one year, submil copy to the Board
C. O Equalization - (higher of lower than other properties Purchase Price of Property §
of same size or type) Date of Purchase __/ 9P
D. Valuation - (more than 5% higher or lower than .
correct markel value) Outstanding Loans on Property .
a $ =" Amount Interest Ratc
tion

STATE THE JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR APPEAL 2 0 "0 Lo oy tnd 1100 08 FUETIHDE.
PROPMTY 1S Oven MSEISED Orvped Hh € iotie FRITERVIDIN (v QE LIVE K0V e nE
VShtr Buicnni 8Y-omi Aeip 8y 20Yo:

-
8. DOYOU REQUEST AN APPEARANCE BEFORE THE BOARD? (check oneitem) A. [0 yes B. [ no

9. ICERTNFY UNUER PENALTY OF LAW THAT THS INFORMATION PROVIDED [S TRUE, CORRECT AND COMPLETE O THE BEST OF
MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEE, Making a fhise statemeat as to maicrial facts is punishable by criminal penaltics D.C.Code Section 22-2514

202-T7¢Y 79Y
Sigusure af OWNER Home Phone Office Phone

FaxPione | 20633~ 370 E-mail Address

i / (Q_M L——mslsms

Charles Mavo. Esa.

Paul Strauss. Esq. Barrett Evans, Esq.




alue as of January 1, 2007 ) .
Downtown General Commercial Sales - Tax Year 2008

quare Lot(s)
15 18
67 36
67 66
68 807 & 808
95 1
96 43
103 809
115 802
115 803
118 26
136 36
136 36
137 33,824
138 75
158 68
158 75
159 816
159 33&835
SUBJECT
158 836
¥2008

Address

2524 LSTNW

1509 22ND ST NW

1500 21ST ST NW

2123 TWINING CT NW
2000 MASS AVE NW
2012 P STNW

2034 G ST NW

1906 SUNDERLAND PL NW
1312 19th ST NW

19201 ST NW

1523 NEW HAMP AVE NW
1523 NEW HAMP AVE NW
1322-1326 18TH ST NW
1820-22 JEFFERSON PL NW
1711 N ST NW

1215 CONN AVE NW
1223 CONN AVE NW
1718 & 1720 N STNW

17565 N ST

\RASSESS\Major Properies\158-8381

uc
45
51

45
51

51

51
51
51

51
1
42
45
51

Sale Date
11/28/05
05/01/06
06/01/06
03/08/05
04/04/06
10/13/05
03/02/05
07/12/06
04/27/05
05/23/05
02/14/06
09/13/06
09r21/06
05/26/05
02/06/06
01/28/05
05/26/05
05/19/06

Sale Price
$1,150,000
$1,512,000
$2,400,000

- $2vm0|0m
$6,200;000
$2u250l000
$3,000,000
$2,350,000

"$1,545,000

-$1,400,000
$3,500,000
$4,000,000
$4,100,000
$3,570,000
$2,300,000
$2,300,000
$3,460,000

'$9,474,000

2008 Value
$3,256,400

Gross Bldg
Area (GBA)

3,182

B

5600

o
(]

14,650
5,000
8,494
5,097
3,506
3,754
8,463
8,463

13,419
8,516
5,112

10,301

10,985

15,335

GBA ~

16,282

Price/GBA

$361.41

$394.57

$428.57
$326.10
$423.21
$450.00
$353.19
$461.06
$440.67
$372.94
$413.56
$472.65
$305.54
$547.88
$449.92
$223.28
$314.97
$617.80

cohdtﬂonmmmen'ts-

- Restaurant, fair condition

Recently renovated 4 levels =
Offices over retail adjacent to hotel
Alley accelig

-Historic mansion-planned’ addrhon for cord :

Former Burger King purchased fcr retali s
Purchased for.dormitory use

Bldg in good condition

Inn at Dupont Circle

Purchased by tenant

Leased to 1/01/07

To be owner occupied

Soil contamination issues

To be owner occupied

To be owner occupied

Retail/office use

part of portfolio sale

extensive renovations to property by seller

Value/Sq FT

$200.00

to be renovated into apartments or hote!
vacant & under histdrical preservat:or
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A taxmg questlon

The D.C. Office of Tax and Revenue has ﬁna]ly begun taxing
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 perrmt for the
properties.

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 adjoining Tabard Inn had to press hard
for tax officials to act. '

As Tabard Inn owner Jeremiah Cohen rightly pointed out, the
incorrect tax classifications 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 established 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
eligible for an exception granted to historic landmarks.

The tax rate was not changed to Class 3 until the Historic
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 bmld.mgs in
the Dupont Circle historic district.

The prolonged delays in this case — bolstered 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 hlgh

priority.
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CE’)/MPA/IZ\;IS'O/PJ OF TABARD INN AND 1745 N STREET NEXT DOOR-

Address Land (sf) GBA Land value Improvements Total Value Price/GBA Price/Land (sq ft)]
2008 BRPPA DECISION--Next Door to Tabard
1745 N Street 8,832 17,222 $1,000,000 $400,000 $1,400,000 $81.30 $113
Tabard 2009 P5#resed Assessment
1741 N Street 3,106 8,285 $1,687,200 $405,860 $2,171,700 $262.13 $543.21
1739 N Street 3,696 14,246 $2,217,600 $1,516,330  $3,734,230 $262.13 $600.00
1737 N Street 2,812 7.518 $1,863,600 $308,100 $2,093,060 $278.41 $662.74
\ -
“Total Tabard 9,614 30,049 $5,768,400 $2,230,290 $7,998,990 $266.20 $600.00
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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
Tax Year 2009

& A

Date: 07/16/2009

N STREET FOLLIES LTD

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE -
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437

Square: 0158 Suffix: Lot: 0836
Property Address: 1755 N ST 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:

617

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,

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

Notice of Decision
Tax Year 2009
I 3 K
SIS
Date: 07/16/2009
N STREET FOLLIES LTD
1025-CONNECTICUT AVENW STE
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437
Square; 0158 Suffix: Lot: 0062
Property Address: 1749 N ST - 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:

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

Notice of Decision
Tax Year 2009

e

Date: 07/16/2009

N STREET FOLLIES LTD

1025 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE
WASHINGTON, DC 200365437

Square: 0158 Suffix: Lot: 0835
Property Address: 1745 N ST 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: .

407

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.




