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Exhibit 1 

Letter, Dated January 8,' 2006, From 
Kathie L. Dematatis To The Board of Zoning 

Adjustment 



Board of Zoning Adjustment 
441 Fourth Street, N.W. 
Washington, D .. C. 20001 

Dear Members: of the Board: 

4750 Dexter Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Re: Appeal17391 

January 8, 2006 

I live at 4750 Dexter Street, N.W. I have owned this property since 1994. I live 
in the Wesley Heights Overlay District. My property is J)erpendicular to the Ludwigs' 
property. The backyard of my property is next to the backyard of the Lud'wigs' property. 

I am writing to support the appeal of my neighbors Jonathan Gottlieb and Diana 
de Brito of the decisions of the DC government to issue five building pem1its to Gene 
Ludwig to allow him to build his huge house and other buildings and structures on his 
property at 2620 Foxhall Road, N.W. 

Please do not dismiss the appeal of any ofthe five permits issued to the Ludwigs. 
In developing his property, Mr. Ludwig has caused me many problems. 

Early in 2003, before construction began, I went to speak with Mr. And Mrs. 
Ludwig because I was worried about how their devel6pment migbt affect me. In my 
conversations with them and in my subsequent conversation with Garth Norris of Sandy 
Spring, they assured me that almost all of the development. would be in the front of the 
property near Foxhall Road, not at the back of the property, near my house. The only 
exception they said was a tennis court. They assured me that I had nothing to worry 
about. They said I really would not be affected by their development 

I trusted them. They seemed like nice people, and I had heard that he was a 
lawyer and had served as an important official in the Clinton administration.. Only later 
did I learn that they did not tell me the reality of their plans. Had I known the truth about 
their plans in 2003, I would have objected. 

They did not tell me that they would raise up the tennis court high above the 
natural grade oftheir property and mine. 
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They did not tell me that they would be trucking in tons of fill, from who knows 
where, to raise their property by more than fifteen feet. 

They did not tell me that they would use tremendous concrete walls as high as 
twelve feet to hold the fill. 

They did not tell me they would build two walls within ten feet of their rear 
property line. 

They did not tell me they would build seven foot high fences on top of all these 
concrete walls. 

They (lid not tell me they would build (right near my property line) a large two 
story edifice with Greek columns and a pool. 

They did not tell me they would build the second house on more fill so that it is 
higher than the natural grade. 

The construction ofthis giant project took years and is still continuing. In 2003, 
one of the first things they did was to cut down almost all the trees and truck in tons of 
fill to raise the: height of the property. They put a high black fabric fence around the 
property, blocking my view and making it impossible for me to see what they were 
doing. I did not know what was going on until2005, when most of the construction was 
done, and they removed the cloth fences. it was only then that I was able to see the 
reality of what the Ludwigs had planned and see how dramatically I would be affected by 
the Ludwigs' development. 

In the winter of 2005, a group of neighbors met in my house with the Ludwigs' 
lawyer, Robert Gage and with Phil Leibovitz and Garth Norris of Sandy Springs to object 
to various aspects of the development. Among the issues we complained about were the 
many high waHs: in the back and side of the property, the height, size and location of the 
tennis court and the pool house on the property and especially the serious flooding 
problems that we were experiencing since the LudWigs began the development of their 
property. We also complained about the construction being done on Sundays and early in 
the morning and late at night. · 

During the meeting, Mr. Gage and his colleague seemed responsive. They made 
many promises but afterwords did nothing to fix the problems. For instance, in response 
to our complaints about serious runoff problems, they left two bales of hay in my 
neighbor's yard .. 

I was shocked when months after the winter 2005 meeting, the Ludwigs erected 
many seven foot high fences on top of the tall walls that we had fi)und so objectionable. I 
can't believe that they never told us about them at the meeting. Had I known they were 
going to build on top of the walls, I would have objected. 
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Givl:::n my past experience with the Ludwigs, my grea;t concern for the future is 
that the Ludwigs will .file more permit applications to constmct even more things on their 
property. 

I have more runoff of water and silt from the property than ever before. I even 
had raw sewage leak from the Ludwigs property onto mine. I repeatedly contacted Bob 
Gage. They took months to respond, and I still have a leak. 

I look out my windows and see a tennis court where there used to be nothing but 
trees. From my master bedroom, I will have to hear the noise of the Ludwigs playing 
tennis. I am concerned that they will hit tennis balls into my backyard and may cause 
damage. I arn extremely concerned that they will put lights on to the tennis court. 

As a n::sult of all of the buildup of the ground, the overwhelmingly high walls, and 
the fences on top of the walls, the estate towers over all of the neighbors' houses. The 
Ludwig development has forever altered the beauty of our W e:dey Heights street. 

Please: do not dismiss this case. We need your help. 

Than}(: you. 



Exhibit 2 

2000 Building Permit and Application 
For The Ludwig Estate 
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.r.:-----· .~--- ... ~.~-· - .. -. - .-,~ .~---. 

***...._, -cwn.:....-..a 
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND REG!JI.ATORY AJ=FAIRS 

BUILDING AND LAND REGULATION ADMINISTRA110NI B 4 3 3 9 4 0 _""....__ 
Form BLRA-15 
(Rev. 9130191 , BUILDING PERMIT ! PI!RMIT NO. 

12/21./00 (Type) JEW CONST./ret. ~1 
. 2620 YOXBALL RD •. N. W. Address of wodt 

TOTAL PERMnr FEE 

tOWner) FILING FEE ·~~is~~s~&l~"~rG. 
WhQ if! BIJihorized to peffoffll the wOrk descrlbtld herein at the NO. DATE I $ 34,. 64 .06 . 
addreSS· shOwn above In strict accordance with the condltlons 
sta. on BOTH sides olthls permit. m ;::o ;::o UJ FEE PAYABLE 
A . ,· woiiKandco~r~ditionsotpertormancethereot: ~~·:g. (t' FORINSPECTIONSCALLT27·7562 

. . .. · . . IDENTIAL DWELLING, ATTACHED ~ TJflns OOtJR.T n TERJAcii!., I'U'tU'RE SWIMMING 
POet~.· RET. WALL "MAT. CONCRETE BLOCK, ~OibBNTIUlf..Y ON OWBEit'.&· J.Alm. . .··.,:.· .. ·. . . ....... ·~ 0 .. ··.·· ·. . . 

~~An PJIDPDTY OBLY. SEPARATE ELE~, 8BG AJlD MECII. IBSW.I.ATIOIIP'vEiiii-... i[OQS 
. AUidiJQu;ntED .. THIS PEBMIT DOES HOT ~ ,9R()ftRtJ PUBLIC SID~ Ita TRUCKS. 
SW.RMlMJJUdj!ERJUT NEEJ>Eil.QfOlll ANY WORK ~1;;: S:PACE. No. of Stories z 

Zone .\Jt..,.l-A ~\'~led ats SI'It . 
~~lght ~~ terrace above grade 00 g :!»Ma~l'ls: 

. AddreA.s of owner SABI AS ABOYtJl ;; ~ ~-! ~ ~ 
Det~lt No. · Amount ~· ~ :!:; ~ ·~ 
DE. ·p ...•. MENT CIF CONSUMER AND REGUI..A TORY AFFAIRS §6 _e, n. ;;o ~ 

: ,.., ..... Jo-10 

J 
C FULLER . 1<0. ~ ; ;3 

DIRECTOR ~ 0 ::: ~ 
c:: (). ...... 



DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAJBS 
:I!UJJ.DI!NG AHO LAND REGULATION AOIIINJSTRA110N; PERMIT PRC>CESSlNG OMSlON (1'27-7'050) 

AIPPlJIGATION FOR CONSTRUCTION PEBMITS ON PRIVATE ffROPffiTY 
(PRINT iN J,'li( OR TYPE: 00 NOT WRITE IN SHAOED AREAS ds ()N PAGE 4) 

ERASD1G. CBOSSUIG OUT. WRITING OIIT> o8 OTBEilWtsr: AlTEIRfNG AllY urrERSJtiiFOIIMAnOII WlllYOlD-.1111S APPUCAT101t 

J)f.. New Building 

C Addition 
0 Alterati<on and Repair 
0 Raze Building 
Description of Proposed Work: 

.2S. Retaining Wall 

C Fence 

0 Shed 

0 Awning 

RU 27 

pf... Garage fo;714<.-r'+tC2.') 
[J Sign 

Jill Other (Speciry) --~!)S ~ 

A-TTA:<~J~ ~oBJ Ne. i?\/ ~e>!):';e/\FTli::J-- L J) {_,N 2-"'Ll---1 A) G-) 

7e7'J.AJ?5 .· Lo-v·rc.T> -n;-72-?--AC-E:" 1 Fu!U r-6 5lAJ;.w1/11tN& foot-~ 

17. Prop. No. of 
Stories of Bldg.: 

1 18. Prop. No. of 
Dw·~lling Units: 

'L. 
~~~~~~--~-~~~~ttn-t~~~~~~~~~~~n.g~~~:tk~oO<eb~r~is;;:~--;[~[[Doe~~s~t~he=-p~sedwo~ 

0'.oumpster invol~·e disturbing the earth 

earth more' than 50 sq. ft.? 

ft Yes. answer q. 24·25 

C No, S '1, q. 24-25 

:.ALWAYS SIGN THE APPUC:ATION ON PAGE 3 (SECTION 1). 

Area of 
Offsite Drainage: 

1plete Section B if the proposed work is new building. addition or alteration. {Page 2) 
1plete Section C it the proposed work is razing a building. (Page 2) 

lplete Section D if the proposed work is a re,taining wall. (Page 2) 
1plete Sectiqn E if the proposed work i:; a fence. (Page 3) 

lplete SectiOn F if the proposed work is a shed/garage. (Page 3) 

lplete Section G if the proposed work is an awning. (Page :3} 
1plete Section Hit the proposed work is a sign. (Page 3) 
, .. -.~c 

or razing a building? -

C:S::Yes, answer q. 23 

0 No, SKIP q_ 23-27 



-_ · (B) NEW BUI~10JNG~ ADol , '~ ALTE~ATJON i90MPLETE I 
.. . 

41. Type 

Masonry 

Wood 

.a'Steel :J FullySprinklered 0 StandpipeSystem 0 
_ Other: C Partially Sprinklered ZJNone 

;z+;q<i:D 
~Concrete 0 Other: ___ _ 

Area C)f 45. 
Bldg.: 

SQ. ft. 

Numbe~ and type 

--------
. Water or Sewer 
~-6n? 
..._. Yes 

::::; No 

Name: 

'· the 

No '-' 

0 Yes 

0 No 

sq. ft. 

in this pem1it: 
of Bldg: 

-(/7 z_Z·'1. /LJ AU n Floors ___ _ 

SQ. ft. 
of projection: 1 50. Width of 

---· 
55. Sheeting/Shoring 

Neeessary? 

0 Yys 
!Y"No 

\ projection: 

-
56. Elevators 

0 

57. No. and 
type <:>f elev.: 

58. Plans 
Engineer? 

ft. 

by 

73. Sizeot 
Connection: 

in. 

80. Party 

0 Yes 
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Land• 

-----,-.,..--,-l-~-:-::--:-c,-L-.,...~~--~~~_;~.L;~~~~~~~~~~:::=::=:;:~ {a) ____ ft above sidewalk 
(b) ___ ·_ft above parking 

(<:) ___ f t above grade 

ght relative to building i:III<J ·Y'""'"'"''-'-/ 
a) ___ ft ___ _ 

t>) ft in above roof 
:) ft ____ in is bldg 137. 138. 
___ tt __ _ 

bottom ft. ' 

Sign 

I hereby certify that I am the owner of the property; tnat the appiicatior~ and plans a~e complete and correct to the best of 
my knowledge; and that if a permit (or permits) i!' !ssued, the construction will conform to the D.C. Construction Codes. 
the Zoning Regulations, and other applicable laws and regulations of the Dist:ict c•f Colt,~mbia 

Sig!)atur~ of Owner: _____ _ Address:. _______________ _ 
Date·~-----



0 
0 
G 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
u 

·· P,ageA• 
. .. .-''::· 

' ; '- ~· .. ' 

{J) APPROVALS (00 NOT WRITe. ON THIS PAGE; OFFICJ 
I ' 

L USE ONLY): 

A. PERMrr CONTROL 

10. Rental Accom. b ·-------Date. 

11. Chinatown Di . by::·------ Date: -->~-----

1.lnformation Counter b~r=---·---+---,.-4~ 

2. Information Center by:: -----·+-:::...,4-­
. 0 (a} ABC Board by:_-·----·---

0 (b} NoiSe Control by:: __ 

:J Environmental Pofi,;y Review 

0 ~- Zoning by: -----·--Date:----­
W 2. DPW - Permit and Records Division 

Contro o.: ---·----·---
b . .-/J.-.;t9.-_= 
Erosion Control by:: __ .J.fl:X€'-=:.._::::_-J~~-

Access to 0 r-
street Street U Alley 

·_. __ oa,., ,z,;1 
r Engineer • /. /_,_, 

C Storm water M!i_mt. by;l· ,_.,....,ll--;.,..&.J~~ 
~lan No . ..:S:.:~o ~- GO 
"0 / ~echanical Eng. Review by:~-~~:;~~;;;-_L~~~~ 
_.2(" ~Plumbing Eng. Review by 

7-f 9. E!.ectrical Eng. Review i:>x; - . 

4. ER~ . Erosion co~n ro :.._; 10. Health Plan Review ' 4 ~ . · 
Cl d b D ~" J 4 0 ' =_ {a) Food Plan ReviE:w by: 

eare . y: ----"---,··-- ~ 1 

Cleared by: (Ge.._ ___ Date:~~ 

---------1 :__ (b) Medical X-ray Plan A!': 
Restrictions of the Per~it: ( by:__ fl--}.. ___ Date: ------

:Prl V J e j)ID fU If c:J ~I ''1 . "u.dllf'!f ~ 11. D.C. Fire Dept. {Fire Pmvention ~n Review Section} 

. :rtt: e.! t:M"R\CN.., pttllle\HG M\t) fiE..\.,nnmVt- by: ~- Date: ---
e!e1'lWu:. o.a:;.\11 ncnwn~ . . 12. Elevator ~Ian Rev. Sec. by:~ Date:-----
\}\~:rAUJJ\. . · QN pERJI{SAR£~~~~~ftU";W · -~-, .... -~ ....... 13. Plumbing Insp. Rev. by: Date:-----

,l'.) -..- J4. ConstrGction Insp. Branch (field Check) 

~-~:;; nrtf ::; ~:; "'!~' ::;-~ 1 ,-, ~;!<>ric P'OS. o;,_ b~")~' . ~:::~ J :! I ! 
I l./ 11 ~: ~~~ctural Eng. by::' · Date: I'L _I d. BOt 

.;; 0 ( fL- i ~ t)C "J IG C:>f>:\.4L; ~ ' r G 17. Permit and Certificate bsu unt \ 
. . I 

TO REPORT WASTEJ FRAUD, OR ABU ~y .,...·--: D3at \ 

Oc GOVERNMENT OFFICE OR OFFlClA ~CALL THE .r /?- L-2.(~\ • • , w 18. Q.C. By::~ _ ._- _ , 

0.~. iNSPECTOR GENERAL AT -~ -800· 21-1639 f: · \ 
ZONING --r-DPW - P~BUC S~ l ~ , ___ ...=.:,.;..._ _____ --; 

C • 0 N ..,_ D ',·_ ;_l New bldg. 
o. um....,r----r-~~+--;\- ate. ______ , _, P.O.D. Street Name: 

Existing Use(s) :f , ______ , -, Street V'!lr.dth: 
File.in 

room 329 
Sidewanc Width: __ _ 

• 
Job No.: BZA Case ~k>.: \ PUD Order No.: 

l 
l 

Road Width: ------,-------~+--17/)--'~-*' 

Parking: ___ ··----- __ I 
Restrictions: __ .. _____ , _________ _ 

------·------'--'---·----------'-------.. --



Exhibit 3 

Chart 
The Five Building Permits For The Ludwig Estate 



The Five Building Permits For 

The Ludwig Estate. 

Permit Ludwig 
Number !Description 

B4511. "75 Sitework/Grading 
Wall/Tennis Court 

B455009 House, Driveway, 
Retaining Walls 
terraces 

Date Application Date Permit 
Filed Issued 

March 6, 2003 May 9, 2003 

March 12, 2003 Sept. 15, 2003 

B452577 Footings/Foundation May 27, 2003 June 26, 2003 
For new single 
family home 

B452735 Tennis Court July 1, 2003 July 1, 2003 

B472018 Fences April '21, 2005 April 27, 2005 



Exhibit 4 

Chart 
Zoning Approval Of The Five Building Permits 



Zoning Approval Of 'The 

Five Building Permi~ 

Permit Description Zoning Staff Nuanber Biz 
Number Of Work Member Approving 12.IDl_s Reviewed 

B451175 Sitework/Grading gr 41 days 
Wall/Tennis Court 

B452577 Footings/Foundation X ... Mac 5 days 

B4521735 Tennis Court X ... Mac 1 day 

B455009 House/driveway Faye 0. 95 days 
Walls/ terraces 

B472018 Fences X ... Mac 1 day 



Exhibit 5 

Environmental Intake Forn1 
Dated March 5, 2003. 



DEPART, .~T OF CONSUMER & REGULA,TOR)· ... -FAJRS 
Building and Land Regulation Admlnis\l:ration 

941 North Capitol Street NE, Suite .2000 
Washington DC 20002 

ENVIRONMENTAL INTAKE FORM 
Project .Aclctr.;;;:- Lot: Square 

2" 20 ;r;101Al-}.'..- RPJtiJf//c> -:3 J 
Profect Descdptkm: · ' 

'----'----·-·----------'--~~""--kR.:AJ? cf\f ~ ro ~ _ st? 
··-----oate:-·1/o 4/o 3 

Owner's address and phone fl.:--------------
Authorized agent: __ P"E:RMITS LIMITED INC 

---------"""f7817 PRINCEss ANNE DR 
Address and Phone# of authorized agent; OLNEY' MD 20832 

' Scope of the P~( --Yes No lnstnactions 
1. Does the owner of this site own / If yes, subm1rt at s,fte plan to EJS Coordinator, DCRA. -
adjacent Of abutting Pf13perly? ' .. If no plan exists, submit written fJxplanatlon to EIS Coorc 

DCRA. 
2. Does lhe owner of ills site plan to If Y8'l• submitai site plan to EIS Coordinator, OCRA. -
acquire property that is~ to or V' If no plan exists;, submit written explanation to EIS Coord 
abutting~ Site withil1 the next three DCRA. 

' '!.ears? --·- -
3. Is additional activity planned by tbe If yes,, submllt a site plan to EIS Coordinator, OCRA. 

,/ If no plan exhts'., submit written explanation to EIS Coord 
applicant for this site or any site within DCRA. the $&me squam during)~ next \\'vee 
years that requires a permit? L. 

4. Is this a reSidential 1>roject within the v If yes,. skip to signature line. 
R-1 through R-5-A ZOfl~l9 districts? 
5. Is this project a single.-farnfty residence lf yes,, skip to &ignatUreDine. 
that is not in conjunction with the buildiog 
of two or rnof9 units? 
6. Is this project an arosssoty structure If yes, skip to sitinature nne. 
such as a garage. patk>, swimming pw 
or fence? 

.. 

-7. 's the project solely an interior 
renovation with no change-In the use or -'If yes, skip to :!lignature lfine. 
capacity of the structum being 
renovated? 
8. Is the project located "'in an ·-
Economic Development Zone, as defined If yes, skip to ~~ignltture Une. 
in DC Code 5-1401 et !~g (DC Law 7-

! 177)? - ---: 9. Is the JPI'Oiect located Vl~thin the ' 

Central Employment Area as defined in If yes. skip to signature line • 
• DC Zoning ~ulatfons~~(TJtle 11DCMR) 
' 10. Does the project lnvoi)Jve only the tf yes, skip to signaiUfeifne. 
: operation, repair, maintenance, or minor 
l alteration of public strucltures. facilities, 

1
, mechani<'.al equipment, •or topographical 
: features and invol'le negligible or no 
, expansion of use beyond that previously 

· ' existing? 
-. 11. Has an Environmental lmpact If yes, submit documentation to EJS Coordinator, DCRA. 
Statement (EIS) been prepared pursuant 
to the National Enviroometntal Policy Act 
of 1969 (NEPA), otr a deiem1inat1on 

Ll~ 
made that no EIS is needc:KI, or has the 
functiona\ eq\li'lalent of an E\S been 
prepared? 

~-------------~----· 



IC)mthe 
Scope of the Pro·ect··--·-··-
12. ts an exemption cla,imed fi 
requirement to submit an Envif 
Impact Screening Form pursu<l 
20, Sec. 7202 that is not referr 
this ronn? If yes, describe tM 
and cite the relevant section o 
r ulations on an attactunerat 
13. Does the total ~tofthe 
project exCC*td St-42 matJion, 8 

·onmental 
tnt to Title 
1ed to in 
·exemption 
fthe 

-
ncluding 

site l and cOnstt\ICtlkl .n? 
'1.42 14. Is the cost of this protect $ 

million or less? If yes, !>lease 1 answer all 
of the folfow · s: 

ftaln any 
.at Is 

A. Does the project sitBCOO" 
species of plant or animal th 
identified as threatened or 
enda ? 

'inds, 
OOfeet of 

B. Are any streams, ia'kes,~ 
springs or wetlands wilthin 1 
the project site? 

'\"emission 
tants from 
?' 
Et use, 
ardous 
DCMR 

C. Wilt the project resiUIIt"i'rlait 
of odorous or other air poilu 
an sollrce, in VOCs 
D. Wll action Involve d1 
production or disposal ,of haz 
subst8nees as defined In 20 
7299? 

d v.tlere 
iS less than 

E. Witt construction b&OO'iiiiii 
the depth to 1he water table 
3feet.? 

Olfthe F. Willt blasting occur 8'$Part 
. t? 

niiEidlcal, G. WiU the project generate 
infectious, radioactive or haza lf100us 

waste? -·-

y--- No Instructions 
.. -------------------------· 

If yes, describe on cln :;. Ua1 imt and submit to EIS Coordinato•r, 
DCRA. 

If yes, and no exernll'tiCl 
Form (EISF) requirecl 

•n claimiEtd, EnvironrMntallfnPact Screenlfl! 

~ectcc~~t==~--=----=---==-~ If no, indicate actual~ 

If yes, complete A th1ro• 

.. ----·----------
If ~s, EISF retQuired. 

.. ____ , __________ _ 
If yes,, EISF required. 

.. ----·----'--------
If yes, EISF required. 

If yes. EISF required. 

.. ----·-----------
If yes. EISF required. 

If yes, EISF required. 

If yes, EISF required. .. ----·----------

.. ----·----------
I certify tbat an of the stateme1nts on this application are true and complete to the blt51t o~f my lmowledge and 
belief. a agree to compl}r with 8111 applicable laws and regulations of the District of c:olumbla. The making of false 
state on this ap · ils punishabl by criminal penalties. (DC Code Sec. :t2-2!i14) 

'1 . __ :3}1:.1 I!) /_(J:-3~-
Date ~ 

........ ___ -_E-.n-~-~~---n-.me-__ -_n--ta-t-tm-_ pa-c-t ~~~-;~-----n-1-ng--_-Fo_rm __ ---,,-?1--_e"l'W!!'I!:--?~'!!!'e~s"!"_ -_ ""'!~ ..... $.~E.~~~:'!"':~x!""'--,---. -t:a:.~tli-.-.-_ b-c-~---ina-t_o_r ____ _ 

DCRA Reviewer ~ . , 1..u · :=-

If yes, submit to EIS Coordinator 
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Aftaiii'S 

Building and Land Regulation Administratlii)Jl 

·comments--------·-·--------------------

NOTE=.fPPROVAL OF A BUILDING PERMIT IS NOT SYNONYMOUS WITH APPROVJLLO,F AN .ACTION OR ENnRE 
PROJ~CT UNDER THE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 1989. IF THE APPLICANT BUIU>S ON THE SAME, 
ADJAd,ENT OR ABUTTING A~ROPERTY OR EXPANDS UPON THE WORK DE.:SCRIBED IN THE INSTANT 
APPU¢ATION OR PLANS AND SPECJRCATIONS WITHIN THREE YEARS, AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
SCREBNING FORM MAY BE RIEQUIRED FOR THE ENTIRE PROJECT, INCLUDING 1i'IE ~ORTION ENCOMPASSED 
BY THtS APPLICATION AND PERMIT APPROVAL. FURTHER, IF THE ACTIOfoJ IS IN 1i10LA TION OF ANY 
FEDERAL OR DISTRICT LAWS Jr>Ef1~TAINING TO THE ENVIRONMENT, AN EISF CAN BE REQUIRED. 

TO REPORT WASTE, FRAUD, OR ABUSE BY ANY DC GOVERNME:NT OFFICE OR } J )( 0 
OFFICIAL, CALL THE INSPECTOR GENERAL ON 1·· 800· S2·1··1639 '-f U /· 



Exhibit 6 

Env~ronmental Intake Forrn 
Dated June 30, 2003. 



DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER & REGULATORY A.FIFAIRS 
Buildi 1nd Land Regulation Administrati1[)n 

941 .. .-orth Capitol Street NE, Suite 20Cl0 
Washington DC 20002 

ENVIRONMENTAL INTAKE FORM 
Project Name; Project Addres~ -··--- Lot .•... · .. J Square: 

ZL ~0 toJ'-..l-~-L ~· ·.fi.JVJ . ' 3 _j 
filed Job Application # "(i_fa_p_p.,.,.lic ..... a...,.bt""-e-):-------11-Pr=-o-=-je-ct-:-:D~es-cr...,..ip....,t-lo-n:~·---- · J:<J.~' 1. 

______ ...__ ________ ··--~-----------
Owner: __ _ ··----Date: (o{ ~0 { 0 3 
Owner's address and ph,one #: PERMITS LIMI I ED INC 
Authorized agent: ____ _ 17817 PRINCESS ANNI:..DR---------
Address and Phone# of •authorized agent:.~_O_LN_EY __ M_D_20832 ____ ~ ··---·-·---------
Scope of the Project __ 
1 Does the owner of thts sit 
adJacent or abutting prope1rt 

eown 
y? 

ie plan to 2 Does the owner of t11.1s si 
acqu1ro property that IS adf,a 
abutttng thts s1te wcthln the 

cent to or 
next three 

1-!-y_ea;...:r..::s.:..? ________ _ -
ned by the 3 1:~ addattonal acb,nty plan 

applicant for lhts sr~e or an, 
the same square dunog thE 
years that r urres a permi 
4 Is thts a residential proje 
R-1 through R-5-A ~~inQ d 
5 Is this proJect a s1ngle-fa 
that is not tn COnJuncUon w 
of two or more uJlfts? 

r s.te Wlthtn 
., next three 
~~~ 

,a wrthin the 
·•stncts? 
rruly residence 
ith the budding 

·c;ry structure 
mnmmg pool 

6 Is this protect an a;ccess 
such as a garage, pab1o, Sill 
or fence? 

ni(mor 7 Is the proJect soteiliaili"" 
renovation with no change 
capac1ty of the structure be 

in the use or 
m.g 

renovated? ·-an 8 Is the proJect tocate""diil 
Economtc Development Z 
10 DC Code 5-1401 fil! ~ 

0110, as defined 
(DC Law7-

177)? 
attiii, the 9 ls the proJecti"O"Cated w 

C~ntral Employment Area 
DC Zomn R!'!9ulatlons? 

a:s defmed 1n 
(T1Ua 11 DCMR) 

e(mlythe 
ance, or mmor 
re:s,. facilities, 
r topographical 
IQible or no 
th1~t: previously 

1 0\ Does the protect IIWOiv 

operation, repair, mamten 
alt~rabon of public s.tructu 
mechanical e:quipment. o 
fe~tures and Involve negl 
expansion of use beyond 
extstlng? ---11 Has an Envtronmenta 
Sta\ement (EIS) been prep 
to the Nattonal Environm 
of 1969 (NEPA), or a det 
made that no EIS IS need 
functional equ1valent of a 

llrlrtiPacl 
arod pursuant 

ental Polley Act 
erminati<m 
ed, or has the 
n EIS been 

pr~ared? --·--- j 

··-

Yes No Instructions 

/ If yes, submit a si1e P, 
If no plan exists, sub 
DCRA. 

an to EllS Coordinator, DCRA. 
n'lilt wriltten explanation to EIS Coordinate: 

/ 
~yes, submit a site p·t 

If no plan exists, sub 
DCRA. 

an to EDS Coordinator, DCRA. 
mit written explanation to EIS Coordinattc 

If yes, submit a sft,a Ji~ / If no plan exists, S'llb 
DCRA. v 

latn to EIS Coordinator, DCRA. 
m:it writt1m explanation to ElS Coordinate 

-/ If yes, skip to sign;ittii 

If yes, skip to signatti 

If yes, skip to slgn~1t 

·------·-----------------------
If yes, ~kip to sign21t ure line. 

! 

··------------------
If yes, skip Ito signat utre line. 

··-------.........,.-------
If yes, skip no signat Ull"e line. 

If yes, skip to signat 

If yes, submit docur nentatlon to EIS Coordinator, DCRA. 

-



Scope oft.heproject--
12 Is an exemption claim 
requirement to submit an 
Impact Screemng Form 
20, Sec. 7202 that 1s not 
th1s form? It yes. describ 
and c1te the relevant sec 
regulations on an attach 
13. Does the totai cost o 
project exceed $142J"II 
site preparation and con 
14 Is the cost of this pro 
million or less? If yes, p 
of the followlo uesbons 

ed from the 
, EnVIronmental 
pursuant to Tttle 
. referred to 10 

e the exemption 
.lion of the 
mont 
fthe 
lton, 1nctud1n9 
:sqructton? 
,jEtCt $1.42 
loase answer all 

c· 

t€; conta&n any A Does the prOJect s1 
spectos of plant or am 
Identified as tlhrealene< 

mal that as 
lor 

endan ered? 
B. Are an~· streams--;-ia 
spnngs or weUands w 
the project s1te'l' 

kes, ponds. 
tttun 100 feet of 

c Wall the proJectre5" 
of odorous or other a1 
any source. ind~~ 
D. Will this actkm inv 
productiOn or dtsposal 
substances as defined 

uiK sn an emissiOn 
r pctllutants !rom 
VOCs? 
ol\l;,e! the use, 
of hazardous 
11'!200CMR 

7299? 
E Will constructlorlbe 
the depth to the wate 

Oiitand where 
r tablte IS less than 

3 feet? 
as P,art of the F Wtll blasting o~'iu;:-­

pir ·ect? 
G. Will the prOJectge­
•nfecttous, rad1oactiv 

nerate medica!. 
e or !hazardous 

waste? -----

Yes No 
.. 

Instructions .. _ 
If yes, describe on a n a. .1ment and submit to EIS Coordinate 
DCRA. 

If yes, and no ell:em 
Form {EISF) req111ire 

ption claimed, Environ.nentaf Impact Screer 
d. 

If no, indicate ac:tu~ lproje~t~c~o~s~t~===-=-~?===-=--=~ 

tf yes, complete A. . ll:hl"ough G_ 

.. -------------------------
If yes, EISF requirec I. 

·---------------
If yes, lEI SF requl1rec 

.. ____________ _ 
It' yes, l:tsr"' require Cit.. 

.. ______________ _ 
If yes, EISf requir•a d .. 

' 
.. ______________ _ 

tf yes, EISF requim d .. 

If yes, EISF requint d:·----

If yes, EiSF require 
d_ .. ___ _ 

r-------------·------------------------~~----~ .. ~------·-----··----------------------0 _OFFICI~ US~ OHL: Y 

Environmental\ Impact Screening Form required; Yes ____ No·--- Rt)ferredl to EIS Coordinator __ _ 

DCRA Reviewer 

Comments ___ _ 

()ate 

If yes, submit to EIS Coordinator 
Department of Consumer and Regulatory ,DJfairs 

Building and Land Regulation Administmtil'.m 

.. ----·-------
NO 'E: APPROVAL OF A BtHLDING PERMIT IS NOT SYNONYMOUS WITH APPROiiAi OF AN ACTION OR ENTIRE 
PRO\JECT UNDER THE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 1989. IF THE APPLICANT BUILDS ON THE SAME, 
ADJ~CENT OR ABUTTIN(; PROPERTY OR EXPANDS UPON THE WORK DESCRIBED IN THE INSTANT 
APPLICATION OR PLANS AND SPECIFICA nONS WITHIN THREE YEARS, 1'N I':NVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
SCREENING FORM MAY BE REQUIRED FOR THE ENTIRE PROJECT, INCLUDING THE PORTION ENCOMPASSED 
BY tms APPLICATION AND PERMIT APPROVAL. FURTHER, IF THE ACTit>N IS IN VIOLATION OF ANY 
FEDERAL OR DISTRICT LAWS PERTAINING TO THE ENVIRONMENT, AN EISF CAN Bf: REQUIRED. 

\ .'J 

' TO REPORT WASl"E, FRAUD, OR ABUSE BY ANY DC GOVERNMENT OFFICE OR 
OFFICIAL., CA.Ll THE INSPECTOR GENERAL ON ·1- 800~ 5:2·1-1639 



Exhibit 7 

EmaH message, Dated June 8, 2003, 
from Eugene A. Ludwig to Diana de Brito 

J.J/1 



• 
Diana, 

"Ludwi'9, Eugene Jl1." 
<ludwieu@promontoryf 
g.com> 

Office: 

OEi/08/2003 07:45AM 

To: "Diana de Brito" <Diana.deBrito@cwt.com> 
cc: 

Subject: RE: Foxhall Rd/Dexter St 

Hi! Sorry for the disruption to you folks!!!! I have already contacted Sandy Springs. They re terrific people 
and will start first thing on Monday to make sure this or anything else that is disruptive to you folks does 
not happen again. 

Please, if any problems arise, contact me or maybe better Bob Gage immediately. The problem is that I 
travel a great deal and am hard to reach, though e-mail is a good medium. Bob is an old friend and has 
been kind enough to act as coordinator for this build since I am not typically availab~e. He also by happy 
coincidence has his office in the same building as our firm. 

Hopefully by the late fall life will quiet down a bit for us and we will have a chance to have you and 
Jonathan over for drinks. 

Best regards., 

Gene 

Eugene A Ludwig 
Promontory Financial Group 
1201 Pa. Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
202-662-6980 

Robert Gage 
Covington & Burling 
1201 Pa. Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
202-662-5636 

-----Original Message-----
From: Diana de Brito [mailto:Diana.deBrito@cwt.com] 
Sent: Saturday/ June 071 2003 5:57 PM 
To: Ludwig, Eugene A. 
Subject: Foxhall Rd/Dexter St 

Hi - thanks for calling. As discussed, please send us the relevant contact information. Regards, 
Diana. 

Diana de Brito 
Cadwalader, Wickersham & Taft LLP 
1201 F Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 

l//l. 



Exhibit 8 

E111ail message, Dated June 8, 2003, from 
Robert Gage to Diana de Brito 



"Gage, Robert" 
<rgage@cov.com> 

Office: 

06/08/20CK~ 12:28 PM 

To: "Diana deBrito@Dexter (E-mail)" <Diana.deBrito@cwt.com> 
cc: "Ludwig@Promontory Ludwig@Promontmy (E-mail)" 

<eludwig@promontoryfg.com>, ""Garth f\lorris@SSBuilders (E-mail)" 
<znorris@erols.com>, "Phil L':libovitz@SandySpring (E-mail)" 
<buildfast@aol.com> 

Subject: Foxhall: Ludwig/Gottlieb 

Diana: I understand from Gene Ludwig that construction on his new home may have resulted in some spillover of 
water or sediment to your home. As I am sure that Gene has assured you, Sandy Spring Builders will review the 
situation no later than tomorrow morning and take whatever steps are necessary to correct the situation and remedy 
any damage. Both Phil Leibovitz, the principal ofSSB, and his Project Sup't, Garth Norris, are extremely 
responsive.. I am copying them both on this EMail. After you have spoken with them, please confirm to me their 
commitments to you and whether that appears to you to be sufficient to deal with the immedi;ate problem. 

Please advise all of us should any future problems arise and I assure you that SSB will jump on them also. Gene and 
Carol have stressed to their entire design/construction team from Day #1 that not dismpting their neighbors is VERY 
IMPORT ANT to them. They want to b'e good neighbors and to have their home and family be an asset to the 
neighborhood .. 

This message is Jrom a law firm and may contain information that is confidential or l<egally privileged. If you are not 
the intended redpient, please immediately advise the sender by reply e-mail that this message: has been inadvertently 
transmitted to you and d<~lete this e-mail from your system. Thank you for your cooperation. 

<<Robert J. Gage. vet>> 

RobertJ. Gage.vcf 



Exhibit 9 

Statement of Alan Bergstein, 
D .. C. Office of Corporation Counsel, before 

The Zoning Com_mission of the Distrrct of Columbia, 
May 13, 2002 



GOVERNMENT 

OF 
THE DISTRICT OF CGLUM.BIA 

+ + + + + 

ZONING COMMISSION 

+ + + + + 

REGULAR MEETING 
l132nd MEETING SESSION (7":h OF 2002) 

+ + + + + 

MONDAY 

MAY 13, 2002 

+ + + + + 

1 

The Regular Meeting of the District of Columbia 

Zoning Commission convened at 1:30 p.m. in the Office of Zoning 

Hearing Room at 441 4th Street,. Northwest, Washington, D.C., 

Carol J. Mitten, Chairperson, presiding. 

ZONING COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT: 

CAROL J. MITTEN 
ANTHONY J. HOOD 
JAMES HANNAHAM 

PETE:R G. MAY 

Capital) 

JOHN G. PARSONS 

,.chairperson 

Vice Chairperson 

Commissioner 

Commissioner 

(Architect 

Commissioner 

NEAL R. GROSS 
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCHIBEFtS 

1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 

of the 



COMMISSION STAFF PRESENT: 

Alberto P. Bastida, Secretary, ZC 
Sharon Sanchez, Office of Zoning 

OTHER AGENCY STAFF PRESENT: 

Andrew Altman, Director, 6ffice of l?lamling 
Steven Cochran, Office of Planningr 
Ellj:m McCarthy, Deputy Director, 

Office of Planning 

D.C. OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL: 

.,1\lan Bergstein, Esq. 

NEAL R. GROSS 
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCI~IEIERS 

1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 

2 

L/ If. 



I-N-D-·E-X 

Preliminary Matters. 
.. - ..... o- .... . ... 4 

Action on Minutes .. .. ... 6 

Status Report, Office of Planning.. . . . .. . . . 6 

Hearing Action 

Letter from Holland & Knight LLP re: Z .. C'. 

Case No. 00-27M and Companion Ca:3e 
No. 01-33TA ........... . ... 11 

Proposed Action 

Z.C. Case No. 01-17M/93-5F/91-18P 
{1957 E Street/GWU) . 

Z.C. Case No. 02-01 (BZA Appeals 
from ZA Decision) . . . . . . . . 

Final Action 

34 

56 

z:.c. Case No. 02-03 (GWU 616 23rd St.) .. 69 

Z. C. Case No. 00-23P (Connecticut 1!1venue 
Between Jocelyn Street and 

Nebraska Avenue. . . . . . . . . . . . . 78 

Z. C. Case No. 01-05-TE/00-08TE/90-20F /87··4P 
(Capitol Point - Time Extension) . . . . .. 80 

Z.C. Case No. 01-31TE/98-17F (Florida 
Rock - Time Extension) . . 115 

Z.C. Case No. 00-14/97-15 - CBRFs. . . . 22 

/ 

Correspondence 

Memorandum from Susan 0. Gilbert, 
Associate Director of OES, re :' Fi:cst 
Source Employment Agreements ..... 

NEAL R. GROSS 
COURT REPORTERS Al'JD TRANSCRIBEHS 

1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 

139 

3 
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1 question, and I haven 1 t had a chance to really try to start 

2 thinking about this. Where it says in the language in 3112.2, 

3 further dmm like on the second line where it says -- actually, 

~.l let 1 s go back to the first line, "The date the person appealing 

5 the administrative decision had notice or knowledge of the 

6 decision complained of." How are 111e going to be able to 

7 determine when that happens, because I may get it on the 61st 

B day. I may find out about it the 6lst day. I just see that as 

9 being open-ended and leaving a legality of a loop where people 

10 can come in and just argue that right off the page. Maybe Mr. 

11 Bergstein can clarify that a little more for me. 

12 MR. BERGSTEIN: That 1 s sort: of the -- you have two 

13 different types of appeals before the 3Z.A.. You have an appeal 

14 'where someone denies a permit or a C of 0, and then that creates 

15 an absolute knowledge. The person who wants their permit or C of 

16 0 knows they have 60 days. The harder thing is when you have 

17 these sit.uations where a perm}t is authorized and things start 

18 happening: on the property, and there' s no way of knowing just the 

19 way the property is developing that . there may be an illegality. 

20 You don't: know that the thing may be outsized and still they 

21 start building the third story. 

22 So it's very difficult fm::- these types of appeals 

23 to know when a person knew or should have known, which I think is 

24 t.he right standard, and it really is a matt:er of a case-by-case 

25 determination. Because if you try to r:in down a time certain, 

NEAL R. GROSS 
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCHIBEHS 

1323 RHODE ISLAI'JD AVE., N.VI. 
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1 for example, when the permit is issued,, the adjacent property 

2 owner may not know when the permit is issued. So do you start 

3 when const:ruction begins? Well, the property owner may not know 

4 something really bad is going on unless you're saying to every 

S property ovmer, "As soon as you see a shovel go into the land, 

6 you betCer race down to DCRA with your architect consultants and 

7 see whether or not you want to file an appeal, because you've got 

8 60 days from this date to do that." 

9 So if you try to build in haJ~d and fast times here, 

10 you may create a circumstance where you're going to get a lot 

11 more appeals than you want to lbecaus\'!. people have got to do 

12 somethin] quick. Whereas if you keep it this way, it is a matter 

13 of a case-by-case analysis before the BZ,A -- \\Jhat did you know 

14 and when did you know that, and did that give' you a reasonable 

15 notice that something bad may be happer..ing, and what did you do 

16 t~o investiga.te that? And if that was rea.sonable and you did it 

17 within 60 days and that's wh~ you filed the appeal, then the 

18 appeal is timely. But it's very difficult to establish real 

19 milestones in cases where someone . ha:3 just started building 

20 somethinsr and you don't necessarily know whether or not it • s bad 

21 until you start seeing what it looks likE. 

22 VICE CHAIRPERSON HOOD: Okay. Thank you. 

23 CHAIRPERSON MITTEN: All right. I 'm not going to 

24 propose any changes to the language. I'm :sorry I took us through 

25 all that, but I was struggling with it because of this case that 

NEAL R. CiR()$5 
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCI~IElERS 

1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
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1 we just had, and I'm satisfied that this will give some guidance 

2 where therE~' s been none. And I would move approval of the text 

3 amendment, as proposed, in Case Number 02-01. 

COMMISSIONER MAY: Second. 

'5 CHAIRPERSON MITTFB: Any further discussion. All 

6 those in favor please say aye. Those opposed please say no. Mr. 

7 Bastida?' 

B SECRETARY BASTIDA: The sta.ff would record the vote 

9 four to zex:o to one. Ms. Mit ten movinq and Mr. May seconded. 

JLO Mr. Hannaham and Mr. Hood voting on the affirmative; Mr. Parsons 

11 abstaining, having not heard the case. Thank you. 

1 ') 
~· CHAIRPERSON MITTEN: Thank you. So, Mr. Bastida, 

13 ! Zoning Commission Case Number 02-03. 

14 SECRETARY BASTIDA: Madan Chairman, the staff has 

15 provided you with all the informaticn filed right after 

16 subsequent t.o the hearing and request that. the Commission makes 

17 --- takes an action on this matt,er. 

18 CHAIRPERSON MITTEN: Thank you. 

19 SECRETARY BASTIDA: For clarification 

20 CHAIRPERSON MITTEN: And I believe --

21 SECRETARY BASTIDA: Sorry. 

22 CHAIRPERSON MITTEN: Go ahead. 

23 SECRETARY BASTIDA: Fol~ clarification points, 

24 remember that this is a university case. Accordingly, we are 

2 5 working undeJ:: the BZA rules. 

NEAL R. GROSS 
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCHIEIEHS 
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Photograph~ 

Exhibit A - Plan for Ludwig Estate from the Ludwigs' Fifth 
Application for a Building Permit 

Exhibit B - P1lat showing the Ludwig Estate at 2620 Foxhall 
Road, N.W. and the Appellants Property at 4610 
Dexter Street, N. W. 

Exhibit C - January 2006 View of the Front of the Ludwig 
Mansion, the Entrance Gates, and the Outhouse for 
Construction Workers 

Exhibit D - Construction, in January 2006, of the Driveway on 
Top of the Platform Structure in the Required Side 
Yard 

Exhibit E - Construction, in January 2006, ol: the Terrace around 
the Pool 

Exhibit F - Construction, in January 2006, of the Terrace in the 
Backyard 

Exhibit G - The Facade of the Lower Portion of the Platform 
Structure in the Required Side Yard (view from the 
Appellants' backyard) 

Exhibit H -The Facade of the Lower Portion of the Platform 
Structure in the Required Side Ya1~d (view from the 
Appellants' backyard) 

Exhibit I - The Facade of the Lower Portion of the Platform 
Structure in the Required Side Yard (view from the 
Appellants' backyard) 

All Photographs Were Taken in Jat!liiJiEJry 2006 



Exhibit J -The Fa<;ade of the Entire Piatform Structure in the 
Required Side Yard consisting of: 

(1) The Solid Wood "Privacy Fence" (Seven and 
A Half Feet High) and 
(2) The Concrete, Metal Mesh, and Steel Rod 
Facade of the Lower Portion of the Platform 
Structure (Up to Six Feet Hi9h) 

Exhibit K- The Fa<;ade of the Entire Platform Structure in the 
Required Side Yard consisting of: 

(1) The Solid Wood ''Privacy Fence" (Seven and 
A Half Feet High) and 
(2) The Concrete, IVlE~tal Mesh,, and Steel Rod 
Facade of the Lower Portion of the Platform 
Structure (Up to Six Feet High) 

Exhibit L- The Fa<;ade of the Entire Platform Structure in the 
Required Side Yard consisting of: 

(1) The Solid Wood "Privacy Fence" (Seven and 
A Half Feet High) and 
(2) The Concrete, l\1etal Mesh, and Steel Rod 
Facade of the Lower Portion of the Platform 
Structure (Up to Six Feet High) 

Exhibit M - The Solid Wood "Privacy Fence" (Seven and A Half 
Feet High) within Two Feet of the Chain Link Fence 
(Seven Feet High) Both Fences Within Ten Feet of 
the Property Line 

Exhibit N - The Two Platform Structures in the Required Rear 
Yard Both Within Ten Feet of the Property Line 
Consisting of: 

(1) The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of 
a Cement Wall Over Twelve Feet High on Top 
of Which is a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet 
High; and 
(2) The Lower Platform Structure Consisting of 
a Brick Wall Five Feet High on Top of Which is 
a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet High. 

All Photographs Were Taken in January 2006 



Exhibit 0 - The Two Platform Structures in the Required Rear 
Yard Both Within Ten Feet of th12 Property Line 
Consisting of: 

(1) The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of 
a Cement Wall Over Twelve Feet High on Top 
of Which is a Chain link Fence Seven Feet 
High; and 
(2) The Lower Platform Structure Consisting of 
a Brick Wall Five Feet High on Top of Which is 
a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet High. , 

Exhibit P - The Two Platform Structures in the Required Rear 
Yard Both Within Ten Feet of the Property Line 
Consisting of: 

(1) The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of 
a Cement Wall Ove,r Twelve Feet High on Top 
of Which is a Chain Link Fence Se1ven Feet 
High; and 
(2) The Lower Platform Structure Consisting of 
a Brick Wall Five Feet Hlgh on Top of Which is 
a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet High. 

Exhibit Q - The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of a Cement 
Wall Over Twelve Feet High on the Top of Which is a 
Chain Link Fence Seven Feet High and a Tennis 
Court 

Exhibit R - The Second House on the Ludwig Estate 

All Photographs Were Taken in January 2006 



Exhibit A. 

Plan for Ludwig Estate frorr1 

the Ludwigs' Fifth Application for a Building Permit 



.FOXHALL N.W. 



Exhibit B 

Plat showing 

the Ludwig Estate at 2620 Foxhall Road, N. W. and 

the Appellants Property at 4610 Dexter Street, N.W. 
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Exhibit C 

January 2006 View of 

The Front of the Ludwi~J Mansion, 

the Entrance Gates, and 

the Outhouse for the Construction Workers 





Exhibit D 

Construction, in January 2006, of the Driveway on 

Top of the Platform Structure 

in the Required Side Yard 





Exhibit E 

Construction, in January 2006, of 

the Terrace around the Pool 





Exhibit F 

Construction, in January .2006, of 

the Terrace in the Backyard 





Exhibit G 

The Facade of the Lower Portion of 

the Platform Structure in the Required Side Yard 

(view from the Appellants' backyard) 





Exhibit H 

The Facade of the Lower Portion of 

the Platform Structure in the Required Side Yard 

(view from the Appellants'~ backyard) 





Exhibit I 

The Facade of the Lower Portion of 

the Platform Structure in the Required Side Yard 

(view from the Appellants' backyard) 





Exhibit l 

The Fa~;ade of the Entire Platforrn Structure in the 

Required Side Yard consisting of: 

(1) The Solid Wood "Privacy Fence" 
(Seven and A Half Feet High) and 

(2) The Concrete, Metal Mesh, and Steel Rod Facade 
of the Lower Portion of the Platforn1 Structure 

(Up to Six Feet High) 





Exhibit K 

The Fa~;ade of the Entire Platforrn Structure in the 

Required Side Yard consisting of: 

(1) The Solid Wood "Privacy Fence, 
(Seven and A Half Feet High) and 

(2) The Concrete, Metal Mesh, and Steel Rod Facade 
of the Lower Portion of the Platforrn Structure 

(Up to Six Feet High) 





Exhibit L 

The Fa~:ade of the Entire Platforrn Structure in the 

Required Side Yard consisting of: 

( 1) The Solid Wood "Privacy Fence" 
(Seven and A Half Feet High) and 

(2) The Concrete, Metal Mesh, and Steel Rod Facade 
of the Lower Portion of the Platforrn Structure 

(Up to Six Feet High) 





Exhibit M 

The Solid Wood "Privacy Fence" 

(Seven and A Half Feet Hi~Jh) 

vvithin Two Feet of the Chain Link Fence 

(Seven Feet High) 

Both Fences Within Ten Feet of the Property Line 



Exhibit N 

T'No Platform Structures in the Required Rear Yard 

Both Within Ten Feet of the Property Line 

Consisting of: 

(1) The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of a 
Cement Wall Over Twelve Feet High 

on Top of Which is a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet 
High; and 

(2) Tlhe Lower Platform Structure Consisting of a 
Brick Wall Five Feet High 

on Top of Which is a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet 
High. 





Exhibit 0 

Two Platform Structures in the Required Rear Yard 

Both Within Ten Feet of the Property Line 

Consisting of: 

(1) The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of a 
Cement Wall Over Twelve Feet High 

on Top of Which is a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet 
High; and 

(2) The Lower Platform Structure Consisting of a 
Brick Wall Five Feet High 

on Top of Which is a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet 
High. 





Exhibit P 

T'WO Platform Structures in the Requir·ed Rear Yard 

Both Within Ten Feet of the Property Line 

Consisting of: 

(1) The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of a 
Cement Wall Over Twelve Feet High 

on Top of Which is a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet 
High; and 

(2) The Lower Platform Structure Consisting of a 
Brick Wall Five Feet High 

on Top of Which is a Chain Link Fence Seven Feet 
High. 





Exhibit Q 

The Upper Platform Structure Consisting of a 

Cement Wall Over Twelve Feet High on 

the Top of Which i:s a 

Chain Link Fence Seven Feet Hi~]h and a 

Tennis Court 





Exhibit R 

The Second House on the Ludwiig Estate 
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