
LINDSLEY WILLIAMS 
3307 Htghland Place, NW 

Washmgton, DC 20008-3234 

Phone (202) 537-4884 
Ematl LWtlhams@hts com 

October 12, 2005 

The Honorable Carol M1tten, Chairperson, and Members 
Zomng Comm1sston ofthe D1stnct ofColumbta 
One Jud1c1ary Square, Su1te 210-South 
441 Fourth Street, NW 
W ashmgton, DC 20001 

Re Further Processmg of ZC Case No 05-02- Res1dent1al RecreatiOn Space and Overall 
Case Load ofthe Board ofZonmg AdJustment 

Dear Cha1rperson M1tten and Members of the Commission 

Thts letter 1s prompted by that of Jacques dePuy to you dated October 3, 2005, and serves, m part, to 
associate myself with the course 1t recommends you follow to set estabhsh a date at whtch to hear the 
questiOn about repealmg the ex1stmg regulatiOns relatmg to residential recreatiOn space ("RRS") 

However, I would hke to prov1de an additiOnal reason for domg so to those set out m hts letter the 
growmg case load of the Board of Zomng AdJustment It zs mv understandmg that cases filed at thzs 
moment are not lzkely to be heard for seven-ezght months (October 2005 to May 2006), wzth a deczszon zn 
complex or contested cases takzng tzme alter that befOre the Board can deczde the case and zssue the 
Order While there are not many cases that are heard exclusively to address RRS rssues, at least one such 
case rs now pendmg Each such pure case takes time for the applicant, the Board, the Office ofPlanmng, 
and the surroundmg commun1ty - needlessly m my vrew And, when RRS 1s JUSt one of several zomng 
Issues, that alone requrres additiOnal effort, fees, analysis and consrderat10n Grven the growmg BZA 
case load, It seems reasonable to take whatever measures are JUStified to reduce the case load to questions 
that really matter I urge you to take up both the questiOn of RRS and the growing BZA case load 
dunng the upcommg October meeting agenda. 

Moreover, by thrs letter, I want to remmd the Comm1ssron that a small portron of the RRS case when set 
down earher focused on makmg a small change to the penthouse rules proposmg to add other recreational 
functions on the roof to those that a "toilet" might serve (currently JUSt a swimmmg pool) Thus, you 
could and should dectde (from ,testimony and evidence m the ex1stmg case record) If ''toilet" mrght better 
be expressed as "lavatory" so as to mclude a smk for hand washmg or even to allow "showers" that would 
be accessory to a swrmmmg pool or other recreatiOnal facrhtles whose nature would benefit from havmg 
convement showers for use pnor to or subsequent to usmg the fac1hty Itself I urge you to place this 
topic on the agenda of a future meeting for deCISion, as there IS no reason for this change to be held 
hostage to whatever is ultimately determmed as to final rules 10 the RRS case 

Thank you for consrdermg thrs letter, rts observations and suggestions 

Cc Jacques dePuy, Esq 
Ellen McCarthy, Office ofPlanmng 

Respectfully, 
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