
Testimony o-f Kenan .Jarboe, 
ANC6B 

beforettre- ZoningC@mmissifflr 
ZC # 05-21A - Pet Facilities 

June 29, 2006 

My name, is Kenan Jarlme, Commissioner for ANCtrB6j, testifying cm hehatf of ANC 
6B. 

At itsiegttlillirlyse~00;,•;pr~!yootieoo ~i~ffl'i Jooe-13,, 2~·with a quorwn 
present, ANC 6B voted 7-0-0 to oppose the zoning text amendments proposed by the 
Office -Of Planning t-o permit and~ Pet Grooming Facilities, Pet Sh-0ips, Veterinary 
Hospitals and Animal Shelters as special exception uses within the C-2, C-3, C-4, C-M 
and M Zone Districts (ZC case #05-21A). 

While we understand and agree with the-purpose of tms text ~t, we'betteveihat 
the wording of the amendment will have the unintended result of banning any new pet 
shop, pd gi--00ming facility and veterinary dmk from neighoo.rhood eommereial areas. 
Our concern stems from the inclusion of the outright ban on pet stores, pet grooming 
facilities and veterinary facilities that "abut an existing residential use, or Residence 
Zone" -sections 737.3, 738.3 and 739.3. Since all most all of the C-2 zoned areas on 
Capitol Hill are commercial strips which back ttf) to residential areas, this prohibition 
could result in the complete elimination of such pet facilities in our area, to the determent 
our neighborhoods and our residents (both two legged and four legged). 

We ag~,withthe·bantm ammal~ter~ abutting 1'.esidential•eas, as well as the 
previous text amendment defining animal boarding and prohibiting such uses in areas 
abuttmg residential areas .. 1n ,each of these eases, the-mze and potentially lar~ ~-0cf 
animals involved call for this special treatment. However, this is not the case for pet 
,shops, pet ,groomi»g faalities (~ly wner,e·tftenumber of animals allowed in 
controlled for in the definition) and veterinary clinics. 

Pleasealso notethat the defmitionofvderinary hospttalmay be~ly broad fu·the 
purposes of this text amendment, as the wording captures any type of "establishment used 
by a licensed veteriftariaD for the pactice of veterinary medicine." The size of 
establishments under this definition could range from the large pet hospital to the small 
neighborhood veterina:Tian office. It is 1)Uf eoncem that in a~ng ·to prev~i laTge pet 
hospitals from impinging on residential areas (a goal we agree with), the text amendment 
will ban small vet offices from our neighborhoods. 

We agree·with the thmst ,o;f thete,tt amendment thm tnesetypesof faeilitiesfflOtlltl be 
subject to careful scrutiny where they might impact a residential area. We therefore 
suggest thai t,hew{)foing of~ text amendment be ehanged so that a special ex'Cef)tron is 
required if the uses abuts a residential zone. 

With that change, ANC 6B could support the amendment. But ANC '6B must ·o,ppooes 
the text amendment as currently written. 
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