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Barbara M Leach 

January'~ 2006 

Stephen Mordfin, Developmcol Review Specialist 
DC Oftice ofPlamdng 
801 Norlh Capitol Street NE, Suite 4000 
Washington, DC 20002 

Re: Case No. 0.5-34-Petition by ANC 6C of 
Map Amendment to Sgpare 89S. Lot 76 

Dear Mr. Mord&n: 

1518 QmsiJIJiftnll Aveaae. Nl! 
W..WQ&tuu. DC201J02..aK 
(ZOZ) 547-tCZI (o) 
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1 am one ofthe people who attended 1he December 1-200S, Special Meeting ottbe Commission. 
I have Uvedlowned my home at 610 Constitution Ave., NEon Capitol Hill for more than ten years, 
and have been a capitol Hnt resident since 1993. As I moved J.iom Iowa to the Washington area in 
1989, I cautiously and deliberately sampled various neighborhoods- renting first both in.1ide and 
outside the Dfsuict. I chose Capitol Hill specifically beawse of 1ls hislm'ical importance to the 
nation, and what I hoped were real protections to the neighborhood as offered by the historic 
neighborhood designation. 

I write to express my absolute support for the petition by Adv1sory Neighborhood Comnussion 6C to 
have the District of Columbia Zoning Commission approve a proposed amendment to change the 
zoning classification of Lot 76, Square 89.5 to R4 

As a member In good stancUng of three neighborhood organizations -the Capitol HW Coalition fbr 
Sensible Development (CHCSD), the Capitol Hut Restoration Society (CHRS), and the Stanton 'Park 
Neighborbood Association (SPNA), I can verifY that our Capitol Hnt neighborhood is unified m lis 
support for the ANC 6C petition. More than 1400 or us originally petitioned the city regarding our 
concerns, and since then, many of us have worked togethel' continuously and consistently to resolve 
the very challenglna: developmeut issue of Lot 76, Square 89!5 approprialely in a way tbat would be 
compatible not only to our immediate neJghborboocl needs but also to respect our nation's most 
important nelghbodmod- the one-of-a-kind Jdstorically residential neighborbood sunvundiog the 
u.s. Capitol 

As fbrther backgrol.llld, the Capitol Hill neigbbodmod must be teCOpized and valued as a unique 
resource to 1lae nation, not just to those of us who temporarily teSide here. Indeed, It should be 
considered a very serious tragedy that in 1973, when the Capitol Hill Hospital .-dec~ to expand, that 
lhe neigbborbood did not understand how they c:ould answer a very real need tbr compassion with a 
one-time '"permission, • but sdll bold on to the original zoning by granting a variance or special 
exception. Their misunderstandfng stands today as a coudnuing and growing tragedy -no longer 
needed fbr tbe orlpnaJ. purpose granted, while oflmng o~ tOr tbe peseut owner to use it as 
a cash-cow for his personal purposes. Very sad indeedl ••• Not only for us in the neighborhood but 
also for all of us as a nation. 
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Thus, this letter is to once again urge you to vote to support the ANC 6C petition because of the 
mUowing poin1s: 

1. A YBS VOTE to supporttbe ANC 6C petition supports tbe general principles ofthe District 
of Columbia's Comprehensive Plan. 

2. A YES VOTE 1D support the ANC 6C petition supporiS the specific goal ofthe 
Comprehensive Plan's intent to protect the architectural character of row house 
neighborhoods (including tbe need for new zoning distrids and CODirols against demolition). 

3. A YES VOTE to support the ANC 6C petition supports the need for further protection 
against compounding mistakes, preventing one enor in 1973 fiom escalatiDg into fUrther 
tragedy. 

4. A YES VOTE to support the ANC 6C petition aOows Lot 76, Square 895 opportunity for a 
new beginning, offering the prospect fortbe block to move in a direction which would be 
somewhat more compatible to the completely low-rise surrounding neighborhood- mostly 
19th century strw:tures. 

5. A YES VOTE to support the ANC 6C petition gives respect to the historical natme oflbe 
neighborhood, JWOgOizing that a serious mistake was made, and tbat tbe cif¥ undentands 
the di1ficu1ties created by said mistake. 

To further claritY my writing, I would also emphasize that I understand. as do my .aeigbbors, dlat 
granting the ANC 6C Petition may result in tho sOI"Vlftl of the existing, inappropriate structure. That 
said. I most certainly would prefer that to C01IIpOUIUfing the problem, and recognim that the bwldinp 
by simply removing 1hc mickentury bandillg, could quite easily be adapted 1D blend in a little better 
tban they do now, while avoiding the Jm\iormistake ofmakiDg the buildings taller, and ovemll into 
Jesser compliance with 1he historical demands oftbe neighborhood. 

Fmally, may I say tbat I was very disappointed tbat somehow the infonnation-about how s1rongly 
ourneigbborbood and ils associatious support the ANC 6C Petition-was not ccmveyed to the Board 
on December 19tb. It was not for the Jack of our trying to emphasize our support to tbe Oflic:e of 
Planning. Hopefully, 1his letter and those of my neighbothood's leadership will help to answer that 
need. As you know, the duties of both the Office ofPiauning and the Zoning Commission 
emphasize priority to District of Columbia residents and the bis1uric::al nature of our city over the 
requests of individuals and their developas who sometimes have miss the need to give respect to our 
neighborhoods, in their quest to fill their own financial coffers. 

Very sincerely, 

~'-(\.~ 
Barbara M. Leach 

CC: Chairman Carol J. Mitten. (Original Letter) 
Vice-Chair Anthony Hood 
Commissioner Gregory N. Jeffiies 
Commissioner Kevin Hildebrand 
Commissioner John Parsons 
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