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Zoning Commission
RobinS, Disner  Chair Anthony Hood
y 441 Pourth Street, NW, Suite 2005
Vi?gfg;::ig::t Washington, D.C. 20001

Charlas Ellis .
2% Vice-President  Dear Chair Hood,

Afiison Fitzsimmens

'

Searelary On September 24 the Board of the Dupont Circle Citizens Association
susan voiman  Renewed its opposition to the ZRR. See attached resolution of the full
Treagurer membership of our organization from May 2013.
PhilCarney  ywra note further, that the Georgetown Citizens Association received special
Barry Karas treatment in addressing the ZRR, and that our association received no
Sarah Peck information whatsoever. We find that the deletion of 1Z requirements from

Suzanne Richardson  GOWRfOWR i8 unacceptable.

Lance: Salonia .
Sincerely yours,

Stanton Schnepp
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President
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| ' Dupont Circle Citizens Association
REpOIt 0n Zoning Re- Write; Request for Neighborhood Planning

The Zoning Re-Write was initially presented some years ago as a review of the zoning code for
the purposes of simplitying it The soal was to eliminate inconsistencies, clarify elements thag
have proved confusing, and align it with the Comprehensive Plan as required by law.

At community meetings throughout the Re-Write process, Offico of Planning Director Harriett
Tregoning represented the current code as being hard to understand, She called it a “fyl)
employment program for lawyers,” a line which always got a laugh, including at a Dupont Circle
Citizens Associatjon membership meeting in 2012,

- Another of OP’s talking points was the cade’s age -- fifty years, “oldor than most of the residents

- of the District of Columbia.” Age is irrelevant with regard 1o a body of law, We amend the law,

- we don’t throw it out, See 7; he Constitution of the United States. For one thing, what would

. happen to all the practices and precedents of established jurisprudence and the train of case Jaw?
Anyone who has been to g zoning hearing has seen that precedent is considered to be al),

-Another problem with the proposed changes is the seemingly cookie cutter approach to our varied
neighborhoods. At the aforementioned DCCA membership meeting in 2012, Director Tregoning
Was surprised at residents® concer about the so-called corner stare provision, Dupont, an historic
district with major commercial corridors and severa) compact, convenient commercial strips has
na need of more corner stores. Indeed, when Op eventually got back to DCCA leaders about
places that corner stores could go in our neighborhood under the new provisions, there was only
one eligible corner. On the other hand, we struggle to hold onto our existing residential Structures,
against pop-ups, conversions of single family homes into multiple units, and threats of
commercial expansion, which the code changes do nothing to protect ug from, despite our
repeated requests for planning assistance,

Another principal purpose of the Re-Write was to reflect changes to the Comprehensive Plag as
revised in 2006 and 2010 and approved by the DC Council, Yet many changes seem to contradiot
the Comp Plan cather than flow from it, In fact, what the proposed Re-Wrrte does « under the
guise of a mere-update -- is make mejor palicy changes to land-use, density, and transportation.

e had i > : i ] tion of
- d 10 fight off changes to the Height Act, touted ag LOI]dE]CWe tc? the: orea i
JUStr?isa;;e g?jusin gand later refuted, so we reject the Zoning, Re-Write, which fmlfs to achieve its
ofto i T et iginal ai f'simplifying and clarifying the
o ‘putposes, We ask that OP tetum to the original aims of simp .
' smeapurﬁoses 3 ¥ ely aligning it with the Cornprehensive Plan. We recommend
- eslistin mningéode, and accurately agmng i . wed planning that takes into account
; e’:‘: ; “g'w';bjgé‘gtgr of Planning beiehidtged with nefgkﬁarhm;! iﬁc‘:;lpragticas together with new
[Lhala fuwy e ing ished institutions an )
e bomnlex. it eds of established ins ‘ ¢ tod to
- the ?mp}e:&;ﬁg::hﬁ:ﬁ:;e outcomes desired by all and sundry, and which can be expecte
trends: 11 .0rdg

vary from rieighborhood to neighborhood.
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