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Testimony before the District of Columbia Zoning Commission as a 
proponent of Zoning Case 14-11: Office of Planning, Text Amendments 
to Chapters 1, 3, and 4 Definitions etc. 

My name Is Kirby Vming, I am a resident of the R3 Stronghold commumty on 
North Capitol St. NE, a neighbor, across North Capitol Street, of the Bloomingdale 
neighborhood which IS entirely R4 and directly affected by the proposed 
amendments and suffermg from a rash of some rather hideous pop-ups With a few 
rather elegantly done exceptions. 

r Bloomingdale IS not an historic distnct, and It IS more and more seemg pop­
up additlons to Its stately turn-of-the-century row houses, some of which I find find 
ugly and mfunatmg. Such conversion now IS matter of nght. The quesnon that I 
thmk the neighborhood, and the Office of Planmng has, IS" shouldn't a house buyer 
be able to do whatever he wants With his house, withm ex1st1ng zonmg and 
Comprehensive Plan gUidelines? Yes, he should. However, I don't thmk that either 
of these gUidelines envisioned some of the more monstrous vanetles of pop-up 
structures we're seemg now, probably because economic conditions didn't require 
or support that kmd of thinking. And a second question IS a matter of taste and 
design pnnopals that cannot be part of a zomng solution short of declaring 
Bloommgdale a Histone D1stnct. That part we cannot touch. It's none of my 
busmess If my neighbor hkes a stockade of alummum sidmg atop his bnck row 
house, and the fact that I find It grating must not legally deter such construction. 

I support the proposed Office of Planmng proposal as considerate of the 
neighborhood's wish to rein m extreme pop-up structure height so as to avmd 
destroymg the character of our homes while reasonably accommodating owners' 
desired modifications to their houses short of the kmds of protection granted by 
histone distnct status. Histone District status would mdeed curtail some of the most 
outrageous abuses of aesthetics mvolved m these pop-ups, but the neighborhood 
has not been supportive of such des1gnat1on. There Is an Identifiable charm to the 
character of our neighborhood of row houses that was among the reasons so many 
of us purchased our homes, but there are severe hm1ts on what can be given the 
force of law m th1s matter, short of histone des1gnat1on This IS what the Office of 
Planmng's consideration hmges on, and I thmk It offers the most that can be done 
under the circumstances to accommodate both sides of thts Issue. Vanatmns withm 
a certam degree are to be expected. But I don't thmk any of us expected to see 
additiOnal stones erected on top of so many houses, and the character of the 
neighborhood so changed that on some blocks we don't see the houses for the pop­
ups. The argument that the City needs more residentlal space I thmk IS 
mappropnate to mtroduce m the context of thts R4 zomng argument Please leave 
my house out of any such utopian scheme, or offer to purchase my hous.Yft~~~:::~N 
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