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Dear Zonmg Commission· 

I wnte m oppositiOn to the proposed zomng regulatiOn changes contamed m 14-11, 
specifically the decrease m allowable height from 40' to 35' as a matter ofnght After attendmg the 
pubhc meetmg on January 15, 2015, I am certam that these regulations do not address the very vahd 
concerns of the citizens that shared thetr stones at the meetmg 

The stones centered around etther poorly designed additions that neighbors believe do not fit 
vtsually among the netghborhood, or poorly earned out construction that left a neighbor's house 
damaged Neither of these issues can be addressed through zonmg Every horror story of a bad 
proJect also accompamed statements like, "I've seen a few of these proJects done well, but that IS not 
the norm" In other words, It's not the tdea of the development that people have a problem wtth, tt's 
proJects that are destgned ugly or constructed poorly that people oppose 
Instead of zomng, DC could keep the right to develop to 40' as a matter of nght, but add a destgn 
revtew component to make sure that the addttion fits the surroundmg style of the netghborhood (a 
hghter versiOn ofHtstonc revtew, perhaps) Also mstead ofzonmg changes, DC should mstst that 
DCRA mspectwns ensure that proJects are bemg bUJit well and not damagmg neighbors' homes The 
proposed zonmg changes decrease the height ofR-4 homes from 40' to 35', but the fact remains that 
one can design a shorter house to be JUSt as ugly as a taller house, height has nothing to do with ugly. 
Ltkewtse, one can construct a shorter house JUSt as poorly as a taller house, or be JUSt as likely to 
damage a netghbor's home m both Sized houses In fact, tt could be a proJect that doesn't mvolve an 
addttton at all, yet It could be done ugly or constructed poorly, m which case those that support thts 
zonmg change would be no better off m thts zonmg change 

I heard all of the complamts of those that support this zonmg change They are VERY vahd 
complamts But zonmg IS not where DC should be focusmg to address those complamts DC ts 
better served by usmg the ex1stmg zonmg regulatiOns on the books, mstead ensurmg that projects are 
designed With the neighborhood's destgn m mmd, and constructed as every bUJidmg m DC should be 
constructed- safely and wtthout damage to a netghbor's property 

Fmally, 1fthe Commission decides to adopt these new R-4 restrictwns, I strongly suggest that 
the new regulatwns be apphed startmg on a future date To ask DCRA to re-rev1ew hundreds of 
projects is mespons1ble, not to mention that many proJects m review would need to be re-designed or 
pulled out ofrev1ew, causmg lawsuits over the thousands of dollars pa1d for the perm1t rev1ew 
process and design components of proJects In other words, there are a ton of sunk costs m many of 
these homes that are currently under permtt review Should the Commisston adopt new zonmg 
regulations, they should adopted them to go mto effect at a date at least stx months out from voting to 
approve the new regulations 
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