
1429 Taylor Street NW 

Washmgton, DC 20011 

11 May 2015 

Zomng Commission 

441 4th Street NW, Su1te 200-South 

Washmgton, DC 20011 

In re ZC 14-11 

Dear Comm1ss1oner. 

I am wntmg to express my concerns With the proposals contamed withm ZC14-11. I do not feel that the 

proposed changes are m keepmg w1th the sp1r1t of the Comprehensive Plan, and I feel that the proposed 

changes allow too many loopholes for unwanted development I also feel that some of the prev1ously 

discussed changes, wh1ch would have g1ven stgmf1cant rehef to homeowners, have been mysterrousty 

dropped Spec1f1cally 

• Act1on Item H-1 3 A of the Comprehensive Plan as ~pproved m 2006 calleg for makmg the 

"necessary changes [dur~ng rev1s1on of the crt:y's zomng regulations] to preserve row houses as 

smgle-family umts to conserve the c1ty's mventory of housmg for larger households" Durmg 

pubhc hear~ngs, a prov1s1on was on the table to do JUst ~IS to hm1t "matter of right" 

conversions to only two units Th1s prov1s1on seems to have been w1thdrawn, desp1te being the 

1tem most consistent w1th adhering to the Comprehensive Plan I urge you to mcorporate a 

max1mum of two umts as matter-of-r~ght convers1on 

• 

• 

• 

There contmue to be too many references to spec1al perm1ttmg exemptions w1th no defimt1on 

as to what a quahf1ed exemption would be Th1s places the burden squarely on DCRA, whose 

track record shows that they are at best over-worked and under-staffed There should be no 
spec1al except1on allowed to the lot-to-umt square footage rat1o or max1mum he1ght allowances 

Wh1le I applaud the Comm1ss1on for mcorporatmg some cons1derat1on for solar mstallat1ons and 

ch1mney protections, I do not feel these steps go far enough to protect ex1stmg homeowners 

from loss of hght or fresh a1r, nor do they protect a homeowner from the expense and stress of 

damages caused by negligent construction practices 

The restr1ct1on of not expandmg more than 10 feet past the ba;'k wall of the adjacent structure 

1s a good startmg pomt but there should be further considerations agamst blockmg ex1stmg 

wmdows, doors or other features The language in this clause should be made clear to prevent 

any explo1tat1on 

As long as there is an opportumty to develop and d1vide, potent1al owner-occupants will contmue to be 

pnced out of the marketplace The owner-occupant generally cannot wm a b1ddmg war w1th a deep-

pocketed, profit-dr~ven developer Th1s creates an art1fic1al mflatJOn of property values-a bubble tha~G coMMISSION 
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will surely be qu1te ugly when It bursts, leavmg owners holdmg the bag wh1le the developers d1sappear 

With the1r profits. 

In short, wh1le the changes m ZC 14-11 are a good start, I feel they are qu1te d1luted from the ongmal 

proposals and st1ll allow too many opportumt1es for development m neighborhoods where development 

1s not wanted and was never mtended. I urge you to enact the strongest legislation poss1ble to protect 

the mtegnty of the D1stnct's neighborhoods Poppmg up IS not usmart growth" and 1t IS past t1me that 

the government step m and protect the res1dents 

Kmd regards, 

Mary Patncia Rodgers 

Patt1.rodgers@gma1l com 

Owner-Occupant, 1429 Taylor Street, NW (14 years) 


