
Office of Zomng 
441 4th Street, NW, Swte 200-S 
Washington, DC 20001 

Dear Zomng Comrrusswn Members 

Ref: Zoning Case 14-11 

2019 First Street NW 
Waslnngton DC 20001 

May 18,2015 

As a resident and owner of the 105 year-old row house at 2019 1~1 Street NW smc:e 1998, please be advtsed that I, 
along With my netghbors on tins block, are opposed to the rampant destruction of the ambient residential soCial 
quality and the very arclntectural character that attracted most of us to tlus htstonc neighborhood 

Although we recogmze the need for affordable housing the conversion of single farruly housmg to multiple family 
housing does not meet thts primary goal of affordabihty. This current wave of conversions benefits developers who 
are chopping smgle-family homes mto as many uruts as they can get away w1th at obscenely unaffordable pnces as 
luxury condomimums For example. 73 U Street NW was converted into two luxury untts that sold at $849,695 
(wttlun 5 days) and $749,495 (32 days) In fact, all new umts created in Bloommgdale have sold for more $600,000 
m the past year alone-and do not meet the Mayor Munel Bowser's affordability standarq. 

Therefore, I formally subnut tlus letter in opposttion to Zonmg Case 14-11. 
1 Oppose converstons to mulnfamily as a matter of nght (at least row house conversiOns); 
2 Request that the limitations m section 330.7 apply to flat converstons, and 
3. Request an tmmediate effectlve date upon publtcatton of the final rule There should be no excepnons for 
permit applications that have been filed but not approved. In other words, all pernnts that have not been 
approved as of the effective date of the rule should be evaluated under the new rules OP stated that 
developers requested an 18-month grace period before the new rule is effectlve At the meeting on March 30, 
Commissioner Miller asked OP to consider a 6-montll grace penod 

I do not agree wtth the dectston to allow conversions of residential bmldmgs mto multtfamtly, parttcuJarly row 
houses, as a matter of nght This conflicts wtth the Comprehensive Plan and wdl deplete existing single-fanuly 
homes. Some ANC neighborhoods would be dtsproportionately affected because they have large lot stzes (ex: ANC 
4C and 5D). Attached is a hst from OP of R4 zones by ANCs and the number of lots tn those ANCs by square 
foo~ge. ln addttton by allowmg converstons, tile proposed rule does notlung for neighborhoods like Mount Pleasant 

A lot of developers are converttng smgle-fam!ly row houses to two umts by bwldmg large rear addttlons and upper 
floors I tlnnk the hmitattons m secnons 330.7 also should apply to two-umt conversions. For example, the lOft 
ltmttation on addtttons would prevent a developer from budding a massjve rear additlon Wttll a two-unit 
property. Llkewtse, the chtmney and solar panel hmltatmns should remam because developers could sttll pop-up 
with a two-untt conversion 
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