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Comments on ZC 14-11 

The Zomng Commtsston has the authonty to destgnate a later effecttve date for the adoption 
of new regulations The Zomng CommiSSion should use vesting rules adopted wtth the GAR 
Regulattons 1n 2013 The Office of Plannmg supported these vesting rules based on the overall 
t1m1ng of "more than one year" between public not1ce and effective date (the effect1ve date 
corresponding to bulldmg perm1t application date, not bwldmg perm1t 1ssuance date) 

Specifically, the notice of public heanng in that case (12-10) was published on September 7, 2012, 
and the proposed effect1ve date (or deadline for bU1Id1ng perm1t submiSSion) was October 1, 2013 
Th1s case's public heanng not1ce was published on September 12, 2014, meamng that usmg the 
same rationale that OP used m the GAR case, the effecttve date of these Regulations should also 
be around October 1 , at best, and th1s should be the dead/me for submiSSion of bwldmg perrmt 
applications usmg the old Regu/atwns Thts vesttng penod ts necessary and fa1r to the small 
developer (tn wh1ch rules wh1ch had been considered standard planmng pohcy for the past 56 years 
are now be1ng denounced as so defic1ent that they must be halted 1mmed1ately, wrth no regard to the 
harm such act1on causes to owners and the1r property nghts) 

One common denommator of all R-4 developers they all choose to jnyut m the D1stnct In 
particular, they choose to mvest 1n prov1dmg and 1mprovmg housmg tn the Dtstnct The proposed 
action, constitute a war on housmg (wh1ch IS the same as a war on affordable housmg), and a war on 
mvestment 1n the Dtstnct 

Th1s action wtll damage and discourage mvestment 1n the D1stnct and the production of houstng, and 
greatly 1mpact affordable housmg G1ven th1s, how Will the Zomng Comm1ss1on counterbalance the 
Impact of this act1on on the hous1ng supply m DC? Will1t lower the parkmg requirement 1n zones R-5 
and up? Will1t ra1se the perm1tted FAR 1n those zones? 
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These Regulations mtroduce concepts never seen before m the Zomng Regulations, because 
they requtre reference to the netghbonng structure for benchmarks and measurements 
lmag1ne all the ammumtlon for abuse and confus1on These Regulations w11! prt property 
owners agatnst each other, catch1ng an already overworked DCRA 1n the m1ddle 

How 1s the 30% GFA prov1s1on to be mterpreted? Does OP even know? What's the purpose of 
th1s? It was never mentioned before and never commented on - should be re-nottced and 
d1scussed 1n a heanng 

If the Regulations reference the Butldmg Code, then why 1sn't that Code's protections enough 
to address the tssue? Why does the Zomng Admmtstrator also have to address 1t? By what 
standard 1s the ZA supposed to determme when somethmg "Impedes the functlomng of a 
ch1mney or vent?" These must also be re-nottced and dtscussed w1th mput from people that 
understand the 1ssue more than OP does, such as the Chtef Bulldmg Official and ZA 

My firm Will never build a 4th IZ Umt, hous1ng 1s best prov1ded by free-market mcenttves rather 
than state coerc1on 

Respectfully, 

Job A Woodtll 

Pnnc1pal 


