
case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zoning 
<:..•-. 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the z~ming regulations fo:hm1~~-up 
developm~nts in R-4 Districts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop furthe~est~ of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These conversions damage ne~6:Qring 
properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors I u{ie thf!l~ning 
Commission to make the final rule effective 1mfned1ately upon publication and not delay the effective datA? ~ 0 

w .:;;;::: 
There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specMcall~tughlight 
for 1ts Importance m hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum he1ght of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addit1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential buildmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest'' to make it clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1~at1on for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• U) Any additiOn, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any municipal code 

The following items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the fmal rule. 

• Matter-of-nght conversJons of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelhng umts m order to protect the 

affordable s1ngle fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts. More than two dwelhng umts should require specral 

exception or a vanance. 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requ1red mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the District, it is not suffic1ent 

only to prohibit the mterference w1th the operation of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiat1on potential then their consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 d1stncts, the Zomng Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict w1th the proposed rule until the final rule is effective. 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 
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Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wnting to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbonng 

properties, reduce quality of hvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors. I urge the Zonmg 

Comrriss1on to make the final rule effective 1mmed1ately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effective date. 

There are a number of items m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for 1ts 1rf!POrtance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum height of the residential buildmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dentral bulldmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal res1dent1al bUJidmg 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deletmg the second "furthest'' to make 1t clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1mpede the functtomng of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any mumcipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded without delaymg the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwelling umts should reqUJre spec1al 

except1on or a vanance. 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy in the District, it is not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference with the operat1on of an ex1sting solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then their consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 d1stncts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confl1ct w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule is effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Off1ce of Zonmg 

lam wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to llm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These convers1ons damage nerghbonng 

properties, reduce quality of llvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zonmg 

Commission to make the final rule effective immediately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like 'to specifically highlight 

for 1ts importance m hm1tmg the destruCtive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum height of the residential bUJidmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prmc1pal res1dent1al bu1ldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make it clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any add1t10n, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the funct1onmg of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUJred by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be llm1ted to two dwelling umts m order, to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housing stock in R-4 d1stncts. More than two dwelling umts should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy 10 the Dtstrict, it 1s not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference with the operation of an existing solar system o-n an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbonng home-owners can demonstrate godd solar radiation potential then the1r consent would be reqUJred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes 10 R-4 districts, the Zomng Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

secttons that conflict with the proposed rule unttl the final rule ts effecttve. 

Ktnd regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 
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Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wnting to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 DIStr1cts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbonng 

propert1es, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors. I urge the Zomng 

Commission to make the final rule effective Immediately upon publication and not delay the effective date. 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for 1ts Importance m hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bwldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 
I 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al buildmg shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An add1tion shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat. 

• (j) Any add1t1on, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1mpede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any municipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the fmal rule. 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housing stock in R-4 distncts More than two dwelhng umts should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a variance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently requ1red mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the District, it IS not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference w1th the operat1on of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potenttal then the1r consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potenttal of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 d1stncts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confl1ct with the proposed rule unt1l the final rule is effect1ve 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

~--------
Signature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to' limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 Distncts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These conversions damage neighbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and investments of neighbors. I urge the Zonmg 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effect1ve 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for its importance In limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum height of the res1dent1al buddmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than~thlrty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bu1Idmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion. 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential building 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be interpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (j) Any add1t1on, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaying the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should reqwre spec1al 

exception or a variance 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, 1t 1s not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1ation potential then their consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zoning Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule IS effect1ve 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

f/ ll 
Address 

Signature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts and more importantly the need for Immediate effectiveness to stop further destruct1on of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These convers1ons damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and investments of neighbors. I urge the Zonmg 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effect1ve 1m mediately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically h1ghhght 
I 

for 1ts importance m lim1t1rtg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum he1ght of the residentral butldmg and any addtt1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential burlding shall be demolished as 

part of the conversron. 

• (h) An addttton shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal resrdenttal bu1ldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make rt clear that any addttton shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addtng the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (.J) Any addttron, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or rmpede the functtoni~g of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any municipal code 

The following rtems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded wtthout delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-nght conversrons of rowhouses should be hmrted to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable srngle family housing stock in R-4 dtstncts More than two dwelhng umts should require special 

exceptron or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requtred mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the District, tt 1s not suffictent 

only to prohtbtt the interference with the operatron of an extstmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar radration potential then thetr consent would be requtred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 diStricts, the Zoning Commtssron temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sectrons that confhct wtth the proposed rule untrl the final rule is effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Md~ 
Stgn u ~ 



Case No. 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am writing to express my strong,support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonrng regulations to It mit pop-up 

developments m R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zonrng 

Commission to make the final rule effect1ve immediately upon pubficat1on and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to speofically h1ghllght 

for its Importance m llmrtmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maximum he1ght of the residential buildmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential butld1ng shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential buildmg 

~n an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make it clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot ltmitat1on for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUJred by any mumc1pal code 
' 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be induded without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be llm1ted to two dwelhng unrts m order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housmg stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should reqUJre spec1al 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required Increase of solar and renewable energy in the D1stnct, 1t IS not-suffident 

only to prohibit the interference with the operat1on of an extsting solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then their consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confl1ct w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule is effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

L/ '12 I 
Address 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zomng 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to llm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and investments of neighbors. I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effective immediately upon publication and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for 1ts Importance in llm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 
' 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bUJidmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%} of the gross floor area of the residential bUJidmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addit1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal res1dent1al bUJidmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any add1t1on, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or lmpede,the funct1onmg of a ch1mney or 

other,external vent on an adjacent property required by any mumdpal code 

The followmg Items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwelling umts should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently reqUJred mcrease of solar and renewable energy m t~e Distnct, 1t 1s not suffic1ent 

only to proh1b1t the mterference w1th the operat1on of an ex1stmg solar system on an adJacent property If 

ne~ghbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then the1r consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 d1stncts, th~ Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule is effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Address 



Case No. 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of t~e final proposal to change the zomng regulations to llm1t pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zomng 

Commission to make the final rule effect1ve 1mmed1ately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of items in section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for its importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum he1ght of the residential building and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent {30%) of the gross floor area of the residential buildmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addtt1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal residential building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest'' to make it clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of anv adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot llm1tat1on for convers1on of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (j) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqwred by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaymg the immed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be llm1ted to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable single tam1ly housmg stock tn R-4 distncts More than two dwelling umts should requ1re spec1al 

except1on or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requ1red mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, 1t IS not suffictent 

only to prohibit th~ interference with the operat1on of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1ation potential then their consent would be reqwred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 distncts, the Zoning Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conf11ct w1th the proposed rule until the final rule is effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 
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Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zomng 

I am writmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to llm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destructton of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quality of llvmg and decrease property values and Investments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zomng 
\ 

CommiSSIOn to make the final rule effect1ve 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay the effective date. 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for its importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum height of the residential building and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent {30%} of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al bUJidmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal res1dent1al bu1ldmg 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot llmltatlon,for convers1on of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (j) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functtonmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any mumcipal code 

The following 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaymg the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts. ' More than two dwelling umts should require spec1al 

exception or a vanance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently reqUJred mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the District, it is not suffioent 

only to proh1bit the mterference w1th the operation of an ex1sting solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then their consent would be reqUJred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the pote_nttal of adding a solar energy system 

• To protect homes 1n R-4 d1stncts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

secttons that confhct wtth the proposed rule unttl the final rule 1s effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

~"e_{ ~~t1£.1£e-v---
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Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg reguli!.tlons to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effective Immediately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of items in section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically h1ghhght 

for 1ts importance in hmiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maximum height of the residential building and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent {30%} of the gross floor area of the res1dential bu1ldmg shall be demohshed as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnncipal residential building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot limitation for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (j} Any addit1on, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functiomng of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght convers1ons of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelhng umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwelhng umts should requ1re spec1al 

except1on or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requ1red 1ncrease of solar and renewable energy m the District, tt 1s not suffic1ent 

only to prohtbtt the mterference w1th the operation of an exJStmg solar system on an adjacent property. If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar radtatt~n potenttal then thetr consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes m R-4 d1stncts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confltct with the proposed rule until the final rule 1s effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Address oe:-----
Stgnature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chatrman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulattons to hmtt pop-up 

developments m R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destructton of 

rowhouse netghborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properttes, reduce quahty of living and decrease property values and investments of netghbors I urge the Zomng 

Commission to make the final rule effective tmmedtately upon pubhcatton and not delay the effecttve date. 

There are a nymber of ttems in sectton 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for 1ts Importance m hmitmg the destructtve effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maxtmum height ofthe restdenttal bulldmg and any addtttons thereto shall not exce_ed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thtrty percent (30%} of the gross floor area of the restdenttal bUJidmg shall be demolished as 

part of the converston. 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any princtpal residential building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any additton shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wrttten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addttton could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot hmttatton for converston of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any addttion, rncluding roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or tmpede the functionmg of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUJred by any mumcipal code 

The following items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be included wtthout delaymg the tmmedtate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-nght converstons of rowhouses should be hmtted to two dwelhng umts m order to protect the 

affordable single family housmg stock in R-4 dtstricts More than two dwelhng umts should requtre spectal 

exception or a variance 

• In order to sttmulate the urgently reqUired mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the Dtstnct. 1t IS not suffictent 

only to prohibit the interference wtth the operatton of an eXJStmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

netghboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radtatton potent1al then thetr consent would be reqUired 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zomng Commisston,temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

secttons that conflict wtth the proposed rule unttl the final rule IS effective 

Kmd re ards and thanks for your urgent attentton 

Address 6 

~d:tt~~~~ 
Signature 



Case No 14-11 

De~r Cha1rman Hood, Off1ce of Zoning 

I am wn_ting to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments rn R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertrng rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These convers1ons damage ne1ghborrng 

propert1es, reduce quality of hvrng and decrease property values and investments of neighbors I urge tne Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effectrve 1mmed1ately upon pubhcatron and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems rn sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for 1ts Importance m hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential building 
I 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest'' to make it clear that any addition shall not 
I ' 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent row house The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1tron could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any add1tron, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functronmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any mumc1pal code 

The follow1ng 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaying the Immediate 

effectiVeness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units 1n order to protect the 

affordable srngle fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 districts More than two dwelling umts should requrre special 

exceptton or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy m the Distnct, 1t IS not suffiaent 

only to prohibit the rnterference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghborrng home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then their consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes m R-4 districts, the Zoning Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict WJth the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effect1ve 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Address 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of th~ final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to llm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighbonng 

properties, reduce quality of llvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors. I urge the Zonmg 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effective 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay the effective date. 

There are a number of items in section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for its importance in limitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the residential building and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal res1dent1al buildmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any addit1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (j) Any addition, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght convers1ons of rowhouses should be llmJted to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housmg stock in R-4 d1stncts. More than two dwelling umts should requ1re spec1al 

except1on or a vanance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently requ1red mcrease ofsolar and renewable energy in the District, it is not sufficient 

only to prohibit the mterference w1th the operation of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then the1r consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 d1stncts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confl1ct w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule IS effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Address 

Signature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonrng 

I am wrrting to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce q,uahty of hv1ng and decrease property values and investments of neighbors. I urge the Zoning 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effective 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of items rn section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for its importance in lim1trng the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the residential burldrng and any addrt1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%} of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prrncrpal res1dent1al building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletrng the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wrrtten can 

be Interpreted to mean that an addrtron could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addrng the ten foot hm1tatron for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any addrt1on, rncludrng roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the funct1onrng of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any munrc1pal code 

The following items are not proposed rn the rule but should nevertheless be Included without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-rrght convers1ons of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housrng stock rn R-4 d1stncts. More than two dwelling units should require spec1al 

except1on ora varrance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently requir-ed 1ncrease of solar and renewable energy in the Dtstr1ct, rt 1s not suffic1ent 

only to prohibit the rnterference w1th the operation of an existrng solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then the1r consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addrng a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes rn R-4 d1strrcts, the Zonrng Commissron temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sectrons that confl1ct w1th the proposed rule until the final rule IS effect1ve 

Krnd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Address 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zomng 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 Distncts and more Importantly the need for immediate effectiVeness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighbormg 

properties, reduce quality of livmg and decrease property values and investments of neighbors. I urge the Zoning 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effective Immediately upon publication and not delay the effective date. 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically h1ghllght 

for 1ts importance in limitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bUIIdmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bunding shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential budding 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make It clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tatron for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (j) Any add1t1on, mcluding roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the funct1onmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any mumcipal code 

The following items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded without delaying the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be llm1ted to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable single family housmg stock m R-4 diStncts. More than two dwelling umts should reqUire special 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently reqUired mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the District, it is not sufficient 

only to proh1bit the interference w1th the operation of an ex1sting solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then their consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potent1al of add1ng a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 distncts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule 1s effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Wl)Y12:~ ~D\tt ~A\?{f{L 
Name 

Address 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to hmlt pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiVeness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and investments of neighbors I urge the Zoning 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effective immediately upon pubh~at1on and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically htghhght 

for 1ts Importance m hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bUtldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential buildmg shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal res1dent1al bu1ldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that an addit1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

1 also recommend adding the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse 1nto a flat. 

• (J) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUired by any municipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-nght convers1ons of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelling units n1 order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly,hous1ng stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwelling units should reqUire spec1al 

except1on or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently reqUired increase of solar and renewable energy in the District, 1t 1s not suffic1ent 

only to proh1b1t the mterference w1th the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

netghbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then their consent would be reqUired 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system 

• To protect homes 1n R-4 distncts, the Zonmg Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

secttons that conflict with the proposed rule unttl the final rule 1s effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attentton 

Address 

S1g~ 



Case No. 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am wnting to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts and more importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These convers1ons damage ne1ghbonng 

properties, reduce quality of llvmg and decr,ease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors. I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effective 1mmed1ately upon publication and ~ot delay .the effective date 

There are a number of items m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically h1ghhght 

for 1ts importance in limitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum height ofthe residential buildmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any princ1pal residential building 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deleting the second "furthest'' to make it dear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommen(t addmg the ten foot llm1tat1on for converston of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any addrtion, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functJonmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adJacent property requ1red by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mduded Without delaymg the immedrate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-nght convers1ons of rowhouses should be limited to two dwellmg 1:1mts m order to protect the 

affordable single family housing stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should require special 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requ1red increase of solar and renewable energy m the DJStnct, 1t 1s not suffic1ent 

only to prohibit the mterference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potent1al then their consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict w1th the proposed rule until the final rule is effect1ve 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for Immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and Investments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effecttve 1mmed1ately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of items m sect1on 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically h1ghhght 

for its Importance m limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential budding shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prmc1pal res1denttal butldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make it clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently wntten can 

be Interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any add1t1on, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the funct1omng of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any mumcipal code 

The following items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable single family housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwelhng unrts should require special 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requ1red mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, it 1s not suffic1ent 

only- to prohibit the mterference w1th the operation of an existmg solar system on an adjacent property If 
\ 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then their consent would be ~equ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes 1n R-4 d1stncts, the Zonmg Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confhct w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effect1ve. 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Address 

~ Signature 



Case No.14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zomng 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts an(j more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These convers1ons damage ne1ghbonng 

properties, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zonmg 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effective Immediately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically htghhght 

for 1ts Importance m hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maximum height of the residential buildmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bUJidmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prmc1pal residential bulldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make it clear that any addit1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be interpreted to mean that an add1tton could extend 10feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• U) Any add1t1on, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functionmg of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUired by any mumctpal code 

The following items are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaymg the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-right converstons of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housmg stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelling umts should require special 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, 1t IS not suffic1ent 

only to proh1bit the rnterference with the operation of an ex1sting solar system on an adjacent property. If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then the1r consent would be reqUJred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of add1ng a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 diStricts, the Zomng Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule 1s effective 

ur urgent attention 

Name 



Case No. 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office ofZomng 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulat1ons to hm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 DIStricts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These convers1ons damage ne1ghbonng 

properties, reduce quality of llvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors I urge the Zonmg 

Commission to make the final rule effective immediately upon publication and not delay the effectiVe date. 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for its Importance m llm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bUJidmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal res1denttal bUJidmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make it cle11r that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be tnterpreted to mean that an add1tJon could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tatton for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (j) Any addttton, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or tmpede the functioning of a chtmney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUired by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the immed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght converstons of rowhouses should be hmited to two dwelhng umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle famtly housing stock in R-4 districts. More than two dwelling umts should reqUire spec1al 

exceptton or a vanance 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy m the Dtstnct, tt is not sufficient 

only to prohtblt the mterference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1atton potent1al then thetr consent would be requtred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 dtstncts, the Zoning Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule IS effecttve 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts and more importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These convers1ons damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors I urge the Zoning 

Comm1ss1on to make the finaJ rule effect1ve 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of items m sect1on 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to spec1fically highlight 

for its importance in limitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The max1mum height ofthe residential building and any addit1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al building shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet pastthe furthest rear wall of any prindpal res1dent1al buildmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest'' to make rt clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommen~ addmg the ten foot lim1tat1on for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (j) Any addition, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaying the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be lim1ted to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 districts More than two/dwelling units should requ1re spec1al 

except1on or a vanance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy m the D1str1ct, 1t is not suffic1ent 

only to proh1b1t the mterference w1th the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential t~en their consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 d1stncts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

secttons that confl1ct with the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effective. 

V 5/re f ;1/()/ 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am writmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to hmit pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbonng 

properties, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and investments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zonn1g 

CommiSSIOn to make the final rule effective immediately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically h1ghllght 

for its importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum height of the residential bwldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion. 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prmcipal residential building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make it dear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently wntt~n can 

be interpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (j) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functionmg of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any municipal code 

The followmg items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be hmited to two dwelhng units in order to protect the 

affordable single family housing stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelhng umts should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requ1red increase of solar and renewable energy m the D1str1ct, 1t IS not sufficient 

only to prohibit the interference with the operation of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property. If 

ne1ghbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potent1al then the1r consent would be requ1red 
I 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 d1stncts, the Zoning Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that confhct w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule is effective. 

KJnd regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 

·~6~(\ r-es k~s) 
Name 

Address 

~' 
Signature 



Case No. 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office o.f Zomng 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to llm1t pop-up 

developments n1 R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbonng 

properties, reduce quality of ltving and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1~hbors I urge the Zomng 

Commission to m_ake the final rule effect1ve 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay ttie effective date 

There are a number of items m section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically htghllght 

for its Importance in lfm1ting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1denttal building and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent {30%) of the gross floor area of th_e res1denttal building shall be demoltshed I;!S 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An add1t1on shalt not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal res1dent1al bwldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 
I 

I also recommend adding the ten fool'ftm1tation for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat. 
' 

• (j) Any add1t1on, mcludmg roof str~cture or penthouse, shall not block or 1mpede theJunct10ning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent 'Property requ1red by any mumcipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle family housing stock m R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should reqwre special 

except1on or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy in the Distnct, 1t IS not suffic1ent 

only to proh1b1t the mterference with the operation of an ex1sting solar sy~tem on an adja~ent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar r~diatlon potential then their consent would be reqwred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 distncts, the Zomng Comm1ss1on temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule unttl the fimll rule 1s effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 

Name 

- \kf-~- <a~ S'1" tv0 ~c.... ~~' 
Address 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of th-e final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts anCJ more importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors. I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effective tmmed1ately upon publication and n~t delay the effective date 

There are a number of items in sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for its Importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum he1ght ofthe residential buildmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%} of the gross floor area of the residential buildmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential buildmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest'' to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend addm_g the ten foot llm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (J) Any addition, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any mymc1pal code 

The following items are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable single family housing stock m R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should require spec1al 

exception or a variance. 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the D1stnct, 1t 1s not sufficient 

only to prohibit the interference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then their consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 distncts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule is effect1ve. 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 



Case No.14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulati~ns to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for Immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors I urge the Zonrng 

Commission to make the final rule effective unmed1ately upon pubhcation and not delay the effectiVe date 

There are a number of Items in section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to speafically h1ghhght 

for Its Importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum height of the residential buildmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demohstled as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal residential building 

on an adJacent property I recommend deletmg the second "f!Jrthest" to make it dear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I als'? recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or Impede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adJacent property required by any mumcipal code 

The followmg items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded wtthout delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable single fami'IY housing stock in R-4 distncts ~More than two dwelling units should require special 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required in_crease of solar and renewable energy in the District, it IS not sufficrent 

only to prohibit the mterference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighborrng home-owners can demonstrate good solar radtat1on potential then their consent would be reqUired 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 distncts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that confhct w1th the proposed rule unttl the final rule IS effective. 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

• 
Address 

~~~ 
'S1gflatUre 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to hmit pop-up 

developments m R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1m mediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These convers1ons damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quahty of livmg and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors I urge the lonmg 

Commission to make the final rule effective immediately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically h1ghhght 

for 1ts Importance in lim1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al buildmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%} of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of tfie conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal res1dent1al bulldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make it dear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any add1t1on, mdudmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functionmg of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any munic1pal code 

The follow1ng 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwellmg umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle family housing stock m R-4 districts More than two dwellmg umts should require special 

except1on or a variance 

• In orderto'stimulate the urgently required mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, it is not sufficient 

only to prohibit the interference with the operation of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then the1r consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes m R-4 districts, the Zoning Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confhct with the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Address 

S1gnature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am writmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to_,stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighbormg 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and investments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zonmg 

Commission to make the final rule effective 1m mediately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of 1tems m section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically h1ghhght 

for 1ts Importance m hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg and any add1t1ons thereto' shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bu1ldmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal res1dent1al bwldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make '1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (J) Any addit1on, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the funct1onmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any' municipal code 

The followrng 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaymg the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable srngle fam1ly housing stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelring umts should reqwre special 

exception or a vanance 
) 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy in the District, 1t 1s not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the rnterference w1th the operat1on of an existmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then their consent would be r.equ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addrng a solar energy system 

• To protect homes rn R-4 d1stncts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that conflict with the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effect1ve. 

Krnd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Address 

~· 
Signature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office ofZonmg 

I am writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments in R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions-damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quality of hving and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zomng 

CommiSSion to make the final rule effective 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems in sect1on 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to speofically h1ghhght 

for 1ts importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maximum height of the residential bwldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al bu1lding shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prindpal residential buildmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make it clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (j) Any addition, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the funct1onmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any municipal code 

The followmg items are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable single family housmg stock in R-4 districts. More than two dwelhng umts should require special 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, it is not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference w1th the operat1on of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then the1r consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 d1stncts, the Zoning Commission temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effectiVe 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Addrep N\ 
Sogna!? ~ c{ <r--._ -= 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am Writing to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zdnmg regulations to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage ne1ghbormg 

propert1es, reduce quality of llvmg and decrease property values and investments of neighbors I urge the Zonfng 

Commission to make the final rule effect1ve 1mmedtately upon publication and not delay the effective date. 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to spec1f1cally highlight 

for its Importance m llm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The max1mum height of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirtY percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al bUJidmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential bUilding 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make it clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wr~tten can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot limitation for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUired by any mumc1pal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded wrthout delaymg the Immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be lim1ted to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housing stock in R-4 d1str1cts More than two dwelling umts should reqUire spec1al 

except1on or a var~ance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently reqUired mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, 1t 1s not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the Interference with the operation of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property. If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then the1r consent would be reqUired 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 districts, the Zonmg Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that conffict wrth the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effective. 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Address 

Sognature~ fYJ ~ jw-; 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zomng 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1str1cts and more Importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These convers1ons damage neighbonng 

propertJes, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors. I urge the Zonmg 

CommiSSIOn to make the fmal rule effective 1mmed1ately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

I 

There are a number of items m section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hk~to specifically h1ghhght 

for its importance in limitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maximum height of the res1dent1al bUJidmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion. 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make it clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to me~n that an addit1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (j} Any addition, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the funct1omng of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any mumcipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght convers1ons of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelhng umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housmg stock 1n R-4 d1str1cts. More than two dwelhng umts should reqUire spec1al 

exceptiOIJ or a vanance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently requ1red mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the District, it is not sufficient 

only to prohibit the interference w1th the operat1on of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then the1r consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 d1str1cts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that confl1ct w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule is effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 

R~T~ 
Name 

1]3£: J"D+-atJtJ~l) 
Address 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulattons to hmit pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more importantly the need for imri1ed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damag~ ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and investments of ne1ghbors J urge the Zonmg 
\ 

Commission to make the final rule effect1ve Immediately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for its importance 1n hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al butldmg shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An addit!on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prmc1pal residential buildmg 

on an adJacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest'' to make 1t clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adJacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (j) Any addit1on, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the funct1onmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqwred by any mumc1pal code 

The following items are not proposed rn the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the 1mmedtate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be hmited to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable smgle family housing stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should require spec1al 

exception or a vanance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently required mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the D1strict, it 1s not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then'the1r consent would be reqwred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 d1stri~s, the Zonmg Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that confhct w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule IS effectJve. 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attentiOn 

9t111~ 1~a 
Name 



case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my str~ng support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

'rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos.' These tcnversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of hvmg and decrease property values and investments of neighbors I urge the Zonmg 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effect1ve immediately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of Items m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for 1ts importance m l1m1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg and any add1t10ns thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 
\ 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al bu1ldmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prmdpal res1dent1al building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently written can 
I 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot limitation for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any additiOn, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any municipal code 
I 

The followmg 1tems are not propos~d in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded w1thout delaying the Immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be llmrted to two dwelling untts in order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly hoysmg· stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwelling umts should require special 

except1on or a vanance 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently reqwred mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the DJStnct, It IS not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference w1th the operation of an existmg solar system on an adjacent property. If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate. good solar radiation potential then the1r consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system 

• To protect homes m R-4 districts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporanly should suSpend the current regulatory 

sections that conflrct wrth the proposed rule untrl the final rule 1s effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

:g,~'oo~ ~0Jv\ 
Name 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zomng 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to hmtt pop-up 

developments m R-4 Districts and more importantly the need for Immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These conversions damage ne1ghbormg 

properties, reduce quahty of living and decrease property values and investments of neighbors I urge the Zonmg 

Commission to make the final rule effective 1mmed1ately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effect1ve date. 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for 1ts importance 1n hmitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum height of the residential burldmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al buildmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion. 

• (h) An addJtlon shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal resrdential burldmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make it clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent row house 

I also recommend adding the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat. 

• (j) Any add1t1on, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an aaJacent property requ1red by any mumcipal code 

The followmg items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the Immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelhng units m order to protect the 

affordable smgle family housing stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelhng units should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently requ1red increase of solar and renewable energy in the District, 1t 1s not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then therr consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that conflict w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effect1ve 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

/.J 3 Ret n J~fr:J.. fl. tJtv1 tvasi,'11jo~1 PC 1-666/ 
Address 

Signature / 



Case No.14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office ofZonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to hmit pop-up 

developments 1n R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the ne~d for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effect1ve immediately upon pubticat1on and not delay the effect1ve date. 

There are a number of items m section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to spedfically h1ghhght 

for its importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maximum he1ght of the residentiall>uilding and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent {30%} of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the convers1on 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential buildmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make it clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• {J} Any add1t1on, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1mpede the functtonmg of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any mumapal code 

The following items are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be included without delaying the immed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limrt:ed to two dwelhng units in order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 distncts More than two dwelhng units should require spec1al 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy in the District, it is not sufficient 

only t9 proh1bit the interference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then their consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To prote,ct homes in R-4 dtstncts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confhct with the proposed rule until the final rule is effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 

Name 

Address 

S1gnature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments 1n R-4 Districts and more importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors I urge the Zomng 

Commission to make the final rule effective immediately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effect1ve date. 

There are a number of items in section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to spectfically highlight 

for its importance in limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the residential buildmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential buildmg shall be demol1shed as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past theJurthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal resident1al.bulldmg 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deleting the second "furthest'' to make it clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be interpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend adding the ten foot hm1tation for convers1on of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (j) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or Impede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an aojacent property requ1red by any municipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-nght convers!ons of rowhpuses should be hm1ted to two dwelhng umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle fam1ly housing stock m R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy m the DIStnct, 1t 1s not suffioent 

only to proh1bit the interference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiat1on potential then their consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4'districts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule is effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

Address 



Case No. 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for lml}'lediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduc~ quality of llvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zomng 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effective immediately upon publication and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically h1ghllght 

for 1ts importance in hm1tmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs. 

• (c) The maximum height ofthe residential building and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%} of the gross floor area of the residential building shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1tion shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any princ1pal residential bunding 

on an adjacent property. I recommend' deleting the second "furthest" to make it dear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The languag~ as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot llm1tat1on for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any addition, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property requ1red by any mumc1pal code 

The following 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mduded without delaymg the Immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule. 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housing stock in R"'4 districts More than two dwellmg units should requ1re special 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently reqUired increase of solar and renewable energy m the DIStnct, 1t IS not suffic1ent 

only to prohibit the interference with the operation of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then theJr consent would be requ1red 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 d1stncts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule IS effect1ve 

Ktnd regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 

Name 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am writmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zomng regulations to limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop ,further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos~ These convers1ons damage ne1ghbormg 

propert1es, reduce quahty of living and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors. I urge the Zomng 

Comm1ss1on to make the final rule effect1ve Immediately upon publication and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems in section 330.7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for its importance m limiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum height of the res1dent1al bwldmg and any additions th~reto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent '(30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bwldmg shall be demolished as 

part ofthe convers1on. 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any princ1pal residential bwlding 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make it clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that ~n add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall ofthe longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (J) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functioning of a chimney or 

other external vent on an adJacent property reqwred by any mumcipal code 

The following items are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded without delaying the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be hmlted to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable single family housing stock in R-4 districts. More than two dwelnng units should require special 

except1on ora variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the District, it is not suffic1ent 

only to prohibit the interference with the operation of an existmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

ne1ghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then the1r consent would be reqwred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that conflict with the proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effectiVe. 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

.2o i 6- 1 i£ STfeeij )JW -~1-
Address " 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am writmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments 1n R-4 D1stncts and more importantly the need for 1m mediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse nerghborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos. These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors. I urge the Zonmg 

Commission to make the final rule effective immediately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically highlight 

for 1ts Importance m hm1ting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the resrdent1al burldmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the resrdential buildmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal res1dent1al bUJidmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "fl;Jrthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot limitation for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat. 

• (J) Any add1t1on, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the funct1omng of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqUired by any mumcipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

'• Matter-of-right cdnversibns of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 distncts More than two dwelling units should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required increase of solar and renewable energy in the District, it is not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the mterference with the operat1on of an existmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

netghbormg home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potent1al then their consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 distncts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the proposed rule until the final rule is effectiVe. 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 

Name 

'21'3 \ \ .s'\ 9r: Jv.r 
Address 

Signature 



Case No. 14-11 

Dear Chairm,an Hood, Office of Zonrng 

I am wrrting to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zonmg regulations to hmit pop-up 

developments m R-"4 Districts and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of living and decrease property values and mvestments of ne1ghbors I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effect1ve 1mmed1ately upon pubhcat1on and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of items in section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for its importance in hmiting the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght of the residential building and any_ additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bwldmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any pnnc1pal restdent1al bu1ldmg 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deletmg the second "furthest'' to make it clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addition could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 
' I also recommend addmg the ten foot limitation for convers1on of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any addition, including roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functionrng of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqwred by any munrcipal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-nght conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units m order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwelhng units should requ1re spec1al 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently reqwred Increase of solar and renewable energy in the D1stnct, 1t is not sufficient 

only to proh1bit the interference with the operation of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property. If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1ation potential then the1r consent would be reqwred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes m R-4 districts, the Zoning Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confhct with the proposed rule until the final rule is effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Address 

Signature 



Case No 14,11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zoning 

I am wntJng to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to hm1t pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1str1cts and more Importantly the need for immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quality of hvmg and decrease property values and investments of neighbors I urge the Zonmg 

Commission to make the final rule effective immediately upon publication and not delay the effect1ve date 

There are a number of items m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for its Importance m limitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The max1mum he1ght ofthe restdent1al buddmg and any add1t1ons thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bUilding shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An add1t10n shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any prinopal res1dent1al buddmg 

on an adjacent property I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1t1on shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently wntten can 

be interpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat. 
I 

• (j) Any addition, includmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the functionmg of a chimney or 

other external vent on a'n adjacent property reqUired by any municipal code 

The following 1tems are not proposed in the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded without delaying the immediate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling units in order to protect the 

'affordable single family housing stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelling units should require special 

exception or a vanance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required mcrease of solar and renewable energy in the Distnct, 1t is not sufficient 

only to proh1b1t the interference with the operation of an existing solar system on an adjacent property. If 

netghbonng home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then their consent would be required 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zoning Commission temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that conflict with the~ proposed rule unt1l the final rule 1s effect1ve 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Cha1rman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments in R-4 DIStriCtS and more Importantly the need for 1mmed1ate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by converting rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversions damage neighboring 

properties, reduce quahty of hvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors. I urge the Zoning 

Comrn1ss1on to make the final rule effective immediately upon publication and not delay'the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m section 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would hke to specifically h1ghhght 

for its Importance m hm1tmg the destructive, effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maximum height of the residential building and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than thirty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the residential bwldmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addition shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal residential building 

on an adjacent property I recommend deleting the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any addition shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse The language as currently written can 

be mterpreted to mean that an addit1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse 

I also recommend addmg the ten foot hm1tat1on for conversion of a rowhouse mto a flat 

• (J) Any add1t1on, mcluding roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or impede the functioning of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property reqwred by any mumc1pal code 

The following 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be included Without delaying the 1mmed1ate 

effectiVeness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right convers1ons of rowhouses should be hm1ted to two dwelhng umts m order to protect the 

affordable smgle family housing stock in R-4 districts More than two dwelhng umts should reqwre special 

exception or a variance 

• In order to stimulate the urgently required mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the D1stnct, 1t 1s not sufficient 

only to prohibit the interference wi~h the operation of an exiStmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar radiation potential then the1r consent would be reqwred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of addmg a solar energy system. 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zonmg Comm1ss1on temporanly should suspend the current regulatory 

sections that conflict w1th the proposed rule unt1l the final rule is effective 

Kind regards and thanks for your urgent attention 

Name 

24 .~") P/c,c<'> J/W 
Address 

Signature 



Case No 14-11 

Dear Chairman Hood, Office of Zonmg 

I am wntmg to express my strong support for parts of the final proposal to change the zoning regulations to limit pop-up 

developments m R-4 D1stncts and more Importantly the need for Immediate effectiveness to stop further destruction of 

rowhouse neighborhoods by convertmg rowhouses to out-of-character condos These conversiOns damage ne1ghbonng 

properties, reduce quality of llvmg and decrease property values and mvestments of neighbors. I urge the Zoning 

Commission to make the final rule effecttve immediately upon pubhcation and not delay the effective date 

There are a number of 1tems m sect1on 330 7 of the proposed rule that I support and would like to specifically highlight 

for 1ts Importance m limitmg the destructive effects of POP-ups and bump-outs 

• (c) The maXJmum he1ght ofthe res1dent1al butldmg and any additions thereto shall not exceed 35 feet 

• (g) No more than th1rty percent (30%) of the gross floor area of the res1dent1al bUJidmg shall be demolished as 

part of the conversion 

• (h) An addit1on shall not extend further than ten feet past the furthest rear wall of any principal res1de~t1al buildmg 

on an adjacent property. I recommend deletmg the second "furthest" to make 1t clear that any add1bon shall not 

extend further than ten feet past the rear wall of any adjacent rowhouse. The language as currently wntten can 

be mterpreted to mean that an add1t1on could extend 10 feet past the rear wall of the longest adjacent rowhouse. 

I also recommend adding the ten foot limitatio_n for conversion of a rowhouse into a flat 

• (J) Any add1tion, mcludmg roof structure or penthouse, shall not block or 1m pede the funct1omng of a ch1mney or 

other external vent on an adjacent property required by any munidpal code 

The followmg 1tems are not proposed m the rule but should nevertheless be mcluded Without delaymg the 1mmed1ate 

effectiveness of the final rule 

• Matter-of-right conversions of rowhouses should be limited to two dwelling umts m order to protect the 

affordable single fam1ly housmg stock m R-4 d1stncts More than two dwell1ng umts should require special 

exception or a vanance. 

• In order to st1mulate the urgently reqUired mcrease of solar and renewable energy m the Dtstnct, 1t 1s not sufficient 

only to prohibit the mterference with the operat1on of an ex1stmg solar system on an adjacent property If 

neighboring home-owners can demonstrate good solar rad1at1on potential then the1r cons~nt would be reqUJred 

for a pop-up structure that would remove the potential of adding a solar energy system 

• To protect homes in R-4 districts, the Zoning Comm1ss1on temporarily should suspend the current regulatory 

sect1ons that confl1ct w1th the proposed rule until the final rule is effective 

Kmd regards and thanks for your urgent attent1on 

Name 

Address~ 

Signature 


