
Zonmg Comm1ss1on, Off1ce of Zon1ng 
441 4th Street NW Su1te 200-S 
Washmgton, DC 20001 
01 June 2015 

Attn Ms Sharon Schell1n, Secretary to the Zon1ng Comm1ss1on 
Re Support for ZC-14- 11 (w1th rev1s1on) 

Dear Zontng Comm1ss1on, 

~t:CEfVED 
O.C OFFJCE CF ZONH·;l' 

20!5 JUN- I Pli f: 27 

Please accept th1s letter as test1mony tn support of the proposed zonmg case ZC-14-11 {w1th rev1s1on) 

I have been a DC res1dent for the past 23 years My husband and I purchased a house 5 years ago m 
Bloommgdale I am also an arch1tect and I love ltvmg tn the D1stnct I am a proponent of urban mf1ll and 
mcreased dens1ty tn the c1ty but I strongly oppose the 1nsens1t1ve new precedent that IS bemg set tn my 
ne1ghborhood and elsewhere tn the c1ty 

Most of the recent house sales tn Bloommgdale are to developers who are w1llmg and able to pay cash to the 
sellers Due to the unusually large lot s1zes and mcreased demand to ltve tn Bloommgdale, many of the recently 
sold propert1es are bemg converted to 3 un1ts per the current zomng code. Developers are max1m1ztng the 
matter-of-nght development and now we are seemg that 1t 1sn't work1ng very well 42 W Street, NW IS almost 
d1rectly across the alley from my backyard It has undergone a complete pop-up and pop-back, max1m1z1ng lot 
coverage and he1ght The result IS a new structure that destroys the contmuous roof lme of W Street and 
dommates the alley tn a very unfnendly way The new add1hon 1s at least tw1ce the length of the ongmal house 
and 1s bu1lt to the s1de lot lmes so there are no wmdows except for on the front and rear facades It has blocked 
l1ght and a1r from both of 1ts adracent ne1ghbors and has generated a lot of concern among the ne1ghbors 

As1de from chang1ng the pattern and character of the ne1ghborhood, I belteve convers1on developments such 
as 42 W Street, NW are m confl1ct wrth the fundamental mtent of the Comprehensive Plan Smgle famtly homes 
are bemg depleted tn a c1ty already explod1ng w1th apartments and m1cro-umts I support the ma1onty of the 
proposed regulat1ons but I belteve convers1ons beyond two-famtly dwellings should be by spectal except1on 
only 

67 V Street 1s another example of a proposed pop-up and back conversion to 3 umts If constructed as 
des1gned, 1t w1ll destroy the roof lme, remove the front porch from a street defmed by front porches and wtll 
severely affect the qua !tty of ltfe for the ad1acent ne1ghbors The developer has appl1ed for the bUtldmg perm1t 
and 1t has been mostly approved Sadly, zonmg comments have made the proposal even worse The f1rst 
perm1t subm1ss1on had a 5' nonconformmg court along the s1de of the property Whtle non-conformmg, at least 
tt gave some reltef to the ne1ghbor and allowed for w1ndaws on a s1de wall In response to the zontng 
comments however, the developer IS now propostng a much smaller set-back w1th a soltd roof covenng so 1t IS 

no longer constdered a court. Now there w1ll be even less ltght and a1r. I very much support the new sect1on 
400 23 d1rectly addressmg qualtty of ltfe 

I apprec1ate the effort and 1mportance the Zontng Comm1ss1on has g1ven to th1s matter Thank you very much 

Regards, 

Megan M1tchell 
37 V Street, NW 
Washmgton, DC 20001 ZONING coMMISSION 
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