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As a long-ttme city resident and property own~, I find It hard to understand the rush to 
do the widespread upzomng across the city that thts proposal represents. 

Congress's amendments to the He1ght ofBmldmgs Act did not mandate height increases 
or penthouses-It allowed them, allowed, not required. They srud we may, not we must 
Just because It can be done, doesn't mean It should be In fact, they seemed to 
contemplate penthouses m places where height maxnnums had been reached Why are 
we Jumpmg m With both feet to go even further? Are we gomg to be looking around m a 
few years and wonder what have we done? 

The September 20, 2013 report entitled "Hetght Master Plan for the Distnct of 
Columbia", the Office of Planmng!Mayor recommending the ehmmation of 
Congressional height restnctlons says 

It should be noted that any actual mcrease to bmlding hetght due to a more 
flextble Height Act would be Implemented gradually, commensurate w1th actual 
population and job growth, and most stgmficantly only through revistons to the 
Dtstnct's Comprehensive Plan and zonmg regulatlon [page 44] 

There IS nothmg gradual about these proposed zonmg changes, there IS no suggested hnk 
to population or JOb growth; and no revistons have been made to the Comprehensive 
Plan The only part of thts commttment that ts m play is the change m zonmg regulation 
Wouldn't tt make more sense to consider these changes m the context of the 
Comprehensive Plan, espectally With the revision process already scheduled to begin m 
January? What's the big rush? 

The same report further says 

Whtle the Hetght Master Plan analysts and modelmg studies serve to illustrate the 
Impacts of additmnal hetght, they were not exhaustive nor mtended to be because 
actual heights outside of the Center City would always be determined by an 
inclusive and thoughtful process through revisions to the District's 
Comprehensive Plan and eventually to its zoning regulations [page 46, 
emphasts added] 

Good Idea. There IS no such thoughtful process at work here. 

Further, when those amendments were under constderation, a Washington Post poll 
found that a maJonty of restdents don't want to see the hetght ofbutldtngs mcreased 
Isn't thts a vahd form of ctttzen input? 

There are so many unanswered questions and so many potential umntended consequences 
that could and should be considered and addressed before makmg these changes OmNrNc COMMJSSION 
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thmg that often comes up ts that penthouses create the opportunity for improved design. 
Why? Nothing m the changes would encourage or reward such design unprovements 
More likely we wtll see b1g glass boxes on the tops ofbwldings Also, we talk about the 
setback m a way that makes 1t sound hke the new bwldmg tops wtll be mv1stble from the 
street whether or not they create Improved destgns If true, how does that suggest any 
Improved destgn would be useful? And whtle It may be true that the setback works tf 
you are on the sidewalk across the street, It's not true if you are walking along a cross 
street, seemg a buddmg across a park, or lookmg out the wmdow of an upper floor What 
about secunty Issues--penthouses overlooking key sites or motorcade routes? What 
about drawmg pedestnan activity away from the street level on to roofs? What about 
notse and pnvacy Issues? 

Why are you using the pretense of the amendments to the HA to upzone areas that have 
been hmited in height for reasons of scale and denstty not because of any Hetght Act 
restrictions? If they should be higher and denser, why not JUSt add 20 feet and not fiddle 
around With "penthouses" and setbacks, etc.? Height limits m those areas governed by 
the Comprehensive Plan and existmg zoning regulations should not be swept up in thts 
current proposal 

Will the opportunities for penthouses encourage property consolidations to mcrease the 
penthouse space available and mcentlvtze teardowns changmg the character oflow-nse 
multt-untt restdenttal (potentially ehmmattng extstmg affordable housmg) and 
neighborhood servmg retatl/commerctal? The rule ofunmtended consequences certainly 
has fertile ground in thts sweepmg proposal 

In short, thts 1s a rushed and ill-considered proposal that the Zonmg Commisston should 
send back to the drawmg board askmg that the Office of Planrung bnng back proposals 
for zonmg changes after alternatives have been considered, real impacts have been 
determmed, citizens have been consulted, and the Comprehensive Plan has been revtsed 

Respectfully submitted, 

CarolF Aten 
2845 Anzona Terrace, N.W 
W ashmgton, DC 20016 


