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Case 23-02 (A. Feskanich)

FORM 140 – PARTY WITNESS INFORMATION  

 1. A list of witnesses who will testify on the party’s behalf.  

     Arlene Feskanich

          Representing the Homeowners Within 200 Feet of Lots 826/827 party, and herself a 
homeowner living within 200 feet of the subject site.  (See attached list of party members 
agreeing to Ms Feskanich as their representative) 


     Bridget Hunnicutt

          A member of the party who, along with her husband, is raising her two children here.


     TBD 

          A witness to provide expert testimony on the impact of the proposed rezoning 


2.  A summary of the testimony of each witness. 


     Ms. Feskanich will introduce the Homeowners Within 200 Feet of Lots 826/827 party.  She 
will give a general presentation about why MU10 zoning is inappropriate for this site.  She will 
also show how the Office of Planning’s Setdown Report mischaracterizes the general area and 
is inconsistent with parts of the Comprehensive Plan and the DC Zoning Handbook.  


     As a member of the party and a mother who is raising her two children directly across the 
street from the subject site, Ms. Hunnicutt will present on the surrounding community and the 
importance of the current zoning to children and families, and the adverse impacts specifically 
to homeowners with families.


     We also intend to provide testimony to show how a rezoning to MU10 will negatively impact 
the property and homeowners of our party as to planning topics including: scale, traffic, park-
ing, safety, access to light, and historic preservation/neighborhood conservation.  


3.  An indication of which witnesses will be offered as expert witnesses, the areas of expertise 
in which any experts will be offered, and the resumes or qualifications of the proposed experts. 

     TBD.  We intend to engage a certified planner to provide expert testimony on the effects a 
rezoning to MU10 would have on the neighborhood.  He/She would provide impact studies and 
show outcomes from similar rezoning requests.


4.  The total amount of time being requested to present your case. 

     Estimate:  15 minutes 
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PARTY STATUS CRITERIA 

 1.  How will the property owned or occupied by such person, or in which the person has an 
interest, be affected by the action requested of the Commission/Board?      

                         

     All members live in and own their homes within 200 feet of the subject property. This includes 
homeowners on Seaton Street, 17th Street, and 16th Street NW (see attached list of members 
and their addresses).

     Unlike the general public and also unlike other potential parties to this matter, we as 
homeowners within 200 feet of the subject property, will bear a direct brunt of the high-density 
rezoning approval at this site.

     As homeowners we specifically invested here in a low-rise, quiet, historic, and well-
established residential neighborhood.  Some of us have spent decades here maintaining our 
historic homes, raising our families, and contributing to the historic nature of the Strivers Section 
and 16th Street Historic District, both of which are designated local and federal historic districts.

     We are a diverse, well-established community of elders, young people, families with children, 
people who have lived here for generations, and people who are relatively new to the 
neighborhood.  We all came here purposefully because of the charm, diversity, walkability, and 
scale of the neighborhood, with its narrow one-way streets and small businesses that serve the 
nearby community.

     The application is proposing a rezoning that would completely transform this area into one 
that represents a high-rise, high-density downtown district.  MU10 rezoning would be 
unprecedented and is not found anywhere in the area.

     If the rezoning to MU10 is approved, the largest building anywhere in the area, standing 
more than 100 feet tall, could be built, as DMPED says, “by right”.  The impact of the 
construction of such a building alone would be directly and permanently harmful to our health, 
especially the health of our elders and children.  Furthermore, the structural integrity of our one-
hundred year old homes would be put at risk by years of heavy construction and years of 
ongoing operation of heavy vehicles adjacent to our homes.

     Some would say that rezoning these lots to MU10 won't necessarily result in a 100+ foot tall 
building of immense bulk. But, if this rezoning is approved, there is absolutely no guarantee that 
a building this size won't be built "by-right."  Zoning is the only way to guarantee reasonable 
development on this site.  Zoning dictates development, not the other way around.

2.  What legal interest does the person have in the property?  (I.e., owner, tenant, trustee, or 
mortgagee) 

     Members of the Homeowners Within 200 Feet of Lots 826/827 party all own and reside in 
their homes, and are all within 200 feet of the subject site. 
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3.  What is the distance between the person’s property and the property that is the subject of the 
application before the Commission/Board?

     All members reside within 200 feef of the subject site.

4.  What are the environmental, economic, or social impacts that are likely to affect the person 
and/or the person’s property if the action requested of the Commission/Board is approved or 
denied?

     As previously cited in Point 1 above, the Homeowners Within 200 Feet of Lots 826/827 are 
put at imminent risk by this application for rezoning by:

     * Destabilizing our property values and increasing property tax costs, thus increasing 
displacement pressures

     * Setting precedent for other high-rise, high-density rezoning in this protected Neighborhood 
Conservation Area

      * Precipitating “by-right” construction of buildings, the size and bulk of which are found in 
downtown districts, thus directly harming us with adverse impacts on already limited street 
parking; traffic congestion on our single-lane, narrow, almost exclusively residential, one-way 
streets; diminishing pedestrian safety, especially for elders and young children using these 
streets to walk to school; increasing air and noise pollution, both during and after the years long 
construction period (this is an especially critical issue for those who work from home); and 
blocking access to direct sunlight.

     * Increasing displacement pressures on our lower-income neighbors that will unjustly 
diminish our social and economic diversity in the community we love.

5.  Describe any other relevant matters that demonstrate how the person will likely be affected 
or aggrieved if the action requested of the Commission/Board is approved or denied.

     All of our members will bear undue stress about the uncertainty of our future and that of our 
community with this dramatic rezoning.  The absolute disruption of our members’ work-life 
balance due to the noise and congestion will bring emotional and physical distress that does not 
seem to have been taken into account.

     We can accomplish all of the goals set forth in the OP Setdown Report under the current 
MU4 zoning.

6.  Explain how the person’s interest will be more significantly, distinctively, or uniquely affected 
in character or kind by the proposed zoning action than that of other persons in the general 
public. 








