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CHEVY CHASE DEFENSE COMMITTEE 

3750 Kanawha St NW 
Washington DC 20015 
January 2 , 1 988 

District of ColuMbia Zoning C• ~Mission 
1350 PennBylvania Ave NW 
Washington DC 20001 

To the Zoning CoMMission: 

My neighborhood organization, the Chevy Chase Defense 
CoMMittee, has a strong interest in a Matter that is pending 
before the CoMMission, naMely, the downzoning of the west 
side of Connecticut Avenue between Chevy Chase Parkway NW and 
Military Road NW. The Defense CoMMittee represents 
over 100 households in the neighborhood coMprieing the 
stretch of Connecticut Avenue in question and the blocks 
iMMediately to ite west. We would therefore appreciate the 
opportunity to testify before the CcMMission when this Matter 
is considered on January 21, 1988. 

An outline of our proposed testiMony is enclosed. At 
present I expect to deliver the testiMony Myself. Should MY 
travel schedule Make this iMposeible, however, the CoMMittee 
will be represented by another MeMber. 

Thank you very Much. 

Frederick Ribe 
Chair'Man 
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Outline of the testiMony of the Chevy Chase Defense CoMMittee 
before the Zoning CoMMission of the District of ColuMbia on 
the downzoning of a portion of Connecticut Ave NW. 

Jan, 2, 1988 

1. The section of Connecticut Avenue in question, bordered 
by Chevy Chase Parkway NW on the south and Military Road NW 
on the north, is bound by a restrictive covenant banning the 
construction of apartMent buildings or other coMMercial 
developf11ents. 

a. he covenant has been enforced twice in recent years 
b court decisions, the Most recent of which was in 
June, 188f3, 

b. The neighborhood will continue enforcing the covenant 
111 court i.f necessar·y. 

2. Preservation of the relatively low density along 
Connecticut through the restrictive covenant is costly to 
Many parties, and should be done More efficiently through a 
zoning change. 

a.The residents paid over $30,000 for legal representation 
in the Most recent case, and a concoMitant aMount in the 
previous legal defense in 1989. 

b.Developers have borne high costs too: in the recent 
court case a developer drew up coMplete plans for a 
project in violation of the covenant and had theM 
approved by the District governMent, only to have theM 
thrown out in court. The developer also incurred legal 
costs in the litigation, presuMably even larger than 
those incurred by the residents. 
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c.The District governMent also wasted staff tiMe in 
evaluating the developer'8 plans, which were 
subeequently thrown out in court. 
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~ ;:t~ The pr-oposed drn,mzoning 11.1ould be bn:>adly consistent with 
-:i ~~ relatively spe:,r·se devel.opr'lent of the section of 
I\ Connecticut Avenue oppos.ite the pod ion in question ( ie the - east side of Connecticut between Chevy Chase Parkway and 

Military Road, and also the section just south or Chevy Chase 
Parkway) which is not covered by a restrictive covenant. 

a.There are several relatively old three-story townhouse 
developMents along the east side of Connecticut in this 
section, at least one of which has recently been 
renovated. 

b.One block on the east side, just south of Military Road, 


