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Memorandum • Government of the District of Columbia 

TO: 

FROM: 

D.C. Zoning Commission 

Fr 
Di 

Department, 
Agency, Office: Planning 

Date: MAR 11 1988 

SUBJECT: Application 86-26/Connecticut Avenue: Summary Abstract 

Attached is a summary abstract for Application 86-26 
which highlights significant issues in this case. 

The Office of Planning supports the variable height 
formula for Cleveland Park with a maximum height limit of 
45 feet as a matter-of-right. we also support a matter­
of-right FAR of 2.0 with a maximum of 1.0 for commercial 
uses. This formula is more in keeping with existing 
density in the area and supports the objectives of the 
Cleveland Park Historic District. 

For PUD's in the Cleveland Park commercial area, OP 
supports a 50' height guideline with a 2.5 FAR (1.0 
commercial, and 1.5 residential). This will reinforce 
the objectives of the overlay zone. 

In the Woodley Park commercial area, the Office of 
Planning supports a matter-of-right height limit of 50' 
with an FAR of 3.0 for the C-2-B zoned area. For the 
C-2-A zoned area OP supports a matter-of-right height 
limit of 45 feet and an FAR maximum of 2.0. 

For PUD's in the Woodley Park C-2-B zone OP supports a 
height guideline of 55 feet and an FAR guideline of 3.5. 
In the C-2-A zoned area, OP supports a PUD height 
guideline of 50' and an FAR guideline of 2.5. 
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7Dning o:mni.ssion case No. 86-26: Connecticut Aven!E 
SlllllWCY Abstract 

THIS CAIi IS 111 ADVISOIIY IIElGHIOIIHOOO COMNJSSlONS lC, lF and 
E 
c ... llo. 16-2' WH jniUated by petitions fr011 th• Chevy 
Ch••• Cl.ti1an1 A.asociation, U• Cleveland Park Hi1torica1 
Society, and the Woodley Park Coaunity AtaociaUon, and by 
at, reco-ndatlon frOII the Office of Plannir.9, to consider 
IILxt and up ... ndaent.a th.at vould affect c•rtain are•• 
•lon9 Connecticut A.venue, N.11. 

on October I, 1917, at a • pecial .. n1n9, th• Zoning 
Co.,inion for the Di• trict of Coluabia initiated action to 
con• ider a propo•al by the Office of Plannin9 IOPI to rezone 
portion, ol Connecticut Avenue between Western •nd Florida 
Avenue• , •·"· The OP propoaal alao inch1dea propoaeJ 
aJMnclMnta to the text of lonin9 lke9ulation1 to create two 
,on• di• trict •, that i •, the Cleveland Pork ICP) Overlay 
Dietrict and the Woodley Park IWPI overlay Dietrict. 

The •peciflc propoaal to •••nd th• lonin9 Nap 1 • to change 
th• 1ona d.i• trict clHificauon of tlla followin9 proparhu• 

1. Chao .. to 1-J tlloH lou in sq,aarH 1172, 1175, •nd 
1111 wbich ere currenUy zoned 11-s-c, 

2. Cllange to a-5-C tho•- lou in Square 2039 which are 
c•rr•ntly 1oned 1-1-.1,• 

* The Zoning Commission voted 
to adopt this map amendment on 
1/21/88. 

Cl:mrents Jeceived By z.c. 

Individuals, community organ­
izations, ANC-3G support change 
from R-s-c to R-3. 

No opposition was registered 
to this proposal. 

1. 

Change to R-3 would conform to 
single-family stipulation 
of private covenants, 

Change to R-5-B would minimize 
area non-conformity. 

OP recommended adoption of 
this map a-ndment to bring 
existing apartment buildings 
into conforming status. 



J. 

I, 

Chan,. to C•2•8/IIP IWc-odley Park c-rcial overlay! 
~~;~:, lou in Square nu which are currently 1oned 

O:rments Received By z.c. 

Community organizations support 
overlay concept with height limit of 
50 feet in C-2-B, 40 feet in C-2-A and 
a 60% lot occupancy for commercial 
area. 

Community organizations want underground 
space included in FAR. 

Community organizations prefer C-1 zoning 
for area; at least C-2-A zoning for squares 
now zoned C-2-B. 

ANC-3C supports overlay zone with modifications 
noted by other community organizations; opposes 
PUD's in area; supports C-2-A or C-1 zoning for 
Squares 2202 and 2203. 

Business representatives oppose 
proposed overlay based on: 

-lack of support for Metro 
system: 
-reduction in opportunity 
for economic development; 
-lower land values: 
-loss of potential residential 
development; 
-reduction in potential for 
additions as a result of 
lower height limit 

-lack of planning basis for 
overlay zones; 
-lack of basis in Comprehensive 
Plan for proposed action: 
-violation of uniformity 
re~uired of zoning; 

2. 



111th rHpect to lots Ul •nd UI in Square ZZU, 
con.a14er •ltern•Unly • ch•n9e io 1•41 

I: •peclflc propoMl to _.,. the teat of the lonlng 
latlon• u4 to cnato oworlay 41•trict• in the -l•r 

r c-rclal area u4 tho Clonland P•rk C-rclal are• 
le H toll-• 

CNUTII 1 J -LIY •AU CCIIMIICJAI. OVIIILAlf IIIP DISTIJCT 

UO!I GSIIIIIAL HOVISI-

UOO. I Tllo --••r Park c-rclal -rlay Di• trl.ct l• 
applied to • coepact 9e09raphie HH •urroundin9 the 
lloodley Park/loo lletroraU •tation, coapr l • in9 thoH 
Lou zoned C•2•A in ...,er .. un and UOJ, • nd thoH 
Lot• 1oned c-2-1 i• lq,aare 2204. 

uoo.a The purpo•H of the District an, 

UOO.U To encoura .. a •cal• of donl-nt, • 
• lature of 1Nildln9 ••••, ond other attrl.butH 
•uch H oat• and officlont con4it1on• for 
pedostrien and vehicular-•'• ell of which 
vl.11 lie H pnerally ro<pairo4 ff the eo• prehen• ivo 
Plan, 

OJnnents 1e:,eived By z.c. 

-aaverse economic impacts which 
may result; 
-decrease in potential Metro 
ridership; . 
-lack of basis for height reduction 
in Comprehensive Plan; 
-special treatment of PUD's 

Community organizations support 
the rezoning of these lots to 
R-4 based on character of structures 
and adjacent zoning and uses 
on Woodley Place. 

3. 

Supports change to R-4 for lots 
137 and 138 in Square 2204. 



100.n To e11co11raqe reu11U011 and .. tabll•-nt of a 
v• riety of r•tail, ent:ert•inaent and per1onal 
••rv1ce e1tabl.i1hllent1., predoai,nantly in a 
continuw• patt•rn at. tround level, ao •• to meet 
the nNd• of the •urro11ndin9 ar•••• re1ident1, 
workar1, and Yilltora, 

JOO.U To llllit tbe •nlll• ,-,_ltted llel9bt of new 
11111141119• 10 a• to • nco11ra9• • 9en• nl 
,coapatibllity in ecale bet-•11 MV and older 
blll.ldl119e I and 

.JOO .U To pro•ld• for aaf• and efficient pede• trian 
aov-nt by red11cln9 conflict• blltlf• en ped1• trian 
and vehicular tr• ff ic, 10 •• t.o i • prove accea, to 
retail aerYtce• , tha Metrorail • tation, and other 
u1e1 in the •r•a. 

JOO. 3 Tile Woodley hrk c.._rcial OVerhy CIIPI Dutriet 
ia • apped in c•binati.on 111th the undarlyin9 Co•erci1il 
•one district• and not 1n• t.ead of the underlyinq 
d11trict1. 

. 100.• 1111 11M• , 1MaUU1191 .,.. •tr.acturH peraltted In 
• ceor4ance with thl• chapter, and t.he • ppropr i • te 
.... latlona of the 11nderlyln9 tlatrict vlth lfhlch th• 
upped 11P 4letrlct la c-lned, •hall l>a .,.,.ittad In 
th• c-lll• d dlatrlcta. 1.s 1111 reatrictlo,,e en4 prohiblt1011e pr""l .. d vitll 
r• ap• ct to altller of tlle 41etrlcu c-l>lned In 
accordance witll thie chapter allall aleo apply, ••capt 
aa apacUlcelly aod1fled bp tllh chapter. 

UOl UH, HICIIT, IIIIQ NIii M:CIII HGULATlotll 

UD1. l The .. a1_ peraltted beltllt of bul1dln91 ln the 
WP overlay Dlatrict ohall be SO feet. 

o.:irments Rea!ived By z.c. 

Business representatives oppose 
development restrictions and the 
overlay zones at Metro stations. 

Community organizations support 
overlay concept with height limit of 
50 feet in C-2-B, 40 feet in C-2-A and 
a 60% lot occupancy for commercial 
area. 

Community organizations want underground 
space included in FAR. 

Community organizations prefer C-1 zoning 
tor area; at least C-2-A zoning for squares 
now zoned C-2-B • 

Community organizations favor a 
50 ft. height limit. 

ANC-3C supports overlay zone with modifications 
not~d ~y other community organizations; opposes 
PUD sin area; supports C-2-A or C-1 zoning for 
Squares 2202 and 2203. 

4. 

C-2-B height limitation of 50 feet 
will keep new buildings more in 
scale with existing buildings whic~ 
are predominantly 1 and 2 stories. 



Jo1.i No llotel, 11111 or faet ,_ l'Htaurant ellall b• 
pei:sltted 111 die W ......... , dietrlct. 

JOI.J 11o driff•tllr-11 acca•eorr 1:0 •nr·ue• ehall be 
paraittad 111 tlla w O...rlar DiHrict. 

JOI.• Anr bulld1119 occupyi119 or COIIHructed 011 • lot 
fronl:1119 on Connecticut Avenue, Calffrt 11:rHt or 24th 
ltrHt •llall provide retaU and HrYice eatabli•-nu 
on tM 9ro,and leffl accordi119 to tlle followi119 
lraquir-nta, 

UOI.U TIie peraittad uHa for tlla purpoHa of thia 
prOYiaion ontr ahaU be ae au-« in tlle c-1 
Dl• trlct ln lubaectiona 701.l, 701.• and 701.llbl 
of 1:111• t1Ua1 and tlloae uH• penlttad in c-1 
DiHricta H an-rad ln l•b-tlon 'Ul. 2 ldl, 1111, 
lkl. Ill, lol, (pl. ,,,, • and .... I lubHCtion 
721.Jlal lbl, UI, 191, 1111, CU, ljl, 111, 1 .. 1, 
lnl, Col, lpl, and lqll and lubHcUon 721.llbl. 
In tlloae pa.-ta of tlle affected buUdl.n9 and lot 
other tllan H delineated for purpoaH of thie 
pro•lalon tlle norul C• 1 and C•2 Uh provision• 
allall applJ. 

UOl.42 laell ••• ellall occu,r no laH tllan 25 
percent of tlla net Uoor arH of tlle 9round level 
of tba llulldln9, ••••• that floor vhlcll is nearut 
111 9rada alavaUon to tll• al.davalk. 

1301,0 la a ..,,1, COlletructe4 buildin9 tM penaitted 
uHa idanUUad in UOl,U ahall occu,r no lest 
than 50 percent of tlla net floor arH of the 
9round laffl of the buildi119, and no aora tllan 20 
percent of the 9roand le,,.,l floor HH ellall be 
devoted to ban .. , loan officH, other financial 
l.netUuUona, ua,,.,1 a .. nclee, or otllar ticket 
rfficea, 

Ull.5 ... --•• fHt ,_ nnauruH, .. llcataHena, ourr-u, or otller auaUar eau .. or drl11lt1n9 
eatallUa .... ta, allall ocean IIO aore than H percent of 
1:lla linear atnat ll'Ollta .. vitllt.11 1:11a WP OYarhr 
Diaulct, •• ••••r•4 •lont tha lot• facln9 Connac&lcut 
a-..-. Calffl'I: ltrfft all4 Htll 11:n• &, •••• 

Ollment:s Received Bf z.c. 

Business representatives oppose 
new zoning controls based on 
location at ~tro Station; 
dcrease in property value for renting, 
remodelling, and selling, loss of 
tax revenue to city. 

1301.3 
New development on large parking 
lot in c-2-B square needs Conn­
irut Avenue access or it will 
impact narr0w alley behind. Curb 
cut li.Jllits are unreasonable, 

General support for ground level 
retail requirement. 

Community organizations support 
this proposal, Little, if any, 
st~ted opposition. 

Existing eating and drinking 
establistin.nts • 231 of com­
-rcial frontages. 

s. 

Hotels are not permitted under 
this proposal due to existing 
nearby concentration and small 
geographical area of ~rcial 
zone. 

New development is large, midblock 
site, Other parcels with s0111e 
development potential are at corners 
with side street access. OP does not 
want small-scale, in-fill development 
usinq individual driveways given the 
built fabric of both--.areas. 

OP supports IIOdification of percentage 
of ground floor retail for existing an 
new buildings to 501 overall. 

Proposal is designed to ensure that 
new buildings continue to provide 
niehgborhood-serving and more 
active retail and service uses. 

Proposed regulation is designed to 
prevent the "Georgetownization" 
of local commercial centers where 
a single type of use.become~ " 
predominant thereby out-pricing 
other uses. 



UOI.I Vltlllft the ar•• of the .. OV.rl•y Dlaulct, the 
provl•lo-• or 1111> .. cuon a21,.11c1-111 are IIOdlhed .. 
rouowa, 
UOl.11 llo 4r1-r pr0Yldl119 acceH froa Connecticut 

aven,.. to r .. 11 red parlr.1119 •P•cH or loadin9 
=::::c:~11 Ila panltted ln the WP overlay 

.. 02 IXClfflOIII 

1302.1 laeeptlone, or walvera, fr• the requlreMnts of 
the -ley Park c-rcial overly District ohall only 
be penltted if 9rented by the loar4 of lo•in9 
MjuotM•t •fter pullUe 11ear1119, .,. .. d on the rou-1.9 
cr1&erta, 

un.2 TIie eacepted u .. , bulldi•9 or feature u the aiaa, 
l•tenolt:r 0114 loc•tl.on propooe4, Will not lie 
4etrl•nt•l to the health, • -fety, co-nience or 
..... ,..1 •lf•r• of peraona re1idin9 or worki.n9 in the 
vlclnlt:r, will not ••var .. 1:r affect nel9hborin9 
property, and will lie in 99nerd confoniity with the 
stated purpo .. • of the VP -rl•ll' Dlatrlet. 

1302.> laceptlond clrcua•tence•. eaiat, pert•lnin9 to th• 
property it .. u or to econoalc or ph:,aic•l condition• 
in the l-.Slat• araa, Which juetUy the ••ceptio• of 
waiver. 

loz.4 Vehlcul•r acceaa a11d ., ..... are located a11d 
deal9M4 so •• to • iai• iH eo•fhct with prl•cipal 
padeatrlu vey•, to function efficiently, •nd to create 
no ..... nu• or otharvi•• olljactionable t .. .ruc 
... ltlo••• 

U02.S TM - ... UY i• poH requlr-nta pertainin9 to 
de1ltn• appearance, • itn•• ai1e, landacapin9 and other 
•uch requl.r .. tll• H U ohall de .. ••c ...... , to protect 
nei9hbarl.nt propa .. ty and to achieve the purpoae of tho 
•• OVerlay District. 

Qllments Received By z.c. 

Community organizations support 
this proposal. 

Business representatives testified to 
need for direct access from 
Connecticut Avenue in some cases • 

community organizations expressed 
concern that waivers may be granted 
too readily but support proposal. 

6. 

Designed to prevent the prolif­
eration of vehicular access paths 
off Connecticut Avenue, to maintain 
pedestrian scale and movement, and 
to reduce potential circulation 
conflicts, 

Thia proposal is designed to 
allow waivers of require-nts 
of overlay through BZA process 
where specified criteria are -t. 

OP testified that this section 
can be retitled to •special 
Exceptions•. 



CKAPUa 14 CUYl!LAIID PAIIII COIVIEIICIAL OVEIILAY ICPI DISTR!CT 

1400 CIIIEMJ. PSOVJSIONS 

1400,I 'l'he Cleveland Park co ... arcial Overlay Diatrict u 

~r.!!i:..:o ,!r:.-::~:o~-:r:t:~i..:r•:nr~rm:in~hat.h• 
ClH• l • lld Park ll• torlc D11\rlct, c•prleln9 thOH Lou 
1on•d C•2•A 1a lquare• 2211, Ult, UJJ, HU and 2069, 

ftlll ,-rpo•• of tbe Dll\rlct. ar•, 

1400.21 'l'O HC011H9e a H • le of dev• lo-nt, a 
aln•r• of bulldlnt ,a111, and other att.rll>,atu 
auch - • nfo and •Ulclent. concUtiona for 
poda81:rlan and ••lllnlar -nt, all of wlllcll 
wUl be H ,o,..ully roq,airad by tile Coaprehenalve 
Plan and coapatlbla with the lietoric •••••nation 
Act, D.C. Law 2•1441 

1400.22 To ancoura .. retention and Htal>li•haent. of a 
war·lety of r•t•il, entertainaent and personal 
aervlc• ••taltl iataent.e, pr..,.inant.ly ln a 
countin110111 pattern at 9round level• so •• to meat 
tha need• of the 1urrou.ndin9 ar•••• re• identa, 
vorkera, end •l• it.or•, 

U00.2J To lialt 
bulldint• 10 
coapatll>Ultr 
bulldlnt•• 

the aa•lll,_ paraltted llei91lt of n•w 
•• to enco111ra9e a 9ener• l 
in 1c•l• Ntwen nev and old•r 

1400,24 'l'o provide for Hf• and afficl•ftt. padeot.rian 
..,_nt by reducint confUcu between p•dHtrian 
and ffhicular traffic, •o •• to i • prove ace••• to 
retail ••rvic••• tlle Net.rorall •tat.ion, and other 
u••• ln ~he area, and 

tt00.25 To proYlde for retention of ••lst.inq houaing 
vithln t:h• CP overlay Di•trict, •o •• to help meet 
th• needi for affordable hou11ntJ. to enhance 
pedeatrian activity, 1afety, and: con•umer 1upport 
for bu.ein••••• in the COlllllel'Cial area .. 

1400.l Tllo Claffland Park c-rcial overlay CCPI 
Dlet.rlct. l• Mpp•d ln C-blftatiDII wlth t.h• under lying 
c-rclal sono dbuicu a11d not in1tea~ of the 
und• rlylnt Uatrlcta. 

U00.4 All u•••• buUd,n91 and atructur-• panoittad in 
•ecOrdance with t.1111 ch•pter, and the appropriate 
re911lationa of t.ha underly1n9 di1trict. vith which the 
Mppad CP di1t.rlct ii COllbined, ,hall be p• r111itted 1n 

Cblments Reoeived By Z.C. 

Community groups prefer C-1 zone 
with 40 ft. height limit, 

Business representatives oppose 
proposed overlay based on: 

-lack of support for Metro 
system; 
-reduction in opportunity 
for economic development; 
-lower land values; 
-loss of potential residential 
development; 
-reduction in potential for 
additions as a result of 
lower height limit 

·lack of planning basis for 
overlay zones; 
-lack of basis in Comprehensive 
Plan for proposed action; 
-violation of uniformity 
required of zoning; 
-adverse economic impacts which 
may result; 
-decrease in potential Metro 
ridership; 
-lack of basis for height reduction 
in Comprehensive Plan; 
-special treatment of PUD's 

OP believes that an overlay 
district which restricts height, 
uses and other design functions 
is the preferred way to respond 
to the concerns of citizens and 
the business community. 

7. 



401 Ult·; IIIJGIITe AIEA A11D ACCESS UGULAT1011S 

401.1· Any nltV bullclint or ••,.11aioa of .ea exi• tint 

Nlldlq •11•11 lie nHrleted to • Ma""- Mltllt not to 
....... - tlM• - Mltllt of - \oiioet HiH.t.n, 
llulldl .. on ae alluctl .. lot fronl.int on tllo •- auen 
•• CM lot llelat Milt llfO" and •c .. ,.rued fr- tlle 
latMr lly • atl'Ht or alley. IConeider in tlle 
IIJtel'MUftl HOl.1 fto .. Ki_ pen.I.teed lleitht of 
pUdl.ap la Ille c, Oftday DlH1'1H •llall lie 40 (Ht. I 

101.J ao t1Mllill9 unit or .,_,,.. ult ln exhtenc• H 
of OetoNr 1, 1,e, oall Ila converted to eny 
IIOftl'Hldentlal oM, or to • tranaiont IIH a• hot• l or 
.t.nn1 prowldod, .._.,.r, tut tllia ra• tr.1.ctlon ellell not 
apply to tlla ,round floor of tlle "Udlftt, 1.e., thu 
floor Wlllcll 1• -nat ln trade elevulon to tlle ., ••• u. 

101. 4 Ally bollcllftt oc,eupyint or con• truc,ted on • lot 
fro11.t.in9 on Coaneet.ieut. AH11ue or Nacoab, •ev•rk, 
Ordway or fortor ltrHt, ••••, •h•ll rrovlde retaU and 
::!v~:!i:::::1!:::;:.:.:h• 9ro11nd av•l mordlnt to 

1401.41 Tllo ,-... 1tud ••H for the purpo•H of thh 
prowl•lon only •hall Ila H •U-4 in the C•l 
Diatdct ,. IIIIIHction 701.1, 701,4 and 701.Ubl 
of thle UU•1 and thOH oHa panii&ted in c-2 
DiHr.1.cte H ---rated in lllbHCtion 721. 2141, 
lb), lkl, 111, Col, Cpl, tvl, and lvl1 S11b•ection 
721,Jlal, lltl, lfl, 191, lhl, CU, ljl, Ill, 1• 1, 
lnl, lol, Cpl, and ''" ••4 lultHCtiOft 121. llbl • 
In tlloH pert• of tllo affected ltllUdln9 and lot 
otllar th•• H deUnoated for purpoH• of thi• 
provt.alon the n.oniel C•l and C•2 ••• provi• lon• 
•llall apply, 

1401.U luch .... •h•ll OCC11py no leH than ZS 
percent of tlle net floor er•• of the 9ro11nd love 1 
of tllo IIIIU1Uftt, 1 •••, that fl-r Wllich ia nearut 
111 9rad• elevation co tll• •14avallt. 

1401.U In a nevly conau11cted bulldin9 tlle peraitted 
ueH l .. aUfled in UOl.U ellall occ11py not lu, 
tl\an SO percent of the net floor area of tlle 
9round kvol of the bu1ldin9, end no aore tll1n 20 
pore._, of tlle 9ro11nd level n-r HH •hall be 
devoted to banka, loar. offi.CH, other financial 
1n•titut.:Lo11• , tr•ve! •t•nciea, or ottaer ticket 
offlc••• 

o:ments Received By z.c. 

Community groups prefer C-1 zone 
with 40 ft. height limit. 

Community alternative: 40.ft. height 
limit overall with transition height 
formula. 

Opposition to height formula based 
on limitation of opportunities 
for expansion, the need for new 
d~velopment and the presence of a 
M~tro Station in area. 

Community organizations support 
reinforcement of upper story 
residential uses. 

Community organizations support 
limitations onnon-local uses. 

Business representatives oppose 
this provision due to its restrictive 
nature and limitation on future 
business expansion. 

Community organizations support 
this proposal. 

Business representatives do 
not favor restricting ground 
floor commercial uses. 

Transition height formula will 
help to maintain low scale char­
acter of commercial area as new 
buildings are constructed. 

OP supports the transitional 
height formula with a 45 foot 
height maximum. 

8. 

Ensure continutation of neigh­
borhood serving retail and 
service uses. Eliminate non­
local or detrimental uses which 
would not be c-patible at ground 
level. 

OP supports modification of percentage 
of ground floor retail for existing and 
new buildings to 501 overall. 
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o:mrents Received By z.c. 

Community organizations support 
proposal • 

Community organizations support 
this proposal. 

Business representatives testified to 
need for direct access from 
Connecticut Avenue in some cases. 

Community organizations expressed 
concern that waivers may be granted 
too readily but support proposal. 

9. 

Proposed regulation is designed to 
prevent the •Georgetownization• 
of local coDB11ercial centers where 
a single type of use becomes 
predominant thereby •out-pricing• 
other uses. 

Applies to ground floor frontages 
only • 

Designed to prevent the prolif­
eration of vehicular access paths 
off Connecticut Avenue, to maintain 
pedestrian scale and movement, and 
to reduce potential circulation 
conflicts. 

This proposal is designed to 
allow waivers of requirements 
of overlay through BIA process 
where specified criteria are -t. 

OP testified that this section 
can be retitled to •special 
Exceptions•. 



Th• Co•i••ior. vill al•o con• ider the adopt.ion of provisions 
under vhich Planned Unit O.velopaent would be approved 
within the CP or WP Overlay District• under either 111iore 
re• trictive or le11 re• trictive r•9ulation1 than the 
re9ulation1 which 1pply in Other zone dOtrict1. 

0:Jlll'IE!Ots Received By Z.C. 

Community organizations oppose 
PUD's with greater height and bulk 
that overlay district allows. 

Busin<>ss representatives oppose 
special treatment of PUD's 

10. 

For the Cleveland Park commercial area 
OP supports a 50 foot height guideline 
for PUD's with a 2.5 FAR guideline 
(~.O co~ercial, 1.5 residential) whic 
will reinforce the objectives of the 
overlay zone. 

For the Woodley Park commercial area 
OP supports a 55 foot height guideli~e 
and a 3.5 FAR guideline for the C-2-B 
zoned area. For the C-2-A area, op 
supports a 50 foot hieght guideline 
and a 2.5 (1.0 commercial, 1.5 res­
idential) guideline which will 
reinforce the objectives of the 
overlay zone. 


