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 P-R-O-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-S 1 

 9:41 a.m. 2 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Good morning, 3 

ladies and gentlemen.  This is the January 13, 4 

2009 Public Hearing of the Board of Zoning 5 

Adjustment of the District of Columbia sitting 6 

as the Foreign Missions Board of Zoning 7 

Adjustment. 8 

  My name is Ruthanne Miller, I'm the 9 

Chair.  Joining me today to my right is the 10 

Vice Chair, Mr. Marc Loud, and next to him is 11 

Mr. Peter May representing the National Park 12 

Service.  And to my left is Mary Oates Walker, 13 

Board Member.  And next to Mary Walker is 14 

Marcel Acosta representing the National 15 

Capital Planning Commission. 16 

  Copies of today's hearing agenda 17 

are available to you and are located to my 18 

left in the wall bin near the entrance door.  19 

Please, be advised that this proceeding is 20 

being recorded by a Court Reporter and is also 21 

webcast live.  Accordingly, we must ask you to 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 5

refrain from any disruptive noises or actions 1 

in the hearing room. 2 

  When presenting information to the 3 

Board, please, turn on and speak into the 4 

microphone, first, stating your name and home 5 

address.  When you are finished speaking, 6 

please, turn your microphone off, so that your 7 

microphone is no longer picking up sound or 8 

background noise. 9 

  All persons planning to testify 10 

either in support or in opposition are to fill 11 

out two witness cards.  These cards are 12 

located to my left on the table near the 13 

entrance door and on the witness tables.  Upon 14 

coming forward to speak to the Board, please, 15 

give both cards to the reporter sitting to my 16 

right. 17 

  The order of procedure for a 18 

Foreign Mission's case is as follows:  One, 19 

statement and witnesses of the applicant.  20 

Two, Government reports, including the United 21 

States Secretary of State and the District of 22 
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Columbia Office of Planning on behalf of the 1 

Mayor.  Three, reports or recommendations by 2 

other public agencies.  Four, report of the 3 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission.  Five, 4 

persons in support.  Six, persons in 5 

opposition. 6 

  Please note that request for party 7 

status in an FMBZA application are not 8 

applicable because it is a rule-making 9 

procedure. 10 

  The following time constraints will 11 

be maintained, pursuant to section 3117.4:  12 

The applicant, including witnesses, will be 13 

permitted 60 minutes to present its case.  14 

Persons testifying whether in support or 15 

opposition will be permitted 3 minutes each, 16 

except an ANC. 17 

  These time constraints do not 18 

include time used during questions from the 19 

Board.  The Board may place further reasonable 20 

restrictions on or permit additional time for 21 

testimony as it deems appropriate. 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 7

  Because this is a rule-making 1 

proceeding, there are no parties and therefore 2 

there is no cross examination. 3 

  The record will be closed at the 4 

conclusion of each case, except it will remain 5 

open for any material specifically requested 6 

by the Board.  The Board and the staff will 7 

specify at the end of the hearing exactly what 8 

is expected and the date when the material 9 

must be submitted to the Office of Zoning. 10 

  After the record is closed, no 11 

other information will be accepted by the 12 

Board. 13 

  The Sunshine Act requires that the 14 

Public Hearing on each case be held in the 15 

open before the public.  The Board may, 16 

consistent with it's Rules of Procedure and 17 

the Sunshine Act, enter Executive Session 18 

during or after the Public Hearing on a case 19 

for purposes of reviewing the record or 20 

deliberating on the case. 21 

  The decision of the Board in this 22 
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legislative proceeding must be based 1 

exclusively on the public record.  To avoid 2 

any appearance to the contrary, the Board 3 

requests that persons present not engage the 4 

Members of the Board in conversation. 5 

  Please, turn off all beepers and 6 

cell phones, at this time, so as not to 7 

disrupt these proceedings. 8 

  At this time, the Board will 9 

consider any preliminary matters.  Preliminary 10 

matters are those that relate to whether a 11 

case will or should be heard today, such as 12 

requests for postponement, continuance or 13 

withdrawal or whether proper and adequate 14 

notice of the hearing has been given.  If you 15 

are not prepared to go forward with a case 16 

today or if you believe that the Board should 17 

not proceed, now is the time to raise such a 18 

matter. 19 

  Does the staff have any preliminary 20 

matters? 21 

  MS. BAILEY:  Members of the Board, 22 
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Madam Chair, to everyone, good morning.  Staff 1 

does not. 2 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  And then let 3 

us proceed with the agenda. 4 

  MS. BAILEY:  The Foreign Missions 5 

in FMBZA Application No. 17886, this is the 6 

Republic of South Africa, pursuant to 11 DCMR 7 

section 201.1 and 1001 and section 4306 of the 8 

Foreign Missions Act, to permit the renovation 9 

and expansion of an existing chancery use at 10 

premises 3101 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.  The 11 

Square is 2145, Lot 826. 12 

  The property is Zoned R-1-A and 13 

there are three Overlay Districts.  They are 14 

the Diplomatic Overlay, the Naval Observatory 15 

Overlay and the Tree and Slope Overlay 16 

District.  The application is ready to 17 

proceed, at this time, Madam Chair. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Thank you.  19 

Would the parties at the table, please, 20 

introduce yourselves? 21 

  MR. COLLINS:  Good morning.  My 22 
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name is Christopher Collins with the Law Firm 1 

of Holland and Knight.  Seated to my left is 2 

Kyrus Freeman from our office.  To my right is 3 

Mr. Bob Naidoo.  Mr. Naidoo is the Minister 4 

for Administration for the Embassy of South 5 

Africa.  And then to my far right, Emily Eig 6 

our expert and Historic Preservation witness 7 

in traceries and to the far right is Natalie 8 

McCorkle with Davis Brody Bond Architects. 9 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   10 

  MR. COLLINS:  And we'll be joined 11 

shortly by Mr. Chris Kabatt from Wells and 12 

Associates, who is our expert transportation 13 

witness. 14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Why 15 

don't you proceed with your case then? 16 

  MR. COLLINS:  Thank you.  Madam 17 

Chair and Members of the Board, good morning. 18 

 This is an application for replacement, 19 

partial replacement and expansion of a 20 

chancery for the Embassy of the Republic of 21 

South Africa on Massachusetts Avenue. 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 11

  We have submitted a prehearing 1 

statement which has our complete information 2 

and I'm sure that you have had an opportunity 3 

to look at that. 4 

  This application has three goals.  5 

One, to consolidate all offices of the 6 

chancery into one location.  Secondly, to 7 

modernize and upgrade the chancery.  The 8 

chancery which is in the model in front of me, 9 

which is to your right, was built in the 1960s 10 

and is in need of modernization.  And third, 11 

and maybe most importantly, to provide an 12 

architectural expression of the new South 13 

Africa in the in-fill construction between the 14 

two buildings. 15 

  The model that you are looking at 16 

in front of you has two buildings with a 17 

connector.  The two buildings to your left is 18 

the ambassador's residence built in the 1930s 19 

and to the right is the chancery, which was 20 

built in 1960s.  The chancery was built to 21 

kind of pattern the architecture of the 22 
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residence. 1 

  There is currently a little in-fill 2 

that you have seen in some of the drawings and 3 

photos that is being replaced by this new in-4 

fill construction. 5 

  We have met on several occasions 6 

with the Office of Planning, including Mr. 7 

Jackson, as well as Steve Callcott with the 8 

Historic Preservation Office to discuss the 9 

project and the plans and there is an OP 10 

report in the record. 11 

  Our transportation consultant has 12 

discussed the project with the Department of 13 

Transportation and has shared with them a copy 14 

of the traffic and transportation study that 15 

you have.  And the conclusions on 16 

transportation and parking are included in the 17 

OP report as well. 18 

  We have met on-site with a 19 

representative of the National Park Service, 20 

Mr. Doug Jacobs.  The adjacent park land to 21 

the west of the embassy is not a Shipstead 22 
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Loose Act Park.  It's Normanstone Park.  It's 1 

not a park that is under the jurisdiction of 2 

the Fine Arts Commission for review of 3 

adjacent construction. 4 

  However, we wanted to have an 5 

opportunity for the Park Service to take a 6 

look at this and assess the situation on-site 7 

as well as with the plans, so we spoke to Mr. 8 

Jacobs on-site. 9 

  The neighbor to the east, to your 10 

right, is the former Chancery of Iran, which 11 

is vacant and under the jurisdiction of the 12 

National Park -- of the State Department. 13 

  We have discussed the project with 14 

the ANC, with the Single Member District, Dr. 15 

Catherine May on several occasions and had a 16 

meeting with the full ANC in December and you 17 

have the ANC report in the file. 18 

  We have discussed this project 19 

several times with the Department of State, 20 

with Mr. Massey, at the Office of Foreign 21 

Missions, whom you will hear from later on.  22 
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And there has been a site visit by a 1 

representative of the Bureau of Diplomatic 2 

Security who came out to do an assessment, 3 

particularly of the features and specifically 4 

of the fence in the front of the building. 5 

  The State Department has two 6 

reports in the record, one of which was dated 7 

yesterday, which I believe you have copies of 8 

as well. 9 

  The plans in the file that will be 10 

discussed by the architect today include all 11 

proposed exterior improvements.  And as is 12 

customary, it includes the public space 13 

improvements as well, those that are between 14 

the building and the sidewalk. 15 

  Just a procedural issue.  In light 16 

of the FMBZA's exclusive jurisdiction in 17 

chancery applications for location, 18 

replacement or expansion matters, I spoke to 19 

Alan Bergstein of the Office of Attorney 20 

General on the issue of when does the Public 21 

Space Committee get involved in a chancery 22 
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project for public space. 1 

  And Mr. Bergstein confirmed with 2 

the Associate Director of Policy and Planning 3 

at the Department of Transportation, who is 4 

also the Chair of the Public Space Committee, 5 

that in situations like this where an 6 

application is before the FMBZA and because 7 

the FMBZA has exclusive jurisdiction, there 8 

would not need to be a separate public hearing 9 

before the Public Space Committee. 10 

  I have a memo from Mr. Bergstein to 11 

that effect.  I didn't speak with him about 12 

entering it into the record, but that's what 13 

it says.  And if need be, I can get 14 

information or his concurrence on that to 15 

submit it to the record, if necessary. 16 

  The application, as I said before, 17 

has the support of the Department of State and 18 

the ANC and the qualified support of the 19 

Office of Planning. 20 

  There are two issues in the Office 21 

of Planning's report which we will address in 22 
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our case in chief, because there is no 1 

opportunity for cross examination.  And they 2 

are the security fence in front of the 3 

building and the design of the front facade of 4 

the in-fill portion of the project. 5 

  Unless there are any questions for 6 

me, at this time, I would like to go to my 7 

first witness, Mr. Bob Naidoo of the Embassy 8 

of South Africa. 9 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Any questions 10 

right now?  No, go right ahead. 11 

  MR. COLLINS:  Mr. Naidoo, would you 12 

identify yourself and proceed with your 13 

testimony?  Thank you. 14 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Thank you, Mr. 15 

Collins.  Madam Chair, Honorable Members of 16 

the Board, thank you for the opportunity for 17 

us to present the case to you this morning.  18 

And I bring our best wishes and greetings from 19 

the Government of The Republic of South Africa 20 

as represented by our ambassador, Ambassador 21 

Nhlapo. 22 
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  Please, allow me to introduce 1 

myself.  My name is Bob Naidoo.  I'm Minister 2 

of Administration with the embassy since 2004. 3 

 And I could tell you that when I took office 4 

in 2004, this was one of the projects that was 5 

given to me, which was lying on the drawing 6 

board for some time.  And I was wished all the 7 

best and luck and success in moving ahead with 8 

this.  And I trust today that the presentation 9 

will help us forge ahead. 10 

  This building that we currently use 11 

has been built in the 1930s, as expressed by 12 

Mr. Collins, and was used as an ambassador's 13 

residence right up to 2007, June of 2007.  The 14 

conditions there were appalling.  It was not 15 

habitable in terms of the rank or the position 16 

that is held by an ambassador.  And the 17 

conditions regarding AC system, heating 18 

systems and the like have deteriorated to such 19 

an extent that it warranted us to look at 20 

alternatives. 21 

  And it made economic sense for us 22 
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to then forge ahead with this project and to 1 

consolidate, because we are currently paying 2 

for an off-site office in Van Ness close to 3 

$20,000 a month and that is quite a sizeable 4 

amount.  So we thought we would consolidate, 5 

bring all of our operations under one roof and 6 

to, obviously, make effective, efficient and 7 

more economical way of doing things in this 8 

modern day and age. 9 

  So as of now, we are currently 10 

using the current former official residence 11 

just for entertainment and official programs, 12 

for the entertainment areas, and the proposal 13 

is, obviously, to remodel the existing former 14 

residence into office space, as well as for 15 

common areas and things like that as the 16 

architect will demonstrate in a few minutes. 17 

  We, as a government, managed in 18 

1994 to break down the shackles of apartheid 19 

and to come along with a new government, which 20 

is democratic, and to speak and to demonstrate 21 

the views of the people.  And since 1994 to 22 
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now, 27th of April coming down the road, will 1 

be 15 years of democracy. 2 

  And we, as a government, express 3 

our successes in many ways, in the history 4 

books, in the history making, changing of 5 

street names, remodeling of some of our 6 

government buildings back home, as well as in 7 

all of our embassies abroad, we try to express 8 

the new South Africa in the image that we want 9 

to see ourselves in the world. 10 

  And as such, the mandate given to 11 

the architects and the design team were 12 

carefully thought of and presented to them, so 13 

that when they come up with proposals, it 14 

brings about the images that we wish to 15 

express.  So, therefore, in the demonstration 16 

that they would put forward, we are expecting 17 

the in-fill that we are proposing as eluded to 18 

by Mr. Collins, that it would bring out this 19 

new image of the Embassy of South Africa. 20 

  We do respectfully admit that we 21 

are in the Historic District, but we are also 22 
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aware of the fact that the building is not an 1 

historic landmark.  And we just want to appeal 2 

that whatever proposals we put on board is in 3 

line with the processes that go with it. 4 

  The proposal is also to include a 5 

fencing on the property along Massachusetts 6 

Avenue.  And the need for the height of a 7 

proposed 2.4 meter tall fence is prescribed by 8 

our cabinet, which was approved in 1996, for 9 

all our missions abroad when it comes to 10 

security and related issues. 11 

  And it is a mandate that I come 12 

with.  It is prescribed in our policy and, 13 

therefore, we are proposing that the 2.4 meter 14 

wall/fence be considered favorably. 15 

  I also just want to mention, at 16 

this juncture, that the South African 17 

Government, as early as 2005 thereabouts, had 18 

granted the U.S. Consulate in Cape Town some 19 

piece of ground to address their security 20 

issues and expansions.  And we just thought 21 

that we will just bring it to the attention 22 
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that it was granted. 1 

  And therefore, I, in conclusion on 2 

behalf of my ambassador, would like to thank 3 

you for the opportunity to present in brief 4 

our application of this project.  It is very 5 

important to us.  We wish to consolidate.  We 6 

wish to have everybody under one roof.  And 7 

therefore, by moving in this direction, we 8 

thought that it would make operations more 9 

effective. 10 

  And on behalf of the Department of 11 

Foreign Affairs, the Ministry of Foreign 12 

Affairs and the Government of South Africa, we 13 

thank you for this opportunity and I would be 14 

pleased to answer any questions from you.  15 

Thank you. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Thank you very 17 

much and welcome.  I just want to say that 18 

I've been to South Africa and I've been to 19 

Cape Town and it's a beautiful city.  I just 20 

want to just follow-up on a couple of things 21 

you said with respect to the facade of the 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 22

connector that you have intentionally gave a 1 

mandate to the architect in order for it to 2 

express an image that you wanted. 3 

  Can you elaborate more on what that 4 

image is and why that expresses it?  I'm sure 5 

the architect may, you know, pick up on this 6 

as well, but just so that we have an 7 

understanding of the importance that you put 8 

on this. 9 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Thank you, Madam 10 

Chair.  The new in-fill portion of the project 11 

as designed is very important to us.  And it 12 

will allow us to architecturally express the 13 

new South Africa as the central entrance and 14 

welcoming feature of our chancery, while not 15 

competing with the design of the existing 16 

buildings. 17 

  The design, the materials and all 18 

other features of this in-fill element were 19 

actually carefully considered by the 20 

Department of Foreign Affairs of South Africa, 21 

as well as by our Department of Public Works 22 
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and they have provided instructions to our 1 

architects on the design feature. 2 

  And the plans have also been 3 

reviewed locally by the Historic Preservation 4 

Office in consultation with our historic 5 

preservation consultant and this modern design 6 

between two older buildings is in accordance 7 

with international conservation and heritage 8 

practices, as well as with historic 9 

preservation considerations in the U.S. and is 10 

an important architectural expression of the 11 

new South Africa. 12 

  And basically, it's a double volume 13 

space that we are talking about that would the 14 

moment you enter in you would see the 15 

expressions of the new South Africa, but not 16 

any way interfering from the outside of the 17 

current buildings.  And as you enter these 18 

buildings, you would see those kinds of 19 

expressions that we would like to immediately 20 

attract the vision of the public and visitors 21 

entering the building. 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  And my other 1 

question goes to the fence.  I think that you 2 

said your cabinet mandates that the fence be 3 

that height. 4 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Yes. 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  And what's the 6 

basis for that?  What's the rationale for that 7 

height? 8 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Well, it's contained 9 

in the document what we call the building 10 

security standard prescripts of the South 11 

African Government.  It's for all our missions 12 

abroad.  And it's, basically, the minimum 13 

information security specifications that we 14 

address.  And irrespective of the assessments 15 

in the respective countries, these are the 16 

standard fence heights that we would put up. 17 

  MR. COLLINS:  May I just ask a 18 

question?  Mr. Naidoo, those minimum security 19 

standards were compiled by one of your 20 

agencies? 21 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Yes, Mr. Collins.  22 
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Yes, the minimum information security 1 

specifications document is compiled by the 2 

National Intelligence Agency of South Africa. 3 

 And therefore, based on the advice that they 4 

get from that agency, the policy has been 5 

adopted. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Thank you.  7 

Are there other questions of Board Members?  8 

Mr. May? 9 

  MR. MAY:  Yeah.  In -- for the 10 

other missions around the world, have you -- I 11 

assume that they don't all meet the standard 12 

at this moment.  Is that right? 13 

  MR. NAIDOO:  I think it's a phased-14 

in approach.  Where there are existing 15 

buildings, obviously, if it's going to be 16 

addressed on an ad hoc basis based on the 17 

situation at that point in time, yes.  But 18 

with renovations and when building projects 19 

come up, you do it all inclusive in terms of 20 

moving in and addressing the security issue at 21 

the same time. 22 
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  MR. MAY:  Right.  Now, have you -- 1 

have there been other fence projects, for lack 2 

of a better term, at other missions in other 3 

countries where the 2.4 meter standard could 4 

not be met, because of the physical 5 

circumstance or because of local restrictions? 6 

  MR. NAIDOO:  I don't have the data 7 

at hand, but I could -- if I'm allowed time to 8 

actually research that, I could.  But -- 9 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.  I'm just curious 10 

about what the other experience was in other 11 

circumstances.  Thanks. 12 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Other 13 

questions? 14 

  MR. ACOSTA:  Yes.  I would like to 15 

know given the design in the security fence, 16 

is this trying to prevent trespassing or is it 17 

designed to stop a car bomb?  I'm just trying 18 

to get a sense of what is the threat that this 19 

security fence is trying to protect against. 20 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Basically, it's 21 

currently -- I mean, this embassy has been 22 
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operating for a long time without the fencing. 1 

 There has been and there is currently still 2 

access by vehicles, other than visitors to the 3 

embassy, that are making U-turns in the 4 

evening, stopping on the premises, taxi cabs 5 

pulling over there for no apparent reason when 6 

we don't have anything on in the evenings. 7 

  And basically, it is a general 8 

security issue that we want to address.  And 9 

based on the turning points that is being used 10 

by the general traffic now and again when Mass 11 

Avenue becomes congested, you find people just 12 

want to make a U-turn and go in the opposite 13 

direction.  So this is becoming like a 14 

thoroughfare.  And we thought it's a security 15 

risk and we need to address it. 16 

  MR. ACOSTA:  But that's not 17 

necessarily related to the height of the fence 18 

per se.  It's really more traffic control into 19 

the site.  An issue of traffic control into 20 

the site. 21 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Sorry.  I think it's 22 
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both.  We want to address both.  Even though 1 

we may not have had an incident of that nature 2 

as of now, we just want to address both 3 

simultaneously. 4 

  MR. COLLINS:  Mr. Acosta, it will 5 

be -- maybe it will be addressed by the 6 

architect at a later time, but it is designed 7 

so it cannot be scaled.  So it's both the -- 8 

for persons wanting to get onto the property 9 

for bad reasons as well as for vehicles. 10 

  And, Madam Chair, if I may, I 11 

neglected to introduce two other members here 12 

from the embassy:  Mr. Hamen Magogany and Mr. 13 

Juan Gonzales sitting to my rear.  Thank you. 14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Thank 15 

you.  Are they going to be testifying later or 16 

they are just here and you want to acknowledge 17 

their presence? 18 

  MR. COLLINS:  They are just here 19 

for support. 20 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Thank 21 

you.  Okay.  Any other questions for this 22 
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witness?  Thank you. 1 

  MR. COLLINS:  All right.  Thank 2 

you.  The next witness is Ms. Natalie McCorkle 3 

from Davis Brody Bond Architects.  She will be 4 

using a PowerPoint presentation and there are 5 

some additional slides that were not submitted 6 

to the record, but are submitted today in 7 

response to some concerns raised by the Office 8 

of Planning in their report and you have them 9 

with you today. 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Do we 11 

want to put the lights down for this? 12 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Thank you.  Good 13 

morning.  My name is Natalie McCorkle.  I am 14 

an architect with Davis Brody Bond and I am 15 

the project architect for the renovation and 16 

addition to the South African Embassy.  I am a 17 

licensed architect and a member of the AA.  I 18 

have worked in the D.C. area for about 10 19 

years and taught architectural design at 20 

Catholic University for three years. 21 

  I'm going to be reviewing the 22 
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project with you today.  And as you can see, 1 

here is the table of contents I'll be 2 

reviewing, the site context, the project 3 

description and some site and building design 4 

considerations as well as reviewing the 5 

Landscape Concept Plan with you. 6 

  So first, I would like to draw your 7 

attention to the top map and this is 8 

illustrating the location of the embassy along 9 

Massachusetts Avenue just south of the Naval 10 

Observatory.  It's on the north side of the 11 

street.  Here is an aerial view of the site 12 

showing the South African Embassy here and its 13 

neighbor, the former Iranian Embassy here. 14 

  And this is the park land which Mr. 15 

Collins referred to here.  The embassy is 16 

currently made up of two buildings, which you 17 

can clearly see here.  This is the former 18 

residence, which was discussed.  It was built 19 

in 1936 and its addition, the chancery which 20 

was constructed in 1964. 21 

  Here are some images of the 22 
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existing embassy.  This is the former 1 

residence here, the chancery addition here.  2 

And I would like you to keep this image in 3 

mind.  This is an image of the existing 4 

courtyard between the two buildings from the 5 

rear of the site looking towards Massachusetts 6 

Avenue. 7 

  And this is the area of the 8 

addition.  So this is an existing two-story 9 

connecting bridge, which connects the two 10 

buildings at the second and third level.  And 11 

there is an existing porte-cochere at the 12 

first level. 13 

  I'm going to show a few precedents 14 

and precedents are what we think of as 15 

successful examples of projects which have 16 

tackled the objectives for this project 17 

successfully.  So we are going to be showing 18 

these just as a way to illustrate the 19 

objectives of this project. 20 

  So as Mr. Naidoo said, one of the 21 

mandates that was given to us was to represent 22 
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a new South Africa.  And so I've brought along 1 

a few images of the South African Embassy in 2 

Berlin and this is a really important example, 3 

because this was the first embassy which was 4 

built following the fall of apartheid.  It was 5 

the first embassy built in 27 years. 6 

  And as you can see, it's a 7 

contemporary building.  And their objective 8 

was to present the traditions of South Africa 9 

in a contemporary way.  One of the features is 10 

this really lovely central atrium, which is 11 

the organizing space of the building.  And all 12 

of the offices open onto the central atrium. 13 

  The building uses, obviously, very 14 

modern materials.  It is intended to be very 15 

light and open to convey a sense of 16 

transparency and welcome.  So you can see 17 

there is a lot of spaces of transparency.  18 

This is part of that two-story atrium.  It's 19 

an open staircase with some South African 20 

textiles beyond. 21 

  And I'm going to show a few other 22 
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examples.  This is the New York Public Library 1 

south court.  This is a project which was 2 

completed by Davis Brody Bond in New York 3 

City.  And this project is very similar in 4 

that it was a modern in-fill addition within 5 

an existing courtyard. 6 

  So what you see here is the facade 7 

of the existing building becomes a part of the 8 

in-fill addition, which is exactly our intent 9 

with the South African Embassy here. 10 

  This is a project not done by our 11 

office.  This is by Renzo Piano.  And we 12 

looked at this project as a way of creating a 13 

new entry, an in-fill addition between two 14 

existing buildings. 15 

  And finally, my last precedent is 16 

the Harvard Club, another project by Davis 17 

Brody Bond.  And this project is also similar 18 

in that it is an addition to an existing 19 

historic building and it starts to pick up on 20 

some of the geometries of that building, so 21 

that the contemporary addition ties together 22 
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the new and existing and they begin to read as 1 

parts of one complex. 2 

  To summarize, so our objectives 3 

were to portray a modern South Africa, to tie 4 

together the new and existing and to create a 5 

light open central space that would connect 6 

the complex and provide a new welcoming public 7 

entry. 8 

  I'm quickly going to review the -- 9 

these are documents which should be familiar. 10 

 They were submitted as part of the 11 

application.  Our zoning summary here, the 12 

Zoning Map showing the embassy location, 13 

zoning diagram which demonstrates the 14 

calculations, which are shown in the zoning 15 

summary and the site plan. 16 

  So in the site plan you can see the 17 

constraints of the site.  Here is the property 18 

line shown in red.  The two existing 19 

buildings, the chancery building here on the 20 

right, the former residence on the left.  And 21 

this area hatched in gray is the in-fill 22 
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addition.  Keep in mind that the existing 1 

bridge is in, approximately, that location. 2 

  This is a civil work drawing 3 

showing work in the public space.  The 4 

proposed security fences here at the public 5 

sidewalk, there will be some underground 6 

vaults for storm water management.  In 7 

addition, there is three curb cuts currently 8 

at the embassy. 9 

  We are proposing to close the 10 

center curb cut, because it's really no longer 11 

necessary for vehicles.  And what we would 12 

create here is a new pedestrian entry. 13 

  I'm going to walk you through the 14 

building plans now starting with the cellar 15 

level.  So this is the level below-grade which 16 

the dark gray hatch represents service areas. 17 

 So these are mechanical spaces, storage 18 

spaces, which are in support of embassy 19 

functions, and the light gray hatch is the 20 

garage parking, which is under the chancery.  21 

So this is the extent of the residence. 22 
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  The chancery above is, 1 

approximately, here.  And the in-fill addition 2 

is actually going to be over top of this 3 

portion.  So there is no expansion at the 4 

cellar level.  The cellar level is entered 5 

from a ramp here.  And I'll be reviewing the 6 

parking a little bit later on. 7 

  At the ground level, again, this is 8 

the former residence on the left, in-fill 9 

addition in the center and the chancery on the 10 

right.  The former residence as Mr. Naidoo 11 

mentioned, many of the spaces are going to be 12 

renovated, but maintain their current 13 

function. 14 

  So for the residence, that means 15 

reception spaces in support of public 16 

functions.  One of the really nice features of 17 

this building is this center hall entry, which 18 

ends in this monumental wood stair, which will 19 

remain and connect to the second story.  There 20 

is also a former ambassador study here which 21 

will remain and be used as a library for the 22 
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complex. 1 

  And the new entry here at the 2 

center will bring visitors into a security 3 

lobby and then into that two-story lobby 4 

atrium which is here.  On the chancery side, 5 

the chancery will remain to be used as office 6 

space.  It will be renovated for more 7 

efficient space plan.  And this area in green 8 

is the consular visitor's office.  So this has 9 

a separate public entry.  It functions limited 10 

hours for public visitors who need to visit 11 

the consular office. 12 

  And again, the areas in gray are 13 

support or service spaces.  So toilet rooms, 14 

stairways, elevators, all of which are being 15 

renovated to provide proper life safety, 16 

egress and well, that's basically it just 17 

egress, to meet current egress requirements. 18 

  So at the second story, during 19 

events the public would access the second 20 

story in that two-story lobby space by this 21 

open stairway or in the residence by this open 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 38

stairway.  All these spaces in green are again 1 

reception spaces. 2 

  And on the residence portion, these 3 

are existing rooms which will remain as is.  4 

There is a dining room, a reception room, a 5 

drawing room.  In the addition, we are adding 6 

a conference room at this level.  And then 7 

again on the chancery side will be decided to 8 

office space. 9 

  At the third level, the residence 10 

spaces will be converted to office space.  The 11 

-- so this floor is entirely devoted to office 12 

space.  The addition here in gray is the new 13 

ambassador's office.  The current ambassador's 14 

office is at the second floor in front of the 15 

building and that's a little bit of a security 16 

risk.  So the intent is to provide a more 17 

protective location for the ambassador's 18 

office. 19 

  And you will see this little slot 20 

here is a light well, which allows light to 21 

filter down into the atrium.  And I'll show an 22 
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image, a section through that space, so you 1 

can get a better idea of what that space is 2 

like. 3 

  Finally, the fourth floor.  At the 4 

residence side, the current envelope of the 5 

residence covers, approximately, two-thirds of 6 

the building, so it ends at this line between 7 

the blue and the gray hatch.  The gray hatch 8 

area is currently an outdoor terrace. 9 

  So we are proposing to enclose that 10 

and to devote all of this residence space to 11 

office functions.  The chancery side again 12 

will be renovated and continue to be used as 13 

office space.  And we will be adding a 14 

corridor here connecting the fourth floors 15 

across the addition.  There currently is no 16 

connection at this level. 17 

  So now, I'm going to take you 18 

through some elevations of what this project 19 

will look like.  This again is the former 20 

residence on the left.  The chancery building 21 

on the right.  And the in-fill addition here 22 
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at the center. 1 

  As I said, our objective was to 2 

create a lighter, more open, more transparent 3 

welcoming entry.  And we have accomplished 4 

that by employing materials such as glass, 5 

clear glazed curtain wall and because this is 6 

south facing, we are adding a woven mesh 7 

stainless steel screen here, which is for 8 

energy efficiency. 9 

  This screen will help to filter 10 

some of the sunlight and reduce heat gain in 11 

these -- these are going to be two conference 12 

rooms here.  So it will especially help to 13 

filter the light in those rooms. 14 

  And in addition, the geometry of 15 

the screen helps to pick up on some of the 16 

geometry of the existing buildings.  So you 17 

can see these existing buildings have a very 18 

strong tripartite organization, meaning that 19 

they have a very well demarcated base, middle 20 

and top. 21 

  So the base is this rusticated 22 
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limestone on both buildings.  The second and 1 

third stories are finished with a smoother 2 

limestone and then the top, the fourth floor, 3 

is a mansard roof which sort of tapers and 4 

ends the composition and it's finished in a 5 

terra cotta tile. 6 

  So we strive to create some of that 7 

same geometry here in the addition.  So you 8 

can see the base of this building is a very 9 

light, open, transparent entry.  So when you 10 

walk up to this entry, you will be able to see 11 

right through the lobby.  That sunscreen-- 12 

I'll show you some images of the sunscreen a 13 

little later.  That is also a transparent 14 

element.  It is not going to cut off view to 15 

the interior of the building, but it is going 16 

to obscure it slightly. 17 

  And then that bridge connector at 18 

the fourth level is actually set far enough 19 

back that you really won't see it from 20 

Massachusetts Avenue.  But it is going to have 21 

smaller punched openings, more similar to the 22 
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Dormer windows here and finished in a roofing 1 

material, such as metal panel, so that it 2 

follows the same kind of logic that the 3 

existing buildings do. 4 

  In addition, you can see that both 5 

of these existing buildings have a very strong 6 

symmetry about the entry.  You see a very 7 

strong central bay flanked by two window bays 8 

and we have recreated that here in the in-fill 9 

with the central entry and two open bays 10 

flanking that. 11 

  This is the rear elevation.  This 12 

is what you would see from the rear of the 13 

site looking towards Massachusetts Avenue.  14 

And it follows the general geometry of the 15 

front elevation.  It is altered slightly 16 

because the geometries in the back are a 17 

little bit different.  And I think I can show 18 

you an elevation and explain that a little 19 

better with the section. 20 

  You see the top is a section 21 

through the lobby looking at the former 22 
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residence.  So the areas in green are -- 1 

represent the lobby space.  So in the lobby, 2 

you are actually going to see the existing 3 

facade of the former residence.  It forms the 4 

elevation of the lobby. 5 

  And this is that light well which I 6 

showed you on the third floor.  So light will 7 

be filtering down into this space.  We 8 

specifically located it against this 9 

elevation, because this is a particularly 10 

handsome elevation, the former residence. 11 

  The chancery side it is two- 12 

stories and this is the ambassador's office 13 

above, but the same idea.  The facade of the 14 

existing building remains.  So when you are 15 

standing within this space, you are going to 16 

be able to look at and see the walls of this 17 

existing building are continuous.  They are 18 

inside and outside. 19 

  So let me show you some proposed 20 

material images.  So these are the materials 21 

that we are looking at for the in-fill 22 
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addition.  Of course, the Morgan Library again 1 

showing that clear glazing.  It also employs 2 

some solid metal panel.  We would also be 3 

looking at using pattern glazing or fitted 4 

glazing which helps to maintain transparency, 5 

but provide a little bit of obscurity or 6 

privacy and that would be used in places on 7 

the facade where we need to screen elements. 8 

  This is an image of the metal panel 9 

that -- we are looking at a metal panel in a 10 

linear format, which will pick up on the scale 11 

of the existing limestone of the existing 12 

building. 13 

  And finally, these are images of 14 

the sunscreen.  So you can see the sunscreen 15 

is a -- it's almost fabric-like.  It's a woven 16 

material, so it provides very good 17 

transparency, both indoor and outdoor, but it 18 

also helps to control light. 19 

  And now, I'm going to walk you 20 

through the landscape design.  So again, this 21 

is the site plan.  Here is a new front entry 22 
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court and the rear courtyard, which we will 1 

look at a little bit closer. 2 

  So the front entry court.  So 3 

again, this is the location of the former curb 4 

cut which we would be closing to provide a new 5 

pedestrian entry.  This curb cut would, 6 

obviously, remain for vehicles to travel in 7 

and out of the embassy.  The site perimeter 8 

fence is about here. 9 

  The intent here is that a 10 

pedestrian, a visitor to the embassy would 11 

enter here.  This is a special paving pattern. 12 

 You can see the sort of linear paving here 13 

which would pick up on the contemporary in-14 

fill.  And that's going to help pedestrians 15 

know that this is the main entry without 16 

really announcing it from the street.  So this 17 

is what is going to become evident as a 18 

visitor approaches the site. 19 

  These are two low flanking walls.  20 

You can see a little rendering of those here. 21 

 And these are just a low lighted plinth wall 22 
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that helps to reinforce that main entry. 1 

  The rear courtyard.  This is the 2 

focal point of the new lobby, so, as I said, 3 

the lobby is very open and transparent, so 4 

when you are in the lobby, you are going to be 5 

looking out along these spaces.  And again, 6 

it's picking up on the linear pattern of the 7 

contemporary in-fill with paving materials 8 

which would be similar to what is seen in the 9 

existing buildings. 10 

  This is an elevation of the 11 

courtyard.  And what I didn't mention in that 12 

last slide is that the courtyard elevation is 13 

here.  There's an existing ambassador's garden 14 

here which is accessed from the second floor 15 

of the residence.  So this is a new stairway 16 

which is going to connect the two and these 17 

are some of the proposed plantings for that 18 

courtyard area. 19 

  This is an elevation of the fence 20 

along Massachusetts Avenue.  You can see that 21 

the flight is -- the site is actually sloping 22 
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quite a bit.  It falls about 6 feet from over 1 

the length of the building.  So the idea here 2 

is that there would be some masonry columns 3 

which would be similar to the finish of the 4 

existing building.  And they would mark only 5 

the vehicle entries. 6 

  There is a fence panel in-fill, a 7 

decorative panel and then a pedestrian gate at 8 

the center in line with the new entry.  And of 9 

course, the South African flag displayed at 10 

the pedestrian gate.  This is a detailed 11 

elevation of the fence design.  So you can see 12 

here is the masonry column which marks the 13 

entries.  It is, approximately, 8 foot 10 14 

inches high.  And the panel in-fill is about 8 15 

foot 2 inches high. 16 

  And the fence is designed to pick 17 

up on some of the motifs of the contemporary 18 

in-fill and also to provide the security that 19 

the embassy requires, so it's a no climb 20 

fence. 21 

  And this fence falls well within 22 
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the range of some of its neighbors.  The 1 

Turkish Embassy, which is just to the south on 2 

Massachusetts Avenue, is about 10 foot 3 3 

inches high, that's the height of the fence 4 

there.  The Iraqi Embassy which is to the 5 

north is about 7 foot 3 inches high.  And the 6 

Italian Embassy, which is just off 7 

Massachusetts Avenue on Whitehaven Street, is 8 

about 9 foot 3 inches high. 9 

  There are some other examples which 10 

we do not have the heights of, such as the 11 

British Embassy, the Cosmos Club, the Liberian 12 

ambassador's residence, which are all along 13 

Massachusetts Avenue. 14 

  So I'm going to take a step back 15 

and review the parking plans.  This is the 16 

cellar level again, so to access this, a 17 

vehicle will go down this ramp and into the 18 

space.  The embassy currently parks in spaces 19 

1 through 16.  And in order to maximize the 20 

parking they have on-site, they are going to 21 

employ a stacked parking operation.  So a 22 
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valet parking operation. 1 

  So by stacking vehicles here, the 2 

embassy will be able to park 27 cars in their 3 

existing garage.  For additional parking, 4 

there will also be a ramp which goes out of 5 

the garage.  And when you exit the garage out 6 

the back, you will be able to access the rear 7 

yard of the embassy.  And in this space, there 8 

will again be a stacked parking operation and 9 

there will be about 9 additional spots. 10 

  So in conclusion, I would just like 11 

to give you a walk-through of the addition 12 

with some architectural renderings.  This is 13 

the proposed complex from across the street on 14 

Massachusetts Avenue.  So you can see the in-15 

fill here at the center and you can see that 16 

that fourth floor connector is really not 17 

visible at this location. 18 

  The security fence here along the 19 

public sidewalk.  And this is the view from 20 

the pedestrian gate.  So as a pedestrian is 21 

entering the grounds of the embassy, they 22 
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clearly will be directed towards this new 1 

addition, the South African Seal on the entry 2 

facade, the low plinth walls which bracket 3 

that path to the entry. 4 

  And I think this image really 5 

clearly shows that when we thought of this 6 

entry, we didn't just think of it as this 7 

door.  We thought of it really as this space 8 

between the two existing buildings.  So in a 9 

sense, these buildings frame this in-fill.  10 

And the intent is that this in-fill is as open 11 

and transparent as possible, so that you 12 

really see these buildings as individual 13 

elements. 14 

  As you walk through, you will be 15 

greeted at a security lobby before you gain 16 

access to that two-story space.  And you can 17 

see here the exposed facades of the existing 18 

buildings, which are going to form the sides 19 

of that and just continue out into that 20 

outdoor courtyard space. 21 

  Some more images.  This is going to 22 
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be the entry to a multi-purpose room, which is 1 

located in the former residence.  And this is 2 

that open stairway which leads to the second 3 

floor conference room.  And another view of 4 

back out towards Massachusetts Avenue, there 5 

is the security desk there. 6 

  And from the rear courtyard through 7 

the lobby, so you can see this is the 8 

ambassador's office up here.  The two-story 9 

atrium.  And these walls just continuing 10 

indoor and outdoor framing those interior and 11 

exterior courtyards. 12 

  And finally, this is a view if you 13 

were looking out of one of the windows of the 14 

chancery back at the addition, this is a view 15 

of the ambassador's office and just a little 16 

balcony that the ambassador can step out and 17 

look at the beautiful Park Service land, which 18 

is just behind the embassy. 19 

  That's all I have.  If there are 20 

any questions? 21 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, let me 22 
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ask if my colleagues have questions, first.  1 

Okay.  You can go first. 2 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Good afternoon 3 

and thank you all for your presentation.  I 4 

also was in South Africa.  I was in 5 

Johannesburg and Soweto, of course, and 6 

Sandton.  And not only the land, but the 7 

people are very beautiful and I had a 8 

wonderful time there.  I was treated quite 9 

well there. 10 

  I have listened to the presentation 11 

this morning and one of the things, and I 12 

applaud the effort to sort of put a 13 

contemporary stamp on South Africa through the 14 

architecture of the embassy, that I have heard 15 

is to make it more welcoming and more 16 

inviting.  And when you look at the pictures 17 

of the existing residence and chancery and the 18 

sort of gated fence entering into the parking 19 

area, it's not inviting. 20 

  I mean, I think opening up 21 

conceptually the way you talk about makes it a 22 
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lot more inviting.  But what stands out the 1 

most for me and I remember this from my visit 2 

to South Africa where they had a number of 3 

these large gated residences with the security 4 

gates almost without end, almost in front of 5 

every residence that I saw. 6 

  What stands out about this design 7 

and it's kind of peculiar to me, I know it is 8 

what it is and you've got to work with this 9 

1996 cabinet order, is that you are moving 10 

from no gate in front of the residence and the 11 

chancery to a gate that is about 8 feet.  And 12 

that sort of undermines the whole idea of 13 

being welcoming, at least first impression to 14 

me as a layperson. 15 

  So I wanted to ask you a question 16 

about the 1996 order and whether by the 17 

language of the order were any exceptions 18 

permitted to the 8 foot fence at all?  And 19 

just from an architectural standpoint, how are 20 

you reconciling being much more welcoming and 21 

much more open with having this 8 foot sort of 22 
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barrier that greets the visitor and the 1 

pedestrian who is on Massachusetts Avenue, 2 

which I don't believe that is in place now. 3 

  I don't see from the pictures any 4 

gated fence around the property. 5 

  MS. McCORKLE:  I can answer from a 6 

design standpoint.  We have strived to make 7 

the fence as transparent as possible.  So of 8 

course, we are meeting the security needs of 9 

the embassy which mandates that they have a no 10 

climb fence.  But we are trying to make the 11 

fence lighter and more open. 12 

  So we don't have -- for example, 13 

the Turkish Embassy has this very heavy based 14 

masonry wall, which the fence sits on top of, 15 

and we are not doing that.  We are trying to 16 

keep it so that if you are a pedestrian 17 

walking by, you can very easily see through 18 

the fence. 19 

  And because the -- I'm sure Mr. 20 

Naidoo can talk more about this.  Their main 21 

concern is the scalability of the fence.  You 22 
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know, they don't want anyone to be able to 1 

climb it.  So because of that, we are not -- 2 

we don't need to make it a, for instance, ram 3 

resistent fence. 4 

  So in keeping with that, we can 5 

make it as, you know, transparent as we 6 

possibly can, but still provide the security 7 

that they require. 8 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  You mentioned 9 

something about the provision being a no climb 10 

fence, which got me to thinking about digging 11 

down a little bit further into the 1996 12 

cabinet order.  Does the language of it 13 

require an 8 foot fence or how is it 14 

articulated?  Okay.  It specifies 8 feet? 15 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Yes, it does.  8.4. 16 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  And are there 17 

any exceptions to that that you are aware of? 18 

  MR. NAIDOO:  None that I'm aware 19 

of, but I know it's a prescribed application 20 

that we have to comply with. 21 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  And then 22 
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finally, just so I understand kind of the big 1 

picture of what's happening here, you've got 2 

an off-site location where you're paying about 3 

$20,000 a month and you're going to be able to 4 

transfer those operations to this location by, 5 

essentially, squeezing out some of the 6 

residential space and making that new chancery 7 

space and consolidating everything into the 8 

one site?  Is that also what's happening here? 9 

  MR. NAIDOO:  Yes, it is.  We 10 

currently at the off-site office we occupy 11 

about just under 20,000 square feet of office 12 

space.  And the conversion of the former 13 

residence into office space now is more than 14 

adequate to address those consolidation. 15 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  And the 16 

roughly 4,000 square feet of extra space that 17 

you will have here after the completion of the 18 

project is largely in that atrium area by 19 

enclosing that.  Now, where does that come 20 

from? 21 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yes, that's correct. 22 
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 The 4,000 square feet is the lobby and the 1 

ambassador's office as well as the fourth 2 

floor connection between the buildings and 3 

then the extension of the residence fourth 4 

floor. 5 

  MR. COLLINS:  May I just seek a 6 

clarification on that?  Are you speaking of 7 

the 4,000 square feet of additional gross 8 

floor area or the 4,000 square feet of non-9 

chancery space? 10 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  The additional 11 

area.  Some of the pleadings talk about going 12 

from roughly 36,000 square feet to about 13 

40,000 square feet. 14 

  MR. COLLINS:  Right. 15 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  And so thank 16 

you, Madam Chair.  I have no additional 17 

questions right now. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I have a few 19 

questions.  With respect to the fence and the 20 

message that Mr. Loud was concerned about, are 21 

you going to be softening or welcoming, making 22 
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it more welcoming with the landscaping in 1 

front of the fence?  We just got an idea of 2 

what plantings you might use, but is that a 3 

part of the plan? 4 

  MS. McCORKLE:  There will be a -- I 5 

don't know if I can go back to this landscape 6 

plan which may show a little better.  Oh, I'm 7 

sorry.  Well, the -- what you will see in the 8 

landscape plan is that there is an area of 9 

planting.  The portion where the pedestrian 10 

gate is is actually stepped away from the 11 

sidewalk a bit.  And there is an area of 12 

planting just in front of the fence. 13 

  So there will be some low ground 14 

cover and sort of a gesture to the visitor 15 

that this is the area where you enter. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  So the 17 

rest of the fencing in the front is not going 18 

to have any particular landscaping? 19 

  MS. McCORKLE:  The -- well, the 20 

fence will fall -- oh, you can see here now.  21 

Okay.  So the -- so this is the public 22 
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sidewalk.  So the fence is going to be right 1 

about at the sidewalk face and then step in 2 

here.  So there is a planted area both inside 3 

and outside the fence which definitely will 4 

soften the base of it. 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Because 6 

I think that Mr. Loud was addressing in part 7 

the whole welcoming feeling -- 8 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-um. 9 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  -- of the 10 

property and whether you put a fence up there 11 

makes it less welcoming.  And I guess my 12 

question is well, you can make it perhaps more 13 

welcoming with landscaping. 14 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum. 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So you are not 16 

sending necessarily an unwelcoming message. 17 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yeah, I think that 18 

the fence -- I mean, if you look at some 19 

examples of fences in the area, some of them 20 

are definitely more dense.  So for example, if 21 

you look at this Cosmos Club, this is a very 22 
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dense fence.  It's not as easy to see through 1 

as this upper portion of the Turkish Embassy 2 

is. 3 

  So we are really looking to be more 4 

like this upper portion of the Turkish Embassy 5 

which has a lot of space between the members, 6 

so that it's very easy to see through. 7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Did you also 8 

mention some decorative part of the fence or 9 

something? 10 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yes.  The fence has 11 

a -- this is picking up on the geometry of the 12 

modern in-fill.  So it will have some 13 

decorative elements which flank the pedestrian 14 

entries and then just a little flourish at the 15 

top of the panel. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  And I'm 17 

going to hold most of my historic preservation 18 

questions for Ms. Eig. 19 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Okay.   20 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  But I did want 21 

to ask basically, you know, if you were to put 22 
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the more traditional facade on the front that 1 

matched, basically, the other buildings, I 2 

have certainly have heard how it is going to 3 

change the message. 4 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum. 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  But wouldn't 6 

it also change a lot of other things with 7 

respect to the light that would be entering 8 

into the lobby and things like that? 9 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yes, definitely.  10 

The existing bridge has some small punched 11 

openings and what is currently in the existing 12 

bridge is the ambassador's office and some 13 

offices above.  So obviously, these are spaces 14 

that don't have the same kind of scale that 15 

the two-story lobby has. 16 

  So when you have a large base like 17 

that, you really need more openness in order 18 

to bring light into that space.  So that is 19 

part of the intent is to create the openness 20 

kind of from front to back, so that we can 21 

bring light into that two-story space. 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  And my 1 

final question was you were talking about the 2 

glazings. 3 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum. 4 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Is that 5 

something that hasn't been decided yet or you 6 

just were identifying different areas for 7 

different glazings or what? 8 

  MS. McCORKLE:  With the pallet of 9 

materials it's decided that it's the actual 10 

placement of where we need obscure glazing, 11 

which may change as the project develops and 12 

as we develop, you know, things like 13 

mechanical systems and it may be necessary to 14 

provide spaces of screening on the facade.  15 

Mostly in the horizontal, like where ceilings 16 

and floors are.  We just don't know exactly 17 

what the dimension of those are right now. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Thank 19 

you.  Board Members?  Yes, Mr. May? 20 

  MR. MAY:  Yes.  You showed us some 21 

examples of other in-fill projects, the 22 
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Harvard Club, Morgan Library, for example.  In 1 

those circumstances, were there existing 2 

connections that were taken out and replaced 3 

by the modern addition or were they just 4 

nearby buildings that got joined? 5 

  MS. McCORKLE:  I'm not familiar 6 

with the Morgan Library.  In the -- with the 7 

Harvard Club there was a smaller building on 8 

the site which was demolished and a new 9 

building was built on the site which connected 10 

to the existing building next door. 11 

  In the case -- 12 

  MR. MAY:  Was that a hyphen the way 13 

this is? 14 

  MS. McCORKLE:  No.  It's two 15 

buildings next to each other. 16 

  MR. MAY:  Yeah. 17 

  MS. McCORKLE:  The New York Public 18 

Library South Court was actually a -- the New 19 

York Public Library is sort of an 8-shape, so 20 

there -- you know, if you picture an 8, there 21 

was a north court and a south court. 22 
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  And the south court addition is 1 

actually a building which is just built within 2 

that court and then connects.  So that was 3 

just an open space. 4 

  MR. MAY:  Um-hum.  Okay.  So I 5 

mean, in the sense that you're talking an 6 

older hyphen and knocking that out and putting 7 

in a new hyphen, if you will, or a new 8 

connecting -- 9 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum. 10 

  MR. MAY:  It's not really a hyphen 11 

any more, because it is too big to be -- 12 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yes. 13 

  MR. MAY:  -- thought of that way, I 14 

think.  The -- those are not exactly 15 

comparable, but certainly similar in the 16 

principle of the ultimate design. 17 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Right.  I wanted to 18 

show them more as examples of parts of the 19 

project.  It obviously would be difficult to 20 

find something exactly like this project. 21 

  MR. MAY:  Sure. 22 
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  MS. McCORKLE:  But in the way that 1 

they have tried to tie together something new 2 

with something existing, which is our intent, 3 

you know, obviously, we want to respect the 4 

existing buildings for what they are, but 5 

still portray a modern South Africa. 6 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.  Now, you talk 7 

about the open and transparency, openness and 8 

transparency of the architecture that you are 9 

trying to create in this with this addition.  10 

And I'm a little puzzled by the use of the 11 

metal mesh, because -- 12 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum. 13 

  MR. MAY:  -- although it can be 14 

very transparent when there is sufficient 15 

light behind it -- 16 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum. 17 

  MR. MAY:  -- when there isn't on a, 18 

you know, normal gray day or when there is not 19 

light behind it in the evening, it -- a metal 20 

mesh will look pretty solid.  And it kind of 21 

shows this, you know, blank and solid screen 22 
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to the street.  And so I'm wondering if you 1 

looked at, you know, just having glass or 2 

whether there is some other reason why you 3 

chose metal mesh? 4 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Well, we did look at 5 

alternate materials.  We were looking at 6 

different types of glazing which could be used 7 

as screening elements.  One of the features of 8 

the metal mesh which is really nice in 9 

reference to this project is -- of course, 10 

there are many kinds of metal mesh an they 11 

have different densities. 12 

  One of the products we were look at 13 

is a -- it's a woven product and it is a -- it 14 

has two cables which are woven together.  And 15 

the cable -- and I guess the final look of it 16 

has, I don't know if you know, one of the arts 17 

that come from South Africa is weaving, 18 

baskets, things of that nature.  And so it has 19 

that effect.  I mean, it's, of course, 20 

rendered in metal, but it does have that look 21 

of almost a basket. 22 
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  MR. MAY:  Okay.  But you didn't -- 1 

you did look at just having plain glass?  But 2 

for -- 3 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Oh, no, not having 4 

plain glass.  We have always proposed a 5 

sunscreen in front of the glazing.  But we 6 

have looked at different materials for the 7 

sunscreen. 8 

  MR. MAY:  I see.  You know, again, 9 

I'm still sort of puzzled by that, because it 10 

feels like it's contradictory to this notion 11 

of openness and transparency that you are 12 

speaking of. 13 

  I had a couple of fence questions. 14 

 The other examples of fences that you showed, 15 

do you know which of those are actually fences 16 

that are within the public space?  Because I 17 

think some of them are set-back pretty far.  18 

The one at the British Embassy is set-back 19 

pretty far off of the cartway. 20 

  MR. COLLINS:  I may be able to 21 

handle that.  The British Embassy portions of 22 
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it are set-back, but there are portions that 1 

are closer to the street. 2 

  MR. MAY:  Right.  At the gate or 3 

something. 4 

  MR. COLLINS:  Sorry? 5 

  MR. MAY:  Where is it closer to the 6 

street? 7 

  MR. COLLINS:  As you go north, my 8 

recollection is as you go north toward the 9 

Observatory Circle. 10 

  MR. MAY:  Um-hum. 11 

  MR. COLLINS:  It's closer to the 12 

street.  And then when you get down more east 13 

or south towards the residence, it's set-back. 14 

  MR. MAY:  It sets back. 15 

  MR. COLLINS:  The Turkish Embassy 16 

is certainly in public space.  The Italian is 17 

in public space.  Cosmos is in public space.  18 

The Iraqi Embassy is in public space.  The 19 

Lebanese ambassador's residence, we also 20 

showed is in public space. 21 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.  And what's the 22 
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status of the fence around the balance of the 1 

property beyond the public space?  Is there 2 

fence all the way around the back and is it 3 

the same height and so on? 4 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yes, the rear yard 5 

is enclosed with a no climb fence, 8 feet 6 

high. 7 

  MR. MAY:  So it already meets the 8 

standard? 9 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum. 10 

  MR. MAY:  The existing fence?  11 

Okay.  I'll probably have more discussion on 12 

the subject of the fence later.  That's it for 13 

now.  Thank you. 14 

  MEMBER WALKER:  Madam Chair, I also 15 

have a question about the fence for Mr. 16 

Naidoo.  I, too, am sort of struggling with 17 

Mr. Loud's concern about the contradiction 18 

between the construction of this light open 19 

two-story atrium and the erection of an 8 foot 20 

fence where no fence has existed for decades. 21 

  Now, you mentioned that some times 22 
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vehicles turn into the property to make U-1 

turns or taxi cabs come in.  But I was curious 2 

as to whether there have been any break-ins or 3 

any other security breaches that are -- that 4 

sort of necessitate this no climb fence? 5 

  MR. NAIDOO:  For the past few years 6 

that I have been here, for five years now, we, 7 

obviously, did not have any break-ins or any 8 

other incidents.  However, in keeping with our 9 

cabinet legislation, we are just now just 10 

complying in terms of doing an all inclusive 11 

approach. 12 

  MEMBER WALKER:  Thank you. 13 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I just want to 14 

follow-up on some of Mr. May's questions.  15 

With respect to the fence, where is it exactly 16 

in public space?  I mean, is there room for 17 

moving it anywhere else?  You know, why is it 18 

where it is proposed to be? 19 

  MS. McCORKLE:  We have -- in front 20 

of the building there is a drive, which is 21 

currently about 20 feet wide.  There is a 22 
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grassy curb area and the sidewalk.  We have 1 

several constraints, one of which is providing 2 

vehicle access to the embassy, which means 3 

that the curbs which currently exist and the 4 

width of the roadway need to be maintained. 5 

  So the area between the roadway and 6 

the sidewalk, we have, approximately, 6 feet 7 

there.  So we don't have much leeway.  Also 8 

because there are existing utilities which are 9 

located within that grassy area, which we are 10 

trying to avoid, so the logical place for it 11 

is, you know, not right on the sidewalk, but 12 

closer to the sidewalk rather than the 13 

interior roadway. 14 

  MR. MAY:  Can I ask a quick 15 

question?  Does that -- is the building -- the 16 

face of the building itself is not on the 17 

building restriction line or not?  I mean, 18 

where does the right-of-way end?  And how big 19 

is the front yard? 20 

  MR. COLLINS:  Can you show your 21 

drawing which shows the property line?  You 22 
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can see the -- oh, I'm sorry, go ahead. 1 

  MS. McCORKLE:  The property line is 2 

here.  The red dashed line. 3 

  MR. COLLINS:  So it's right at the 4 

building face. 5 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yes. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  When I look at 7 

this package of, I guess, the slides that you 8 

have presented today, I guess that's what this 9 

is, so there is the front of the building and 10 

then there is the drive and then there is some 11 

lawn space and then there is a sidewalk.  Is 12 

that correct? 13 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Um-hum, yes. 14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So the fence 15 

will be next to the sidewalk or right in front 16 

of that green space closest to the building?  17 

Is that right? 18 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Yes.  Do you see it 19 

here?  It's just inside the public sidewalk.  20 

There is also a very large tree here.  So it's 21 

in front of this existing tree.  And then it 22 
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is going to step-in at the pedestrian entry 1 

and then back out where we need the turning 2 

radius to be maintained. 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Yep.  4 

And my other follow-up question on Mr. May's 5 

line of questioning went to I think you were 6 

talking about a sunscreen and he was talking 7 

about did you consider just making it all 8 

glass.  And it just seemed like you might have 9 

more of an explanation to give, because you 10 

said no, we didn't consider it all glass, 11 

because we wanted to do a sunscreen.  And 12 

maybe you would just want to elaborate why you 13 

needed the sunscreen? 14 

  MS. McCORKLE:  Well, the sunscreen 15 

-- obviously again, the front elevation is 16 

south facing.  So this is going to get a lot 17 

of direct light.  And for energy efficiency, 18 

we have always considered a sunscreen.  Also 19 

if you remember, the diagram that I showed you 20 

where we were looking at the massing of the 21 

building, the other thing that the sunscreen 22 
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helps to do is to balance the in-fill with the 1 

existing building. 2 

  So the sunscreen really forms the 3 

middle of our tripartite composition.  Also, 4 

the -- it helps to reinforce the pedestrian 5 

experience, because underneath the first floor 6 

where you enter the lobby remains completely 7 

transparent. 8 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Any 9 

other questions?  Okay.  Thank you. 10 

  MR. COLLINS:  The last witness is 11 

Mr. Chris Kabatt from Wells and Associates.  12 

Oh, I'm sorry, I'm sorry, I'm jumping way 13 

ahead.  The next witness is Emily Eig.  Ms. 14 

Eig is with the -- she is the head of her 15 

Historic Preservation firm, Traceries, and is 16 

here as an expert witness. 17 

  MS. EIG:  Good morning.  I'm Emily 18 

Eig and as an architectural historian 19 

preservation consultant.  And I think I would 20 

like to elaborate a little bit on the, say 21 

the, philosophy of what is behind the design 22 
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here and how the challenge that the architect 1 

had to face of balancing the needs for the new 2 

South Africa, the Historic District and also 3 

this important -- the original residence 4 

building. 5 

  As you were reminded, this is the 6 

1936 original residence and then the 1964 7 

addition with the hyphen.  The Massachusetts 8 

Avenue Historic District which runs a fair 9 

distance, as you can see, that this property 10 

is right at the top right at Normanstone Park. 11 

 There is the statute of Kalhil Gibran over 12 

here.  The British Embassy is across the 13 

street and the Observatory Circle is here. 14 

  The house was designed by John J. 15 

Whelan as an ambassador's residence and Whelan 16 

designed many buildings in the Sheridan-17 

Kalorama area, a number of which were for 18 

legations and embassy use at the time. 19 

  And this building is very important 20 

in terms of understanding both South Africa's 21 

history as well as the Historic District, 22 
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because it blends both the Historic District 1 

with actually reference to South Africa. 2 

  And this is the Kat Balcony.  This 3 

image here of the Castle of Good Hope in Cape 4 

Town, South Africa.  And the balcony that is 5 

on the building, the former residence, is, in 6 

fact, a replica of that with variation 7 

obviously.  But here you can see this is an 8 

original drawing, a measured drawing, of the 9 

Kat Balcony and here is a photograph of it in 10 

detail.  And here is an original elevation of 11 

the building with a photograph of the Kat 12 

Balcony.  And it was designed intentionally to 13 

create an association with South Africa, at 14 

that time.   15 

  In 1936, 1935/36, when that was 16 

built, a few years later by 1941, John J. 17 

Whelan was actually asked to design a chancery 18 

building.  And this is the small building that 19 

is no longer standing.  That was a farmer's 20 

house.  And obviously, a replica of a similar 21 

house in South Africa and was located right 22 
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here about the site of the current 1964 1 

addition.  It was demolished for the purposes 2 

of designing that. 3 

  And the architects, Chetelain, 4 

Gauger and Nolan designed this building, 5 

clearly, trying to have a very similar 6 

appearance and very much in keeping the 1960s 7 

with the idea that if you -- you were either 8 

doing something very modern or, in the case of 9 

preservation, not quite gotten to the point 10 

where it is today of distinguishing things as 11 

we would -- shall explain in a minute. 12 

  The hyphen just allowed for ease of 13 

connection, but clearly respecting the 14 

ambassador's residence as a separate entity.  15 

And I think that's something that is very 16 

important for us to understand is that these 17 

are two separate buildings that are connected. 18 

 It reads as an addition, but it is not 19 

supposed to read as a complex or a single 20 

building and I think that's something that the 21 

Office of Planning in their report will 22 
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suggest.  And I think that it's important that 1 

we understand that that was never the 2 

intention. 3 

  There are six points that I would 4 

like to actually discuss, but actually, the 5 

architect has addressed two of them already. 6 

  The first being providing a 7 

gathering space to serve the consolidated 8 

services.  That's a very practical reason we 9 

are here today.  But expressing a new South 10 

Africa through architectural contrast with the 11 

existing buildings, native materials and use 12 

of sustainable technologies, that's something 13 

that certainly that Natalie discussed.  And I 14 

think we can discuss a little more here. 15 

  But also, from a preservation point 16 

of view, this is an Historic District.  And 17 

there is responsibility to respect the 18 

Historic District and to provide a compatible 19 

new addition. 20 

  As was said before, the 1936 21 

building is, in fact, a contributing resource. 22 
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 And so while South Africa wants to respect it 1 

as the ambassador's residence, it also is a 2 

contributing resource.  Unlike the 1964 3 

building or the hyphen which are outside the 4 

period of significance for Massachusetts 5 

Avenue Historic District. 6 

  The -- we also wanted to apply a 7 

preservation philosophy that would contrast 8 

new and old and that's very important to, 9 

certainly, America's sense of preservation, 10 

but I learned in this process that it is also 11 

important to South Africa and their cultural 12 

heritage association.  Their organization 13 

actually made a point that they -- that from a 14 

preservation point of view, that there should 15 

be a contrast of new and old. 16 

  The final is that to provide a new 17 

inviting entrance, but one that would not 18 

compete with the historic Kat Balcony, because 19 

while they want a new South Africa, there is 20 

the historic, there is an old South Africa as 21 

well that needs to be referenced.  And we 22 
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wanted to make sure that the new South Africa 1 

is what people understood that they were 2 

entering without being disrespectful to the 3 

good parts of South Africa's past, if I might 4 

say that. 5 

  So respecting the Historic District 6 

with a compatible new addition.  Here are some 7 

historic photographs.  This is the British 8 

Embassy, which is a complex of many buildings. 9 

 And this is before they built their new 10 

chancery spaces.  This is the ambassador's 11 

residence, at that time. 12 

  Here is another view of it with the 13 

-- you can see the mosque and once again 14 

before there was a lot of construction here.  15 

And an aerial view here just of the general 16 

area of Massachusetts Avenue. 17 

  But also today, we have a lot of 18 

new additions.  We have the former Iranian 19 

embassy.  We have the Brazilian Chancery.  20 

This is Bolivia.  This is the British 21 

addition, the original British Embassy.  This 22 
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park that is to the north, which is right in 1 

here off from our ambassador's residence and 2 

then up here. 3 

  And one of the things that I looked 4 

at very much was this idea and it was 5 

something that originally there was the 6 

discussion of bringing this new entry farther 7 

forward.  And instead, certainly with the 8 

concurrence of the Office of Planning, this 9 

idea that we would keep it back.  And this is 10 

if you are walking down the street and you are 11 

on the sidewalk here, you do not see anything 12 

but the 1964 addition and the '36 building. 13 

  Once again, here you are.  You 14 

would not see the addition at that point.  And 15 

then here you just start to see it and here is 16 

a little bit more of it.  So it's very set-17 

back.  And I think when you look at an 18 

elevation, you don't appreciate that it is 19 

set-back.  And that it is clearly secondary at 20 

the higher level to the historic buildings 21 

from the Massachusetts Avenue, the greater 22 
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macro perspective. 1 

  You will see it as you walk across, 2 

obviously, and if you are looking 3 

straightforward, but it is not in front of the 4 

historic building.  It is set-back. 5 

  And to respect this residence here, 6 

it will take that space up right there, that's 7 

the space it will take, so it will be quite 8 

visible if you are coming closer and will 9 

stand out and in contrast.  But trying to, in 10 

fact, do something that we think that this 11 

failed to do, this hyphen reads certainly as 12 

making this look like one building and we 13 

wanted to not have that be the case. 14 

  We wanted this to look like it is -15 

- the residence is given the proper honor as 16 

the contributing building to the Historic 17 

District. 18 

  And the Kat Balcony being, of 19 

course, very important and here is -- this is 20 

a picture of the balcony behind.  And as you 21 

can see, this is a narrow connector piece that 22 
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was here.  So it was a natural place to do an 1 

addition and to fill it in to provide the 2 

additional space that was necessary, but still 3 

make a relationship between this building.  4 

Not just something that would create a 5 

disharmony between them. 6 

  And Natalie showed you before that 7 

there was a lot of concern about creating that 8 

horizontal alignment and massing just as the 9 

original addition had done, as well as the 10 

vertical massing. 11 

  There is a rhythm here that is 12 

definitely repeated in the metal pieces that 13 

will be part of the mesh.  The mesh is not 14 

just a flat solid piece of mesh.  In fact, it 15 

is broken up in to, let us call them, panels 16 

that will create more rhythm than might be 17 

immediately obvious. 18 

  And then we get to the point of 19 

contrasting materials.  The National Park 20 

Service recently put out a preservation brief 21 

on new exterior additions where they repeated 22 
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what they had always had said, actually, that 1 

a new addition should be constructed in a 2 

manner that preserves significant materials, 3 

features and historic character of the 4 

historic building that it is being added to 5 

and that it also should be differentiated from 6 

the historic building, so that new work is not 7 

confused with what is genuinely part of the 8 

past. 9 

  The 1964 addition, I think, would 10 

not -- if we were starting fresh today, we 11 

would say well, that's not an appropriate 12 

addition.  It's too similar to what is there 13 

and we would look for more of a contrast.  And 14 

while that certainly is an addition that is 15 

there and no one wants to demolish the '64 16 

addition, the fact is that it is now 2009 and 17 

there is a clear need, not just from South 18 

Africa's point of view, but from preservation 19 

philosophy that it should be something that is 20 

presenting an aesthetic of its own time. 21 

  So I think the first issue of 22 
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preserving materials, the architect has done a 1 

very good job in creating this pass-through 2 

that, in fact, will maintain the exteriors of 3 

the buildings as they are now that face 4 

towards this new entrance.  It will maintain 5 

this corner.  It will set-back right to where 6 

this is.  And when you go through, you will 7 

have a sense of going through.  You will be 8 

separated, but joined between these two parts. 9 

  You can see them both and the green 10 

indicates, you know, you are looking at the 11 

residence and here you are looking at the 12 

addition, but you will definitely know that 13 

you are within this. 14 

  Some of the differential models 15 

that Natalie showed, but using contemporary 16 

form and materials, there are various ways 17 

this is done.  The Morgan Library that was an 18 

early precedent for the architects is very 19 

important.  But it is actually different than 20 

what we are doing. 21 

  And I think that Office of Planning 22 
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picked up on that.  This is supposed to be the 1 

main event.  Our addition is not the main 2 

event.  And I think that's really, really 3 

important for us to understand and the 4 

dichotomy, the levels of how it is being 5 

presented. 6 

  Here you have two pieces that are -7 

- they have used glass to connect to 8 

courtyard.  Here is just a simple connection 9 

between two existing buildings.  Here is -- 10 

this is at the University of Pennsylvania 11 

where there is two existing buildings and a 12 

large building was put between, but once again 13 

set-back.  And there is a sense -- you don't 14 

lose that sense of these. 15 

  As here, you are really -- this 16 

draws your eye.  And the Harvard Club reads as 17 

an addition or a separate building here to it, 18 

yet still, you know, very elegantly of its own 19 

time.  The various here is just a connecting 20 

piece.  Here is a glassy center. 21 

  So these are ideas.  They are 22 
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inspiration for what we are looking for in 1 

this particular example.  And here, we have, 2 

as I said, two layers.  There is a vehicular 3 

experience and there is a pedestrian 4 

experience. 5 

  I don't -- I assume that you have 6 

been past the South African Embassy many, many 7 

times and it is probably driving.  That you 8 

were in a vehicle of some sort in a bus or a 9 

taxi cab and you are going very quickly.  10 

There is very little pedestrian traffic 11 

actually here.  You are actually going to a 12 

particular place if you are walking there.  13 

The chances are you are not walking here to 14 

get between the -- you know, Wisconsin Avenue 15 

at the far north or Dupont Circle to the 16 

south. 17 

  So the experience of the Historic 18 

District is a vehicular experience.  It's a 19 

moving experience.  And that's why having the 20 

sets-back that you are going to put this 21 

behind it really makes a big difference in 22 
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keeping the sense of this exactly as it is 1 

today. 2 

  And yet, when you have a pedestrian 3 

experience, then you are going to be -- and 4 

you are walking to either because you parked 5 

or because you have been dropped off or 6 

because you have walked from Dupont Circle, 7 

you are going to get to the center to the gate 8 

and then you will be drawn into this special 9 

place. 10 

  But it's only by the pedestrian 11 

experience does it become as special as it is 12 

in the design.  And I think that they did an, 13 

I think, excellent job at doing this 14 

invitation, yet in a quiet way.  And something 15 

we were talking earlier about which is does 16 

the fence to take away from that? 17 

  I will not pretend to be an 18 

arbitrator of how high fences should be for 19 

the most part for diplomatic purposes.  But in 20 

this case, by placing the gate right at the 21 

center, there is no question for the visitor 22 
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when he is walking up here on the sidewalk, 1 

you know that you are to go in and you are to 2 

go there. 3 

  And so while the Kat Balcony is 4 

still in tact as its contribution to the 5 

Historic District, even the 1964 addition 6 

still reads the same, this set-back and the 7 

one-story entrance, which is transparent, not 8 

just translucent, but transparent at the first 9 

floor level, does draw you in.  And so that 10 

the people who are supposed to go in know 11 

where to go once they get there. 12 

  And I think they will have an 13 

element of surprise in a very positive way of 14 

having seen these solid early 20th Century 15 

buildings that are based on earlier precedents 16 

and then coming through here and being -- 17 

having the element of surprise of the new 18 

South Africa.  And this glass experience and 19 

the translucence that actually draws your eye 20 

right through to the back of it to see how 21 

large it is and the expanse.  And there will 22 
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be different things on display. 1 

  It will be used for exhibition of 2 

different crafts from South Africa and 3 

different art, which are not in our drawings, 4 

obviously, right now.  But just as you saw in 5 

the Berlin Embassy where there is textile on 6 

the walls, there will be things to look at and 7 

you will suddenly be drawn to this.  And 8 

because it is a, I'm going to go back just to 9 

this one, low entrance here, you are going to 10 

be drawn in and up. 11 

  And the mesh, while it has this, 12 

you know, reference to the basket weaving and 13 

the like, it also serves to focus you into the 14 

building and doesn't take away from the other 15 

buildings.  It is simple because the other 16 

buildings are -- they are what's really 17 

important until you actually get up here and 18 

look into and you are supposed to be part of 19 

it. 20 

  So trying to satisfy the 21 

Massachusetts Historic District, but also 22 
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satisfying South Africa.  An alternative would 1 

have been is to demolish this addition, which 2 

they could do as a matter-of-right, and build 3 

a large big glass structure there and that 4 

would certainly let everybody know it's the 5 

new South Africa. 6 

  But it is to their credit, I think, 7 

that taking a more, I'm going to say, 8 

conservative approach and one that keeps the 9 

sense, because we do appreciate that that 10 

building is similar.  There is a part of us 11 

that doesn't want it to be a big glass 12 

structure next to the original. 13 

  And we want it, however, to be 14 

secondary to the main building, which is 15 

somehow doesn't quite achieve, but will start 16 

to achieve, because it will become its one, 17 

two, three or one, two, three depending on 18 

your perspective.  And I think that they have 19 

done a very successful job at doing that, even 20 

to the point where the landscape architect was 21 

instructed to create a paving pattern that 22 
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would suggest to you that this is the area 1 

where you belong as a pedestrian. 2 

  You are not going to -- you can see 3 

the Kat Balcony.  You can see that entrance if 4 

you need to go over there, but if you are -- 5 

you realize that this is where you are 6 

supposed to be.  And you have the benefit of -7 

- it's these large rectangular pattern and 8 

then it goes into a more narrow pattern that 9 

actually is going to be, in its final 10 

division, replicating the rhythm of the metal, 11 

the mullions of the glass that is above it, so 12 

that there is a clear direction to get in 13 

without a lot of signage like, you know, go 14 

here and do that.  You will know to experience 15 

it that way. 16 

  And as I said, the transparency 17 

will draw you right through as well. 18 

  So I do feel that -- I was going to 19 

say I know you have seen in the Office of 20 

Planning report and that report was not made 21 

available to us until last Thursday.  We were 22 
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not aware that there were these concerns.  And 1 

had we been aware, perhaps we could have spent 2 

more time explaining to them what we really 3 

were trying to do.  I guess we thought they 4 

understood that. 5 

  But I think that, you know, we have 6 

a different goal in mind than what the Office 7 

of Planning saw for this particular site.  And 8 

it is to have these double layer of importance 9 

that will not take away, but will, in fact, 10 

add and explain about the new South Africa.  11 

Thank you. 12 

  MR. COLLINS:  Ms. Eig, could I just 13 

ask one question for clarification?  You 14 

mentioned at one point toward the end of your 15 

presentation that one opportunity or one 16 

option would be for the Embassy of South 17 

Africa to completely demolish the chancery.  18 

And you said that they could do that as a 19 

matter-of-right.  Can you explain that? 20 

  MS. EIG:  Well, because the 1964 21 

chancery is -- was built outside of the period 22 
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of significance of the Historic District, the 1 

preservation laws do not apply to it.  It 2 

would be considered it's non-contributing.  3 

And hence, there does not have to be a 4 

permission from the Mayor's Agent on Historic 5 

Preservation to demolish that. 6 

  But from a -- whether that the 7 

embassy had to apply to that -- comply with 8 

that, I wouldn't say.  But if it was a private 9 

residence, it could be demolished just within 10 

ordinary building demolition permit. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Other 12 

questions? 13 

  MR. MAY:  Yes.  I'm sorry. 14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Yes, you can 15 

go ahead. 16 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.  The -- my first 17 

question, the photographs that you showed of 18 

the Kat Balcony, that's in -- within some sort 19 

of a courtyard, right?  I mean, there is a -- 20 

  MS. EIG:  No.  I actually have not 21 

-- I have been to South Africa, but I have not 22 
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been to the Castle of Good Hope. 1 

  MR. MAY:  You had two photographs 2 

of it.  One is a view -- 3 

  MS. EIG:  Yeah.  It looks -- 4 

  MR. MAY:  -- through an arched 5 

opening and then -- 6 

  MS. EIG:  All right.  Perhaps Mr. 7 

Naidoo could answer the question.  Do you want 8 

to?  This is the one.  You're referring to 9 

this picture. 10 

  MR. MAY:  Yeah.  Right.  So I mean, 11 

it's within some sort of a courtyard or you go 12 

through an arched opening to get to it?  It's 13 

not showing up well here.  But I'm -- I guess 14 

the real basis of my -- the real question here 15 

is whether in -- when the '64 addition was 16 

designed and particularly the hyphen, whether 17 

there was any particular importance to the way 18 

that was done.  Whether there were specific 19 

cultural references. 20 

  I mean, just the fact that this is 21 

-- you know, that we are looking at the Kat 22 
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Balcony through an arched opening, whether the 1 

arch of the carriage way had any significance 2 

or anything like that.  Was there any basis 3 

for that? 4 

  MS. EIG:  I don't know the answer. 5 

 We found this image on the internet.  It was 6 

not something that was given to us by South 7 

Africa, for instance. 8 

  MR. MAY:  Right.  Your research 9 

into the '64 addition did -- 10 

  MS. EIG:  The '64 addition -- 11 

actually, do you want to answer that?  No, we 12 

did speak to the -- Leon Chetelain, who is the 13 

son of Chetelain, Gauger and Nolan, but he did 14 

not have anything that he could add to it. 15 

  MR. MAY:  That's right, yeah. 16 

  MS. EIG:  About what was -- you 17 

know, had gone on at that time. 18 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.  You made the point 19 

that the addition the way it has been designed 20 

is, I guess -- I mean, it meets the design 21 

objectives of the South African Government.  22 
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But I'm wondering whether, in your opinion, as 1 

a historic preservation professional, whether 2 

it would have been possible to design a 3 

solution that actually maintained that -- the 4 

facade of the hyphen and still meet the 5 

objectives of being, you know, a clear entry 6 

point, but yet, you know, differential to the 7 

main entrance of the historic former residence 8 

and so on. 9 

  MS. EIG:  Would it have been 10 

possible to do something? 11 

  MR. MAY:  Sure, yeah. 12 

  MS. EIG:  Yes, it would be 13 

possible.  There are many different designs 14 

that could have successfully satisfied the 15 

charge of the embassy. 16 

  MR. MAY:  Um-hum. 17 

  MS. EIG:  This particular architect 18 

had an approach that is quite acceptable. 19 

  MR. MAY:  Um-hum. 20 

  MS. EIG:  But it is one of many 21 

that could have been accomplished. 22 
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  MR. MAY:  All right.  Thanks. 1 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Good 2 

afternoon, Ms. Eig.  Just a couple of quick 3 

questions probably on things you have already 4 

answered, but I'm going to ask you to give 5 

some snapshot type answers. 6 

  Our regulations, and I'm looking at 7 

4306(d).  One of the criteria for us to make a 8 

determination is that the, I guess, design, 9 

the project be compatible, insure 10 

compatibility with historic landmarks in 11 

Districts, substantial compliance with D.C. 12 

and federal regulations governing historic 13 

preservation shall be required with respect to 14 

new construction and to demolition of or 15 

alteration to historic landmarks. 16 

  So my first question is, obviously, 17 

you conclude that the design is compatible 18 

with historic landmarks and districts. 19 

  MS. EIG:  Yes, I do. 20 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Okay.  And in 21 

a nutshell, why is it compatible? 22 
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  MS. EIG:  What I tried to explain 1 

in the slideshow, and I will repeat that, is 2 

the -- maintaining the set-back.  I think it 3 

makes -- helps very much to establish a 4 

compatible design.  The set-back of the hyphen 5 

as it exists today. 6 

  Secondly, that the rhythms, both 7 

vertically and horizontally, of the two 8 

buildings have been both considered and 9 

honored through the new design and how -- the 10 

placement of the fenestration pattern of the 11 

glass wall that will be there. 12 

  I think that the -- in this 13 

situation actually, the use of glass and 14 

metal, as I tried to show in the slideshow, we 15 

are across from the Brazilian Embassy, the 16 

chancery building there as well as the British 17 

and so that there are a number of newer 18 

buildings, but the Brazilian probably most 19 

pointedly.  It's a very exciting glass and 20 

metal building. 21 

  And I almost saw a situation where 22 
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you have the Brazilian Embassy here.  You have 1 

the British Chancery, the more contemporary 2 

building to the north, and that this could be 3 

sort of a bouncing back that it actually helps 4 

fit the other non-contributing buildings 5 

within the Historic District, made them all 6 

sit a little better, so that it's added as an 7 

accent that pulled together one's experience 8 

going up Massachusetts Avenue. 9 

  Certainly, preservation philosophy 10 

thinks that new materials and introduction of 11 

them as additions is appropriate and 12 

compatible.  It is how they are done.  I think 13 

that's important. 14 

  Understanding that the architect 15 

had a problem because it's a southern facing 16 

wall and that glass would be very difficult, 17 

just a plain glass surface would be very 18 

difficult for them to be able to use the 19 

interior, because of the south, that having a 20 

material that could provide a, let's say, 21 

break for the sun or a buffer from the sun was 22 
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not inappropriate. 1 

  And that depending on how it's done 2 

could be quite compatible, because it could 3 

honor the rhythms.  And as I pointed out, I 4 

think that the way that the hyphen itself that 5 

exists today has a vertical and horizontal 6 

rhythm, so that has been picked up in the 7 

design for the proposed replacement. 8 

  It's also it's height is 9 

compatible.  The fact that even the portion 10 

that is a little bit higher is set-back, so 11 

that it is not visible from Massachusetts 12 

Avenue.  It honors the cornice line.  It 13 

honors the base, middle and cap, the 14 

tripartite divisions and I could go on with a 15 

few more. 16 

  But I think that, you know, I have 17 

stated the main issues of compatibility here. 18 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  What do you 19 

see as the significance of the material not 20 

being the same as the residence and the 21 

chancery?  The material not being limestone. 22 
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  MS. EIG:  The significance? 1 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Yes, from a 2 

historic preservation perspective, if any. 3 

  MS. EIG:  Well, it's significant 4 

that it is -- glass and metal buildings are of 5 

our time.  I mean, the late 20th Century, the 6 

early 21st Century, we are definitely using 7 

materials that way.  We couldn't have used 8 

materials like that earlier on.  So that this 9 

-- by use of those materials, we clearly 10 

establish that this addition is of our time.  11 

Is that -- I don't think that was what you 12 

were asking, was it? 13 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  No, but let me 14 

move on.  I don't want to belabor the point.  15 

Finally, let me just ask this question.  And 16 

I'm asking it as a layperson to historic 17 

preservation.  Obviously, that's not my 18 

background. 19 

  MS. EIG:  Um-hum. 20 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  And I'm 21 

learning a lot more about it.  But part of 22 
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this requirement here under 4306(d) talks 1 

about alteration to historic landmarks.  And I 2 

gathered from your testimony that this hyphen 3 

area that we are talking about is not an 4 

historic landmark. 5 

  MS. EIG:  Right.  The building -- 6 

neither any part of this is -- none of it is a 7 

historic landmark.  It is a contributing 8 

resource to a Historic District. 9 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Is the hyphen 10 

a contributing resource? 11 

  MS. EIG:  No. 12 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Or just the 13 

residence? 14 

  MS. EIG:  No, just the residence. 15 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Just the 16 

residence. 17 

  MS. EIG:  Yeah. 18 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Okay.   19 

  MS. EIG:  Anything from 1964, which 20 

is the hyphen and the office space, are non-21 

contributing.  Just by virtue that they were 22 
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built outside of the period of significance.  1 

It's a fairly simple test.  It meets it. 2 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Okay.  Thank 3 

you. 4 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  I want 5 

to just follow-up.  With respect to the 6 

compatibility with the Historic District, 7 

which are the words in the Foreign Missions 8 

Act that we are looking at for the criteria, 9 

the Historic District is that Embassy Row that 10 

we are talking about? 11 

  MS. EIG:  Well, Massachusetts 12 

Avenue Historic District can -- could be 13 

referred to, you know, colloquial as Embassy 14 

Row, but that's not its official name. 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  So it 16 

includes the embassies within that area? 17 

  MS. EIG:  Yes. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  But there may 19 

be more along Embassy Row that are not in the 20 

Historic District? 21 

  MS. EIG:  No. 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  No?  They are 1 

all in? 2 

  MS. EIG:  Well, Embassy Row is 3 

bigger, right.  Embassy Row expands, it goes 4 

beyond the defined limits of Massachusetts 5 

Avenue Historic District. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  And as 7 

far as the Historic District goes, there are 8 

modern buildings in the Historic District. 9 

  MS. EIG:  Yes, there are. 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  And do you 11 

know were these buildings supported by 12 

Historic Preservation Office or HPRB?  I mean, 13 

in this case, we have, and I ask it because we 14 

have, an element that is modern that Historic 15 

Preservation Office has taken a position 16 

against.  And we will hear from Office of 17 

Planning. 18 

  So I'm just wondering if you are 19 

aware of the other modern architecture that is 20 

in this District, whether it's -- 21 

  MS. EIG:  I'm not actually able to 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 106

answer that question, no. 1 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  And are 2 

there -- I know you do a lot of historic 3 

preservation. 4 

  MR. COLLINS:  Madam Chair? 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Yes? 6 

  MR. COLLINS:  Maybe I could -- 7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   8 

  MR. COLLINS:  -- shed some light on 9 

that.  Of course, those that were built after 10 

the Foreign Missions Act came to this body for 11 

historic preservation review.  The Italian 12 

Embassy, the Turkish Embassy, those are two 13 

that -- the Embassy of Finland, which actually 14 

is outside. 15 

  MS. EIG:  Yes, it's outside the 16 

Historic District. 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   18 

  MR. COLLINS:  But those prior to 19 

that time, the Brazilian, which is -- we refer 20 

to as the flash-cube for those of you who are 21 

old enough to remember flash-cubes on cameras. 22 
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 That was probably -- that predates the 1 

Historic District. 2 

  MS. EIG:  I -- it could be. 3 

  MR. COLLINS:  There are certainly 4 

other modern ones.  The Japanese farther down 5 

the avenue. 6 

  MS. EIG:  Yes. 7 

  MR. COLLINS:  Cote de Voir is 8 

another one, which is farther down the avenue 9 

towards Sheridan Circle, but is two older 10 

buildings joined by a modern addition.  Two 11 

very different buildings, not anything like 12 

this situation.  But two very different 13 

buildings joined by another addition.  That 14 

again was reviewed and approved by this body. 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I mean, that's 16 

the same here, but we -- there's not going to 17 

be a review and approved by HPRB.  But we have 18 

indication that HPO is not supportive of it, 19 

the design.  So I was just curious if they 20 

were in the past supportive of these modern 21 

designs.  But whatever. 22 
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  MS. EIG:  Oh, HPRB, I couldn't 1 

speak specifically of the embassy buildings, 2 

but HPRB has shown support for contemporary 3 

design.  In the more recent past there has 4 

been an opening -- 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Then we 6 

will -- 7 

  MS. EIG:  -- towards that. 8 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Because 9 

I found that I'm not aware of what the 10 

standards are in general for determining 11 

compatibility.  You went through reasons why 12 

you would argue that it is compatible.  Are 13 

there specific standards that apply? 14 

  MS. EIG:  Well, there are, let us 15 

say, points of compatibility.  We scale, 16 

proportion, height, materials, siding and roof 17 

design, the fenestration patterns on the 18 

facades, that's seven points.  You know, there 19 

are very -- sort of the checklist we go 20 

through. 21 

  There is not, however, a magic 22 
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formula to compatibility.  It is an aesthetic 1 

judgment. 2 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I thought you 3 

made a very interesting point about the new 4 

design and the new materials reflect our era 5 

right now.  And is that something that is 6 

considered in historic preservation as part of 7 

history, like what is now? 8 

  MS. EIG:  Yes, it is -- the 9 

National Park Service in their evaluation of 10 

the importance or significance of a building 11 

often are faced with the fact that they have a 12 

building that has, let's say it's a commercial 13 

building, had a store front that has been 14 

replaced.  And the store front -- let's say 15 

the building is built in 1900 and the store 16 

front was put in in 1950.  The store front 17 

reflects the 1950s fashion, popular 18 

architecture.  Whereas, the 1900 building 19 

reflects what was fashionable in 1900. 20 

  So the question had come up well, 21 

does that mean you take off the 1950 store 22 
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front and put on what was there?  We have a 1 

photograph this is what it used to look like. 2 

 And in some cases that's acceptable, because 3 

the 1950 store front may be of lesser quality 4 

or common and not tell us very much other than 5 

there was a change. 6 

  In other cases, the 1950 store 7 

front may actually have achieved, and this is 8 

their phrase, significance of its own time.  9 

And that it actually tells us something very 10 

important about what was going on in 1950 for 11 

this building. 12 

  And in that case, their 13 

determination would be that the 1950 addition 14 

should not be removed from the building and be 15 

replaced by a reconstruction. 16 

  So materials is a very important 17 

aspect of that determination, because certain 18 

materials we either didn't have those 19 

materials, such as aluminum was not available 20 

to use for buildings in 1900.  The use of 21 

glass the way we can use it today was not 22 
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available.  We didn't have the technology that 1 

could allow for glass to retain heat the way 2 

it does today or reflect heat the way it does 3 

today or serve in a more structural capacity 4 

with the, you know, structural glass, you 5 

know, where it's glass blocks, for instance. 6 

  These are things that were invented 7 

as time went on and were only used after they 8 

were invented.  And so therefore, they start 9 

to tell us about the history of architecture 10 

and the times. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I guess my 12 

point is though when we are talking about now, 13 

I mean, I get the impression from the 14 

applicant in this case that putting on 15 

something modern now tells a story of South 16 

Africa now.  That that's -- 17 

  MS. EIG:  Absolutely. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  -- of 19 

historical significance, even though it's 20 

fairly present tense as opposed to, you know, 21 

50 years ago.  That it's a part of history. 22 
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  MS. EIG:  Yes.  Well, I think that 1 

the intention is to very clearly state that 2 

South Africa perceives itself in a different 3 

way in a more, I'm going to say, enlightened 4 

way, in a way that is part of the current time 5 

and not 1950 or 1900 and, therefore, making 6 

that expression. 7 

  I mean, other materials could have 8 

been used than glass and metal, but because of 9 

the connector quality, because of the type of 10 

building we had there doing connector, it made 11 

it very light and also achieved, in my mind, 12 

to provide sort of the separation that I don't 13 

think the original addition did very well. 14 

  I think we understand a lot more 15 

how important that 1936 building is in terms 16 

of its architecture than they did in 1964.  It 17 

was not that old in 1964.  And today, we look 18 

upon John J. Whelan's work with reverence.  I 19 

mean, he did a lot of really beautiful 20 

buildings.  And the fact that it referred to 21 

something from South Africa made this 22 
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historical reference. 1 

  The 1964 building was just saying 2 

we're going to be like it.  We're just going 3 

to do something that blends in.  And now, 4 

South Africa wants to say we want to respect 5 

that from the past, but we are a new South 6 

Africa.  You know, we can't deny our history, 7 

but we can tell you that this is a new place. 8 

 And it has got to have a strong contrast and 9 

still be compatible. 10 

  Not just be blending in as it did, 11 

because I think if there is any country right, 12 

if I might say this, I'm not a political 13 

historian, but, you know, if there is any 14 

country that can stand up and say we have made 15 

an important change that we want the world to 16 

know about, it is South Africa right now.  And 17 

I think that is what we are seeing in this 18 

architecture. 19 

  And to me, the glass represented 20 

that enlightenment, that transparency that no 21 

longer was, you know, a separate closed world, 22 
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but it's more open.  And if we didn't have a 1 

southern facing wall situation, perhaps it 2 

would have been completely translucent on all 3 

floors.  But to me, the use of the glass is 4 

very symbolic to the message.  And that's why 5 

I think it is both -- glass allows also to 6 

read the two buildings.  You can look through 7 

and see the two buildings.  So to me, it's 8 

very compatible in that regard and, as I say, 9 

a very symbolic material as well. 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Thank 11 

you. 12 

  MS. EIG:  You're welcome. 13 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Any other 14 

questions?  Mr. Collins, I know you have one 15 

more witness, Mr. Wells, is that right? 16 

  MR. COLLINS:  I have one more 17 

witness, Mr. Chris Kabatt from Wells and 18 

Associates. 19 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  That's right. 20 

  MR. COLLINS:  Our transportation 21 

expert.  He has previously testified as a 22 
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transportation expert.  He has given a very 1 

extensive report that is in the record.  And 2 

if the Board is of the mind, he could simply 3 

stand on his submission and respond to 4 

questions. 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  I think 6 

that would be acceptable, because I don't 7 

really think there are any issues with respect 8 

to traffic.  But do Board Members have any 9 

questions that they want to ask of the 10 

witness?  Okay.  No, I think we have a very 11 

full report in the record.  So why don't we 12 

let him stand on the record. 13 

  MR. COLLINS:  Thank you. 14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So that 15 

concludes your case, correct? 16 

  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, that concludes 17 

our case in chief, yes. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  So at 19 

this point then, I think that we would hear 20 

from the Secretary of State. 21 

  MR. COLLINS:  Oh, may I just add 22 
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before that happens? 1 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Yes?  Okay.   2 

  MR. COLLINS:  Will I be given an 3 

opportunity to make a brief closing statement 4 

at the end or should I do it now? 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, maybe 6 

you should do it now.  We may perhaps have 7 

further questions or something at the end, but 8 

reviewing what I read was the order of 9 

procedure.  We don't do these very often.  It 10 

doesn't say closing like we normally have in 11 

applications.  So why don't you do it, at this 12 

point? 13 

  MR. COLLINS:  All right.  I just 14 

want to make several points in closing and 15 

this is a little bit out of turn, but there 16 

were two issues raised by the Office of 17 

Planning in their report.  Everything else we 18 

have responded to. 19 

  The fence, Office of Planning 20 

recommended the submission of a threat 21 

security assessment that a fence higher than 22 
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42 inches is required.  There has been -- 1 

there have been two such threat assessments.  2 

One was done by the State Department and you 3 

have a letter dated yesterday in the record 4 

reflecting the -- it was submitted yesterday 5 

dated yesterday, reflecting the visit by the 6 

Diplomatic Security out to the site and 7 

indicating the height of the fence and Mr. 8 

Massey will testify to that. 9 

  And then also the threat assessment 10 

by the embassies, the home country itself, 11 

that the assessment that has turned into a 12 

governmental policy in terms of heights of 13 

fences at embassies being 2.4 meters in 14 

height. 15 

  Other security fences all along 16 

Massachusetts Avenue, as you have seen, are 17 

much taller than 42 inches and much taller 18 

than the height of the fence proposed in this 19 

case. 20 

  We believe that this fence meets 21 

the security requirements and also is designed 22 
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to be as open and transparent and inviting as 1 

possible at the same time.  You saw the image 2 

of the entry that was referred to by both Ms. 3 

McCorkle and Ms. Eig. 4 

  In this post-9/11 world, it would 5 

be great if we didn't have to have fences, but 6 

I do believe that you will see more and more 7 

chanceries being renovated with fences 8 

included.  That's just a fact of life, I 9 

believe. 10 

  In terms of the in-fill addition, 11 

we understand the Historic Preservation Office 12 

objects to the facade of the in-fill.  We 13 

believe that this simply is a fundamental 14 

disagreement between design professionals.  15 

The mandate from the government is to express 16 

a new South Africa, as you have heard many 17 

times. 18 

  The existing connector you have 19 

also heard.  The existing hyphen is not a 20 

contributing element to the character of the 21 

Historic District.  And the modern connection 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 119

between the older elements as it is an 1 

important expression for the embassy, as you 2 

have also heard. 3 

  So those are just two points I 4 

wanted to make in closing.  And thank you very 5 

much. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Thank you. 7 

  MR. MASSEY:  Madam Chair, Members 8 

of the Board, my name is Richard Massey.  I'm 9 

the Office Director in the Office of Foreign 10 

Missions of the Department of State.  I'm in 11 

charge of the real estate issues for foreign 12 

governments here in Washington and around the 13 

country.  Our address is 2201 C Street, N.W. 14 

  I'm here on behalf of the Secretary 15 

of State in support of the application of the 16 

Embassy of South Africa for this 17 

expansion/renovation of their chancery.  And I 18 

would like to -- you have our letter in the 19 

file.  Two letters, I hope. 20 

  The first letter was sent on 21 

December 11th.  I would like to go -- in light 22 
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of the discussion today, this morning, very 1 

interesting discussion about the fence, I 2 

would like to go back to that letter and draw 3 

the Board to look at it, because in these 4 

FMBZA cases, there are six criteria and three 5 

of the six are determinations by the 6 

Secretary. 7 

  And I would like to go through each 8 

one of those, because I think there is aspects 9 

to it that the Board needs to remember very 10 

carefully when they make their decisions on 11 

this. 12 

  The first is we talk about our 13 

obligation to facilitate the acquisition of 14 

adequate and secure premises.  Now, following 15 

up on Mr. Collins' comment, I think in today's 16 

world, unfortunately, fences are a part of a 17 

secure premise of a chancery of a foreign 18 

mission. 19 

  And this is the way it is and it is 20 

certainly a critical issue for the Department 21 

of State's buildings around the world that we 22 
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build.  We put up -- we definitely put up 1 

fences and they are vital to our new 2 

construction in all cases. 3 

  So when we -- if I had been aware 4 

of the sensitivity of this issue, I would have 5 

expanded this letter, which I think we will be 6 

careful in the future, but definitely the 7 

fence that South Africa wants, our security 8 

professionals agree is important and an 9 

essential part of a secure facility for them, 10 

particularly when they want it. 11 

  Let's go to the second one, D(4).  12 

They have determined that the subject site and 13 

area are capable of being adequately 14 

protected.  Protection is our responsibility. 15 

 Our Diplomatic Security Protective Liaison 16 

Service has been to the site.  They are 17 

strongly in support of the South Africa having 18 

a fence and our uniform Secret Service, which 19 

is Protective Service, which is responsible 20 

for protection of foreign embassies, it 21 

certainly will make their job easier.  And 22 
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they also are in support of this fence. 1 

  Now, I would like to comment on the 2 

federal interest here, which is usually what 3 

we focus on in these issues.  Our federal 4 

interest is extremely strong in this case and 5 

I want it to be very carefully considered by 6 

the Board, carefully considered, because of 7 

our building projects around the world. 8 

  And when we build a fence, our 9 

requirements are 9 foot fences, higher than 10 

South Africa is requesting.  I'm not aware of 11 

any case where we made an exception to that 12 

height requirement. 13 

  When we talk about -- now, I want 14 

to get into what we -- South Africa itself and 15 

our excellent relationship with the Government 16 

of South Africa and our extensive building 17 

projects in South Africa today. 18 

  In 2004, we completed a new 19 

building to house our Consulate General in 20 

Cape Town.  I have consulted with our overseas 21 

building's office and they confirmed that the 22 
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local authorities in Cape Town were 1 

particularly helpful.  And I also learned that 2 

we wanted a fence higher than the height limit 3 

there and they accommodated us.  They gave us 4 

a 9 foot fence. 5 

  In Johannesburg, we are in the 6 

process of completing a new building, as we 7 

speak, to house our Consulate General in that 8 

city.  And I understand from my consultations 9 

yesterday with our overseas building's people 10 

that that's a particularly difficult site, a 11 

very complicated site from a zoning and land 12 

use perspective. 13 

  And the local authorities there, we 14 

had to have their cooperation and ask for a 15 

substantial variance to their requirement of a 16 

minimum distance for our entrance to a major 17 

intersection, which was a very important issue 18 

to them, but they accommodated us and let us 19 

move -- have the entrance closer than their 20 

rules allow.  We expect to move into that 21 

building in March. 22 
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  We also are planning a major 1 

construction project of a chancery annex in 2 

Pretoria.  I'm not sure exactly what year, 3 

that changes from time to time as funds come 4 

up, but we will have a major project coming up 5 

in the capital there. 6 

  So of course, we want to be able 7 

for the Government of South Africa to be able 8 

to tell them that they had excellent 9 

cooperation from the Department -- from the 10 

D.C. Government in their project here. 11 

  So three of the six criteria are 12 

strongly in support of their project, 13 

particularly their fence.  We do really want-- 14 

I think -- I hope the Board will consider and 15 

look more at the design issues of a fence, 16 

rather than the height.  And certainly we 17 

would -- the fence they want to put up, the 18 

correct term for it, according to our security 19 

professionals, is anti-climb, anti-climb 20 

fence. 21 

  When we looked at the design that 22 
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they have, it was our DS Protective Liaison 1 

Division and they specifically talked about 2 

the 8 foot 2 inch fence as a metal anti-climb 3 

fence and that's really what its security 4 

purpose is.  It's not -- I don't think we 5 

should focus on car bombings, but rather 6 

people climbing over.  And this is a height 7 

that -- their government has chosen 8 foot 2 8 

as their minimum for this purpose.  We choose 9 

9 feet. 10 

  That concludes my presentation.  If 11 

you have questions, I'd be happy to answer 12 

them. 13 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Any questions? 14 

  MR. MAY:  I'm sorry, the question I 15 

have had to do with the -- I mean, is there a 16 

specific threat?  I mean, they're just 17 

concerned about people scaling the fence.  And 18 

your security people agreed with that.  And 19 

how is this -- what features of this fence 20 

actually make it anti-climb? 21 

  MR. MASSEY:  Well, I'm not a 22 
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security professional, although I think the 1 

height is one of them, is a situation where it 2 

makes it particularly difficult to climb over 3 

a fence of this height and of this design.  4 

Now, actually, I could have -- we have 5 

security professionals at the State Department 6 

if that becomes an issue, but this does meet 7 

the design of a fence that our security 8 

professionals believe is appropriate for that 9 

purpose, which is the same thing we have 10 

around the world. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Any 12 

other questions?  Okay.  Thank you very much. 13 

 That was very helpful.  Okay.  At this point, 14 

I think we will turn to the Office of 15 

Planning. 16 

  MR. JACKSON:  Good morning, Madam 17 

Chair and Members of the Board.  My name is 18 

Arthur Jackson.  I'm a Development Review 19 

Specialist with the District of Columbia 20 

Office of Planning and I will briefly go 21 

through the Office of Planning's report. 22 
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  You have before you and we 1 

performed a good bit of analysis in there.  2 

Briefly, I will just concentrate on a few 3 

issues that are raised under the municipal 4 

interest. 5 

  First of all, we want to 6 

enthusiastically support the South African 7 

Embassy for the work they are doing on their 8 

site.  We are very supportive of the actions 9 

they are taking to retain the principal 10 

offices, their principal office here in the 11 

District, to continue the function in the area 12 

of districts where institutional uses are 13 

encouraged and to -- and we think the goals of 14 

consolidating their operations into one 15 

location to increase efficiency and make 16 

maximum use of the existing contributing 17 

buildings is very much supported by our 18 

office. 19 

  We looked at the -- with regards to 20 

the variances that would normally be required 21 

under our regulations, we don't see that there 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 128

are any -- that the proposed use and expansion 1 

would in any way impact neighboring properties 2 

or to be adversely -- adversely affect/detract 3 

from the goals of the Tree and Slope 4 

Protection Overlay District, which is one of 5 

the more important overlays we have 6 

implemented in this area. 7 

  We also think that the proposal 8 

would not otherwise adversely impact 9 

neighboring properties. 10 

  So the only issues we have are with 11 

regard -- we do have issues though with regard 12 

to the historic preservation activities that 13 

are -- that have been undertaken and with the 14 

fence. 15 

  However, let me state that what we 16 

are saying, essentially, is that there has 17 

been a dialogue between the applicant and the 18 

Historic Preservation Office as to how to 19 

proceed with historic preservation.  We just 20 

don't think that dialogue is -- has -- should 21 

be concluded. 22 
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  We think it should continue, 1 

because we think there are -- is a more 2 

effective way to achieve the ends that the 3 

South African Government is achieving -- wants 4 

to achieve, as well as the ends that the 5 

District of Columbia Historic Preservation 6 

Office has, that is to maintain the integrity 7 

of the Historic District. 8 

  I'll briefly go through what the-- 9 

regarding that.  First, Historic Preservation 10 

Office has not expressed any objection to the 11 

-- or concern regarding the proposed expansion 12 

in the rear and the fourth floor of the 13 

existing building.  But it does not appear 14 

that the architectural expression of proposed 15 

connections would be compatible with the 16 

character of the property or the Historic 17 

District or that the alteration would be 18 

substantially compatible with the District of 19 

Columbia Historic Preservation Law. 20 

  While we recognize the embassy's 21 

programmatic need for a new entry and assembly 22 
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space and believe the layout of the new 1 

element is appropriate, we don't think it is-- 2 

we think there is a more successful approach 3 

that could be used to -- on the facade 4 

treatment in terms of historical context. 5 

  Now, the report goes through some 6 

specifics about the changes that we would 7 

recommend.  Essentially, we think the more 8 

successful the Historic Preservation Office 9 

things, the more successful approach would be 10 

the folks on the composition on a larger and 11 

more dominant entrance pavilion that would be 12 

taller, set-back further and would overlap a 13 

portion of the existing hyphen facade. 14 

  These are specifics that would -- 15 

are still subject to discussion.  I think 16 

would be worked out with continuing 17 

conversation.  We also think it makes sense 18 

that a body like the Historic Preservation 19 

Review Board would be a good one to review on 20 

both sides and balance the goals of what they 21 

are trying to achieve and with the goals of 22 
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Historic Preservation. 1 

  With that, the Office of Planning 2 

has included a recommendation that the 3 

applicant continue to work with Historic 4 

Preservation Office on revised architectural 5 

plans and submit revised plans for review by a 6 

capable third-party, which would be the 7 

Historic Preservation Review Board. 8 

  So we also think that in terms of 9 

the public space improvements, the Office of 10 

Planning has consistently been opposed to the 11 

introduction of fences in the public space on 12 

Massachusetts Avenue.  Now, the concern is, 13 

essentially, it changes the whole character of 14 

the corridor.  But that is not a decision the 15 

Office of Planning makes by itself. 16 

  It has to go -- it usually goes to 17 

the Public Space Committee and on a number of 18 

occasions, in spite of the Office of 19 

Planning's opinion, the Public Space Committee 20 

has granted approval of fences, pending the 21 

receipt of the -- pending receipt of a threat 22 
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analysis from the Department of State. 1 

  So in this case, if the FMBZA 2 

decides that they want to weigh in on this 3 

matter, we were -- we prefaced our 4 

recommendation on the receipt of such an 5 

assessment by the Department of State.  You 6 

have that in your hand and so we will leave 7 

that to the Board to decide how you want to 8 

proceed. 9 

  So in conclusion, we don't -- we 10 

recommend that the FMBZA not disapprove the 11 

proposed expansion of the building on the site 12 

and the increase in lot occupancy and the 13 

other variances -- the other normal relief 14 

that will be required under our regulations 15 

for the proposed expansion. 16 

  And we continue to suggest that the 17 

dialogue on historic preservation continue 18 

with the Historic Preservation Office and that 19 

the plans be reviewed by the Historic 20 

Preservation Review Board.  And we leave the 21 

Board to decide what you want to do about the 22 
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Public Space issues regarding the fence.  That 1 

concludes our brief summary of the Office of 2 

Planning report. 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Thank you, Mr. 4 

Jackson.  Let me just clarify something and 5 

that is that under the FMBZA, we don't weigh 6 

in on HPRB or Historic Preservation issues or 7 

Public Space issues.  We actually decide them. 8 

 This is the body that decides them.  And we 9 

can certainly take into account views of the 10 

agencies or any individual or entity that can 11 

give us information that is relevant to making 12 

the decision. 13 

  So I think I want to try to focus 14 

on the two issues that are really on the table 15 

here.  One is this fence issue.  And when you 16 

wrote your report, you didn't have the benefit 17 

of Mr. Massey's testimony with respect to the 18 

security aspect of it. 19 

  Now, based on that testimony now 20 

being in the record, do you still feel that we 21 

need a separate risk assessment by some other 22 
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entity? 1 

  MR. JACKSON:  Well, that was the 2 

risk assessment. 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  That was it.  4 

So you are satisfied with that? 5 

  MR. JACKSON:  That's substantial.  6 

We -- 7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   8 

  MR. JACKSON:  And their staff 9 

stating in that letter that an 8.2 fence is 10 

consistent with the requirements of the 11 

foreign government.  So I -- that's 12 

sufficient.  That was what was provided in 13 

previous occasions. 14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Good.  15 

So you wanted more and that came into the 16 

record and that satisfies the need for risk 17 

assessment, in your opinion? 18 

  MR. JACKSON:  Oh, yes. 19 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   20 

  MR. JACKSON:  Um-hum. 21 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, Mr. 22 
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Massey had also said well, if we needed more, 1 

he could get, you know, a risk assessment 2 

from, you know, others within the Department. 3 

  MR. JACKSON:  No, I believe what 4 

the question was more to the particulars of 5 

what made this fence one that you could not 6 

climb or that would keep people out.  So it 7 

was the particulars of how the mechanics of 8 

this fence functioned to keep people off the 9 

property.  I think that's what he was 10 

referring to. 11 

  In both cases that I referred to in 12 

previous applications that had requested a 13 

risk assessment, those were both provided by 14 

Mr. Massey's office. 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Good.  16 

Okay.  So then we can turn to the historic 17 

preservation issues.  Okay.  And in your 18 

report, you recommended that we decide not to 19 

disapprove, but leave it open for further work 20 

with HPRB on historic preservation.  And I 21 

don't believe that that's again in compliance 22 
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with the Foreign Missions Act. 1 

  I think that what we need to do is 2 

we need to determine whether it meets the 3 

historic preservation criteria in the Act.  So 4 

I just want to try to figure out whether there 5 

is more dialogue that needs to happen or else 6 

whether -- I'm under the impression and I 7 

could be wrong, based on today's testimony, 8 

that there is just a difference of opinion and 9 

that there may not be a need for further 10 

dialogue. 11 

  But if there is a need for further 12 

dialogue or if the parties -- and I would ask 13 

the applicant this, too, if there seems to be 14 

more work that needs to be done between HPO 15 

and the applicant, then we might leave the 16 

record open for that. 17 

  So maybe you can shed some light 18 

on, and the applicant as well, whether that's 19 

a possibility. 20 

  MR. JACKSON:  I would agree that 21 

there is a difference of opinion and would 22 
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agree that more dialogue would -- more 1 

dialogue is necessary to approach a more 2 

meeting of the minds, if that's possible.  But 3 

at this point, there is no meeting of the 4 

minds as to whether or not the current design, 5 

based on testimony, meets the goals of 6 

historic -- preserving the character of the 7 

Historic District and the building. 8 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Before 9 

I turn to the applicant, you know, for their 10 

opinion on whether they want further dialogue 11 

before we decide, further dialogue with HPO, 12 

can you just point to me perhaps a bullet like 13 

what it is about the design that is 14 

incompatible with Historic Preservation? 15 

  MR. JACKSON:  Well, I have to refer 16 

to the -- 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I don't think 18 

we have a report from Historic Preservation in 19 

the record, do we? 20 

  MR. JACKSON:  Well, if -- under 21 

1001.3, we attempted to summarize the issues 22 
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that were raised by this -- by the current 1 

proposal.  And I'll just highlight one 2 

paragraph.  "The proposed glass curtain wall 3 

and mesh screen would provide a sharp 4 

discordant element and would visually 5 

bifurcate the two wings and disrupt the 6 

harmony of the complex.  It also fails to 7 

establish contemporary architectural focus 8 

unlike the one example shown in submission." 9 

  This is -- this wording is directly 10 

from the Historic Preservation Office.  And 11 

they were attempting to highlight the issues 12 

they really think were like the focus on.  And 13 

so it's not -- it has nothing to do with the 14 

size of the addition.  And this is strictly 15 

how the treatment of the hyphen and vis-a-vis 16 

the proposed addition. 17 

  So this goes through what they 18 

think should be done.  And again, the final 19 

conclusion is that there is a more successful 20 

course, I think, that should be followed, 21 

which would be to focus a composition on the 22 
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larger and more dominant entrance to the 1 

pavilion that would be taller, set-back 2 

further and overlap the portion existing 3 

hyphen facade. 4 

  The -- so this outlines -- this is 5 

not, of course, the final solution, but this 6 

outlines the steps that would achieve the ends 7 

that the HPO Office feels needs to be met. 8 

  The applicant, obviously, has come 9 

forward with a proposal they think is 10 

sufficient and that's -- therein lies the 11 

disagreement. 12 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Before 13 

I turn to my colleagues for other questions, 14 

let me just ask the applicant.  Is the 15 

applicant in a position where it would want 16 

further time to work out a design with HPO or 17 

is the applicant in a position where there is 18 

just a totally different point of view on this 19 

and no further dialogue would be of interest? 20 

  MR. COLLINS:  Let me begin by 21 

addressing that and then I'll turn it over to 22 
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Ms. Eig.  I think what Mr. Jackson referenced 1 

was the fundamental difference of opinion in 2 

the approach.  He highlighted the two 3 

paragraphs, particularly in the OP report 4 

under section 1001.3, that I would like Ms. 5 

Eig to reference. 6 

  And that is the first being that OP 7 

sees the buildings as one building, as opposed 8 

to an important 1936 building with a 1964 9 

addition with a brand new in-fill.  And 10 

secondly, OP would like to have a much larger 11 

entrance feature in the middle of the project 12 

as opposed to the entrance feature that we 13 

have, which does not take away from the Kat 14 

Balcony.  And I would like Ms. Eig to 15 

reference those in better detail. 16 

  MS. EIG:  I think that Mr. Collins 17 

was quite clear.  I mean, I think that in 18 

reading the comments very much, I was 19 

impressed with this that they did think of 20 

this as one building and that we were 21 

bifurcating the building.  And we simply have 22 
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a different approach to it.  And that's 1 

something that is a difference of opinion. 2 

  We see this as an addition that was 3 

a mimicking of the original building, 4 

perfectly acceptable architecture and, you 5 

know, it's being retained, but that it was -- 6 

this was a way to create a central focus for 7 

the new use, provide this entrance, that would 8 

not take away from the main building. 9 

  And respected, in fact, some of the 10 

strong qualities that the hyphen had, being 11 

its location, its set-back, its height and 12 

even the fenestration pattern that it was 13 

using, the roof, the material being the major 14 

thing and the fact that it is actually built 15 

to the ground and not a porte-cochere or pass-16 

through underneath. 17 

  So we feel very strongly that this 18 

is a different goal, that we want to separate 19 

the two and to do it with something that is a 20 

simple elegant structure. 21 

  And secondly, the fact that to make 22 
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the larger entry, that was a real surprise to 1 

me that was suggested, because I think we had 2 

tried to explain that the importance of the 3 

original building and the big challenge we 4 

felt that there was is to create an important 5 

entry that didn't compete.  And it's like how 6 

do you do that? 7 

  Well, each of them has to have 8 

their own character and a lot of the work that 9 

the architect did was working with the 10 

landscape designer to make sure that it was 11 

very clear direction and that the -- rather 12 

than a smaller entry, to some degree we saw 13 

the connector itself as the entry.  So that, 14 

in fact, it was large.  That it's just that 15 

the doors themselves you draw in, but you are 16 

brought into this larger space. 17 

  And so I think that that achieved 18 

actually some of the concern that the OP, you 19 

know, HPO had without doing exactly the same 20 

way. 21 

  Clearly, they wanted to retain the 22 
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hyphen, which we don't think we have a 1 

requirement to do and we think that the loss 2 

of that hyphen is a small price to pay for 3 

making a major statement of the new South 4 

Africa. 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  And 6 

just briefly, I just want to get a sense from 7 

you, you know.  Is there any reason to keep 8 

the record open for further dialogue with you 9 

and the Office of Historic Preservation or 10 

have you had all the dialogue you think that 11 

you're going to have? 12 

  MS. EIG:  I think we understand 13 

what their point of view is and we do not 14 

think that's the direction we want to go in. 15 

  MR. COLLINS:  And we have met 16 

twice. 17 

  MS. EIG:  Yes. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Other 19 

questions from Board Members for Office of 20 

Planning? 21 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  It strikes me 22 
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as odd that one would argue that you do a 1 

better job at historic preservation by 2 

increasing the height from the existing 3 

height, but it sounds like that's -- 4 

  MS. EIG:  Excuse me, increasing the 5 

height? 6 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Is that what's 7 

on the table? 8 

  MS. EIG:  Oh, no, we're not 9 

increasing the height. 10 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  No.  I'm -- 11 

  MS. EIG:  No. 12 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  No, I know you 13 

are not. 14 

  MS. EIG:  Oh. 15 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  It sounds like 16 

HPO is advancing an argument that the height 17 

should be increased.  It's currently 49 feet 8 18 

inches. 19 

  MS. EIG:  We -- if I might say, I 20 

agree.  How I read that, I was -- you know, I 21 

think we could all read maybe that a little 22 
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differently.  But I thought they wanted -- 1 

what this says is that they wanted this big 2 

showy entrance. 3 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Prominent. 4 

  MS. EIG:  It would lead to the -- 5 

that would have two wings behind it.  And that 6 

is not at all the way we were looking at these 7 

buildings. 8 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  So what are we 9 

talking about?  As I said, at least your 10 

submissions say that you are at 49 feet 8 11 

inches.  And they are suggesting that you go 12 

to what? 13 

  MS. EIG:  Did they say an actual 14 

height? 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I don't think 16 

we have it.  They say taller in the report. 17 

  MS. EIG:  Taller, yeah. 18 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  But nothing 19 

specific -- 20 

  MS. EIG:  Yeah. 21 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  -- with HPO. 22 
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  MS. EIG:  Right.  It doesn't say 1 

the height. 2 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  I mean, you've 3 

been -- 4 

  MS. EIG:  But it says they want it 5 

to be architecturally dominant of the three 6 

entries.  They want it to be the main 7 

entrance. 8 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  But someone on 9 

your team has been in dialogue with HPO, 10 

right? 11 

  MS. EIG:  Well, we all have been 12 

there. 13 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  So that you 14 

are not relying on the Office of Planning 15 

report.  You were actually part of these -- 16 

part of the dialogue? 17 

  MS. EIG:  We were part of the 18 

dialogue, but they didn't go into this -- we 19 

actually did not know that they had an 20 

opposition to this design.  We were surprised 21 

to learn that in the OP report last week. 22 
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  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  And then the 1 

other issue, it sounds like, is that they want 2 

you to bring the hyphen forward further.  And 3 

again, do we know what we are talking about, 4 

the difference between where it is and where 5 

they want -- where they would like you to 6 

bring it? 7 

  MS. EIG:  No, other than it would 8 

have to be -- it's the proposed addition is 9 

exactly at the same point as the existing 10 

hyphen.  We would have to bring it forward.  I 11 

would think that they are suggesting that it 12 

would be not just forward of that, but forward 13 

of the buildings that are to either side.  So 14 

it would be the dominant piece. 15 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Um-hum. 16 

  MS. EIG:  Totally changing what we 17 

are talking about here. 18 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Okay.   19 

  MS. EIG:  It would make one giant 20 

building instead of a building with an 21 

addition. 22 
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  MR. COLLINS:  And in our dialogue, 1 

if I may, the original plan had the in-fill 2 

addition closer to the same plane as the two 3 

existing buildings.  And at the request of 4 

HPO, we set it back.  So now they are saying 5 

don't set it back, bring it forward and bring 6 

it forward of the existing buildings, which we 7 

can't do, because it's public space. 8 

  MS. EIG:  That's a good point. 9 

  MR. COLLINS:  So it's we are -- we 10 

were, frankly, surprised. 11 

  MS. EIG:  Yes, yes. 12 

  MR. MAY:  Can I speak up on this 13 

point a little bit?  I understood the OP 14 

report to be different and maybe Mr. Jackson 15 

clarified.  But what I was imagining was that 16 

the entrance pavilion itself, which is just 17 

those -- the double set of doors in the design 18 

that is proposed is a very diminutive little 19 

structure. 20 

  And what I -- the impression I had 21 

was that they were suggesting that that very 22 
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small structure itself could have a bigger 1 

architectural presence.  And that it might be 2 

higher.  Not that the whole thing be taller 3 

than 49 feet, but that simply that little 4 

entrance portion be taller.  Not even that it 5 

would enter into public space, that it might 6 

push, you know, all the way up to the property 7 

line, because it looks like it's a little bit 8 

shy of that. 9 

  MS. EIG:  Yes. 10 

  MR. MAY:  So that, I mean, is what 11 

I got of that suggestion in the report was 12 

that there be a more prominent entrance 13 

pavilion in front of the hyphen, but inside 14 

the property line.  Now, is that more 15 

accurate? 16 

  MR. JACKSON:  Yes. 17 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.   18 

  MS. EIG:  Okay.   19 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Thank you for 20 

that clarification, that's pretty significant. 21 

 The other thing I wasn't clear on is is there 22 
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a dispute over materials or is it just the 1 

height issue and the set-back of the actual 2 

addition, the hyphen addition? 3 

  MS. EIG:  Well, this report speaks 4 

very fondly of the materials that the hyphen 5 

is.  And the -- it very clearly states the 6 

qualities that the HPO believes that it has 7 

and that as the materials, the glass curtain 8 

wall and mesh screen will provide a sharply 9 

discordant element that would visually 10 

bifurcate the two wings and disrupt the 11 

harmony of the complex. 12 

  So that the -- this idea that -- in 13 

this case, once again, if you think that it 14 

should be all united, then the introduction of 15 

glass may not make sense.  But if you think 16 

that one should actually highlight the or not 17 

take away from the Kat Balcony and provide an 18 

entrance through, you know, this glass being 19 

the whole thing, then it doesn't disrupt the 20 

harmony of it. 21 

  Because you are not seeing it as 22 
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one big building.  It's a separate.  There is 1 

a thoroughness, I mean, throughness, I should 2 

say, that one experiences that allows the two 3 

buildings to stand a little more and make 4 

perhaps a sense of history in that there is 5 

the original, the second and then the third 6 

portions of it, which is not atypical of 7 

projects with historic preservation when 8 

you're trying to denote those changes in time. 9 

  And we think also that this idea 10 

that -- to me, that this is completely the 11 

idea of that it had to be a strong statement 12 

about South Africa.  That it's not just an 13 

architectural problem.  It's a philosophical 14 

one of making that statement, so that everyone 15 

who experiences it there, as Mr. May 16 

suggested, there are many different ways one 17 

could have added space to this building. 18 

  And one could have done a glass 19 

door right beneath the hyphen and just filled 20 

it back in, but that would just be a -- that's 21 

a nice solution.  It's not a statement.  And 22 
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this is very important to the Government of 1 

South Africa that there be a sense of change 2 

in this architecture. 3 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Thank you, 4 

Madam Chair, I don't have any further 5 

questions. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Others? 7 

  MR. ACOSTA:  I guess going back to 8 

this question about when you found out from 9 

the Historic Preservation Office about their 10 

disagreement with your proposal.  I guess my 11 

question is then we really don't have the 12 

benefit of hearing from the preservation folks 13 

on this, since we are required by law to 14 

assess this with respect to compatibility with 15 

Historic Districts and our State Preservation 16 

Office is telling us otherwise. 17 

  I think at least I thought if we 18 

were going to leave something open for the 19 

record, it would really be a question about 20 

this whole notion of why do they believe this 21 

is a complex?  And kind of I think that's kind 22 
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of the fundamental disagreement between the 1 

two groups.  And we really aren't getting a 2 

sense from, unless Mr. Jackson could explain 3 

further, the thinking behind that, kind of why 4 

we are at this standstill with respect to the 5 

design solution.  And what is the appropriate 6 

design solution with respect to this complex? 7 

  You know, I think with respect to 8 

the issue of making a statement, I don't think 9 

that's necessarily relevant to our decision 10 

making.  I think it's an interesting concept, 11 

but the issue here is compatibility.  And if 12 

our Preservation office is telling us 13 

otherwise, I really think we need to know what 14 

the basis is for that disagreement. 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Let me 16 

just address that, because I think that's a 17 

procedure question, at this point.  I mean, 18 

the way the Office of Planning wrote the 19 

report, I think Mr. Jackson envisioned us 20 

sending this back to HPO and our making a 21 

decision and leaving it up to the parties to 22 
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work it out.  And that's not the way, I 1 

believe, that the Foreign Missions Act works. 2 

  So where we are, I believe, is that 3 

it's up to us to make the determination about 4 

whether or not it's compatible with historic 5 

preservation, based on the record.  And we 6 

have heard a lot of testimony today.  And then 7 

we have in the Office of Planning's report 8 

representation of HPO's position. 9 

  And I think we have heard from the 10 

applicant that they don't believe they need 11 

further dialogue, that there is basically a 12 

difference in philosophy and opinion here and 13 

an assessment of what's compatible with 14 

historic preservation. 15 

  So I think it's up to the Board to 16 

determine whether we feel we have enough 17 

information in the record to make our 18 

determination whether it is compatible with 19 

historic preservation or if the Board would 20 

like a report from HPO or anything of that 21 

sort, if you feel that there is not sufficient 22 
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evidence in the record. 1 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Are you asking 2 

for open discussion of that right now? 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, no. 4 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Or just sort 5 

of thinking out loud? 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I think that -7 

- no, I just wanted to say that I think that 8 

that's what we need to do with Mr. Acosta's 9 

question and that it's not one to be -- that 10 

the applicant can answer. 11 

  And so I think what we should do is 12 

finish this hearing and then come back to it 13 

and see, you know, is there anything else that 14 

we want to get in the record before deciding 15 

and that may or may not be something that 16 

Board Members feel they need.  So we will come 17 

back to that. 18 

  Okay.  Are there any other 19 

questions in particular for Office of 20 

Planning? 21 

  MR. MAY:  I had one minor question. 22 
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 I just wanted to clarify.  The fact that we 1 

have this January 12th letter from the State 2 

Department saying that an 8 foot 2 inch fence 3 

is necessary, satisfies all of OP's concerns 4 

about whether or not the fence should be 5 

there, should be in public space, should be 6 

designed the way it is? 7 

  MR. JACKSON:  No, but understand 8 

that the Office of Planning normally is not 9 

the final arbiter of public space issues.  We 10 

are referring to the normal process wherein, 11 

as stated in the report, we are not in favor 12 

of the fence.  We think the fence detracts 13 

from the character of the Historic District 14 

and -- of the corridor and the HPO also thinks 15 

it's inconsistent with the character of the 16 

District. 17 

  However, we have, in the past, 18 

taken those stances, but the final deciding 19 

organization would be the Public Space 20 

Committee.  And the Public Space Committee has 21 

ruled that based on the fact that they 22 
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received documentation from the Department of 1 

State indicating that they thought that there 2 

was sufficient reason to allow the 3 

construction of a fence that was taller than 4 

the 42 inches as required under the 5 

regulations. 6 

  So in this instance, since the 7 

Foreign Mission Board of Zoning Adjustment is 8 

-- we agree the Foreign Mission Board of 9 

Zoning Adjustment is in the power to make that 10 

determination.  We thought it would be prudent 11 

for this body to also receive that assurance 12 

from the Department of State.  We received 13 

that and we thought that would be useful for 14 

you to use in your deliberations. 15 

  But we don't make those decisions 16 

by ourselves normally.  We just have taken the 17 

position that we are not in favor of the fence 18 

at its current height. 19 

  MR. MAY:  So in other words, the 20 

only thing that you are saying, at this point, 21 

is that we have sufficient information for us 22 
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to act on this.  And if this were a Public 1 

Space Committee decision, they would have 2 

enough information in that sort of 3 

circumstance. 4 

  MR. JACKSON:  Well, again, we -- 5 

  MR. MAY:  But you oppose it 6 

regardless? 7 

  MR. JACKSON:  We opposed it and we 8 

are not supportive. 9 

  MR. MAY:  Right. 10 

  MR. JACKSON:  We are not -- we also 11 

are not necessarily saying we have enough 12 

information.  If there is more information, we 13 

would require such as comments from other 14 

agencies that are involved in the Public Space 15 

Committee. 16 

  But at this point, since there has 17 

been no meeting by the Public Space Committee, 18 

we are representing that we -- we are not 19 

saying we represent them. 20 

  MR. MAY:  Right. 21 

  MR. JACKSON:  We're just saying 22 
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that there is a precedent perceived a certain 1 

way based on information, additional 2 

information that has clarified what the actual 3 

security need is.  And that information comes 4 

from the Department of State. 5 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.  Thanks. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Any other 7 

questions for Office of Planning?  Okay.  Are 8 

there any other Governmental entities here who 9 

wish to testify?  Okay.  I would reference 10 

that we do have a letter from ANC-3C, dated 11 

December 17, 2008, attached to a resolution 12 

regarding this application, in which the 13 

Commission unanimously approved the FMBZA 14 

voting not to disapprove the project. 15 

  MR. MAY:  Ms. Chairman, I have a 16 

question about that. 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   18 

  MR. MAY:  I noted in one of the 19 

whereas clauses in the ANC resolution that the 20 

8 percent increase in lot coverage will not be 21 

visible from the street and will not affect 22 
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the compatibility and sighting of the building 1 

in the neighborhood.  And I'm a little 2 

confused by that, because, clearly, the 3 

entrance vestibule itself would be visible 4 

from the street.  And so I'm wondering did 5 

they see a different version of this or did 6 

they not interpret it correctly?  Do we have 7 

any insight into that?  And I guess it's a 8 

question for the applicant. 9 

  MR. COLLINS:  If I may use the 10 

model to demonstrate what they were talking 11 

about, I don't know how much is going to be 12 

picked up here, but if I can tilt this. 13 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Mr. Collins, 14 

you were at the meeting when they voted on 15 

this? 16 

  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, I was. 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   18 

  MR. COLLINS:  I was.  And I had 19 

discussions with the Single Member District 20 

Commissioner on this issue.  The additional 21 

footprint, if you will, of the building occurs 22 
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from this point back.  The bridge, the 1 

existing hyphen is from this point forward.  2 

So that's the additional 8 percent they were 3 

talking about, that's what is not visible from 4 

the street. 5 

  MR. MAY:  The vestibule pops out in 6 

front of that. 7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Is your mike 8 

on, Mr. May? 9 

  MR. MAY:  Sorry.  The vestibule 10 

does pop out in front of that and it does 11 

increase.  I mean, some of that 8 percent has 12 

to be that vestibule, because that counts in 13 

the additional lot coverage, right? 14 

  MR. COLLINS:  I suppose it does.  15 

They were -- they did not view it that way.  I 16 

mean, that was -- 17 

  MR. MAY:  All right.  But they say 18 

exactly this.  Did they see the model itself? 19 

  MR. COLLINS:  They -- did we have 20 

the model there?  I think we did have the 21 

model. 22 
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  MR. MAY:  Okay.  All right. 1 

  MR. COLLINS:  We did have the 2 

model. 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Any other 4 

comments about the ANC report?  Okay.  Are 5 

there any persons who wish to testify in 6 

support of this application?  Any persons who 7 

wish to testify in opposition?  Okay.  Are 8 

there any other remaining questions of the 9 

Board before we discuss whether we want to 10 

leave the record open for any other 11 

information? 12 

  Okay.  I just wanted to start the 13 

discussion then with respect to whether we 14 

want to leave the record open for a report 15 

from the Historic Preservation Office and if 16 

there is anything else anyone needs.  But 17 

that's what we alluded to earlier and said we 18 

would get back to. 19 

  The Office of Planning references, 20 

at page 5 of their report through page 6, the 21 

position of the Historic Preservation Office 22 
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and characterizes HPO's positions and 1 

concerns.  So the point would be do we need 2 

more than that?  So maybe we can take a moment 3 

just to look that over. 4 

  I guess I'm of the general 5 

impression that the divide between HPO and the 6 

applicant is pretty major and it's not -- I'm 7 

not under the impression that this is 8 

something that there is almost a compromise 9 

on.  It sounds like it would be just a 10 

different design.  And I could be wrong.  I 11 

would like to hear from others. 12 

  But what we would most get maybe 13 

from HPO might be a further explanation as to 14 

why they find the design not compatible. 15 

  MR. MAY:  Ms. Chairman, what I 16 

would -- what also seems a little bit unclear 17 

to me is the nature of the conversation that 18 

has occurred so far between the applicant and 19 

the Historic Preservation Office staff, 20 

because if this report comes as a surprise, it 21 

seems that the nature of the conversation was 22 
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not -- either not very frank or they came to 1 

some conclusion subsequent to the meetings 2 

that they didn't share with the applicant 3 

until, you know, the moment the report was 4 

issued. 5 

  So I'm wondering -- I mean, I 6 

personally believe that further conversations 7 

between the applicant and the Historic 8 

Preservation Office would be -- should be -- 9 

should occur and that there should be a frank 10 

exchange of ideas.  And I think that there is 11 

some ground to be gained in that process. 12 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I don't think 13 

though we have the authority to make them have 14 

further conversations per se. 15 

  MR. MAY:  No.  You know, we -- I 16 

guess the authority that we have is to leave 17 

the record open to accept further information 18 

for the reporting, a revised submission from 19 

the applicant, if that results from the 20 

discussion.  But I also think that, you know, 21 

we should be frank about what we think of what 22 
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we see so far to give the applicant an 1 

impression of how likely -- how important 2 

these conversations are. 3 

  And if you would like, I'll go 4 

first. 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  That's 6 

fine with me. 7 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.   8 

  MR. MOY:  If it's fine with the 9 

Board. 10 

  MR. MAY:  The -- you know, from 11 

what I have seen today, I think that the 12 

aspirations for the design, the idea of the 13 

openness and creating something new in the 14 

architecture that joins these two buildings, 15 

if you will, are admirable and I agree with 16 

the principle. 17 

  I also, frankly, like the hyphen 18 

the way it is right now.  It doesn't mean that 19 

I think it needs to stay there forever, but I 20 

like that.  It seems to work very well.  I 21 

also think that the whole discussion of 22 
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whether it is two buildings or one building 1 

and what the nature of the separation should 2 

be and so on, I don't regard that as being 3 

sort of the driving force of this. 4 

  Because, you know, I -- you know, 5 

we have many examples of buildings where you 6 

have two parts, two parts of two different 7 

eras.  You know, the second part may be 8 

modeled on the first, but not mimic it 9 

exactly.  I mean, the whole discussion of how 10 

do you add on to an historic building has 11 

changed over time and different strategies 12 

have worked with different levels of success. 13 

  Just look at the Capitol Building 14 

which has been -- you know, was added to over 15 

a lengthy expanse of years and it has multiple 16 

entrances and it reads as multiple buildings, 17 

but it also reads as a single piece.  And you 18 

have got the, you know, central steps on the 19 

east front, which are the primary entrance, 20 

but you also have the two very major 21 

entrances, you know, for the House and Senate 22 
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Chamber.  And those, of course, were built, 1 

you know, decades apart. 2 

  There are other examples as well.  3 

I don't -- I just don't think that that's 4 

really where, you know, we can find a sort of 5 

philosophical basis. 6 

  I also think that OP's ideas about 7 

a strategy for retaining the hyphen creating a 8 

pavilion is a reasonable strategy, but it may 9 

not meet all of the goals of the Government of 10 

South Africa.  So you know, I'm not sure that 11 

there really is a new solution to be found by 12 

going down that road.  But that doesn't mean 13 

that there isn't a new solution to be found. 14 

  Frankly, what we see today I don't 15 

think is successful from an historic 16 

preservation point of view.  And maybe I'm 17 

going too far with this. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, I just 19 

want to kind of -- I mean, it is getting late, 20 

but I wanted to let you say enough so that if 21 

there was something they needed to hear or do, 22 
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they could do that.  But I don't know that 1 

we're at the point where we're ready to go 2 

down the line and make a decision, I don't 3 

think, on historic compatibility. 4 

  My point is we just need to have 5 

enough information in the record for us to 6 

make that decision.  And we may be coming from 7 

different places on that.  And I guess, you 8 

know, to me, I guess I would say I think I 9 

have enough in the record personally, because 10 

I understand the different philosophies, I 11 

think. 12 

  I think it is portrayed enough in 13 

this report.  But I don't know if others feel 14 

they need more information.  I understand you 15 

are already going down the road that you 16 

reject it, so they better get together and 17 

talk and come up with a new plan. 18 

  MR. MAY:  I'm trying -- 19 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I'm not going 20 

to go there. 21 

  MR. MAY:  Right.  And I'm not 22 
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suggesting that the -- I'm speaking for the 1 

Board when I say this.  I'm speaking for 2 

myself and the Board can either, you know, 3 

agree or -- 4 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Would you like 5 

-- 6 

  MR. MAY:  -- not agree. 7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  -- more 8 

information from HPO -- 9 

  MR. MAY:  Well -- 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  -- that would 11 

help you decide how -- 12 

  MR. MAY:  -- let me -- 13 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  -- it -- 14 

  MR. MAY:  Let me continue. 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   16 

  MR. MAY:  Because I do intend to 17 

address some of that stuff.  You know, I think 18 

the real difficulty that I have with the 19 

design the way it is presented right now is 20 

that it is the emphasis on this metal mesh, 21 

because I do think that that's contradictory 22 
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to the aspiring -- the aspirations that have 1 

been stated. 2 

  And you know, the idea of doing a 3 

glass connector between two existing buildings 4 

of -- you know, vintage buildings, I'll call 5 

them that, I won't call them both historic, 6 

but is a very good method for doing that.  But 7 

then I think throwing the screen in front of 8 

it for whatever reason, I think contradicts 9 

that.  And I would be much more comfortable 10 

with something that were glassier and showed 11 

better. 12 

  And I think that -- and you know, 13 

energy efficiency and things like that, I 14 

mean, that can addressed in other ways.  I 15 

don't think it's an essential characteristic. 16 

  But I will say that part of the 17 

difficulty that I have even with the design as 18 

it is presented is that I don't really have a 19 

good image of that portion of the building.  20 

We have, you know, a head-on elevation, which 21 

is kind of fuzzy and doesn't really show us 22 
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material.  We have some perspective views that 1 

were done in, I guess, Sketch-Up or something 2 

like that. 3 

  And Sketch-Up is our best friend 4 

and our worst enemy, because it's easy to do, 5 

but it gives you views that are too simplistic 6 

in certain circumstances.  So I, you know, 7 

think a more sophisticated rendering would 8 

help to communicate the image that the 9 

applicant wants to project. 10 

  So that is something in terms of 11 

additional information that I think would make 12 

it easier to decide.  I also think, frankly, 13 

the model that you show shows great things 3-14 

dimensionally, and I appreciate all the care 15 

that went into the making of the existing 16 

buildings, but then to revert to, you know, 17 

whiteboard and, you know, a little bit of 18 

screening, I mean, it just is not showing the 19 

addition as well as it does the existing 20 

buildings. 21 

  And so it makes it look 22 
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unsuccessful, from my point of view.  I don't 1 

think it's a particularly good rendering of 2 

it.  So I don't think you can correct that 3 

necessarily in the model, but I think that you 4 

could in a 3-dimensional drawing done with the 5 

right tools. 6 

  In terms of the Historic 7 

Preservation Office, I, you know, think that I 8 

don't know the extent to which within the 9 

office there has really been discussion and 10 

debate of the merits of this particular 11 

proposal or of a hyphen-free proposal, if you 12 

will.  And I would appreciate knowing what the 13 

Historic Preservation Office thinks about 14 

ideas like that. 15 

  I mean, if they are drawing a line 16 

in the sand that says we really are only going 17 

to like something that saves the hyphen or 18 

saves the facade of the hyphen, the existing 19 

hyphen, that's one thing.  But if they think 20 

that some other solution could work in that 21 

circumstance, then I would like to know more 22 
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about what they think would work and whether 1 

they think metal mesh is part of that or not. 2 

 I mean, that's just sort of a sidebar. 3 

  But that's the sort of feedback 4 

that I'm interested in from Historic 5 

Preservation Office and I think that would 6 

help us make decisions.  So I'm sorry if I got 7 

too opinionated, but I wanted to make sure 8 

that, you know, people know where this stands, 9 

at least for me. 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  I just 11 

want to read the criteria that we are looking 12 

at, I think, to set the context.  And that is 13 

Historic No. 2: 14 

  "Historic preservation is 15 

determined by the Board of Zoning Adjustment 16 

in carrying out this section.  And in order to 17 

ensure compatibility with historic landmarks 18 

and districts.  Substantial compliance with 19 

District of Columbia and Federal Regulations 20 

governing historic preservation shall be 21 

required with respect to new construction and 22 
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to demolition of or alteration to historic 1 

landmarks." 2 

  So I think what we are trying to 3 

get here is, you know, any concerns that Board 4 

Members want further explored or more 5 

information in order for us to determine 6 

whether or not this proposal is compatible 7 

with the Historic District. 8 

  We are not a design review board, 9 

but we are looking at architecture to 10 

determine compatibility.  So I heard Mr. May 11 

is concerned with the metal mesh, whether or 12 

not that is compatible.  Oh, gosh, that you 13 

would prefer a 3-dimensional or some other 14 

kind of model to actually see this, envision 15 

this better. 16 

  MR. MAY:  A drawing. 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  A drawing. 18 

  MR. MAY:  A better drawing of the 19 

elevation. 20 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  And you 21 

would -- 22 
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  MR. MAY:  And that would be 3-1 

dimensional.  It could be head-on.  I would 2 

prefer something 3-dimensional. 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  And you would 4 

like some kind of report from HPO with respect 5 

to including another solution that -- 6 

  MR. MAY:  Yes, something other than 7 

the solution that they were suggesting. 8 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I mean, we do 9 

have before us their -- we are looking at 10 

their application, so I'm not sure if we are 11 

supposed to be, to what extent, considering 12 

other solutions. 13 

  MR. MAY:  Okay.   14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  You know, that 15 

are so totally different. 16 

  MR. MAY:  I understand that.  But 17 

what the Historic Preservation Office 18 

recommended was a solution that takes it down 19 

a completely different avenue.  And what I 20 

would like to know is what the Historic 21 

Preservation Office thinks about solutions 22 
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that are going down the same avenue, but are, 1 

you know, different from what we see here. 2 

  In other words, you know, what 3 

would they think if this were an all glass 4 

front?  What would they think if, you know, 5 

the articulation of the horizontal lines were 6 

expressed a little bit more clearly?  I mean, 7 

things like that that go to the particulars of 8 

it. 9 

  Again, this all has to do with 10 

whether it is fitting this into the historic 11 

context and whether -- you know, I mean, we 12 

are -- you know, we have to evaluate whether 13 

this is appropriate for -- from an historic 14 

preservation point of view.  And I would 15 

appreciate a little bit more expert opinion. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  I mean, 17 

just so that I'm just trying to get this to 18 

fit in what we have jurisdiction over and what 19 

the applicant needs to do.  I mean, I can 20 

understand if you are saying that you don't 21 

think the metal mesh aspect is compatible and, 22 
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therefore, would there be another proposal 1 

that is more compatible, such as your glass 2 

proposal, correct?  Okay. 3 

  I mean, I just don't think that we 4 

are in a position to totally have it 5 

redesigned. 6 

  MR. MAY:  Yeah, it's entirely up to 7 

the applicant -- 8 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  It is up to 9 

the applicant. 10 

  MR. MAY:  -- to submit what they 11 

want to submit. 12 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  If it's 13 

totally redesigned, then they would probably 14 

have to advertise again, because the ANC would 15 

be considering a different project, too.  But 16 

anyway, let me hear -- 17 

  MR. MAY:  I have a point on that. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  -- from 19 

others. 20 

  MR. ACOSTA:  Well, would the 21 

substitution of say glass for the metal panel 22 



 

 

 NEAL R. GROSS 
 COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS 
 1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W. 
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C.  20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com 

 
 
 178

constitute a significant redesign in the eyes 1 

of the applicant?  Is this a materials 2 

question that we could work with and if you 3 

consult with the Preservation Office on that, 4 

you know, we could move this forward? 5 

  I think what they are proposing may 6 

be somewhat more radical in their staff 7 

report, but if there were issues just to 8 

tweak, let's say, or material changes, would 9 

that constitute a significant change or would 10 

you be willing to meet with the Preservation 11 

Office to discuss those types of matters? 12 

  MS. McCORKLE:  I'm not sure how 13 

exactly to answer that question.  From a 14 

design standpoint, as I said before, the 15 

screen is important to the design.  The screen 16 

is what helps to create the massing that we 17 

are trying to create with the transparent 18 

base, the middle portion and the top. 19 

  If the screen was not there and it 20 

was all transparent, it would not have that 21 

base, middle, top organization any more.  So 22 
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the screen is important from that aspect.  The 1 

material of the screen, I think that's 2 

something that we could look at. 3 

  The part of the question I'm not 4 

sure how to address is about the communication 5 

with the Historic Preservation Office. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Let me just 7 

say two things.  I mean, one is I didn't mean 8 

to say that any little change would mean a 9 

readvertising.  That I think that any little 10 

change might mean that you share it with the 11 

ANC and they could comment.  But not that it 12 

would be readvertising. 13 

  I seem to hear though that there is 14 

enough concern that we give HPO, HPRB, 15 

whichever is appropriate, we could leave the 16 

record open for them to file a report and then 17 

the Board could consider it.  And in the 18 

meantime, if the applicant chooses to meet 19 

with HPO further, they could. 20 

  You know, we all haven't digested 21 

everything yet and we're going to leave the 22 
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record open for that.  I mean, I certainly 1 

could understand the philosophy of what the 2 

applicant was saying today.  And you know, 3 

certain Board Members may have different 4 

concerns than others.  So we're really not at 5 

a deciding point. 6 

  So we're really only at the point 7 

as to okay, let's just gather any other 8 

information that we think would be helpful to 9 

our decision making. 10 

  So it sounds like that a report 11 

from HPO or HPRB, whichever is appropriate, 12 

and maybe in which they could consider all the 13 

evidence that we heard today, I don't know 14 

what they have considered, could be filed with 15 

the Board.  And again, the applicant could 16 

choose to meet with them as appropriate or 17 

not. 18 

  You know, they may feel that their 19 

design as is is what they want us to consider. 20 

 And you know, that's fine, too.  We can 21 

consider their design as is and the report 22 
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from HPRB in addition or HPO and that's it.  1 

Other comments? 2 

  VICE CHAIRMAN LOUD:  Madam Chair, 3 

thank you.  I just wanted to weigh in very 4 

briefly.  I'm supportive of, I think, 5 

everything that I have heard in terms of some 6 

additional information from Historic 7 

Preservation.  I am supportive of that in the 8 

context of Mr. Massey's testimony that we 9 

received tremendous cooperation from the 10 

applicant with respect to our project and not 11 

having a process that goes on and on and on 12 

and really kind of shutting down the process. 13 

  And this is what I'm interested in 14 

in Historic Preservation's report or response 15 

to us.  What is captured by 4306(d)(2) as the 16 

standard that we are looking at, i.e., the 17 

compatibility of the project with historic 18 

landmarks and districts? 19 

  And I say that to say I think that 20 

there are always going to be more, I guess, 21 

better preferred options and lesser preferred 22 
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options, all of which might be compatible.  1 

But I'm simply looking to see why Historic 2 

Preservation would conclude that this project 3 

is not compatible. 4 

  So if, in the response that they 5 

give us, they could articulate that, and I 6 

think there was some discussion about the 7 

entrance to the height not being adequate from 8 

their standpoint, moving the project up 9 

further to the extent that Mr. Jackson, who 10 

did a really great job, accurately captured 11 

what, in the first round, they thought made 12 

the project not compatible with historic 13 

landmarks and the Historic District. 14 

  That's what I'm looking for in the 15 

report that we ask them for. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I think that's 17 

very, very well said.  I think that is the 18 

focus of our view.  Is it compatible?  Not 19 

which is what's the most preferable design, 20 

you know, to HPO.  That's not what is at 21 

issue.  It's just is it compatible?  And if 22 
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not, what element might not be and why. 1 

  Anything else?  Mr. Jackson, how 2 

much time would we need to get a report from 3 

Historic Preservation on this? 4 

  MR. JACKSON:  The -- how much?  I 5 

assume you want to -- I was going to raise one 6 

issue, since you asked me.  Again, I mentioned 7 

before that the Office of Planning is not the 8 

final arbiter on these public space issues.  9 

Would it be possible to leave the record open 10 

in case there were any additional information 11 

that would come from other agencies that are 12 

involved in public space and the Public Space 13 

Committee or maybe the Department of 14 

Transportation, just to add to the record?  15 

Okay. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Do Board 17 

Members have any comments on that?  Do we have 18 

a need for that?  I mean, I think that we 19 

certainly have heard the security reasons for 20 

it.   21 

  MR. JACKSON:  All right. 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Do you 1 

envision some other reasons that would 2 

outweigh the security reasons? 3 

  MR. JACKSON:  No, no, no.  Again, 4 

it's just the -- for the Board to have full 5 

information about what would be the -- any 6 

issues, concerns.  As seen in the past, the 7 

Board -- the Committee had usually approved 8 

these applications.  But normally, it's not 9 

the Office of Planning that is making this 10 

type of determination, they have not met or 11 

have not considered it as a body. 12 

  And so I just thought if we leave 13 

the record open, that if they had any 14 

additional comments to add, it might be useful 15 

in your deliberations.  But that's the only 16 

issue we were raising. 17 

  With regard to how long it would 18 

take to get comments, the HPO -- I would 19 

assume that you would like to get the comments 20 

back and then have the applicant an 21 

opportunity to review those comments and 22 
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decide whether they want to meet with HPO to 1 

discuss any of those issues. 2 

  And so I would think if you gave 3 

HPO a week to do the comments, the applicant 4 

time to review them and that a final -- 5 

assuming three weeks to four, that entertains 6 

-- that gives the opportunity for an 7 

interchange between the parties, if they 8 

decided to do something like that, and for 9 

them to file a response, if they decided to. 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  But the 11 

first question is you think that Historic 12 

Preservation can get a report back -- can get 13 

a report to the applicant and the Board out by 14 

a week? 15 

  MR. JACKSON:  Well, let's give them 16 

two weeks. 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  It's 18 

inauguration also. 19 

  MR. JACKSON:  Yeah, let's say two 20 

weeks.  Actually, we are moving, too.  Okay.  21 

We're moving the week after -- the day after 22 
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the inauguration, so three weeks at the 1 

outside.  They have been discussing it, so 2 

it's not something that is unfamiliar with 3 

them, but I would think they would want to 4 

consider what was put in today in terms of 5 

information that has been put into the record. 6 

  And so I would like them to have 7 

additional time to do that while they are 8 

packing their bags. 9 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Well, 10 

three weeks from today is February 10th, I 11 

believe.  Does the applicant have a concern 12 

with that? 13 

  MR. COLLINS:  I'm sorry with?  I 14 

heard February 10th, but a concern with what? 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I think 16 

February 10th would be the date that Mr. 17 

Jackson is proposing a report from Historic 18 

Preservation. 19 

  MR. COLLINS:  February 10th, a 20 

report from Historic Preservation on February 21 

10th and then giving us an opportunity to 22 
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respond? 1 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Right.  And 2 

how much time would you like? 3 

  MR. COLLINS:  Probably wouldn't -- 4 

let's see, three weeks is not February 10th. 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  It's not?  6 

Okay.  Correct me, what is it? 7 

  MS. MONROE:  Three weeks is 8 

February 3rd. 9 

  MR. COLLINS:  Yeah. 10 

  MS. MONROE:  Four weeks would be 11 

February 10th. 12 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Sorry, I stand 13 

corrected, February 3rd.  I'm sorry, were you 14 

waiting for us?  I thought we were waiting for 15 

you. 16 

  MR. COLLINS:  We were just trying 17 

to calculate time. 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   19 

  MR. COLLINS:  So we understand the 20 

Office of Planning wants until February 10th 21 

to -- 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Sorry, I 1 

misspoke.  February 3rd. 2 

  MR. COLLINS:  February 3rd. 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  They said 4 

three weeks. 5 

  MR. COLLINS:  Three weeks.  And 6 

then we would have three weeks would be 21, 7 

would be the 24th of February to respond.  8 

We're just thinking out loud on dates now to 9 

allow this to be decided at your March 10 

meeting. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Yeah, March 12 

3rd, that's a good plan. 13 

  MR. COLLINS:  And then we -- Madam 14 

Chair, I'm sorry.  Just in the trying to 15 

figure out in the interest of time, rather 16 

than spend three weeks getting a report and 17 

three weeks to respond, maybe picking up on 18 

some of the cues that we have heard is meeting 19 

with HPO now, the applicant to meet with HPO 20 

and then come up with some kind of position. 21 

  At that point, HPO could file what 22 
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they feel about the plan and we could file 1 

what we feel about the plan, at that time, 2 

rather than just drag out into March, because 3 

we do have budgetary concerns.  And in the 4 

perfect world, we would like to start this 5 

project on April 1.  Yeah, so that we would -- 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  We need time 7 

to write the order, too, okay. 8 

  MR. COLLINS:  Of course. 9 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So yeah. 10 

  MR. COLLINS:  Of course. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  All right.  So 12 

I mean, whatever you think will work on this. 13 

  MR. COLLINS:  Well, would then 14 

taking the February 3rd date, maybe February 3rd 15 

would be -- well, that's your meeting date in 16 

February, is that it? 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Yes, that's 18 

really not a factor.  We're not going to 19 

decide it on February 3rd. 20 

  MR. COLLINS:  You're not? 21 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, I don't 22 
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know.  You think the system -- they are just 1 

getting the report on February 3rd to you.  You 2 

think you can do all this before February 3rd? 3 

  MR. COLLINS:  Our alternative is 4 

for us, rather than wait for the report on 5 

February 3rd, is to meet now and then so 6 

whatever report comes out on February 3rd is 7 

with the benefit of both sides issuing reports 8 

on February 3rd, based upon the meeting to see 9 

if there is a meeting of the minds or not a 10 

meeting of the minds. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  We 12 

would need the report before February 3rd to 13 

make a decision on February 3rd. 14 

  MR. COLLINS:  Well, then does OP 15 

really then need three weeks to make a 16 

decision? 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  But it's not 18 

that -- 19 

  MR. COLLINS:  To write something 20 

that they have already decided.  I mean, all 21 

they are doing is taking three weeks to write 22 
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what their philosophy has already been decided 1 

today.  What we are really looking for is an 2 

opportunity to meet.  Do we need three weeks 3 

or two weeks is sufficient?  Two and a half 4 

weeks, so that you can decide.  We would love 5 

for you to decide on February 3rd. 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  I mean 7 

we can aim to decide on February 3rd if you all 8 

can meet and submit any other submissions, you 9 

know, based on that meeting and the 10 

information that HPO has reviewed since this 11 

hearing. 12 

  Can you do that within two weeks? 13 

  MR. JACKSON:  No, not with the move 14 

going on.  But I would think we could -- the 15 

10th we could get all that done.  So that we 16 

meet by the 3rd and then by the 10th we have the 17 

reports in.  So we can shoot for the 10th 18 

meeting, because the next two weeks is going 19 

to be disaster. 20 

  MR. COLLINS:  But then we miss the 21 

February decision meeting. 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, we can 1 

do a Special Public Meeting if we need to. 2 

  MR. COLLINS:  Well -- 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Yeah, on the 4 

10th or so. 5 

  MR. COLLINS:  So if the earliest is 6 

-- well, then we have the two alternatives 7 

still on the table.  One is for OP to issue 8 

their report and us to meet with them after we 9 

hear them say what they have already told us 10 

in the report. 11 

  MR. JACKSON:  Madam Chair, I think 12 

we deferred -- I think we would defer to your 13 

suggesting a meeting and then issuing whatever 14 

comments you have afterwards.  Because I think 15 

if this is -- if you want -- if this is 16 

somewhat different than you had heard before, 17 

maybe a full airing of the issues pros and 18 

cons on both sides in a session would make 19 

sense.  It's just the next two weeks is going 20 

to be difficult for them to meet. 21 

  MR. COLLINS:  Right.  And then so 22 
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we would meet.  So the next two weeks would be 1 

difficult.  So really, we're not talking about 2 

a meeting until like after the 27th or 3 

something like that? 4 

  MR. JACKSON:  Yes, yes. 5 

  MR. COLLINS:  So we could meet and 6 

then issue our reports on the -- 7 

  MR. JACKSON:  Right. 8 

  MR. COLLINS:  -- 3rd. 9 

  MR. JACKSON:  Any -- if we come to 10 

a meeting of the minds, fine.  If not, issue 11 

reports, separate reports on what your 12 

findings are.  And then if you are making any 13 

changes at all to your plans, they can be 14 

submitted in the same package. 15 

  MR. COLLINS:  Yeah. 16 

  MR. JACKSON:  And that would -- and 17 

then you would shoot for a meeting on the -- 18 

if you submitted it then, then would that be 19 

the 10th meeting or the 3rd meeting? 20 

  MR. COLLINS:  Well, we could, I 21 

suppose, do our issue on -- if the 27th is the 22 
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earliest you can meet, because of the move, 1 

then we would need time to meet and then time, 2 

you know -- and we could schedule a meeting 3 

now. 4 

  MR. JACKSON:  Right. 5 

  MR. COLLINS:  And then have the 6 

meeting and then write the reports.  We could 7 

do it either the 3rd or the 10th, I suppose.  8 

But if we do it the 3rd, we're not going to get 9 

a decision on the 3rd, Madam Chair, so if we do 10 

it the 10th -- 11 

  MR. JACKSON:  So you submit it by 12 

the 10th -- by the 3rd, you could have decision 13 

on the 10th. 14 

  MR. COLLINS:  We could if we could 15 

do that, sure. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Yes, you can 17 

do that. 18 

  MR. JACKSON:  Now, this is all 19 

contingent.  We need to talk to HPO directly 20 

to schedule that, but they are aware of the 21 

circumstances, certainly. 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  You 1 

could have until the 4th to submit reports for 2 

us to deliberate on the 10th. 3 

  MR. COLLINS:  Okay.  The applicant 4 

and HPO would submit on February 4th on these 5 

issues.  And then the decision meeting would 6 

be the 10th.  All right. 7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  And I do want 8 

to say, the way Mr. Loud phrased it, I think, 9 

and I reiterated and I'll say it again, I 10 

mean, I think that the standard is 11 

compatibility with the District, Historic 12 

District.  Why it is, why it isn't and maybe 13 

if they have anything to propose that is 14 

different, why that makes it compatible versus 15 

what you are doing.  That's basically how I 16 

see it. 17 

  February 10th is actually a very 18 

good day, because the FMBZA is meeting that 19 

morning, so we can decide this case first and 20 

then go and hear the -- not go, but stay and 21 

hear the next FMBZA case.  So all these 22 
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Members will be here. 1 

  Okay.  Oh, let me just ask is the 2 

Historic Preservation issue clear as to what 3 

you will be doing?  You will be meeting with 4 

HPO and submitting any additional filings 5 

related to compatibility issues by February 4th 6 

and then we will decide on the 10th. 7 

  MR. COLLINS:  Correct.  And that's 8 

-- and the record is open for that only, 9 

nothing else? 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I think so.  11 

Mr. Jackson brought up the public space 12 

question.  I'm not sure why we need more 13 

information about public space.  Do you have a 14 

comment on that, Mr. Collins? 15 

  MR. COLLINS:  I think the 16 

opportunity was given.  The report is in.  It 17 

includes public space and I don't think we 18 

need any more. 19 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I would agree. 20 

 I don't think the Board Members have concerns 21 

that they are looking for more information to 22 
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resolve.  Do we?  Do you, Mr. May? 1 

  MR. MAY:  Well, I'm not comfortable 2 

with this fence in public space, so I mean, I 3 

would -- 4 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So you 5 

would -- 6 

  MR. MAY:  -- welcome more 7 

information.  You know, I understand the 8 

overriding concerns, but I would still welcome 9 

additional information. 10 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Then we 11 

could leave it open.  But we've got to set 12 

maybe the same dates.  There won't be any kind 13 

of meeting on this one.  I think we heard 14 

testimony with respect to the security aspect 15 

and then with respect to the criteria.  Then I 16 

guess, Mr. May, is your concern with respect 17 

to the municipal interest or the federal 18 

interest or which criteria? 19 

  MR. MAY:  It's primarily municipal 20 

interest, since we are getting information 21 

from municipal agencies.  So but whatever 22 
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information they have.  I mean, who knows. 1 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, the 2 

applicant has to be able to respond to that by 3 

the 4th at the latest. 4 

  MR. MAY:  So then -- 5 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So when would 6 

you have that information in? 7 

  MR. JACKSON:  By the 4th. 8 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  No, that's too 9 

late for them to respond on the 4th.  They've 10 

got to have it ahead of time. 11 

  MR. JACKSON:  Well, you know, I'm 12 

thinking of other agencies to comment. 13 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  But we don't 14 

even -- 15 

  MR. JACKSON:  Now, when would you 16 

like it? 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay. 18 

  MR. JACKSON:  When would you like 19 

it, like to receive it?  Because there may be 20 

no comment.  The response may be there are no 21 

comments.  So it could be as simple as that, 22 
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but when should I -- when do you want to have 1 

that in hand? 2 

  MR. COLLINS:  Well, is it from 3 

other agencies that are not moving? 4 

  MR. JACKSON:  Oh, yes.  They are 5 

stationary as far as we know. 6 

  MR. COLLINS:  Okay.  And then -- 7 

  MR. JACKSON:  It's probably 8 

transportation. 9 

  MR. COLLINS:  -- we don't need to 10 

wait until the 4th.  We could -- yeah, if they 11 

could get it to us, you know, in a week or 12 

something, we could respond then. 13 

  MR. JACKSON:  I'll give them -- 14 

I'll contact them today to ask them if they 15 

have any comments.  And if I get a response 16 

back, I'll email it.  Is an email sufficient 17 

just indicating there is no response? 18 

  MR. COLLINS:  Sure. 19 

  MR. JACKSON:  Okay.  I'll get that 20 

done now. 21 

  MR. COLLINS:  All right.  And 22 
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probably a copy to the -- Mr. Nero or 1 

somebody. 2 

  MR. JACKSON:  Certainly. 3 

  MR. COLLINS:  All right. 4 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  I'm hearing 5 

different things from my Board with respect to 6 

this.  There has been no changes.  Public 7 

Space had an opportunity to weigh in, did they 8 

not? 9 

  MR. JACKSON:  Well, the -- this 10 

issue of dealing with the improvements in 11 

public space by the Board was just brought to 12 

my attention on the 22nd of December.  So we 13 

forwarded copies of the plans to the 14 

Department of Transportation, but I don't 15 

think they were actually circulated. 16 

  I contacted the agency, Department 17 

of Transportation -- 18 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   19 

  MR. JACKSON:  -- to comment on this 20 

application prior to submitting my application 21 

-- about this application prior to submitting 22 
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my report, but they had not formally had held 1 

a meeting.  So basically, what we included in 2 

our report was what typically happens with 3 

these applications. 4 

  We acknowledge the fact that we 5 

don't -- we are usually not the final arbiters 6 

on this.  7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   8 

  MR. JACKSON:  So our position -- 9 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Let me ask you 10 

this, because we're really getting late, at 11 

this point. 12 

  MR. JACKSON:  Sure. 13 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Whatever 14 

design changes may possibly occur with respect 15 

to discussions with HPRB, they are not going 16 

to affect the fence, where it is now.  So 17 

nothing is going to change, so they can look 18 

at the old plans.  All right. 19 

  So the rationale is that they 20 

didn't comment before on the plans and -- 21 

  MR. JACKSON:  Right.  On the -- 22 
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  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  All right. 1 

  MR. JACKSON:  -- plans that were 2 

provided in the -- 3 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  So all 4 

right.  Let's just -- 5 

  MR. JACKSON:  They can look at 6 

them. 7 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So they need a 8 

week? 9 

  MR. JACKSON:  What time frame were 10 

you saying to get the comments back? 11 

  MR. COLLINS:  Well, you had 12 

mentioned that you would contact them and they 13 

just need a week, so that's fine. 14 

  MR. JACKSON:  I didn't say that, 15 

but I will contact them to -- 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  We need to set 17 

a date. 18 

  MR. COLLINS:  I guess I'm really 19 

getting back to your question is are we 20 

reopening the record for additional 21 

information that we hadn't -- you know, there 22 
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was an opportunity to respond and whether they 1 

responded or not or did what they were 2 

supposed to do. 3 

  MR. JACKSON:  I really don't think 4 

they had an opportunity, based on the timing 5 

of this.  But -- 6 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Well, they had 7 

notice and opportunity to respond, but I only 8 

am entertaining this because Mr. May said that 9 

we wanted to hear from them. 10 

  MR. JACKSON:  Two weeks? 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  What we do is 12 

whenever we have paper submissions, there is 13 

not a chance to ask questions or have the 14 

applicant respond. 15 

  MR. JACKSON:  Right, right. 16 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  So, Mr. May, 17 

what do you have in mind? 18 

  MR. MAY:  I don't have anything in 19 

mind.  He said that there was additional 20 

information.  There may be additional 21 

information that you would ordinarily, if this 22 
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were a normal Public Space consideration, they 1 

would take into consideration.  I just want to 2 

have the benefit of whatever information they 3 

had. 4 

  MR. COLLINS:  Madam Chair? 5 

  MR. MAY:  If there isn't going to 6 

be any, then there isn't going to be any.  7 

But, you know -- 8 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  All right. 9 

  MR. MAY:  -- more information in 10 

the circumstance is better for them. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   12 

  MR. JACKSON:  Madam Chair, could we 13 

say two weeks? 14 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Let's do that. 15 

 Mr. Massey, you have something to say? 16 

  MR. MASSEY:  I'm just concerned 17 

about anything coming in from Public Space 18 

about the fence. 19 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  You want to be 20 

copied? 21 

  MR. MASSEY:  That's a very 22 
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important issue to the Department of State.  1 

And we definitely don't want them to be making 2 

submissions or I would want to know about it 3 

far in advance if they are talking about going 4 

to the HPRB, which we are strongly opposed to 5 

that.  That decision should be done and over 6 

with.  I think you made that -- agreed there 7 

you make the decision. 8 

  And the height issue.  I really 9 

don't feel they have anything in addition to 10 

add to that.  And if they do, then we would 11 

want perhaps to submit further information 12 

about that point, too.  So that's why I'm not 13 

real comfortable with them getting involved 14 

any more. 15 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  We have 16 

a Board Member who specifically wants to hear 17 

from them.  So why don't we just make it 10 18 

days, that they file within 10 days.  And the 19 

State Department as well as the applicant has 20 

an opportunity to respond. 21 

  MR. JACKSON:  And if there aren't 22 
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any -- if there are no comments at all, I'll 1 

copy that information to you both. 2 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  And so 3 

it would be 10 days and then the February 4th 4 

date would be the date that any responses 5 

would be due.  I don't know what 10 days from 6 

now is. 7 

  MR. MOY:  The 23rd of January, 8 

Madam Chair. 9 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.   10 

  MR. MOY:  That's a Friday. 11 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Would that 12 

work?  Okay.  Good.  We really need to tie 13 

this up.  It's almost 1:00.  Are we clear now 14 

then or not on the schedule? 15 

  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, we are.  Thank 16 

you. 17 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  Okay.  Thank 18 

you very much.  Ms. Bailey, I think that is 19 

the only item on the agenda for the FMBZA 20 

Hearing.  Am I correct? 21 

  MS. BAILEY:  That's correct, Madam 22 
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Chair. 1 

  CHAIRPERSON MILLER:  All right.  2 

Then that hearing is adjourned. 3 

  (Whereupon, the Public Hearing was 4 

concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 5 
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