GOVERNVENT
OF
THE DI STRI CT OF COLUMBI A

+ + + + +

ZONI NG COWM SSI ON

+ + + + +

SPECI AL PUBLI C MEETI NG
1180t h MEETI NG SESSI ON (8th OF 2005)

+ 4+ + + +
MONDAY
May 16, 2005
+ 4+ + + +
The Special Public Meeting convened in
Room 220 South, 441 4th Street, N W, Washi ngton

D.C., 2001, pursuant to notice, at 6:00 p.m, Carol J.
Mtten, Chairperson, presiding.

ZONI NG COMWM SSI ON MEMBERS PRESENT:

CAROL J. M TTEN Chai r per son
ANTHONY J. HOCD Vi ce Chairman
KEVI N H LDEBRAND Conmm ssi oner
GREGORY JEFFRI ES Conmm ssi oner

OFFI CE OF ZONI NG STAFF PRESENT:
SHARON SCHELLI N Zoni ng Speci al i st

OFFI CE OF PLANNI NG STAFF PRESENT:
STEPHEN MORDFI N

OFFI CE OF THE D. C. ATTORNEY GENERAL
JACOB RI TTI NG ESQ

This transcript constitutes the m nutes
fromthe Special Public Meeting held on May 16, 2004

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




AGENDA | TEM PAGE
CALL TO ORDER
Carol J. Mtten . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3
Case No. 05-13, a sua sponte -
JBGE Loui si ana Avenue LLC. . . . . . . . . . . . . .4
Consensus of Board. . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

Case No. 04-25 is the Catholic UnlverS|ty th

Amendrent only. . . . . . . . . . . .. : .. 23
Vote. . . . 2 o)
Briefing schedule e e e e e . ... . . . . 25

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




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

P-ROCEEDI-NGS
6: 08 p. m

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: Good eveni ng, | adies
and gentlenen. This is a Special Public Meeting of
t he Zoni ng Conmi ssion of the District of Colunbia for
Monday, May 16, 2005.

My name is Carol Mtten. And joining e
this evening are Vice Chairman Ant hony Hood and
Comm ssioners Kevin Hildebrand and Greg Jeffries.

Copi es of the neeting agenda are avail abl e
to you, and they're in the wall bin by the door. W
only have two itens.

I'd like to remind fol ks that we don't
take any public testinony at our mneetings unless the
Comm ssi on specifically requests soneone to cone
forward

Pl ease be advised that this proceeding is
bei ng recorded by a court reporter and is al so being
webcast live. And therefore, we ask that you refrain
from maki ng any di sruptive noises or actions in the
heari ng room during this special public neeting.

And |'d ask you now to turn off al
beepers and cell phones.

Ms. Schellin, do we have any prelimnary

matters?
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M5. SCHELLIN: No, mm'am

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: Al right. Then the
first for proposed action is Case No. 05-13, and this
is a sua sponte review that the Zoni ng Commi ssion
vot ed t o undert ake regardi ng JBG Loui si ana Avenue LLC,
which was a BZA case. And I'll let M. Hildebrand
start.

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND: Thank you, Madam
Chai r man.

You'll recall that 51 Louisiana Avenue is
a case that the applicant was requesting a variance
fromthe height Iimt to go from 110 feet using
transfer devel opnent rights to 130 feet for a proposed
addition to 51 Louisiana Avenue.

Wien we initiated the sua sponte review it
was to determine if the Board' s decision was based on
a full and adequately supported record regarding the
security concerns of the Capitol. And to determne if
t he vari ance tests had been adequately neet, and that
the ascertain that the conpliance with the Zoning
regul ati on woul d render devel opnent of the property
econonical ly and feasi bl e did not seemto be supported
in the original order.

| think given the inport of the latter

aspect of the review, | think we shoul d perhaps
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address that first.

In review ng the record there were several
things that caught ny attention. 1In the applicant's
pre-hearing statenment they asserted on page 15 that
this is not a situation where the applicant has sought
t o manufacture uni que conditions. To be certain, the
uni que conditions of the property make it physically
i npossi ble to design an addition that fully conplies
wi th the Zoni ng regul ati ons.

After reading the record I am not
convinced that this is correct. Wiile there are
aspects of the existing site that nust be dealt wth,
it seems nore accurate to state that the applicant's
program for the devel opnent makes it physically
i mpossi ble to design an addition that conplies with
regul ati ons.

For exanpl e, the applicant proposes a
par ki ng garage with 443 spaces, even though only 301
are required by the regulations. That represents a
par ki ng surplus of 47 percent. And yet the applicant
asserts that the cost of this surplus parking should
be considered as a practical difficulty that would
render the devel opnent of the property econonically
i nfeasi ble without relief.

Woul dn't a variance to reduce the anpunt
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of parking required on the site be nore appropriate
relief, given the testinony in the case and the
proximty of the project to two Metro stations?

Al so, the architect of the applicant, M.
| van Harbor testified on transcript page 213 lines 17
through 21 that it would be technically acceptable to
bring the rectangul ar buil ding up agai nst the
triangul ar one and naybe consequently reduce its
hei ght and build the sane overall floor area. To ne
that's the architect for the applicant was stating
that they could build the sane building within the
zoni ng envel op, and yet there's been a design choice
to create a grand atriumspace, a vibrant focal point
at the cost of useable FAR

The architect states on page 211 lines 15
through 17 "What is pushing us up is the desire to
create sensible volume within an overall perineter
that we can say is this sort of vibrant focal point."

The architect goes on further regarding
the atriumon page 214 lines 4 through 8. "W have
got something that breathes easier and allows the
building to look forward to the future rather than
wor ki ng with the unsubtly of just floor space, FAR and
that sort of statistic, | guess.”

Those are aspects that concern nme in

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




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

readi ng the transcript.

| think another issue is the relative
i npact of the private standstill agreenent on the
property and enforceability and inport on the Zoning
regulations. And | think it's something that we' ve
dealt with in | ooking at the i npact of Monaco on ot her
properties that's a simlar kind of idea. And it
seens to nme that while the owner of the property nmay
have wil lingly accepted the mantl e of that agreenent,
t hey al so woul d have negotiated the cost inpact of
that into the purchase price of the property. So to
suddenly say that it's a practical difficulty seens to
nme like it's al nost doubl e di pping.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:.  Anyt hi ng el se?

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  No.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Well, | think you' ve
captured a |l ot of the issues that were giving ne
concern in your sunmmation.

| agree with you that there hasn't been
t he nexus created between the conditions that were
descri bed as bei ng probl emati c bel ow grade bet ween t he
Ti ber Creek and the Metro tunnel adjacency, and then
how t hat has been the problemas it exists that the
relief requested does not address the problem In

fact, the design of the building exacerbates the
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probl em

So clearly that nexus has not been
created. And | think that there needs to be a
consideration given to the extent to which the
applicant is creating their own hardship by the
desi gn.

And further, what you've described in
terms of this being programdriven, | think that was
the interesting thing between conparing the witten
pre-hearing subm ssion and the testinmony. | think it
becanme very clear in the testinony that this was being
driven by the desires of the occupant. And even the
fact that the buildings are connected --

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Ri ght .

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  -- is being driven by
t he desires of the occupant.

And | al so thought it was interesting that
there's a |l ot of discussion about |ead, and in fact
t he support of the ANC, they wanted -- | don't knowi f
it was a condition, but they were very desirous of the
bui | di ng being recertified, whichis the kind of thing
that you see in a PUD where you' re sayi ng we need sone
design flexibility because we want to design a better
bui l di ng, and here are sone of the things that we're

offering in return.
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COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Ri ght .

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: | think it sounds
just like a PUD

And al so this notion of creating the
sensi bl e vol une, which I knowthat at |east one of the
BZA nenbers was swayed by. But | think there was a
| ot of focus on the design and not on actually giving
serious considerationto each of the di screet steps of
the three prong test for the variance relief.

And finally on the point that you raised
about the standstill agreenment. | think it's very
troubling when we have private agreenents that are
being treated -- | mean, in this it's the property's
being treated as if there has been an historic
desi gnati on i nmposed.

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Ri ght .

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  When in fact there
has not .

So those are the things that cause ne
concern that | think that the BZA just didn't hold the
applicant to the standard that's required.

And then | guess the other point that you
rai sed about economic infusibility which was lifted
right out of the pre-hearing statement and made its

way into the order. There isn't anything in the
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record that speaks to economic infusibility. It
doesn't speak to economics at all in any kind of
holistic way. And so to draw the concl usi on that

wi thout the relief, the project would be infeasible,
there is no evidence to support that.

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Yes.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:. So anyone el se want
to weigh in?

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Yes. | al so
wanted to speak just for a noment on the security
aspect, too, because that was the primary driver when
| initially brought this to the Comm ssion. And after
reviewing the record 1| think it's clear that the
record is inconplete wthout rebuttal testinony to
the applicant's security analysis. And | think for
t hat reason al one there should be substantial inport
to send it back to the Board for additional hearing on
t hat subject matter al one.

So with that in m nd, does anyone el se
have further coment on that?

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD: | just want to nake
sure, and that was one of the things |'ve been
grappling with, the security issue.

| believe there was a m x up about

whet her--comng in fromthe BZA and they had anot her
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neeting, | think, at the sane tinme. | just want to
make sure that we afford or accord the ANCs and
comunity groups this same opportunity when that
happens to them | just think we're going down a --
if that's one of the reasons we're remanding it back,
t hen any nei ghborhood group or applicant or whoever
can come i n and say "Look, | m ssed the wi ndow, so now
| can cone down, let's see if this can work for ne,
too." That's the only thing that gives nme pause.

Vell, | agree with you.

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Ri ght .

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOCD: But | want to nake
sure that we're across the board when those ANC and
t hose nei ghbor hood groups cone down here and say the
same thing. And | just want to nmake sure that we're
not openi ng up a Pandora's Box.

That's all. | just wanted to put that on
t he record.

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Certainly.

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD: So that when | bring
it back up, we'll all renenber.

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND: | certainly do
appreciate that conmment. And | think that this is
such a uni que condition where the applicant

concurrently nmeeting with the Sergeant at Arns while
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the hearing was taking place. | think that was the
only basis for ny real objection.

So | would nmake a notion that we -- oh,
sorry.

COW SSI ONER JEFFRIES: 1've had sone
concerns after reading the record here about a | ot of
what you state, Conm ssioner Hildebrand. [|'msort of
torn here and | have sone anbi val ence because, you
know, as | | ook over sort of the kind of relief that's
bei ng requested, additional 20 feet, | just don't
think it has sort of the magnitude of problem as
relates to the existing area. And |I'mjust sort of
torn here as it relates to -- and the shape of the
site is relatively odd. And while Chairwoman Mtten
conment ed about the whol e di scussi on around sort of
t he underground, the Metro station and the existing
sewer; that whol e discussion not really naking the
case, it does represent some |evel of encunbrance on
t he appli cant.

So I"'mnot quite there as it relates to
maki ng the case to definitely sort of reverse this
case. | would probably |like to hear sone nore of
record. It would probably give ne a | ot nore confort
if we noved down the road of, perhaps, remanding it

back to the BZA and just getting sone additional
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informati on on the record.

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND: | actual ly agree

with you.
COW SSI ONER JEFFRIES:  Yes. Yes.
COWMM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Very nuch so.
As to the unique configuration and size of
the site, | think that was an interesting aspect that
| noticed as well. And | think if it wasn't for the

fact that the site wasn't entirely square, an entire
bl ock, and that the proposed devel opnent that was
resulting fromthis site was rectangul ar or
triangular; | mean pure geonetric shapes, it didn't
seemto bear the sane weight. O the inpact of the
site shape at that scale didn't seemto bear the sane
weight to me if it would have, perhaps, on a snaller
ot that was in a block that was nultiple parcels on
the sane square. And that's just ny opinion

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Could | just weigh in
on this? Because this is a very inportant point and
| think it's one that's |lost sight of fromtinme-to-
time. And if you read what the test is supposed to be,
it's "where by reason of exceptional narrowness" so
and so forth "strict applicationresults in a peculiar
and exceptional practical difficulty." By reason of

this thing, not once you establish that there's a
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uni que condition that the door is open for whatever
sormeone wants to ask for, just on this issue that
we' ve chosen to focus on for conversation right now,
which is the odd shape.

Unl ess soneone proves that that odd shape
gives rise to the peculiar or exceptional practical
difficulty, then the odd shape is irrelevant, even
t hough it nmay be uni que.

COW SSI ONER JEFFRI ES:  Yes. But what |
woul d say is that in terns of designing an office
bui l ding, that requires a core and a certain | evel of
circulation that in fact super inposing a floor plan,
a typical office floor plan could onto such an unusual
shaped site could bring about hardship to that
parti cul ar devel oper.

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Ri ght .

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: | under st and.

COW SSI ONER JEFFRIES:  So |'m just
sensitive as it relates to that.

| mean, there are certain shapes that just
don't lend thenselves to office design of a sort and
you m ght need sone additional height in order to
accomodat e a particular tenant. So that's where |'m
at .

CHAlI RPERSON M TTEN: | think what's been
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m ssi ng throughout this particular case, | don't know
if I want to call it like a chain or the thread. You
know, we have this laundry list of things that nmake
this site unique, but we don't then have the thread
that gets us to the exceptional practical difficulty.
And then to the relief that's being requested. And
think that's what we need to get in this case.

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Yes.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN. So you were sayi ng,
M. Hildebrand. |I'msorry.

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Madam Chai r man,
thank you. | was going to nove that we remand this
case back to the BZA for an additional hearing to
explore -- unfortunately, | didn't wite alist of all
these itens as we went through them But to basically
expl ore the things we've been discussing here on the
di as.

| think one was the aspect that the
current site is undevel opabl e under the current Zoning
regul ations. That that is, in fact, infeasible.

That there is a nexus between the
difficulties that the applicant has purported and the
relief that is given by the BZA i.e., would another
relief be nore appropriate such as a parking relief

for the difficulties that the applicant has cl ai ned
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exi st under the site.

Madam Chair, were there other things that
you woul d i ke to suggest?

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: | think we al so want
themto address the degree to which they should rely
on the standstill agreenent as sort of fixing the
hi storic status of the property.

And | guess this is just nore of a
clarifying point, but I would Iike the BZA to attenpt
to di vorce thensel ves fromthe programati c desires of
this applicant and have this be a nore neutral
present ati on about what is possible. Not what do they
want, but what can you do. Because that's what shoul d
drive a variance case is what is possible, not what
woul d you Iike.

So | don't know how to capture all that.
But | think what woul d happen is we would draft an
order and then --

COWM SSI ONER JEFFRI ES: Can you expound on
that just a mnute? | just want to be perfectly
cl ear.

You want a devel opnment programthat is
al nost generic in nature that does not actually target
a particular tenant type? | guess |I'mnot clear.

Coul d you just help ne out here?
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CHAl RPERSON M TTEN: A | ot of what has

been described in the record about why the buil ding
needs to be a certain way; why it needs to be
connected, why there needs to be this amunt of
par ki ng, why the building needs to go up because
typically for a law firmyou have the back of the
house space that's on the first basenent |evel. And
because they're trying to cramnore parking in there,
that's pushing those support functions up into the
bui | di ng. You know, those things are very specific to
t he proposed user.

You know, they don't have to | ook at a
design, but they have to analyze, but they have to
anal yze what's being requested not in light of this
specific user. But, for instance, why couldn't one
just build a separate building onthe footprint of the
par ki ng gar age?

COW SSI ONER JEFFRI ES: Okay. And | guess
so basically you want the applicant to really address
t he whol e notion of an office user versus some ot her
user because --

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Ri ght .

COW SSI ONER JEFFRI ES:  Because,
obviously, | mean there's financial institutions that

have back office space that can really nmake the same
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case that a law firmcould make. So you want to make
certain that there's really a very generic view, |
nmean somne del i neati on between of fi ce versus sone ot her
user --

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Ri ght .

COW SSI ONER JEFFRIES: -- that creates
hardship for the particular applicant in doing the
devel opnent at this site?

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Yes.

COW SSI ONER JEFFRI ES:  kay.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  And there's things in
the record here that just sinply -- and |I'mnot sure
|"mgoing to be able to find them But there were
things in the record about parking in particul ar that
said that if they couldn't provide the anount of
parking at a certain ratio, that the buil di ng was not
mar ket abl e or sonet hing al ong those lines. Well,
that's just sinply not true. W have historic
buildings in the city that have | ower than typica
par ki ng rati os and t hey get anong t he hi ghest rents in
the city. So making those assertions is just sinply
not hel pful and shoul dn't be just bl anketedly wi thout
chal | enge accepted by the BZA

So | think the standstill agreenent was

the only thing | would add to you, Hr. Hil debrand.
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COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Ckay.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  And | woul d second
your notion.

COW SSI ONER JEFFRIES: W11l soneone be
able to wal k through exactly what it is that we're
asking for, because | woul d hope that in terns of what
we're asking themto |l ook for, just the top two or
three and it's fairly narrowin terms of -- | mean,
now we're not giving thema long list and there's
going to be clarity as to what they need to do.
Because nmy hope is that this can be noved fairly
qgui ckly through the BZA.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:. Let ne try and
restate the notion then. And, as | said, you know
we' |l have an order that we can all review so that we
can tighten it up to the extent that we're not being
as articulate as we mght right here.

That this case would be remanded to the
BZA for an additional hearing and t hrough that hearing
t he BZA woul d gl ean nore information and establish
with that information, if it's supportive, what is the
basis for the assertion that it would be econom cally
i nfeasible to develop the site without the requested
relief.

To explore the rel ationship between the
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bel ow ground conditions and the relief being sought in
terns of height, and why in fact parking relief would
not be nore appropriate.

Address their reliance on the standstil
agreenent as being accepted alnost |like a de facto
designation of the property as being historic.

And then | just added on alnost like a
si de consideration that because its pervasive in the
record, that this is very much being driven by Jones
Day's programthat we advise themthat they try and
free their mnds of the programdriven desires and
| ook at this nore generically as an office building
site.

Is that a fair summation?

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Yes.

COW SSI ONER JEFFRIES:  But | woul d
i mgi ne that the applicant can cover that |ost point
ina-- | mean basically saying that sort of wal k us
t hrough sort of why this would really apply to any
office user if they wanted to go there. | nean, it's
no need to rewite anything, but really just talk
about their intent?

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: Wl |, maybe they can
di spose of it in a paragraph. But it was very clear

t hroughout the record that the design is very much
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bei ng driven by Jones Day.

COW SSI ONER JEFFRI ES:

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN. COkay. |s there any
further discussion.

MR. RITTING Perhaps at this point | just
wanted to remnd you that Rule 3128.3 requires that
t he Conmi ssion not reverse or nodi fy any deci sion, or
order without affording the parties to the case an
opportunity to present nenoranda to the Conm ssion.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Ckay.

MR. RITTING And perhaps that m ght be a
vehicle to bring sone clarity to the discussion that
you' ve had.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:. Ckay. So we can't
bring this to a vote you're saying?

MR RITTING WlIl, you can signal a
proposed action, as you already have. But you can't
take final action.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN.  Ckay. Ckay.

MR RITTING Until you' ve afforded that
opportunity.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: Ckay. So well how do
we do that given that -- what do you want to do? |
don't know. Wsat should | do?

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND: Wel |, could we
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do it just as a consensus? W' ve come to a consensus.

CHAIl RPERSON M TTEN. Ckay. kay. Wuld
you wi t hdraw your notion first?

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Yes. Then |
will withdraw nmy notion

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN. Ckay. So --

MR. RITTING Perhaps you could state the
consensus of the Board.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:.  Ckay.

MR RITTING And nmaybe that m ght be
another way to try to reorder and restate the
direction that you'd |like to take.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: Ckay. Well, | concur
with M. Hildebrand' s recomendation that we remand
this for an additional hearing before the Board. And
woul d be | ooking for others, too.

COW SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND: | woul d concur
al so.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Conmi ssi oner
Jeffries, you' re the |ast one?

COW SSI ONER JEFFRIES:  Yes, | w |
concur.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:. Ckay. So then we
need to have a briefing schedule. | don't knowif we

have a sense of howlong that woul d take. But perhaps
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we coul d work that out, and then while the Conm ssion
goes forward with the second case for proposed acti on,
then we can cone back and announce what the briefing
schedule is going to be? kay.

And I"mgoing to turn it over to
Comm ssi oner Hood, inasmuch as | didn't sit on the
Cat holic University case.

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD: Ckay. The next item
on our special public nmeeting is Zoning Conm ssion
Case No. 04-25 is the Catholic University Map
Amendrent only.

Ms. Schel lin?

M5. SCHELLIN: | don't have anything
additional for you. W're just ready for proposed
action.

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD: CGkay. GCkay. Thank
you.

MS. SCHELLIN: Thank you.

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD:  And agai n,
Comm ssi oners, we're using the Map Anendnent only for
the process. If it's zoned fromunzoned to R-5-A,
whi ch i s being requested by the applicant, | just have
two things that | wanted to put on the record and |I'm
not sure if this is the tine or maybe I should put it

on at the further processing. But |let nme just nention
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that | think that what | have in front of nme, the
proposed order, is that testinony in opposition I
think we need to add a little nore. There was a
little nore explained by the Mchigan Parks Citizens
Associ ation. They tal ked about the use of materials
that were going to be inthe yard. | want to say yard
because | don't have it right here in front of ne. |
guess it was recycling center or whatever it was
called. 1 think we need to expand a little bit nore
when they say it's a testinony in opposition.

Even to the point, and this may go into
the final of the further processing order, but even to
the point that the materials that are going to be used
in the recycling center | think should be at | east
named. Not specifically but in general.

And that's all | have to add. Anything
el se?

COWMM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND: My recol | ection
of the discussion was that this was envisioned as a
yard to store mul ch and | andscapi ng products as
opposed to a recycling center that woul d ot herw se be
used to recycle conputers or dormtory furniture or
other itenms fromthe canpus. |'mnot sure that |
understood that correctly, but that was the i npression

|"ve been left with fromthe hearing.
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VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD:  Anyt hing el se?

| would agree, and |I'm hoping that staff
woul d work with the applicant to make sure that those
t hi ngs are done before final action.

So with that, | would nove the Map
Amendrent for Zoni ng Conmm ssion Case No. 04-25 of
Catholic University of Anerica, and ask for a second.

COWM SSI ONER HI LDEBRAND:  Second.

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD: It's noved and
seconded. Any discussion? Al those in favor?

ALL: Aye.

VI CE CHAI RVAN HOOD:  Any opposition? So
or der ed.

Ms. Schellin, would you record the vote
and the proxy?

MS. SCHELLIN: Yes. W have an absentee
ballot from M. Parsons approving the case also. So
staff will record the vote four to zero to one to
approve Case No. 04-25. Conm ssioner Hood noving,
Comm ssi oner Hi | debrand secondi ng, Conmm ssi oner
Jeffries in favor and Conm ssi oner Parsons in favor by
absent ee ballot. Conm ssioner Mtten not voting, not
havi ng parti ci pat ed.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:. Thank you.

Do we have a schedule for the briefing?
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MS. SCHELLIN: Yes, ma'am The

applicant's attorney has represented that he could
provide a brief by June 7th

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN:  Ckay.

MS. SCHELLI N Which would allow us tine
to put it on the June 13th agenda.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: Ckay. That sounds
good.

M5. SCHELLIN: Okay.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN.  And if there's
not hing further for the special public nmeeting?

MS. SCHELLIN: Not hing further.

CHAI RPERSON M TTEN: Ckay. Then the

Speci al Public Meeting is adjourned. And we'll take a
three m nute break and then we'll convene the regul ar
heari ng.

Thank you.

(Wher eupon, at 6:39 p.m the Speci al

Public Meeting was adjourned.)
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