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 Draft Minutes of August 2, 2004 Public Meeting

A scheduled agenda and forum meeting of the Mount Pleasant Advisory
Neighborhood Commission 1D took place on August 2, 2004 at the La Casa
Community Center.

A quorum being present, Chair Grant called the meeting to order at 7:33 PM.
In attendance were Commissioners Bitondo, Edwards, Grant, McKay, Muller,
and Sale. ANC Staff Person Ambria Archibald and approximately 12 members
of the public were also present.

 Approval of Minutes

Commissioner Grant asked commissioners if there were any comments on or
changes to the July meeting minutes.

Commissioner Grant moved to approve the minutes.  The motion was
seconded.

The motion passed unanimously by a hand vote.

Treasurer's Report
Treasurer Muller had nothing to report

Community Forum
Jonathan O’Connell introduced himself as a new reporter with DC North.  He
stated that he was starting with the September issue and wanted to meet the
local ANCs and communities.  He asked attendees to contact him if they had
any stories that they thought deserved attention.  He gave his email address,
jonathan_dcnorth@yahoo.com.



Draft Minutes, August 2, 2004 ANC1D Meeting
Last Revised September 12, 2004 at 21:31:04 PM
Page 2 of 24

 Committee Reports

Permits and Zoning Committee

Consideration of Liquor License Renewals

Committee Chair Muller stated that a number of the neighborhood’s
restaurants’ liquor licenses were up for renewal and the Commission had the
opportunity to comment or act on this. The establishments in question were:
Corado’s Guatemalan Restaurant, Haydee’s Restaurant, Tonic, Don Jaime’s
Restaurant and Don Juan’s Restaurant.

He stated that one year ago, the Commission adopted a resolution expressing
their concern with some of the provisions in the voluntary agreements.  The
renewal process was an opportunity for the Commission to comment further
on these agreements, even though the Commission is not party to the earlier
agreements and therefore it cannot change them.  He stated that one option
would be for the Commission to protest these renewals so as to formally start
a dialogue with the establishments and generate the ANCs own voluntary
agreements with the restaurants.

Commissioner Muller moved that:

Whereas liquor licenses for the following Mount Pleasant businesses are
up for renewal:

Corado's Guatemalan Restaurant
Haydees
Tonic
Don Juan's
Don Jaime's
 …….

 Whereas the Mount Pleasant Advisory Neighborhood Commission has
previously expressed its objection to certain restrictions found in the
Voluntary Agreements associated with these establishments;

 Whereas many residents in Mount Pleasant and many business owners
affected by the restrictions have expressed opposition to the prohibitions
found in these Voluntary Agreements;

Whereas the Mount Pleasant ANC would prefer voluntary agreements that
better balance legitimate operations of the businesses with the need for
peace, order and quiet in the neighborhood;
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Therefore, be it resolved, that ANC 1D is officially protesting the renewal
of the above-listed licenses.

The motion was seconded.

Commissioner Grant opened the motion for discussion.

Commissioner Grant offered a friendly amendment to add the word
“Restaurant” after each of the establishments’ names because that is how they
are listed in the letter from BZA.

Commissioner Sale noted grammatical inconsistencies in the resolution and
asked that they be edited.

Commissioner McKay stated that he had gotten feedback from the community
that the ANC was seen as being opposed to the restaurants because the
Commission was protesting the liquor licenses. He felt that this resolution
could be perceived this way because of the last sentence read “ANC 1D is
officially protesting” whereas this resolution really served to establish the ANCs
status as a protestant so as to be a participant in the process.  Commissioner
McKay offered a friendly amendment to change the last sentence to “ANC 1D
wishes to file official protest to…” to clarify the intent of the Commission.

Commissioner Sale stated that he wished to echo Commissioner McKay’s
point that unfortunately the word “protest” was the official term but that this
should not be viewed as a protest, only a way for the ANC insert themselves
into the negotiations for reasonable voluntary agreements.

Commissioner Bitondo offered an alternate friendly amendment to change the
sentence to “will officially file” instead of “wishes to file”.

Commissioner Grant read aloud the amended sentence:  “therefore, be it
resolved, that ANC 1D file official protest to the renewal of the above licenses.”

Commissioner Edwards stated that he thought the Commission should send
a letter to restaurants explaining what the ANC was trying to do and why the
ANC was trying to work with them.

Commissioner Bitondo asked if the Commission had done this the last time
the licenses were up for renewal.

Commissioner Muller confirmed that a letter was drafted but stated that it was
not officially sent, it was just available.  He stated that this earlier draft could be
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used now, or at least some version of it.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he had gone up and down the row of
restaurants several times talking with people and he felt that the Commission
needed to take whatever steps it could to bridge gaps and possible
misunderstandings.  He stated that he felt a letter that was hand-delivered
would go a long way to overcoming some of the misunderstanding and
polarization that had been described.

Commissioner Edwards moved to draft a letter to be hand delivered to the
liquor license applicants.

Commissioner McKay seconded the idea of a letter.

Commissioner McKay stated that he thought it was an excellent idea and that it
was very important for the Commission to make clear to the restaurants that
they are doing their best to help the restaurants out and that while the
Commission was protesting the licenses, the goal of the protest was to work
with them.  He stated that he thought it was worthwhile to visit each of the
businesses in person.

Commissioner Muller stated that he was happy to send the draft letter from a
year ago to the other commissioners.

Commissioner Grant asked if letter would be either in addition to the resolution
or a separate resolution.

Commissioner Bitondo stated that she thought it should be a separate
resolution.

Commissioner Grant asked if there was further discussion on the current,
“protest” resolution and opened it up for community comment.

Laurie Collins introduced herself as a former member of the ABC Board and
stated that she had a problem with the resolution as presented or that, at least,
she did not understand the resolution.  She stated that in order for an ANC to
protest the licenses, they had to have specific reasons for the protest – peace,
order and quiet, property value, or public safety and that she did not see that
this ANC had chosen to specify any of these.

She stated that once the Commission wrote to the board, the board would want
to know why they were protesting in terms of those issues that were
“protestable.” She stated that she heard the Commission saying that it was
protesting in order to help the businesses out and to insert itself into the
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process.  She stated that the Commissioners were assuming that other
people would be protesting but that they did not know if anyone was protesting.
She further stated that the Commissioners mentioned that the ANC was
protesting so that they could enter into their own voluntary agreement with the
reason being “ to represent the businesses.” She stated that the Commission
is supposed to be representing those in the community who have issues with
these establishments.

She explained that the board would take the strongest voluntary agreements
into consideration so that if the ANCs voluntary agreement was less than any
other existing voluntary agreement, the greater one would take greater weight.
She stated that the Commission needed to add something specific, for
example, the issue of trash, which she would personally like to see because
she has no problems with any of the establishments except for Don Juan’s
trash.  She stated that this was a protestable issue because it involved peace
order and quiet and because Don Juan’s used public space for its trash and
he does not have a public space permit.

She stated that she would be happy to answer the Commission’s questions
but that she did not understand the direction in which the Commission was
going with the resolution.

Commissioner Muller responded that first, it was true, the Commissioners did
not know if anyone else was protesting but that if they waited until they knew, it
would be too late to file their own protest and be involved in the process.
Second, the Commissioners understood that there were other voluntary
agreements in place that go beyond what the Commissioners would like and
that he and the other commissioners understood that these would stay in place
but that he thought it was important to insert the ANC into the process and that
was why he wanted to see this resolution go forward.

He further stated that in the past the board has accepted the Commission’s
protest on the generic basis of peace, order and quiet.  He stated that he did
not object to singling out one issue, such as trash but that there was at least
one case where the Commission had filed a generic protest and it was
accepted by the board.  He stated that Collins may know more about this and
that maybe the board should not have accepted this protest in the past, but that
he did know it had been done.

Collins stated that Commissioner Muller was saying to the community “we can
pick something to protest” but that the Commission can’t just pick something –
if it doesn’t exist then the ANC should not be protesting.  She stated that she
did not think that this was the avenue to take to get involved in the process.
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Commissioner Muller responded that these are the rules that are set up and
that if the ANC wants to get involved, they need to use the system that is in
place.

Collins stated that the ANC had to follow the law and the law states that one
has to have a reason to protest and one can’t just “pick a reason out of the air.”
She said that they had to have legitimate concerns in order to protest.

Commissioner Muller stated that while that may be the case, the Commission
had protested on generic grounds in the past – peace, order and quiet are
legitimate concerns.

A neighbor asked if existing voluntary agreements would stand.

Commissioners Grant and Sale stated that, as they understood the law, there
was no sunset to these agreements and they would continue.

Commissioner Sale responded to Collins comment regarding the board’s
practice of applying the most restrictive agreements, that this has been more a
matter of practice than legality.  He stated that while in the past, less restrictive
agreements or those where a deal was worked out between parties were not
applied to the restaurants, this did not mean it could not happen.

Collins responded that there have been cases where there were five or six
voluntary agreements with five or six different entities and they have combined
them and taken all points.

Commissioner Sale stated that he is no denying this has happened in practice
but that there is not necessarily a legal basis for doing this.

Commissioner McKay stated that Collins was correct in that the Commission
was tacitly assuming that most of the grounds for current voluntary agreements
are legitimate and that they are not questioning them.  He stated that the
Commission had not explained the resolution very well and that all they were
trying to say is that everyone recognizes that the problems around trash and
peace, order and quiet exist and that they need to be dealt with using the
voluntary agreement framework but that commission would like to see a very
slight change to the existing voluntary agreements.

Collins stated that she understood what the Commission was saying, and that
she had taken notes of what they had said when the topic was introduced.  She
stated that she heard the Commissioners say that they were protesting the
applicants to try to help them out and they were protesting to try to insert
themselves into the process and that they don’t like the current voluntary
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agreements and they wanted to try to enter into their own.  She stated that it
was only when she stood up and said that there was a trash issue that she
was concerned about, that that was mentioned as a reason.  She stated that
they had not heard from the rest of the community and there might be other
concerns.  She stated that if the Commission wrote a letter to the board and
said “peace, order and quiet,” they had better have a legitimate concern.

Commissioner Sale stated that it [peace, order and quiet] was actually in the
resolution.

Collins stated that she stood corrected on that point.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he was really pleased that Collins was an
expert on this matter and that it was a tremendous benefit to him as a
commissioner and thanked her for coming and for her comments.

He stated that she had mentioned another issue, property values, and asked if
they could add that to their resolution.  He stated that one of the fundamental
issues being discussed was that, on one hand, they don’t want the strip to go
into the well-known nightclub cycle, which has afflicted places like Adams
Morgan. He stated that it was well attested around the country and around the
world that strips like Mount Pleasant’s can go into this cycle.  On the other
hand, in terms of the property values of the whole neighborhood and the
direction of development of the whole neighborhood, they want to have a very
interesting place to attract people.  He stated that to have a classy and
convenient strip, the community could not sustain the quality and diversity of
stores that they all want in Mount Pleasant unless they were able to attract a lot
of extra business.

He stated that the property values of the neighborhood, and the value of these
establishments were of immediate importance to those with whom he had
spoken. He stated that for example, the people he spoke with felt that Mt.
Pleasant is too restrictive, almost prohibitionist, in that they did not allow live
music for people who want some diversity.  They felt that the neighborhood
would get a reputation for being too restrictive and that would affect the property
values and quality of life for everyone.

He asked Collins if the Commission could state its concern for property values,
as well as the other issues, in its protest.  He asked if they [the Commission]
could bring the argument to the board that the Commission had, in
consultation with the neighborhood, established certain public policy goals and
a framework for deciding issues around these goals.  He continued, could the
Commission ask the board to start to weigh the differing claims in relation to
this framework and not just go with least common denominator and instead
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find a balance of different factors when making voluntary agreements?

Collins responded that property value is in relation to decreased property value.
In other words a protest could be made about one thing because it decreased
property values in the area.

Commissioner Sale stated that he thought the argument could be made that
property values could go up if restrictions were lifted because it would be more
attractive to businesses.

Commissioner Edwards asked Collins if they could go the board saying that
the Commission was trying to reason with a lot of diversity in the neighborhood
and they want to have a framework for a reasonable debate with each other and
to balance out all of these truths – because all of them have validity.  He asked
if they could urge the board to cooperate with the Commission in coming up
with a balance rather than what he saw as a simplistic approach of going with
the most restrictive agreement.

Collins responded that once the Commission protested, on legitimate issues
of peace, order and quiet, property values, public safety, they would go to a roll
call hearing where they and license applicant would be sent off to write a
voluntary agreement and whatever the protestor and the license applicant
agreed upon would then be up for board review.  She stated that the board
would look at it for what they could enforce and approve what they could
enforce.

Commissioner Edwards stated that the appeals court definition of “great
weight” was that the board had to give them good reason if they rejected or
altered their advice. So they could not just say they were given great weight, they
were actually supposed to give “adult reasons.”  Otherwise the Commission
could go to the newspapers and say “the board is treating us like children” and
[speaking to Jonathan O’Connell, reporter] he hoped the newspapers would
publicize that and embarrass the board.

He asked Collins if anyone had pressed this issue to try to get a public policy
framework so that everyone could try to reason together rather than politic
against each other.

Collins stated that yes, she thought this was the case because there were all
sorts of mandates but she could not think of anything in particular. She stated
that the Commission should go to the board with whatever it had.

Commissioner Sale offered a friendly amendment to the resolution to add, after
“peace, order and quiet,” “and concern for adverse effects on property values in
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the neighborhood.”

There was an exchange with a member of the community about whether this
was a true concern of the community or if this was just the Commission’s
arbitrary addition.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he had talked with members of the
community that had voiced this concern.

Commissioner Muller stated that the discussion was around the idea that the
restrictions found in the voluntary agreements could be artificially keeping
property values lower than they otherwise would be.

A neighbor stated that she wanted applauded the Commission in its efforts to
be open to the many different voices and definitions of “peace and quiet,”
through whatever mechanisms they used, both those they chose and those
they did not.

Collins stated that once the board reviewed the agreement and made its ruling,
if the protestor and the license applicant did not agree, there was a protest
process where they would come in and have a hearing about why the
protestant did not think the license should be renewed and the applicant did
think their license should be renewed.  She stated that she did not think the
Commission’s protest was going in the right direction since it stated its
purpose was to help the businesses.

Commissioner Sale stated that individual commissioners had voiced that
viewpoint but it was not the position of the ANC.

Commissioner Muller reread part of the resolution: the “ANC would prefer
voluntary agreements that better balance legitimate operations of the
businesses with the need for peace, order and quiet in the neighborhood.”  He
stated that what they were trying to do was to balance the situation and swing it
back from where it was currently.  He hoped the resolution was a small step
towards a balance where businesses and the neighborhood would prosper.

Commissioner McKay stated that the Commission had been working on this
for over a year, and that the sentiment was that the current voluntary
agreements had been too restrictive.  He stated that the Commission could not
allow one sector to prosper and the other to starve.  He stated that, at present,
there were two boarded up restaurants on Mt. Pleasant Street.  The
Commission needed to shift the balance a little bit to give businesses a break,
otherwise there would be more boarded up restaurants on Mt. Pleasant street.
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Commissioner Sale stated that, in regards to property values, he knew this
was a concern because he had spoken with business owners from other
neighborhoods, people who were interested in setting up a bar or restaurant in
Mt. Pleasant but had decided not to because they thought it was too restrictive
an environment.  He stated that this was proof that the owners of the buildings
on Mt. Pleasant are not able to lease to restaurants that could potentially come
into the neighborhood.  He stated that he understood the concerns of the
community that this appeared to not be in the spirit of the ABC board’s process,
because some on the Commission wanted to protest to reduce restrictions,
but that was ultimately up to the board to decide and the Commission would
accept their decision.

Commissioner Bitondo asked if this issue was on the agenda made available
to the community on Sunday prior to the meeting.

Commissioner Grant confirmed that it was.

Commissioner Edwards asked if the friendly amendment had been accepted.

Commissioner Muller stated that it was and that, in reference to Commissioner
Bitondo’s question, not only was the issue on the draft agenda, it was also
raised at the last meeting as something that would be on the August agenda.

Commissioner Grant read aloud the amended resolution:

Whereas liquor licenses for the following Mount Pleasant businesses are
up for renewal:

Corado's Guatemalan Restaurant
Haydee’s Restaurant
Tonic Restaurant
Don Juan's Restaurant
Don Jaime's Restaurant
 …….

 Whereas the Mount Pleasant Advisory Neighborhood Commission has
previously expressed its objection to certain restrictions found in the
Voluntary Agreements associated with these establishments;

 Whereas many residents in Mount Pleasant and many business owners
affected by the restrictions have expressed opposition to the prohibitions
found in these Voluntary Agreements;

Whereas the Mount Pleasant ANC would prefer Voluntary Agreements
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that better balance legitimate operations of the businesses with the need
for peace, order and quiet and concern of adverse effects on property
values in the neighborhood;

Therefore, be it resolved, that ANC 1D file official protests to the renewal
of the above-listed licenses.

The motion passed unanimously by a hand vote.

Consideration of zoning variance request at 3360 18 th Street (Deck)

Commissioner Muller stated that a neighbor on 18th Street had filed a zoning
variance request so as to extend his rear porch.  He stated that he had a
resolution but because Commissioner McKay had visited the site and spoken
with the applicant he asked Commissioner McKay to explain the situation.

Commissioner McKay distributed photos of the existing deck and the
surrounding area to the other commissioners and the community and
explained the position of the porch.

Commissioner McKay stated that given the size of the existing porch, the size of
the neighbor’s existing porch and that the new porch would not be able to be
seen from any main road, he could not imagine any reason why there would be
an objection to this variance request.

Commissioner Grant asked if the owner was invited to come to the meeting.

Commissioner McKay answered no and that he was not present at the
meeting.

Commissioner Grant asked if Commissioner McKay had spoken with any of
the neighbors of the concerned property.

Commissioner McKay answered that was the exact question he had asked the
applicant and himself when he visited the site: “would any neighbors have an
objection to this?” and he came to the conclusion that they would not because
there was no one to the south side and to the north side the neighbor already
had a deck that extended beyond the proposed length of the new porch.

Commissioner Muller moved that:

Whereas ANC 1D has received BZA Application Number 17217 seeking
variances from zoning restrictions to permit the construction of a
screened porch on the rear of 3360 18th Street, NW;
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Whereas this screened porch would increase lot coverage only slightly,
from 70.1% to 71.9%;

Whereas this back porch already exists, the application only requesting
that it be slightly enlarged and screened for insect protection;

Whereas there is no adjacent neighbor to the south to be affected by the
increase in depth of this porch by some 30 inches and the adjacent
neighbor to the north already has a back deck extending farther than this
increased porch depth;

Whereas this porch is not visible from any public street, and is only
barely visible from the nearest alley, because the back of the house in
question abuts the side of a larger building fronting on Newton Street;

Resolved, that ANC 1D finds no reason to object to this application for a
zoning variance.

The motion was seconded.

Commissioner Grant opened the motion for discussion.

Commissioner Bitondo asked if the neighbor had spoken with anyone at
Historic Mount Pleasant (HMP) and if this fit within HMP’s guidelines.

Commissioner McKay responded that because the porch was not visible from
a public street and was only barely visible from the alley, as he understood the
guidelines, he did not think HMP would be concerned.  He asked for a member
of HMP to confirm this.

Mr. Rodney Case of the HMP board stated that if an extension off the back of a
property did not interfere with the sightlines of the alley ( as in it was in line with
the other extensions), it would not be a problem.  He stated that the city would
put it to their review before approving it.

Commissioner Bitondo clarified that she wanted to know if the neighbor had
already gone to HMP.

Commissioner McKay answered no.

Commissioner Sale stated that this seemed to be a straightforward request
but his concern was that he had no sense of what the neighbors thought of it,
apart from what the applicant had said.  He stated that it seemed there were
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enough “traps” in the process further down the line, through HMP and the
zoning board, so he was inclined to go along with the resolution as long as he
did not hear any vocal opposition.  He stated that while he did not want to
nitpick but he would prefer to hear from the neighbors.

Commissioner Bitondo asked if this was a time sensitive resolution.

Commissioner McKay stated that it could be considered at the next meeting
because the hearing would be on October 12th and the ANC was required to
respond before that.

Commissioner Bitondo stated that she would feel more comfortable if they
were able to hear from everyone before making their decision.  She stated that
she had no objection in principle but she was not an expert in these matters.
She further stated that she thought this was the first time this ANC had
addressed a zoning request for a resident.

Commissioner McKay asked if the other commissioners would prefer to have
concrete evidence that the neighbors had no objection.

Commissioners Bitondo responded affirmatively.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he was persuaded by an earlier
conversation with Commissioner McKay where Commissioner McKay had
commented that many neighbors were going ahead with their changes without
going through the permit and other processes.  He stated that he did not want
the neighborhood to get to a point like what the Capital Hill Restoration Society
has set up in that area, where everything was nitpicked to death.  He stated that
historic districts had a reputation, with some research showing that these
areas are up to 15% more expensive to live in because of all of the extra permit
work.

He stated that it seemed as though the argument that there were adequate
traps further along, if things turn out to be not necessarily as they seem, would
be more in keeping with trying to encourage people to come through the
process as a matter of course.  He stated that by approving the request, it
would demonstrate that the process was not aversive and that there would not
be a lot of delays.  He urged the Commission to use this opportunity to set up
an example where people were commended and encouraged to come to the
Commission and the Commission would treat them with courtesy and
expedition and not subject them to unnecessary delay.

Commissioner Grant stated that he was not opposed to the application and
was prepared to vote in favor of it at this time.  He stated that he was persuaded
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by the comment from the gentleman from HMP that there was not an issue
here and he did not see one from the drawings and pictures.

Commissioner Bitondo stated that she appreciated Commissioner McKay
taking the time to go to the site and take pictures and gather information.  She
stated that she did not think that asking questions should be considered to be
a delay tactic or any kind of aversion by her or any other commissioner.  She
stated that she was asking questions because it was an area in which she did
not have a lot of expertise.  She stated that she was concerned with throwing
around terms like “nitpicking” lightly because it was just a matter of getting
information.

Commissioner Sale stated that he agreed with Commissioner Bitondo in that
the Commission needed to be fulfilling its responsibility and with
Commissioner Edwards in that he did not want to discourage someone who
was going through the right channels.  He stated that he wanted to make sure
that this happened as quickly as possible if it was indeed a situation where it
was not going to adversely affect the neighbors.  He stated that checks were in
place down the road and urged the Commission to not double and triple check
this at this point.

Commissioner Grant stated that, as he understood Commissioner McKay, the
hearing was not until October, so delay of a month would not delay the process.

Commissioner McKay confirmed this.

Elinor Hart asked if this item was on the distributed agenda.

Commissioner Grant confirmed that it was.

Hart stated that she had been at ANC meetings where zoning questions were
on the agenda and when neighbors objected, they showed up to the meeting to
express their concern.

A neighbor stated that the procedure was that when the ANC received the
information from BZA, so too would those neighbors within a 200-foot radius of
the applicant.  He stated that they could object directly to the BZA.

Commissioner McKay stated that he wrote and distributed a newsletter to his
SMD and this item was included so everyone was notified.

Commissioner Edwards stated that, in response to the suggestion of
postponing the decision to another month, he did not want to see the
Commission get bogged down in hearing and rehearing matters.  He
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suggested that the Commission, out of consideration to each other, deal with
matters immediately and expeditiously if possible and not ruminate over an
issue several times unless there was very good reason.  He further stated that
he would like the burden of proof be on those who wanted to spend more time
on the issue.

Commissioner McKay stated that one possibility was to proceed with the
resolution and letter and in addition, he would ask the owner to come to the
next meeting and ask the neighbors if they had any questions to attend the
September meeting as well

Commissioner Muller stated that he did not think it was necessary to invite the
owner and neighbors to the next meeting.  He recommended that the
Commission vote on the resolution that night.

Commissioner Grant stated that he agreed.

The motion passed with 5 in favor and Commissioner Bitondo abstaining.

Consideration of proposed grocery cart racks in front of Bestway**

Commissioner Muller stated that the original agenda had included
consideration of the grocery cart racks for the Bestway Market.  The owners of
the store had requested that the Commissioners withdraw the consideration
from the agenda because they were in discussion with neighbors regarding
some issues that had arisen.

Commissioner Muller moved that:

Whereas ANC 1D has received an application to the District Department
of Transportation  (DDOT) to put "grocery cart rails" on the sidewalk in
front of the Bestway Market, on public space, for the purpose of storing
such carts outside the market;

 Whereas certain neighborhood organizations have expressed
opposition to these proposed "grocery cart rails";

 Whereas certain neighborhood organizations, including Historic Mount
Pleasant and Mount Pleasant Main Street, have offered to work with the
applicant in order to devise improvements to this property, possibly
including alternative methods of grocery cart storage, that will be
acceptable to the neighborhood;

 Whereas the applicant and his architect have requested, on August 2,
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2004, that the ANC put the application "on hold until we are able to meet
with all the organizations involved in the process";

 Resolved, that ANC 1D calls on the Department of Transportation to
postpone its decision on this application until such meetings with Mount
Pleasant organizations have taken place;

 Further resolved, that ANC 1D will work with the applicant, and
neighborhood organizations, to assist the parties in developing plans for
site improvements that will meet the objectives of the applicant, and will
be acceptable to the Mount Pleasant community.

The motion was seconded.

Commissioner Edwards offered a friendly amendment to strike the third
paragraph.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he did not feel this paragraph added
anything and the Commission should not give people the sense that Historic
Mount Pleasant and Mount Pleasant Main Street, despite their long years of
hard work and dedication to the neighborhood, were the only organizations that
could determine what was acceptable to the neighborhood.  He felt that the
resolution stood on its own without the paragraph.

Commissioner Muller asked if just the last phrase, “that will be acceptable to
the neighborhood,” could be dropped.  He stated that these two organizations
were specifically mentioned because they had taken positions on the issue,
and had contacted the ANC to express their interest in being involved.

Commissioner Edwards stated that, given what he has seen in conversations
amongst the Commissioners, he felt that this was an issue that was
unresolved and one that needed further discussion.  He stated it was a matter
of whether certain groups owned particular aspects of the neighborhood and
whether they were, in effect, given precedence to speak for the neighborhood
about those issues.  He stated that he would like to see a more inclusive
neighborhood, where larger numbers of groups and perspectives were invited
to be involved.  He further stated that he would like to see anything that might be
mistaken as being a reinforcement of that point of view not be entered into the
record and even censored. He stated that the paragraph did not add anything in
particular, it was not necessary for the resolution and it raised issues that
some of his constituents were very concerned with.  He further stated that to put
the paragraph in was to reinforce a perception of the Commission that it treats
some organizations more specially than others.
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Commissioner Bitondo stated that she did not think that taking the paragraph
out would diminish the message of the resolution and would support
eliminating it.

Commissioner Muller rejected the friendly amendment.

Commissioner Muller stated that he did not reject it because he thought it
changed the resolution, but because he did not agree with the rationale.

Commissioner Edwards commented that he would have some of his
constituents call Commissioner Muller and deliver to him their strong feelings
about these issues.

Commissioner Sale stated that he opposed the amendment because he felt
there was value in having those particular organizations included.  He stated
that the missions of the two organizations were to deal with these types of
issues and that they were important to the neighborhood.  He further stated that
this did not mean he thought that the Commission should completely defer to
their opinions but that their opinions about this proposed work were particularly
important because it involved issues that both organizations worked very hard
on.

Commissioner Bitondo asked the purpose of the resolution.

Commissioner Muller stated that the purpose was to ask DDOT to postpone
the decision on the application.

Commissioner Grant asked if this meant the ANC was adding its voice to the
process, in addition to HMP and Mount Pleasant Main Street to ask for a delay
so as to allow time for concerned parties to come to an agreement with the
business owner about this particular project.

Commissioner Muller confirmed but added that Commissioner Grant’s
summation implied that those two groups would make an agreement and that
would be the final decision, but this was not the case.  The ANC would not
necessarily agree to whatever the groups agreed to with the owners.  To clarify,
he stated that it was a resolution to postpone the decision so that these
groups, and others, including the ANC could hold discussions with the owners
about the plans.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he wanted to reiterate that Historic Mount
Pleasant and Mount Pleasant Main Street were hardworking groups that served
important functions and that if they did not exist, the neighborhood would
probably have to invent them. He stated that he was not denigrating them at all
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but instead was trying to indicate to the community that the ANC was interested
in hearing from a wide range of groups and that they invited expertise from
anyone, even from those who did not agree with the current leadership of the
two groups.  He stated that rather than raising a lot of these issues in the
resolution, some of which are very contentious, it would be easier to get the job
done without bringing them into the resolution.

Commissioner McKay offered a friendly amendment to rephrase the third
paragraph to read:  “Whereas certain neighborhood organizations, for
example, Historic Mount Pleasant and Mount Pleasant Main Street, have offered
to work…”

Commissioner McKay stated that this would make it clear that this was not an
exclusive list and that these groups do not have priority.

Commissioner Edwards offered a friendly amendment to remove the specific
names of the organization as well as the phrase “that will be acceptable to the
neighborhood.”

Commissioner Muller accepted this friendly amendment.

Commissioner Grant clarified that the other friendly amendments were
withdrawn.

Commissioner Edwards confirmed.

Commissioner Sale stated that he thought it was particularly important to work
with these groups, whether or not they were mentioned in the resolution
because this issue is a part of their mission.  He stated that when he voted on
this matter down the road, these groups would carry particular weight with him,
although he would listen to all groups.

Commissioner Grant asked for comments from the community.

Laurie Collins stated that she did not understand why this resolution was being
voted on because the issue was no longer on the agenda.

Commissioner Grant stated that it had been on the agenda that was posted but
that late in the day Monday there had been confusion about whether or not it
would remain on the agenda.

Collins stated that Fay Armstrong had been at the meeting to address this but
had left because she saw the issue had been removed from the agenda.  Fay
had come as a representative of HMP.
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Commissioner Sale stated that a resolution that is not on the agenda could
pass by a 2/3 vote according to the by-laws.

Elinor Hart stated that she believed Fay was there to present the merits, or lack
of merits of the cart rack plans.

Commissioner Grant stated that this resolution was only to delay the decision
so that further discussion could take place.

A neighbor asked the Commission to confirm that it had been given 30 days to
respond to this and asked if there was enough time.

Commissioner McKay stated that it was 30 business days so the Commission
had only two more days to respond which is why the Commission had to
respond in some way, but the response was going to be to ask for a delay.

Commissioner Muller reminded everyone that a representative of DDOT had
been present at the last meeting and had told the Commissioners that ANC
requests to postpone were always accepted.

Commissioner McKay stated that in addition, the applicant had said that he
would withdraw the application because of the disagreements.

Collins stated that there was more to this than just the grocery carts involved in
the plan including an underground parking garage and condos.  She stated
that if the Commission was going to postpone discussion for the shopping cart
racks, she thought they should look at the bigger picture as well.

Commissioner McKay stated that the notification they had received only
included the grocery cart racks.

Commissioner Grant stated that private discussions with the architect
confirmed their plans to build above the store, but the architect had not
mentioned the parking garage.

Rich Wysocki introduced himself as a volunteer with Mount Pleasant Main
Street and extended the group’s appreciation to the ANC for the opportunity to
weigh in on this important topic.  He stated that the group looked forward to
working with the ANC and other organizations on other issues as well in order
to ensure that solutions are appropriate to the community’s desires.  He further
stated that Mount Pleasant Main Street was not an exclusive organization, and
that it worked for the benefit of both the businesses and the residential
community.
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Commissioner Bitondo asked Wysocki how people could get involved with
Mount Pleasant Main Street.

Wysocki responded that individuals could contact him, visit the farmer’s market,
where they have representatives, or contact Mount Pleasant Main Street’s
organizational coordinator.  He stated that the organization had been reaching
out to the community for over a year and was always looking for volunteers.

Commissioner Sale stated that Wysocki was also the Chairman of the
Economic Development Committee, not just a volunteer.

The motion passed unanimously by hand vote.

Annual Report Committee
With no committee chair, there was nothing to report.

Business District Committee
Committee Chair Sale had nothing to report.

Crime and City Services Committee
Committee Chair Grant stated that, as announced last month, there was a new
police inspector working with the committee, Diane Groomes.  She was
working on getting on various electronic mailing lists and had been made
aware of the Mount Pleasant Forum on www.mtpleasant.org.  He reported that
the next PSA meeting would be the following week, Tuesday, August 10th at the
Mount Pleasant Library in the basement meeting room.  He also announced
that the 3rd District Citizens Advisory Committee meeting was the last Thursday
of every month at 7:30pm at the 3rd District Police Headquarters, 17th and V
Street, NW.  He stated that there was a $5 annual fee to join the CAC although
anyone could attend the meetings.  There was no August meeting so
September would be the next meeting.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he had tried to go to the July meeting but
was told there was no July meeting either but he had met with Diane Groomes
and she pledged to work with the community.

Elinor Hart stated that Gladys Mitchell, who lives at 1807 Kilbourne Street asked
Elinor to report that residents on 18th Street were putting garbage bags out on
the street and leaving them there.

Commissioner Grant asked anyone who saw this being done in the future to
report it to the Commission.
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Children and Schools Committee
Committee Chair McKay had nothing to report.

Grants Committee
Commissioner Grant stated that a new committee chair would be named
during the New Business part of the meeting.

Housing Committee
Commissioner Grant stated that a new committee chair would be named
during the New Business part of the meeting.

Latino Committee
Committee Chair Bitondo stated that, after much consideration and reflection,
she had decided to step down as committee chair.  She stated that after
enjoying working with the Latino Committee for over a year, she had to leave
the position due to a work obligation.

Commissioner Edwards reported that they had 12-13 people attend the last
meeting where they had resolved to push forward a report.  He stated that he
only had a skeleton of it at the time but that the committee intended to prepare
an extensive proposal to the Commission for the next meeting.

A committee member stated that the group had talked about how if they did not
work on maintaining affordable rentals, there would be no need for a Latino
Committee because there would not be a Latino community for which to reach
out.  He stated that the group needed to do some strategic planning.

Commissioner Sale stated that the affordable rentals issue had been the
genesis of the Housing Committee so he looked forward to hearing more from
the committee on this issue.  He also urged the committee to continue work on
the proposed community dialogues between the police and residents.  He
stated that the committee had begun to talk about this around the time of the
Cooperative Enforcement Strategies Resolution and he thought those
dialogues were an important part of that resolution.

Traffic and Parking Committee
Committee Chair McKay reported on the street light work.  He stated that the
work was causing the residents great difficulty with parking.  The agreement
had been that the work would be done one block at a time and only 100 feet of
a block each day.  This would allow them to excavate, install the cable and
cover it over immediately so that the work would not interfere with parking.  Now
they had multiple blocks excavated and were not finishing the work in a day and
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residents were returning home to find large portions of their blocks unavailable
for parking.  He stated that he had sent word to the Department of
Transportation that this was not going well and that something needed to be
done.  He stated that DDOT needed to make the contractor do what he
promised so that parking wasn’t disrupted so badly.  He also suggested to
DDOT that they issue temporary parking passes to residents because those
living on unzoned streets who were pushed off their streets because of the
excavation could not park on the zoned blocks.  He stated that he was doing
what he could but it was a struggle.

Commissioner Grant asked what the delay was in getting the poles completed.

Commissioner McKay stated that they didn’t have the poles, then they didn’t
have the globes and now digging the trenches was going faster because they
didn’t have to stop and do the poles and globes.  He stated that they were
almost to 19th Street, which was good, but it was fairly chaotic.

Commissioner Grant stated that he appreciated Commissioner McKay staying
on top of the matter because most of his SMD was dug up and many were
unhappy.

Commissioner McKay reported on the widening of the 3400 block of Mount
Pleasant Street.  He stated that the issue was the widening of the street
because it was not wide enough to allow for easy maneuverability and parking
on both sides, especially with trucks.  He stated that there was no turn-around
place so trucks had to either back up or back down.  He stated that it has been
a project for years to widen the street by eliminating the treebox on the Bancroft
side of the street.  He stated that he thought it was resolved at a meeting in
June where the majority of residents were happy with the idea of widening the
street at the expense of this treebox.

In order to go forward, they coordinated with DDOT to get the streetlights put in
the sidewalk to accommodate for the future removal of the treebox and the
widening of the street.

He explained that now one resident was opposed to removing the trees and
the treebox.  This culminated in a meeting with Councilmember Jim Graham
where he was able to cut through the problems with two phone calls.  The first
was to Dan Tangherlini at the Department of Transportation.  Graham asked if
he was aware of the situation on Mount Pleasant Street, to which he responded
“Painfully aware.”  Graham said that he wanted to see this proceed and asked
him to go ahead despite the one resident’s objections so that one person did
not overrule the desires of the majority. Commissioner McKay stated that 70%
of residents were in agreement with the widening project.
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Graham also called the DC Chief of Forestry and he agreed to support the
transplanting of the trees onto Bancroft grounds.

He stated that this problem was now coming to a close, with thanks to
Councilmember Graham.

 New business

Commissioner Grant stated that three committees did not have chairs.
Commissioner Edwards had expressed interest in the Grants and Housing
Committees and with no objections from the other commissioners, he named
Edwards chair of those two committees.

He stated that the Latino Committee was also open and he wanted to hear
from the Latino Committee regarding suggestions for a chair.  Despite
Edwards’ work with the committee, he stated that three committee chair
positions was a lot for one commissioner.  He asked the committee to get back
to him at the September meeting so that he could name a chair.

Commissioner Bitondo asked if it had to be a member of the Commission.

Commissioner Grant stated no, it could be a member of the community.

Commissioner Muller moved to authorize payment of $810.74 to Ambria
Archibald for staff work and $255 to Gabriel Pacyniak for his staff work.

The motion was seconded.

The motion was passed unanimously by hand vote.

Commissioner Edwards stated that he had heard from his constituents that
there was need for a PA system at the meetings.

Commissioner Grant responded that he had asked Ambria Archibald to do
some research, that she had included it in their packets and that they should
take some time to look it over.

Commissioner Edwards asked if it was possible to authorize a “not to exceed”
amount and leave it to the chair’s discretion so that it could be available for the
next meeting.

Commissioner McKay stated that he thought it would take more investigation
because, for one, the Commission needed to decide how many microphones



Draft Minutes, August 2, 2004 ANC1D Meeting
Last Revised September 12, 2004 at 21:31:04 PM
Page 24 of 24

they needed since it seemed to be an issue of how many microphones could
be used on a mixer.

Commissioner Grant stated that he thought there needed to be more research
done before any decisions were made.

 Adjournment

Chair Grant adjourned the meeting at 8:57 PM.


