
From: Emily Hanks <ebhanks@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2013 12:56 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Emily Hanks 

 

--  

Monterey Institute of International Studies, Graduate December 2010 

Masters in Public Administration 

RPCV Peru 2005-2007 



From: Janita Ponze <jlp030110@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 01, 2013 10:19 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Janita Ponze 

1648 Hobart St NW 



From: Janine Harris <janinejharris@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 11:28 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); McMillan Park 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Janine Harris, Washington DC Ward 1 Resident 

janinejharris@gmail.com 

 



From: Hugh Youngblood <hugh@youngbloodcapitalgroup.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 10:23 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); Kenyan McDuffie; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; Grosso, David (COUNCIL); 
abonds@dccouncil.us; Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); 
Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas 
(COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); 
Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); McMillan Park 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
Attachments: McMillan Park HPRB Testimony - VMP Revisions to HPA #13-318 - H 

Youngblood - 31Oct2013.pdf 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

Thank you for this opportunity to bring our concerns to your attention. 

  

My name is Hugh Youngblood, resident of Bloomingdale and Executive Director of Friends of 

McMillan Park, representing over 5,000 signatories on the petition to Save McMillan Park.   

  

We urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject the Gray Administration’s 

horrific revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for 

McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District.  

  

The proposed “Tyson’s Corner”-style suburban office park would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood and would cripple our fragile transportation infrastructure. The frightening height, 

scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site 

and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of 

this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed ghastly 

building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its 

above- and below-ground historic structures. 

  



The latest iteration of the plan fails to achieve the Board’s three required “design principles” of 

retaining the Olmsted Walk and the plinth, the tri-partite organization, and the Park’s strong 

sense of place. Specifically, the plan would convert much of the Olmsted Walk into private front 

yards, the team’s four individual projects violate the tri-partite organization, and the proposed 

infill development would destroy the Park’s sense of place that is defined by vast open space. 

The Board should also add a fourth design principle to honor the majestic underground caverns 

that further define the landmark for the fully initiated. 

  

We’ve conducted a lot of research through community surveys and oral histories that reveal the 

true historic uses of McMillan Park as a public space for integrated play and learning that long-

term residents of surrounding communities still remember. With a new baby boom now 

underway, we now need to restore our grand city park for the kids to play where previous 

generations of children played, learned, and grew together in the neighborhood.  

  

The perpetual covenants attached to the Park’s deed of sale require any rehabilitation to comply 

with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. The current team’s lack of vision and attention to this 

crucial detail necessitate an international design competition for adaptive reuse of McMillan 

Park.  

 

We’re happy to agree with the applicants’ request that the Board condemn their application. 

Furthermore, we urge you to find that their proposed plan would obliterate the character-defining 

features of McMillan Park and sweep its historic characteristics under the rug. This plan is 

completely incompatible with McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District and the surrounding 

neighborhoods.  

  

You are the most significant local agency charged with protecting the District’s historic 

structures and historic districts, and we want to assure you that there is great support in the 

community for protecting historic McMillan Park. As such, we need you to take all possible 

measures to minimize damage to the historic fabric of McMillan Park, particularly the majestic 

vaulted caverns that characterize the Park’s underground filtration cells. We look forward to 

continuing to work with you and with the Presidential Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation.  

  

Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of Columbia? Please 

reject this gruesome application.  



   

  

Thank you. 

  

Hugh Youngblood 

Executive Director 

Friends of McMillan Park 

Bloomingdale, Washington, DC 
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31 October 2013 

Hugh Youngblood 

Friends of McMillan Park 

Bloomingdale 

 
Good afternoon Madame Chair and members of the Historic Preservation Review Board. Thank you for 
this opportunity to bring our concerns to your attention. 
 
My name is Hugh Youngblood, resident of Bloomingdale and Executive Director of Friends of McMillan 
Park, representing over 5,000 signatories on the petition to Save McMillan Park.   
 
We urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject the Gray Administration’s horrific revised 
master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 
District.  
 
The proposed “Tyson’s Corner”-style suburban office park would be a visual blight on the neighborhood 
and would cripple our fragile transportation infrastructure. The frightening height, scale, and designs of 
the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the 
overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark 
Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed ghastly building designs are also incompatible with 
the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 
 
The latest iteration of the plan fails to achieve the Board’s three required “design principles” of retaining 
the Olmsted Walk and the plinth, the tri-partite organization, and the Park’s strong sense of place. 
Specifically, the plan would convert much of the Olmsted Walk into private front yards, the team’s four 
individual projects violate the tri-partite organization, and the proposed infill development would 
destroy the Park’s sense of place that is defined by vast open space. The Board should also add a fourth 
design principle to honor the majestic underground caverns that further define the landmark for the 
fully initiated. 
 
We’ve conducted a lot of research through community surveys and oral histories that reveal the true 
historic uses of McMillan Park as a public space for integrated play and learning that long-term residents 
of surrounding communities still remember. With a new baby boom now underway, we now need to 
restore our grand city park for the kids to play where previous generations of children played, learned, 
and grew together in the neighborhood.  
 
The perpetual covenants attached to the Park’s deed of sale require any rehabilitation to comply with 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. The current team’s lack of vision and attention to this crucial detail 
necessitate an international design competition for adaptive reuse of McMillan Park.  
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We’re happy to agree with the applicants’ request that the Board condemn their application. 
Furthermore, we urge you to find that their proposed plan would obliterate the character-defining 
features of McMillan Park and sweep its historic characteristics under the rug. This plan is completely 
incompatible with McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District and the surrounding neighborhoods.  
 
You are the most significant local agency charged with protecting the District’s historic structures and 
historic districts, and we want to assure you that there is great support in the community for protecting 
historic McMillan Park. As such, we need you to take all possible measures to minimize damage to the 
historic fabric of McMillan Park, particularly the majestic vaulted caverns that characterize the Park’s 
underground filtration cells. We look forward to continuing to work with you and with the Presidential 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.  
 
Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of Columbia? Please reject this 
gruesome application.  
   
 
Thank you. 
 
Hugh Youngblood 
Executive Director 
Friends of McMillan Park 
Bloomingdale, Washington, DC 

 





From: Andrea Rosen <aerie@rcn.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 10:17 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 
Importance: High 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
 
As high school seniors in 1970, my schoolmates and I used to drive to Capitol Hill where 
we interned two afternoons a week.  I always looked forward to the stretch of North 
Capitol bordered by that extraordinary expanse of green dotted with mysterious ivy-
topped relics of some bygone age.  I was in no hurry to untangle the identity that this 
evocative place held so close; its promise and its strange beauty exerted a hold on me.  One 
day the fence would come down, the place would awaken.   
 
In time I went away to college, moved to New York, married, and returned to D.C. (where I 
got a job in fundraising for the National Trust for Historic Preservation), raised a child, 
retired.  I so rarely had occasion to drive past the slumbering greensward that I essentially 
forgot its existence.  Until I crossed paths with an amazingly dedicated group of residents 
for whom McMillan Park is a neighborhood feature and learned from them about the 
marvelous below-and above-ground history of the neglected site.  
 
I was, and continue to be, shocked that the fate planned for McMillan Park after nearly 70 
years of consideration is obliteration.  I am stunned that being named to the National 
Register of Historic Places and listing by the D.C. Preservation League afford no protection 
for a site of aesthetic, historic, technological, and civic significance to this city and 
nationally.  How many 25-acre parks by the Olmsted architectural firm does Washington, 
D.C., have that it can be so cavalier with this one?  How many parks do residents west of 
Rock Creek Park have available to them for recreation?   
 
I am fully aware that the District paid the Federal government over $9 million dollars (a 
bargain, actually) for this piece of land with the explicit goal of developing it for 
commercial use.  But that was in a different era, when the city was cash-strapped and 
perhaps less enlightened.   
 
I must suppose that the current executive branch is similarly obsessed with wringing every 



last nickel out of the city’s precious resources, given the alacrity with which the Deputy 
Mayor of Planning and Economic Development sells, leases, and otherwise turns city 
property to tax-revenue production.  It is appalling that the Historic Preservation Review 
Board is housed in the DMPED; how can preservationists make independent decisions 
about the proper use for McMillan Park or other historic assets embedded within the very 
structure whose ethos is generating revenue above all else?  Nonetheless, I urge you to 
come at this situation with a view toward something other than raising cash. 
 
I spent a week this past June in Paris and as I wandered the city, I couldn’t get McMillan 
Park out of my mind.  Paris is resplendent with parks, from the immense to the intimate.  I 
marveled at the size, variety, and sheer number of parks, gardens, woodlands, esplanades, 
and other open spaces maintained for beauty and recreation—each with its own character, 
and fully used by residents and tourists alike.  With the idea of sending them to Mayor 
Gray, I took scads of photos of parks:  the Place des Vosges, a formal green space that 
nonetheless affords children an immense sandbox; the picturesque Olmsted-like Parc 
Monceau; the sprawling Tuileries Gardens, with their flowering beds and outdoor cafes; the 
monumental Luxembourg Gardens, with its rational architectural layout, statuary and 
fountains; the Bois de Vincennes, a woodland with natural history educational pavilions 
and an amphitheater.  And this is just a small sampling.  We aspire to be a world city, but 
we fall short in our smallness of vision.  There is more than one way to build up a city; 
sometimes it means investment without immediate pay-back, as the proponents of the City 
Beautiful knew well. 
 
I have been following the submissions of VMP for the last year, and they are 
contemptuous.  I have listened to and read about the HPRB’s attempts to educate VMP 
about honoring the style and spirit of this specific historic place, and while the members of 
the Board are to be lauded for their patience, you are tinkering at the edges of a banal plan 
that could be plunked down anywhere—from Rosslyn to Rockville—with the same 
eviscerating results.  You have managed to get VMP to push back some of the paving and 
reduce the scale somewhat, as well as restore the berm.  But a berm does not an Olmsted 
park make.  At present, the park, such as it is, reminds me of the athletic field outside a high 
school.  The medical buildings are ringers for the block-long Mid-Century-revival 
monoliths being built where the old urban fabric in the Shaw district was erased.  Mid-
Century Modern is a style whose time has already come and gone.   
 
Finally, I ask, why would the city choose to build on a park, any park, let alone a park of 
great significance? 
 
I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 
master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 
Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318).  Yes, start from scratch.  Hold a world-wide 
competition for ideas for reviving McMillan Park and its underground infrastructure.  Act 
like a world-class city.  Make no small plans.  Let’s build for the ages; let’s honor this historic 
place.  Isn’t that what you, as historic preservationists, are duty-bound to fight for? 
 



Sincerely, 
 
Andrea Rosen 
Ward 4, Chevy Chase 
3266 Worthington St., NW 
Washington, D.C.  20015 
202-244-0363 
 
P.S.  I had hoped to deliver this in person as testimony, but I am ill. 





From: Ricardo Espitia <respitia@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 9:57 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the plans creating no sense of a campus, there has been notable destruction of historic 

fabric (demolition of the underground caverns is unacceptable, demolition of the walls framing the 

courts is unacceptable), the plan lacks the tri-partite organization required by HPRB’s approved 

design principles for the site. This plan is divided into four sections, the scale of buildings remains 

too large and disproportionate, the faux-historic cookie-cutter row houses are barely disguised by 

their color scheme. In addition the the buildings to the north are very massive and out of scale with 

the whole site and the surrounding neighborhoods. The office buildings should be divided into 

smaller volumes and would be much more appropriate located on the north side of Michigan Avenue 
in the hospital complex, rather than in a historic park, and finally the community center is too small. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Ricardo Espitia 





From: Robert Robinson <robrobin@me.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 9:49 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); Councilmember Kenyan McDuffie; Catania, David A. 
(COUNCIL); Councilmember Vincent Orange; Councilmember David 
Grosso; Councilmember Anita Bonds; Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, 
Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); 
Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion 
(COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

October 30, 2013 

 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

This is to urge you to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, 

and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA#13-318). 

 

The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs 

of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent 

with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive 

national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also 

incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground 

historic structures. 

 

In particular, we object to the damage to the historic fabric of the site: 

 the demolition of the underground caverns is not acceptable, 

 as is the removal of the walls around the court. 

Likewise, this plan proposes to transform the Olmsted walk into front yards for the residents.  

 

This plan utterly fails to deconstruct the monolithic scale and appearance of the buildings. The 

architects do not seem to have made any attempt to break away from their use of looming 

buildings to find a design compatible with the layouts of the surrounding neighborhoods, nor 

with the architectural style of the homes.  

 

The apartment block built over the supermarket rises out of the field like a Titanic cruising 

Michigan Avenue on a collision course with Howard University’s Greene Stadium.  

 

We implore the Historic Preservation Review Board to act to prevent the demolition of this 

historic site with yet another unplanned development that imperils the stability of DC’s 

residential neighborhoods and severs it from its historic environs.  

 

Sincerely, 

 



/ s / 

 

Robert Robinson and Sherrill Berger 

1631 Newton Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20010 

robrobin@me.com 

 

 

 





From: Robert Robinson <robrobin@me.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 9:49 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); Councilmember Kenyan McDuffie; Catania, David A. 
(COUNCIL); Councilmember Vincent Orange; Councilmember David 
Grosso; Councilmember Anita Bonds; Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, 
Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); 
Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion 
(COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

October 30, 2013 

 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

This is to urge you to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, 

and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA#13-318). 

 

The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs 

of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent 

with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive 

national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also 

incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground 

historic structures. 

 

In particular, we object to the damage to the historic fabric of the site: 

 the demolition of the underground caverns is not acceptable, 

 as is the removal of the walls around the court. 

Likewise, this plan proposes to transform the Olmsted walk into front yards for the residents.  

 

This plan utterly fails to deconstruct the monolithic scale and appearance of the buildings. The 

architects do not seem to have made any attempt to break away from their use of looming 

buildings to find a design compatible with the layouts of the surrounding neighborhoods, nor 

with the architectural style of the homes.  

 

The apartment block built over the supermarket rises out of the field like a Titanic cruising 

Michigan Avenue on a collision course with Howard University’s Greene Stadium.  

 

We implore the Historic Preservation Review Board to act to prevent the demolition of this 

historic site with yet another unplanned development that imperils the stability of DC’s 

residential neighborhoods and severs it from its historic environs.  

 

Sincerely, 

 



/ s / 

 

Robert Robinson and Sherrill Berger 

1631 Newton Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20010 

robrobin@me.com 

 

 

 





From: Juliana Glassco <juliana.glassco@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 12:58 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I am a resident of Bloomingdale and I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject 

Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs 

proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). Every time I walk past 

the reservoir, I feel regret that the unique historic structures are not being used and that the beautiful 

space is not open to the public, particularly given the severe lack of green space in the neighborhood. 

In fact, I probably would not have moved to Bloomingdale if I had realized that the entire reservoir 

space was blocked off, as the lack of green space was and is a major concern. So I am thrilled to 

know that the space will be opened to the public, but frustrated at how little of the existing inherent 

value is being maintained in the proposed plans. The natural beauty and the architectural/landscaped 

beauty of the reservoir site are a unique and valuable asset to the city, and to develop on it in a way 

that detracts from the intriguing historic architecture and the sweeping natural beauty in the midst of 

an ultra-urban setting would be a great disservice to the community. 

I strongly support a plan that allows for the use of as much original material as possible, including 

the space below the bunkers, and that maintains as much as possible of the original Olmsted 

landscaping for residents and visitors to enjoy. I have looked at the designs and it is clear even from 

the drawings that the unique and elegant design of the site would be completely obscured by the 

proposed new buildings. The historical structures are completely overpowered by the new buildings, 

and are removed from their green surrounding and isolated by roads on either side in a way that 

utterly detaches them from the rest of the site and therefore detracts from their striking appearance. 

Below are a few of the specific recommendations suggested by the Friends of the McMillan 

Reservoir, which I support. 



The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of 

the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with 

the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national 

landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also 

incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic 

structures. 

Specifically: 

The supermarket and the retail should be adaptively inserted into preserved sand filtration chambers, 

which could easily be entered from the sidewalk at North Capitol Street.  

? The scale of buildings remains too large and disproportionate.  

? The faux-historic cookie-cutter row houses are barely disguised by their color scheme.  

? The buildings to the north are very massive and out of scale with the whole site and the surrounding 

neighborhoods.  

? The office buildings should be divided into smaller volumes and would be much more appropriate 

located on the north side of Michigan Avenue in the hospital complex, rather than in a historic park.  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Juliana Glassco 

 





From: Rmalbacete <rmalbacete@aol.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 12:07 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com; Hoskins, 
Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 
  

 Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). 

It's absolutely unacceptable that this parcel, with historical significance and with so much 

potential for a unique development solution, be developed for private use and financial gain, as 

there are hundreds of acres of vacant industrial land in Ward 5.  This mundane suburbanization 

development proposal exhibits a lack of vision,creativity and innovation of other industrial 

transformations such as Germany's  North Duisburg Landscape Park and New York City's 

Highline Park which truly capitalized on their unique qualities.  The VMP revisions would be 

a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed 

buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with 

the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive 

national landmark Olmsted park. The proposed building designs are also incompatible 

with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground 

historic structure   Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at 

McMillan Park that any infill development would be inappropriate. Would you 

subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of Columbia? Please 

reject this application.  



Sincerely, 

René M. Albacete, RLA, ASLA 

 

 

 

 





From: Marlies Poplawski Ribeiro <manalbers@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 11:53 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the plans create no sense of a campus. The office buildings should be divided 
into smaller volumes and would be much more appropriate located on the north side of 
Michigan Avenue in the hospital complex, rather than in a historic park. Furthermore, The 
apartment building above the supermarket is too massive; the supermarket wall next to the 

north service court dominates the street and the community center is too small.  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Marlies Poplawski Ribeiro - Analbers 

 

 

 





From: Lara Levison <laralevison@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 10:12 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

Please reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, and building 
designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318).  

Unfortunately the revised plan provides only marginal improvement to the previous version. Although I am 
a proponent of compact urban development that is sustainable and liveable, the development has to be 
appropriate for the site, and this plan to develop the McMillan site is incompatible with the site's existing 
historic buildings, above-ground and underground structures, and vistas.  

Open space is essential to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park. There are plenty of other 
locations in DC where infill development can--and often is--taking place. Let's preserve this historic 
Olmstead park. I urge the Board to reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Lara Levison 
202-547-5413 h 
202-423-5523 c 
laralevison@comcast.net 
llevison@alumnae.smith.edu 

  





From: Brett Mcmillan <brettbmc@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 9:06 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Additionally, as a DC resident in the Eckington community, I feel that McMillan Park must be 

maintained as an open space or green space in this city that has been overtaken by building 

development and too little park development. For the health of this city McMillan Park needs to be 

kept a park and reopened to the public as public space, as its founders had envisioned prior to the 

current corruption of business and political men. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Brett McMillan -- 10 R Street NE Washington, DC 20002 

202-549-3533 



Joseph Bruss -- 10 R Street NE Washington, DC 20002 





From: Vicsobki <vicsobki@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 7:52 PM 
To: Paul Cerruti; Yarnall, Bruce (OP); Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL); 

KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Zachy Sherif; Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan 

Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs 

proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The 

VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, 

and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, 

and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and 

engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the 

site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic 

structures. 

As a professional architect, the composition and overall design proposed by VMP 

is mediocre and disjointed - completely out of character with the location and 

historic, late-victorian neighborhood setting.  Furthermore, the VMP Plan is 

inappropriate and incosisitent with the historic McMillan Park site and original 

use - A Federick Law Olmsted Jr. designed public park.   

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park - any 

infill development would be inappropriate.  

Would you subdivide and infill develop a third of the National Mall?  

Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Victor Sobki 

1687 35th street NW 



Washington, D.C. 20007 





From: Vicsobki <vicsobki@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 7:52 PM 
To: Paul Cerruti; Yarnall, Bruce (OP); Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL); 

KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Zachy Sherif; Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan 

Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs 

proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The 

VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, 

and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, 

and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and 

engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the 

site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic 

structures. 

As a professional architect, the composition and overall design proposed by VMP 

is mediocre and disjointed - completely out of character with the location and 

historic, late-victorian neighborhood setting.  Furthermore, the VMP Plan is 

inappropriate and incosisitent with the historic McMillan Park site and original 

use - A Federick Law Olmsted Jr. designed public park.   

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park - any 

infill development would be inappropriate.  

Would you subdivide and infill develop a third of the National Mall?  

Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Victor Sobki 

1687 35th street NW 



Washington, D.C. 20007 





From: Sarah <smspanagel@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 3:02 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); 
Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette 
(COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 
Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
 
I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, 
design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-
318).  
 
I cannot fathom why you would allow the demolition of the underground caverns. This, being the last 
standing sand filtration site in the country, seems as though it would hold extreme value in a historical 
sense. Not to mention, the sacred beauty the space evokes. It is a unique feeling, unfortunately rare to 
come by, in the current times of the "knock it down and build it up by the most inexpensive means 
possible" - which will perpetuate every 5-10-20 years, since the art of building is completely lost and is 
ruining the quality of our beautiful city!  
 
I would expect that an adaptive reuse of the cavern space would make the most ethical sense. And keep 
the fast majority of the above ground area as a park / open space for the surround community.  
 
What is being proposed is a travesty. I cannot believe someone (an Architect!) can sincerely believe this 
plan is a good idea- in any way shape or form - on a historic site or not. It is NOT sensitive in ANY realm 
of the design sense.  
 
Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill development 
would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of 
Columbia? Please reject this application. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sarah Spanagel,  
Ward 5 resident 





From: Zach <zpnyc09@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 2:34 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

  

The process should be restarted - a fair and open process that starts with a proper 

worldwide competition for the best design and re-use concepts for the site.  Restoration of the 

entirety of McMillan Park as a functioning/open to the public park should be pursued combined 

with development of the existing historic structures (above ground and below ground). 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate.  

Would you subdivide and infill develop a 20% section of Rock Creek Park?  

Please reject this absurdity - Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Zach Sherif 

26 T Street NW 





From: Emily Oaksford <emily.oaksford@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 2:22 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board and District Councilmembers, 

 

I am writing this email to urge the HPRB to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, 

design guidelines, and building design proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District.   

 

The VMP does not address the historical landscape of the site.  It does little to connect the public 

in a meaningful way to the functional history of the site and to the park's history and its 

landscape design.  The plan proposes to preserve the sand filtration towers within two east-west 

boulevards within the site.  Unfortunately, by placing these towers in the roadway medians, they 

eliminate the historical qualities that these towers once had, and furthermore, prevent pedestrians 

and tourists from properly enjoying the towers (through interpretive paths or educational 

signage).  

 

Additionally, the design proposes a high density development in a neighborhood that is under-

served by transit facilities and has poor pedestrian and bicycle connectivity to the city.  

As a professional urban planner, I believe in mixed-use development, alternative transportation 

modes, and dense development.  I do not, however, believe that it is smart to densify a 

neighborhood without respect for the surrounding context and without accepting the current 

limitations of the area.  The site is located one mile from the nearest metro station, which is 

considered too far .  As a resident of Columbia Heights and an employee in the Brookland 

neighborhood, I am intimately familiar with biking, walking, and busing across Franklin 

Avenue.  If we want to improve the area near McMillan Park to create a denser, more developed 

mixed-use neighborhood that will utilize alternative modes of transportation, we must first make 

sure that the existing neighborhood has adequate and safe sidewalks and bike lanes, and 

efficient and sensible transit options.  

 

Finally, the design removes a significant amount of green space from a neighborhood that is 

lacking and could highly benefit from an accessible, passive recreation area and regional park.  

 

And so, I must urge the Board and Councilmembers to reconsider and reject this plan and the 

mayor's one-sided goal to promote development without considering the existing, historical and 

cultural context of the area.  I believe that a better plan can be created: one that restores the 

original historic landscape, incorporates the needs of the community, and allows for a portion of 



the site to develop in a progressive and phased approach.  This should be a world-class 

development project; architects, landscape architects, and designers across the world should be 

competing to design this site.  What about a design competition?  This site deserves more than an 

uninspired plan. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

Emily Oaksford 

 

--  

e m i l y  a.  o a k s f o r d ,  AICP, LEED AP 

3 5 2 . 3 1 6 . 3 1 6 1 





From: Eric Miller <em8643a@student.american.edu> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 12:13 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 

plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The 

height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic 

vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted Park and engineering marvel. The proposed 

building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its 

above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the office buildings should be divided into smaller volumes and would be much 

more appropriate located on the north side of Michigan Avenue in the hospital complex, rather 

than in a historic park.  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Miller 

3900 16
th

 Street NW 

#513 

 

--  

Eric A. Miller 

MPP candidate, Class of 2013 



American University School of Public Affairs  

Washington, DC 





From: askenie <askenie@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 11:53 AM 
To: ATD OP HP 
Cc: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL); 

KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM); Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv 
(EOM); Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

I strongly urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners 

revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would create an obstruction to 

the view of and visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed 

buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall 

character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark 

Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with 

the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject 

  

  

With Best Regards,, 

  

Askenachew  Gebreyes 

  

29 Florida Ave,  NE  20002 

Washington DC 

  





From: Sherry Pettie Fizdale <sherry@fizdale.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 11:42 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). 

I'm a ward 3 resident recently following this discussio, and I agree with the Friends of Macmillan 

Park view that the revised design is "inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel."   

The design cannot be viewed as anything but a plan whose blatant focus is putting a lot of money in 

the pockets of a few people, and to hell with the rest of us. 

I can only assume that you would not want to be the board who approved the mixed use development 

for private gain of the National Mall, Central Park, or so many other spectacular Olmsted parks. Why 

is this different? 

Sincerely, 

Sharon Fizdale 

 





From: Sherry Pettie Fizdale <sherry@fizdale.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 11:42 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). 

I'm a ward 3 resident recently following this discussio, and I agree with the Friends of Macmillan 

Park view that the revised design is "inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel."   

The design cannot be viewed as anything but a plan whose blatant focus is putting a lot of money in 

the pockets of a few people, and to hell with the rest of us. 

I can only assume that you would not want to be the board who approved the mixed use development 

for private gain of the National Mall, Central Park, or so many other spectacular Olmsted parks. Why 

is this different? 

Sincerely, 

Sharon Fizdale 

 





From: Kevin Hein <kevin.hein@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 10:57 AM 
To: teve.callcott@dc.gov; Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); McMillan Park 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 

plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318).  

 

This past Sunday, I jogged up First Street NW right as the sun was setting.  The structures in 

McMillan Park were ablaze in hues of orange and yellow and red.  From the elevation of 

McMillan, much of the city is in view.  It would be a tragedy to destroy this historic site with the 

VMP design that is currently proposed.  The current VMP design looks like something that 

would be plunked down on a suburban office park.  It does great injustice to the unique character 

of McMillan.  If development must occur on the site, it should have a much, much, much smaller 

footprint and reflect the openness and greenness of McMillan.   

 

Please reject this application. 

 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Hein 

57 U Street NW 





From: Kevin Hein <kevin.hein@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 10:57 AM 
To: teve.callcott@dc.gov; Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); McMillan Park 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 

plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318).  

 

This past Sunday, I jogged up First Street NW right as the sun was setting.  The structures in 

McMillan Park were ablaze in hues of orange and yellow and red.  From the elevation of 

McMillan, much of the city is in view.  It would be a tragedy to destroy this historic site with the 

VMP design that is currently proposed.  The current VMP design looks like something that 

would be plunked down on a suburban office park.  It does great injustice to the unique character 

of McMillan.  If development must occur on the site, it should have a much, much, much smaller 

footprint and reflect the openness and greenness of McMillan.   

 

Please reject this application. 

 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Hein 

57 U Street NW 





From: Paul Cerruti <paulcerruti@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 10:51 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

  

McMillan Park, comprising the grounds of the reservoir and the sand filtration 
plant, was open to the public until 1941.  It was planned from its inception in 1906 as a 
public "central" park serving the surrounding neighborhoods of Bloomingdale, 
Brookland, Columbia Heights, Eckington, Edgewood, LeDroit Park, Park 
View, Stronghold, Truxton Circle and more. (Secretary William Taft, 1906, official 
designation of the public grounds consisting of the filtration beds and adjacent 
reservoir as McMillan Park).   
  

McMillan Park is an extraordinary example of engineering and artistic achievement, far 
ahead of its time and progressive even by today’s standards - a beautifully 
landscaped public park on top of a water purification plant.  The Slow Sand (water) 
Filtration Plant was an engineering feat and a triumph for water purists since it did 
not use chemical intensive processing.  It transformed everyday life for the residents 
of Washington DC by providing reliable, clean drinking water for the first time.  The 
ground level surface area of the slow sand (water) filtration plant and land 
surrounding the reservoir is significant because it was transformed by Fredrick Law 
Olmsted Jr., Landscape Architect, into one of the finest parks in Washington 
DC.  Amenities and attractions for all ages were an integral component: 'Playgrounds' 
for children and adults; The Olmsted Walk, a path that ran its course within and around 
the perimeter of McMillan Park providing exercise and walking enjoyment in a vast park 
setting; the studied shaping of the terrain and varied selection of plantings that 



were intended to provide beautiful vistas and visual enjoyment at 
every opportunity.  The collaboration with leading artists - Herbert Adams, Sculptor, 
and Charles Platt, Architect - resulting in the acclaimed design and setting of the 
McMillan Memorial Fountain, created a majestic monument to honor an individual 
that had a leading role in the way "historic" Washington DC looks today (National Mall, 
Union Station, etc) and for the clean drinking water we enjoy.      
  
"...McMillan Park, already one of the finest of the capital's parks" (Detroit Free 
Press, May 1, 1911: "Memorial Work Is Soon To Start")  
"McMillan Park is another beautiful park for nature lovers: the water, trees, birds 
and flowers are all that the nature lover could ask for." (The Boys and Girls Herald, 
June 19, 1921: "Gage School Pupils Boost Nature Study") 
History and the facts speak for themselves: 
  

McMillan Park was THE CENTER of community activity, gathering and events - Since 
its closure in 1941, the surrounding communities have paid a very steep price, having 
been robbed of this large, open, green space and its amenities.  
  

Olmsted's plans for McMillan Park included "Playgrounds" - The McMillan Park 
playgrounds were inaugurated and opened to the public on July 1, 1913.  
  
The Playgrounds at McMillan Park were known and referred to as the "Bloomingdale 
Playgrounds" and sometimes as the "McMillan Park Playgrounds".  The "playgrounds" 
comprised both the contemporary understanding of playground (as in children's 
playground: swings, slides, sandboxes, etc, etc) AND sports venues (tennis courts, 
basketball courts, volleyball court, baseball/soccer/football playing fields).   
   
=>McMillan Park's "Playgrounds" were large enough to accommodate 3,000 children. 
  
=>McMillan Park's "Playgrounds" included the following amenities: 

     Rock-A-Bye Swings (for toddlers) 

     Baby Hammocks (for toddlers) 

     German Kindergarten Swings  

     Merry-Go-Round  

     Sandboxes 

     24 Foot Long Slide  

     Tennis Courts (Six courts and noted because they were grass courts) 

     Basketball Courts 

     Volleyball Court 



     Croquet Court 

     Gymnastics Equipment 

o  Horizontal Bars 

o  Horizontal Ladders 

o  Vertical Ladders 

o  Vaulting Horses 

o  Vaulting Bars 

     Sports Fields     

=>A community swimming pool at McMillan Park was desired by the 
surrounding communities from its inception.  
   
Sample Sources: 
==>Washington Times, July 24, 1913: "New Playground Has Capacity Strained"  
==>Washington Herald, October 12, 1913: "District Playgrounds Furnish Model For 
Other Cities"  
==>Washington Herald, October 23, 1914: "Candy Sale for Playground: A candy sale 
for the benefit of Bloomingdale Playground will be held at the playground..." 
==>Washington Times, February 28, 1919; "CIty Playgrounds Reopen 
Tomorrow:  ...Bloomingdale, First and Bryant streets northwest;..."    
==>Washington Times, August 5, 1919; "What's Doing; Where; When: Dance Fiesta - 
McMillan Park, Bloomingdale playground, children, 7:30 p. m." 
==>Washington Times, August 9, 1920: "Playgrounds Help Make 10,000 Happy - D.C. 
Recreation Centers in 29 Locations Prove Mecca for Children: ...Bloomingdale 
playground is the shadiest (as in lots of shade from the sun). It has six tennis 
courts and will accommodate 3,000 children." 
==>Washington Times, September 23, 1913: "Citizens Seeking A Swimming Pool: A 
resolution urging the construction of a swimming pool and shelter house at the 
playgrounds in McMillan Park is to be presented to the Commissioners of the District. It 
will bear the signatures of the officers of the North Capital and Eckington Citizen's 
Associations...".  
==>Washington Herald, October 7, 1913: "Citizen's Association To Submit Estimates: 
...North Washington Citizen's Association...Resolutions were passed to request the 
commissioners to include in their estimates for the coming year an appropriation for the 
erection of an adequate shelter and swimming pool with the necessary lockers and 
shower baths at the Bloomingdale playgrounds." 
   
McMillan Park hosted sports activities and events including Baseball, Basketball, 
Cycling, Football, Soccer, Tennis (six tennis courts), Track & Field and Volleyball by 
diverse age groups and organized teams/leagues.   
   



Sample Sources: 
==>BASEBALL=>Washington Herald, August 7, 1921; "Playground Baseball Season 
Opens - The midsummer season of the Junior Baseball League for boys 16 years of 
age and under of the various playgrounds under the Municipal Playground Department 
opened Wednesday.... Western Division League: Tuesday, August 9 - Mackin vs. 
Bloomingdale at Bloomingdale" 
==>BASKETBALL=>Washington Times, July 24, 1913: "New Playground Has Capacity 
Strained"  
==>CYCLING=>Washington Post, April 30, 1937: "Recreation in Beautiful 
Surroundings: ...Rock Creek Park, West and East Potomac Parks, Anacostia Park, 
McMillan Park - these beckon daily to the cyclist."  
==>FOOTBALL=>WashingtonTImes, November 6, 1921; "Liberty Wants Games - The 
Liberty A.C. (Athletic Club) will take on the Mohawk Reserves today at 1:30pm on the 
Bloomingdale playgrounds..."  
==>SOCCER=>Washington Herald, November 2, 1916; "Surprises Sprung In 
Playground Leagues: One of the best games to date in the playground soccer ball 
leagues was played on the New York avenue grounds yesterday between Twining and 
Seaton schools elevens.... On the Bloomingdale Playgrounds the Brookland School 
eleven defeated the Gage School, 5 to 1." 
==>TENNIS=>Washington Times, May 19, 1916; "Ten Teams Play For Times' Tennis 
Trophy - Program For Today in Tennis Tourney - Today's Contests: Bloomingdale 
playground - Eckington vs. Brightwood" 
==>TRACK & FIELD=>Washington Herald, June 14, 1922; "Grade Schoolboys 
Conclude Meets - Wallach and Brookland Win Final Preliminary Track Contests: The 
last two playground division track and field meets for elementary school students under 
the supervision of the municipal playgrounds were held yesterday.  Wallach School won 
the Virginia avenue division meet with eighty-one points, while Brookland romped away 
with the Bloomingdale meet with sixty-five points."   
==>VOLLEYBALL=>Washington Times, July 24, 1913: "New Playground Has Capacity 
Strained"  
  
  
4) McMillan Park was the center of Community Activities, Gatherings and Events - 
McMillan Park had a Park Staff that organized activities and events for children, adults 
and families.  
  
Organized children's activities included: 

     Children's 'Camps' 

     Sports Competitions 

     Craft Competitions 

     Doll Contests 

     Beauty Contests 



     Pet Shows 

     Kite Flying Contests 

     Dance events 

     Picnics 

Organized adult & family activities included: 

     Dance events 

     Concerts 

     Picnics 

     Holiday Events 

Sample Sources: 
=>Washington Times, August 5, 1919; "What's Doing; Where; When: Dance Fiesta - 
McMillan Park, Bloomingdale playground, children, 7:30 p. m." 
=>Washington Herald, March 16, 1921; "Playground Work Proves "Poplar" - Speaking 
of popular clothing apparel, the most "poplar" piece of clothing which has been put on 
display in the District in many seasons was hung up for inspection in the office of Mrs. 
Susie Root Rhodes, supervisor of municipal playgrounds, Saturday.  The article is a 
piece of neck wear made of poplar tree catkins pasted on a piece of silk, shaped like a 
neckpiece.  It was made by a class of the Bloomingdale playground under the 
direction of Director Elizabeth Mahon... " 
=>Washington Herald, April 18, 1921; "Kind to Animals - Miss Elisabeth Mahon, 
director of the Bloomingdale Playgrounds, reports that the boys and girls under her 
care are striving to make this week a successful "kind to animals week". 
=>Washington Post, May 30, 1923; "Children Crown May Queen: Festival Given by 
Youngsters at Bloomingdale Playgrounds. An Old-fashioned May festival, featuring the 
May polie dance and crowning the queen of the carnival..." 
=>Washington Post, April 28, 1923; Photo, "Margaret McGee, with Mike and Ike and 
Pete and Repeat, winners of the pet show at the Bloomingdale playgrounds 
yesterday.  
=>Washington Herald, July 10, 1918; "Playgrounds Plan Week's Amusements: 
Tuesday, July 9 - Bloomingdale Playground, First and Bryant streets northwest: 
Band concert, Marine Band-7:30 to 8:30; Dancing-8:30 to 10 (dancing on open air 
pavilion every Tuesday, Thursday and Friday)"   
=>Washington Post, October 28, 1934; "Mrs Roosevelt to Plant Tree: Mrs. Franklin D. 
Roosevelt will officiate at the planting of a tree in McMillan Park Playground under 
the sponsorship of the Women's City Club Wednesday at 3:30pm."  
=>Washington Times, December 23, 1913; "Entertainment Held at Bloomingdale 
Playground: If anybody has any doubts about the existence of the real Christmas spirit 
he should have been at the Bloomingdale playgrounds Monday afternoon...". 
=>Washington Herald, September 25, 1916; "Playground Kiddies To Have Joint Picnic: 
The children of Eckington, Bloomingdale and Mt. Pleasant are to have a joint 



picnic at the Bloomingdale playground tomorrow... Special field games such as 
baseball, soccer, basketball and tennis have been arranged.  Folk dancing by the 
girls and ring games by the smaller children are part of the program... Miss Randolph 
Livingston and Thomas Crowley will have charge of the Bloomingdale youngsters..." 

  
  
5) McMillan Park had a yearly Summer Concert Series.  
   
Sample Sources: 
=>Washington Herald, July 10, 1918: "Playgrounds Plan Week's Amusements: 
...Tuesday, July 9-Bloomingdale Playground, First and Bryant streets northwest: 
Band concert, Marine Band-7:30 to 8:30...  
=>Washington Times, May 29, 1919; "Summer Concerts For D.C. Arranged - A detailed 
list of the evening concerts to be given this summer by the Engineers' Band, the Sixty-
third infantry Band and the Cavalry Band was made public today... June 13, McMillan 
Park; June 26, McMillan Park; July 18, McMillan Park;  July 25, McMillan Park; August 
6, McMillan Park; August 29, McMillan Park; September...". 
=>Washington Herald, June 5, 1921; "Park Concerts Program - Washington music 
lovers who enjoy hearing band concerts are fortunate this year.  Col. Sherrill, of the 
office of public buildings and grounds, war department, has announced the summer 
schedule of 84 outdoor concerts in the parks and circles of the District.  The list follows: 
...McMillan Park, June 7, July 7, Aug 8, Sept 6 

=>Washington Post, July 20, 1924: "Sherrill Announces Concerts For Week: ...Friday-
Community Center band, McMillan Park, First and Channing streets northwest."  
=>Washington Post, September 8, 1924: "Park Band Concerts For Week Announced: 
Liet. Col. C.O. Sherrill officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, announces the 
following park concerts for the wek commencing today... Army, McMillan Park, First 
and Channing streets..." 
  
   
6) McMillan Park had multi-purpose recreation buildings - an open air Dance Pavilion 
and a Field House (adjacent to the athletic fields). 
   
Sample Sources: 
=>Washington Herald, July 11, 1917; "Dancing Pavilions For Playgrounds - Five 
Washington Centers to Have Improvements in Near Future - Mrs. Susie Root Rhodes, 
superintendent of playgrounds, has announced that dancing pavilions will be erected 
this week on five of the Washington Playgrounds, New York avenue, Bloomingdale, 
Virginia avenue, Georgetown and Howard.  These pavilions will be for kindergarten 
work, Red Cross work and dancing." 
=>Washington Times, August 5, 1919; "What's Doing; Where; When: Dance Fiesta - 
McMillan Park, Bloomingdale playground, children, 7:30 p. m." 
=>Washington Herald, July 10, 1918: "Playgrounds Plan Week's Amusements: 
...Tuesday, July 9-Bloomingdale Playground, First and Bryant streets northwest: 
Band concert, Marine Band-7:30 to 8:30...  



=>Washington Post, March 2, 1934: "Playground Design by Wyeth Approved: Approval 
of the design for the Bloomingdale Playground field house in McMillan Park was 
announced yesterday by the Fine Arts Commission...".  
=>Washington Post, May 28, 1940: "North Capital: …The association, holding its final 
meeting of the season at McMillan Playground fieldhouse, saw an American Airlines 
film on air travel.”  
  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park - infill 

development is simply incompatible and inappropriate.  
  

Would you subdivide and infill develop the Great Lawn of Olmsted's NY Central 

Park?    
  

History and the facts speak for themselves - The spread of misinformation 
and attempted re-writing of history – as is being done by those seeking to destroy 
this historic park - are simply attempts at misleading the public.  
  

Again, McMillan Park was THE CENTER of community activity, gathering and 
events for the surrounding neighborhoods - Since its closure in 1941, the 
surrounding communities have paid a very steep price, having been robbed 
of this large, open, green space and its amenities.  
  
McMillan Park was a public “central” park – McMillan Park in its ENTIRETY merits 
and deserves preservation and restoration!  
  

Please reject the VMP plan and application. 

Sincerely, 

Paul J. Cerruti 

26 T Street NW 

Washington, DC 20001 





From: Tab Bainum <tabbainum@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 10:14 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I have been a Bloomingdale resident for only a year, but there has not been a time that I have 

walked or driven by McMillan Reservoir and dreamed of being able to explore this historic 

landmark. When I have gone running, I have dreamed of being able to run around the reservoir 

and under the filtration chimneys through the expansive underground landscape that past 

geniuses imagined for us. 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 

plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318). Instead, you should consider the design by Catholic University 

Professor of Architecture Miriam Gusevich. Designed by her and her students at one of DC's 

beloved academic institutions, their design better accommodates all parties involved creating a 

section for office and retail space while taking better advantage of the subterranean wonderland 

that should be made open to the public. Details can be found at www.mcmillanpark.com. 

Sincerely, 

Tab Bainum 





From: The Senerchias <thesenerchias@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 9:30 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Senerchia, longtime Brookland resident 

 





From: Lisa Gusty <lgusty@verizon.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 7:51 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); 
Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette 
(COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 
 
Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
 
I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, 
design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-
318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of 
the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the 
overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark 
Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the 
site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 
 
The plans create no sense of a campus. The Olmsted walk has been eliminated and changed to private 
front yards. Demolition of the underground caverns and walls framing the courts destroys irreplaceable 
historic structures. The supermarket, apartment buildings, and offices are too large and architecturally 
out of character for the park and the surrounding neighborhood. Development on this scale would 
overwhelm the already over-taxed traffic and sewer infrastructure of the surrounding Bloomingdale and 
Stronghold neighborhoods. 
 
Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill development 
would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of 
Columbia? Please reject this application. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lisa Gusty 
1737 1st St NW 
Washington, DC 20001 





From: Katelijn van den Berg <katelijnvandenberg@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 9:59 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

  

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318).  

  

The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs 

of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent 

with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive 

national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also 

incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground 

historic structures. 

  

Specifically, the design does not meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 

and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings. There is no adaptive re-use and 

preservation of the underground filtration cells, which will almost all be completely demolished 

under the Plan. The structural assessment study carried out for the municipality itself in 2000 

revealed that a large number of cells are of stable condition with no significant deterioration 

occurred since the last survey in 1967 and that even four story buildings could be realized when 

investing in adequate strengthening measures. None of these measures are considered by the 

current revised plan and the proposed density and height is incompatible with the legal obligation 

which the municipality has to preserve and adaptively reuse the historic structures, also 

underground, at the site.  

  

While the silo's are preserved in this revised plan, the lack of integration in the park area and 

enclosure in the dense grid of prison-like boxed prefab copy-paste ugly buildings and the roads 

directly surrounding them will make any adaptive re-use impossible and they will just remain as 

symbols of a city demonstrating its inability to use a historic landmark and transform it 

creatively in line with the requirements that it bought this site for in the first place and the needs 

of a neighbourhood with a rapidly growing young family population.  

  

Mc Millan park was designed and used as a park and the historic documents show this and there 

is ample experience avialable in the world and in the US on how this can be done together with 

re-use as well as appropriate re-development. There is an equal amount of evidence of the 



revenues that parks and historic preservation can bring to cities in terms of large financial 

revenues. 

 For instance, the supermarket and the retail should be adaptively inserted into preserved sand 

filtration chambers, which could easily be entered from the sidewalk at North Capitol Street and 

there are many other examples of small and bigger enterprises and retail which could use the 

cells and silos creatively while respecting the historic structures. For families to stay, they need 

schools but also parks to play. These are the low hanging fruits in ward 5. 

  

The buildings to the north are very massive and out of scale with the whole site and the 

surrounding neighborhoods. The office buildings should be divided into smaller volumes and 

would be much more appropriate located on the north side of Michigan Avenue in the hospital 

complex, rather than in a historic park. This design also does not follow the HPRB's approved 

design principles. 

 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Subsidies derived from tax payers should not be directed for 

demolition of the historic structures but used for their preservation and strengthening and 

adaptive re-use. Please reject this application. 

  

Sincerely, 

Katelijn van den Berg 

Ward 5 





From: Julie Myers <jamyers.consulting@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 1:26 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, 

 The plans create nosense of a campus 
 TheOlmsted walkhas been eliminated andchanged to private front yards. 
 There has been notable destruction of historic fabric:  Demolition of the underground 

caverns is unacceptable. Demolition of thewalls framing the courts is unacceptable 
 The scale of buildings remains too large and disproportionate 
 The buildings to the north are very massive and out of scale withthe whole site and the 

surrounding neighborhoods. 
 The community center is too small. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Myers 

Washington, DC 



 

 

--  

Julie A. Myers, MSOD 

Organization Development Consultant and Coach 

202-489-3546 - cell 





From: W. Dean Hively <wdean@hailmail.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 1:23 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); 
Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette 
(COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 
 
Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
 
I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, 
design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-
318). 
The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the 
proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the 
overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark 
Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the 
site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 
 
McMillan Park is the largest 'green roof' in DC, and has poritive water quality benefits in its existing 
form. Any development should preserve the views and the green nature of the site, and should not be 
condo/business infill.  
 
Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill development 
would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of 
Columbia? Please reject this application. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dean Hively, 1st street NW resident in Bloomingdale. 





From: MeronA <meronasken@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 12:59 PM 
To: ATD OP HP 
Cc: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL); 

KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM); Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv 
(EOM); Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: Re: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

 

--  

Meron Askenachew  

47 Quincy pl. NW.  

Washington, D.C. 20001 

 

Meron 

 

 

On Oct 29, 2013, at 10:22 AM, Solomon Beyene <solomon.beyene@gmail.com> wrote: 

 

 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 



I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan 

Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs 

proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The 

VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, 

and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, 

and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and 

engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the 

site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic 

structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that 

any infill development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the 

scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of Columbia? Please reject this 

application. 

 

--  

Solomon Beyene  





From: Sarah Browning <browning@splitthisrock.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 12:25 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); 
Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette 
(COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

  

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

  
So many public spaces in our city are being given over for private profit. Why this one, too, 

when the surrounding community is devoid of open space and parks?  
  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

  
Sincerely, 

Sarah Browning 

626 Allison Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20011 





From: Helina <helasken@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 11:41 AM 
To: Catania, David A. (COUNCIL) 
Cc: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM); Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv 
(EOM); Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

 

Open space and playing space is so important to us at this historic McMillan park. Please save 

this park and reject this application. Thank you 

 

Helina Askenachew 

29 Florida Av NE  

Washington, D.C. 20002  





From: Ken Mccall <kmccall799@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 11:28 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

  

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

  

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the design plan that Ihave seen is not only boring, but also does not fit into the 

character of the surrounding neighborhood at all.  It also does not consider the tremendous 

increase in traffic to 1st Street. 

  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. The area should be made into a park, as it was years ago.  I 

am a long term resident of Bloomingdale and now that I am retired, I walk around the lake 

almost evey day.  The last thing we need is a high density development in the area. Would you 

subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of Columbia? 

  

 Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

  

  

Kenneth D. McCall 

44 T Street NW 

—– 





From: Genevieve Parente <genevieve.parente@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 11:09 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Review Board Members, 

 

This letter is to ask the Historic Preservation REview Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners 

revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). There are many objections, including that this is a 

national landmark park designed by Olmsted and a valuable open space in the city. Further, the 

plan is not well though out. Destroying a historic park just to add more retail and office space is 

irresponsible. Also,the Olmsted walk has been eliminated in favor of private front yards. This 

moves away from a space that can be enjoyed by the public. Please reject this application. 

Thank you, 

Genevieve Parente 

 
  





From: Frederic Persi <fpersi@att.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 11:02 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Gray, Vincent (EOM); Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion 
(COUNCIL) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the above ground historic elements of the filtration system are not blended with the new 

construction.  They appear to have been left intact to minimize controversy vs blended them into the 

construction so that they can be enjoyed by the public. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Frederic Persi 





From: Solomon Beyene <sbeyene@us.ibm.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 10:45 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
YALEXANDER; Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

With the current plan, The community center is too small.  

 

The main reason why I and my family object the current plan is that the community center is too 

small.  As a public park we need larger open land where our children can play soccer, etc safely 

and grow happily. We have invested so much money remodeling old homes to reside and raise 

our family in Bloomingdale and we need a fair shake of the public park. 

 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318).  

 

Thank you.  
 
 
 
Solomon Beyene, 47 Quincy PL NW. 
IBM Global Business Services - Public Sector 
sbeyene@us.ibm.com 





From: Wiley Reading <w.f.reading@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 10:27 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM); Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv 
(EOM); Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the demolition of the underground caverns is unacceptable, the buildings to the 

north are massive and out of scale with the whole site and the surrounding neighborhoods, the 

office buildings should be divided into smaller volumes and would be much more appropriate 

located on the north side of Michigan Avenue in the hospital complex, rather than in a historic 

park, etc... 

The district is suffering from a shortage of green space, and an ever-encroaching wave of 

destruction of beautiful historic buildings in favor of garish, unwelcoming developments. It is 

not suffering from a lack of large, ugly, unwelcoming, expensive "mixed use developments." 

There's very little green space in this area of the city, and this green space would be best used as 

a park with a community center, not a new business district. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Please reject this application, and consider the options that 

would preserve the integrity of the historic park, and make the space available to DC residents as 

a beautiful, community-building recreation area. 

Sincerely, 

Wiley Reading 

--  

Wiley Reading 



Administrative Associate, Teaching for Change 

(908) 472 4675  





From: Yared Taye <yared.taye@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 10:23 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM); Barry, Marion 
(COUNCIL) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, 

There has been only marginal improvement since the previous iteration was so bad; the changes are 
essentially "lipstick on a pig". 

 The plans create no sense of a campus. 

 The Olmsted walk has been eliminated and changed to private front yards. 

 There has been notable destruction of historic fabric: 

 Demolition of the underground caverns is unacceptable 

 Demolition of the walls framing the courts is unacceptable 

The plan lacks the tri-partite organization required by HPRB’s approved design principles for 
the site. This plan is divided into four sections. 



The supermarket and the retail should be adaptively inserted into preserved sand filtration chambers, 
which could easily be entered from the sidewalk at North Capitol Street. 

The scale of buildings remains too large and disproportionate. 

The faux-historic cookie-cutter row houses are barely disguised by their color scheme. 

 The buildings to the north are very massive and out of scale with the whole site and the surrounding 
neighborhoods. 

The office buildings should be divided into smaller volumes and would be much more  

appropriate located on the north side of Michigan Avenue in the hospital complex, rather than in a 
historic park. 

The apartment building above the supermarket is too massive. 

The supermarket wall next to the north service court dominates the street.  

The shared color scheme fails to unify the disparate scales of the buildings across the quadpartite 
plan. 

? The community center is too small. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Yared Taye 

111 Seaton Place NW 

—– 



 
--  

Yared  





From: Solomon Beyene <solomon.beyene@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 10:23 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

 

 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

 

--  

Solomon Beyene  





From: Alison Adams <aadams09@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 10:15 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park 

Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the 

neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the 

open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering 

marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the Olmsted walk has been eliminated and changed to private front yards, and there 

has been notable destruction of important aspects of the historic site; demolition of the 

underground caverns is unacceptable. 

I would support a plan to make McMillan Park a public park with access to a community center 

and other community services, designed to preserve and honor the architecture and history of the 

site. This is a subdivision, and I'm saddened that it's something you would even consider. Please 

reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Alison Adams (DC resident, 440 12th St NE) 





From: Laura C. <lolachops@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 9:39 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners 

revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for 

McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions will be a 

visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are 

inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, 

sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park 

and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s 

existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures.  

 

Specifically, the buildings to the north are very massive and out of scale with the whole site and 

the surrounding neighborhoods. There has also been notable destruction of historic fabric; 

demolition of the underground caverns is unacceptable.  

 



Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate.  Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Laura Chopko 

Washington DC resident 





From: Julie Flores Kriegsfeld <jkriegsfeld@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 9:35 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 

plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The 

height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic 

vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed 

building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its 

above- and below-ground historic structures. 

 

Specifically, the plans create no sense of a campus; the scale of buildings remains too large and 

disproportionate; the faux-historic cookie-cutter row houses are barely disguised by their color 

scheme; and the community center is too small. 

 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Julie Flores Kriegsfeld 

3600 block of New Hampshire Ave NW 





From: Patrick Hudak <patrickhudak@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 8:44 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); CM Kenyan McDuffie; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); McMillan Park 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 

plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions will be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, 

and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are 

inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive 

national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also 

incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic 

structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill development 

would be inappropriate.  Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of 

Columbia? Please reject this application. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Patrick Hudak 

120 V Street NW 





From: Charlie Parker <dcp000@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 12:15 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Charlie Parker 





From: bethjohnston93@gmail.com 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 11:16 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 
plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 
District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood.  

The redeveloped site looks cheap and generic.  We’re getting rid of a park designed by some of 
America’s greatest landscape architects in favor of little boxes.  The buildings overshadow the 
street and the entire complex feels claustrophobic.  And there is a significant loss of historically 
valuable portions of the current site, including the stunning underground caverns. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park—and in Washington 
in general—that any infill development would be inappropriate.  If we build on this historic 
area, we can never get the park back.  Please don’t allow this poorly-thought-out construction 
to move forward. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth A. Johnston     

2210 Hall Pl NW 

Washington, DC 20007 





From: Angela Withers <fjsaws@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 9:57 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM); Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv 
(EOM); Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 
Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
  
I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 
plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 
District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, 
scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are 
inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive 
national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also 
incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic 
structures. 
  
Specifically, our ward needs more green space. 
  
Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill development 
would be inappropriate.  Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of 
Columbia?  
  
Please reject this application. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Angela Sullivan 
36 Florida Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20001 





From: Kate Porter <katymaeporter@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 9:55 PM 
To: teve.callcott@dc.gov; ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL); 

KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: ictor.hoskins@dc.gov; Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

 

 Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are hideous and wouldn't fit in the 

neighborhood even if it didn't require destroying a beautiful and historic structure.  The proposed 

building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- 

and below-ground historic structures.   

 

The existing structure reminds me of a lovely and historic reservoir under the city of Istanbul, 

Turkey, where I waited with many other tourists in line to have a tour of the facility.  They invested a 

significant amount of funds and spent DECADES restoring the structure to its beauty, so please think 

twice before allowing something so irreplaceable to be destroyed for what will go down in DC's 

history as one of the ugliest, most out-of-place projects in the city.  The planners should realize that 

the type of people who normally choose to live in such buildings are NOT the same people who want 

to live on Michigan Avenue and N. Capitol anyway.  Why not build this disaster in the suburbs 

where it belongs and will be welcomed by those with no taste??  Residents of DC live in the city for 

a reason, and one of those reasons is the character which the Reservoir provides.  Don't strip the city 

of her charm for greed.  Please leave us open space and reject this proposal. 

 



Best regards, 

 

Kate Porter 

202-423-1311 

110 Todd Pl NE 

Washington, DC 20002 

 

 





From: Rosina Teri Memolo <rosinaphoto@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 9:35 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
  
I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan 
Partners revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs 
proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318)*. The 
VMP revisions will be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, 
scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open 
McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense 
of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national 
landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 
designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and 
with its above and below ground historic structures. 
  
Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park 
that any infill development would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide 
all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of Columbia?  
I have seen a better design for the land from the Friends of McMillan group on 
the side of development.  

Most of my life, I have wanted to enjoy this stretch of land that DC has let lay 
vacant and now "surplussed." I think it would be best used as a park again. I 
would make the trek across town just to visit this park as often as possible. Think 
of the educational opportunities! One of my neighbors used to field trip her 
students there to teach them how water is and was made drinkable. Kids today 
are so disconnected from our food, land, air even the water we drink. Restoring 
McMillan Park as a park, could be that missing link.  

Let's develop in Ward 7 & 8 where it is desperately needed instead. Let's also 
stop giving away public land to every developer that winks at us. I don't believe 
the current plan is true "Smart Development" or good for Washington DC in any 
way, shape or form. 

 
Please reject this application. 

  
  
Sincerely, 
Rosna Teri Memolo 

 



--  

Rosina Photography 

www.Happy-Accidents.tumblr.com 

202-744-8374  





From: Linwood Norman <linwood.norman@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 8:44 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); McDuffie, Kenyan (Council); Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
Orange, Vincent B. (Council); dgrosso@dccouncil.us; 
abonds@dccouncil.us; Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); 
Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas 
(COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); 
Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com; Linwood 
Norman; Hugh Youngblood 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I wholeheartedly urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision 

McMillan Partners' revised master plan, design guidelines, and building designs 

proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP 

revisions will be a severe visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of the 

proposed buildings are clearly inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent 

with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive 

national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also 

incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground 

historic structures.  

I believe this historic park space should be preserved for recreational purposes. Open space of 

this nature is extremely rare in our City. It would be a tragedy for any residential or commercial 

development to occur on this site. Instead, this open green space could be a wonderful amenity as 

a recreational area for the surrounding neighborhoods, whose residents would truly benefit from 

this open space.  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate.  Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left 

in the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. Thank you for seizing the opportunity 

to save this green space, which can never be replaced. 

Sincerely,  

Linwood Norman 



135 T Street NW 

Washington, DC 

 
[Your Name]  





From: Astrid Joehnk <astrid.joehnk@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 8:10 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM); Barry, Marion 
(COUNCIL) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, 

- The apartment building above the supermarket is too massive.  

- The scale of buildings remains too large and disproportionate.  

- McMillan Park would offer the perfect space and opportunity to add to the tree canopy of 

Washington D.C. The Mayor's goal is it to reach a canopy level of 40% by 2032. The city literally 

gave away the wetlands around the new Costco development. Please assure that this historic park 

will not experience the same fate, but rather be used as a green opportunity and model for other cities 

how to preserve historic sites as well as avoiding / decreasing storm water run off, urban heat island 
effect, preserving quality of life common spaces, and improving air quality. 

- The buildings to the north are very massive and out of scale with the whole site and the  

surrounding neighborhoods.  



- There has been notable destruction of historic fabric:  

 o Demolition of the underground caverns is unacceptable  

 o Demolition of the walls framing the courts is unacceptable 

- The supermarket and the retail should be adaptively inserted into preserved sand filtration  

chambers, which could easily be entered from the sidewalk at North Capitol Street.  

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate.  Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Astrid Joehnk 





From: Ben Vipond <benvipond@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 7:15 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. 

Specifically, the plans create no sense of campus, the community center is too small, and the scale of 

buildings remains too large and disproportionate. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate.  Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Vipond 

Ward 5 Resident 



 





From: Allison Basile <basile.allison@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 6:42 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; Bonds, Anita 
(COUNCIL); Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, 
Mary (COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas 
(COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); 
Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); McMillan Park 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised 

master plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir 

Historic District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. 

The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 

Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas 

of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures. This is such an important piece of public property, and we hope the 

plan you accept will better reflect the community's desires! 

Specifically, the community center is too small and the plan doesn't create the feel of a campus. Also, 

there has been notable destruction of historic fabric. Demotion of the underground caverns and walls 

framing the courts is unacceptable. 

Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 

development would be inappropriate.  Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in 

the District of Columbia? Please reject this application. 

Sincerely, 

Allison Basile 



________ 
 
Allison Basile 
Grassroots Business Fund / Impact Hub DC / DC Time Bank / ONE DC / Coop DC 
443.562.5856 
 





From: Lukas Kohler <lukaspkohler@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 2:57 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent 
(EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject and request substantive 

revisions of the Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan to better protect the 

historic nature and the spatial context of the McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions are a superficial improvement which appear to be 

heading in the right direction, but the revisions remain insufficient to safeguard a critical mass of 

the historical structure (particularly under grade) and to be more harmoniously scaled with the 

surrounding neighborhood. The plan needs to do more to protect the historic vistas of this 

distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building 

designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and 

below-ground historic structures.  

Specifically: 

 It appears from the HPRB report that under grade demolition is substantial and 

inconsistent with historical preservation, with only two cells being retained. This 

subterranean space should be preserved as much as is structurally possible balanced 

against commercial needs. This space could be integrated as exhibition, shopping, 

exercise space, etc. The vaulted space is an engineering and aesthetic marvel and should 

be preserved.  

https://www.google.com/search?q=mcmillan+filtration&rls=com.microsoft:en-us:IE-

Address&tbm=isch&tbo=u&source=univ&sa=X&ei=C6huUtr4DrLk4AOh74DYDQ&ved=0CH



EQsAQ&biw=1280&bih=894#facrc=_&imgdii=_&imgrc=oXrAB0Qzmym_ZM%3A%3BnVab

sroAn-

siDM%3Bhttp%253A%252F%252Ffarm9.staticflickr.com%252F8076%252F8336386038_a237

1e40e5_z.jpg%3Bhttp%253A%252F%252Fwww.flickr.com%252Fphotos%252Fvpickering%25

2F8336386038%252F%3B640%3B426 

  In addition, the plan does not yet strike an appropriate balance between commercial 

density and the communities request for open space, which is also a hydraulic benefit to 

the city. For example, the row houses appear very crowded and could be arranged around 

an open square that is also commercially usable. Examples, near the Navy Yard and the 

Yards Park come to mind for better commercial and park space cohabitation. 

 The historic Olmsted walk should be preserved and the site ringed by green, walkable 

and ridable space, linked to the Bloomingdale Park View neighborhoods via 1st and 

Harvard streets with non-vehicular transportation in mind. 

In the past, the city made a lot of mistakes for the purpose of hasty development and "urban 

renewal". K street, Foggy Bottom, the downtown interstates of the 1950s/60s, and the SW 

neighborhood come to mind. Please don't make the same mistakes. 

  

Sincerely,  
  

Lukas Kohler 

  





From: Erin Fairbanks <erinwhite@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2013 2:13 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Gray, Vincent (EOM); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette 
(COUNCIL) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318  
 
 

Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 

I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 

plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318). The VMP revisions will be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and 

designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the 

overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park 

and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic 

buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures.  

Specifically, the fact that the majority of below underground structures will be demolished in VMP's design 

plans instead of restored and re-purposed  and the grounds of the 25-acre site - that were designed by famous 

landscape architect Frederick Olmsted - erased, is unconscionable. Does anyone care that this site served as 

one of the nation's first de facto inter-racial parks? Neighbors (both black and white) used to camp out on the 

site during really hot summer nights.  

Why should Bloomingdale and why should Washington DC settle for development plans that destroy part of 

its history? We can do SO much better than this. Please help us do better than the VMP plans. Please reject 

this application.  

Sincerely,  
 

Erin Fairbanks 

A Bloomingdale Resident with 3 small kids who would like to play, someday, at McMillan Park 

  

 





From: Laszlo Bockh <laszlobockh@verizon.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 10:49 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); 
Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette 
(COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 - please reject 
application 

 
Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
 
                I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master 
plan, design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA 
#13-318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood as well as make it more 
difficult to increase the tree canopy in a part of the District that sorely needs more green space and 
trees. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan 
Park site and are inconsistent with the overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of 
this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs 
are also incompatible with the site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground 
historic structures.  After all, there is a reason why the Park is listed on the National Registry of Historic 
Places. 
 
                Specifically, the massive structures proposed will completely negate the original vision for a 
park.  Although it may not be possible to restore the original park concept, this does not mean that 
massing concrete in a way that denies a proper balance that includes vegetation is appropriate.  The 
District’s historical and long-standing policy and vision of having extensive green space (going back to at 
least 1870) must be respected and implemented in all developments within the district.  The plans 
create no sense of a campus, with appropriate green spaces.  The Olmsted walk has been eliminated 
and changed to private front yards, which clearly runs against the history of the site and that of the 
whole District.  The District government has degraded the site already (e.g., by cutting trees), but a 
policy of environmental and historical degradation should not be encouraged and endorsed. 
 
                Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill 
development would be inappropriate.  Please reject this application. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
                Laszlo Bockh 
                3680 38th Street, NW B242 
                Washington, DC 20016 
                202-488-3967 
                laszlobockh@verizon.net 
 





From: David Knight <drop_a_line@davidknight.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 5:13 AM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary (COUNCIL); 
Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); Alexander, Yvette 
(COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL); Gray, Vincent (EOM) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Tregoning, 
Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District, HPA #13-318 (VMP Plan is Super 
Disappointing) 

 
Dear Members of the Historic Preservation Review Board: 
 
I urge the Historic Preservation Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, 
design guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic District (HPA #13-
318). The VMP revisions would be a visual blight on the neighborhood. The height, scale, and designs of 
the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the open McMillan Park site and are inconsistent with the 
overall character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark 
Olmsted park and engineering marvel. The proposed building designs are also incompatible with the 
site’s existing historic buildings and with its above- and below-ground historic structures. 
 
Specifically: 

 The character is ruined.  The space has almost the feel of Parque Guell in Barcelona, a very 
unique space.   

 The Olmstead walk is wrecked in favor of private front yards. 

 The underground caverns and walls framing the courts are demolished, which is unacceptable. 

 The scale of the buildings is too large, and their style does nothing to blend into the very unique 
space.   

 
Open space is so important to the historic sense of place at McMillan Park that any infill development 
would be inappropriate. Would you subdivide all the scarce few Olmsted parks left in the District of 
Columbia? Please reject this application. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David 
 

David Knight 
405 O St Nw #2 / Washington DC 20001 / USA 

+1-202-531-3250 / drop_a_line@davidknight.us / http://music.davidknight.us 
 

"We cannot do great things on this Earth, only small things with great love.” - Mother Teresa 

 





From: Newaldass, Shiv (EOM) <shiv.newaldass@dc.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 9:08 AM 
To: Newton, Nakia (EOM) 
Cc: Miller, Jeff (EOM) 
Subject: Re: McMillan Park Surplus Meet 
 

Thanks.  

Shiv Newaldass | Project Manager 
Government of the District of Columbia 

Office of the Deputy Mayor for Planning & Economic Development  

1350 Pennsylvania Ave, NW Suite 317 | Washington, DC 20004 

| W 202.674.2336 | F 202.727.6703 |Shiv.Newaldass@dc.gov 

 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is intended 

only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and contains information which may be 

confidential, legally privileged, proprietary in nature, or otherwise protected by law from 

disclosure.  If you received this message in error, you are hereby notified that reading, sharing, 

copying, or distributing this message, or its contents, is prohibited.  If you have received this 

message in error, please telephone or reply to me immediately and delete all copies of the 

message. 

 

On May 14, 2014, at 6:41 PM, "Newton, Nakia (EOM)" <Nakia.Newton@dc.gov> wrote: 

 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Marilyn <nogueramarilyn@yahoo.com> 

Date: May 12, 2014, 6:42:23 PM EDT 

To: "Gray, Vincent (EOM)" <Vincent.Gray@dc.gov>, 

"Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL)" 

<PMENDELSON@DCCOUNCIL.US>, 

"kmcduffie@dccouncil.us" <kmcduffie@dccouncil.us>, "Catania, 

David A. (COUNCIL)" <DCATANIA@DCCOUNCIL.US>, 

"vorange@dccouncil.us" <vorange@dccouncil.us>, 

"dgrosso@dccouncil.us" <dgrosso@dccouncil.us>, 

"abonds@dccouncil.us" <abonds@dccouncil.us>, "Graham, Jim 

(COUNCIL)" <JGRAHAM@DCCOUNCIL.US>, "Evans, Jack 

(COUNCIL)" <JACKEVANS@DCCOUNCIL.US>, "Cheh, Mary 

(COUNCIL)" <MCheh@DCCOUNCIL.US>, "Bowser, Muriel 

(COUNCIL)" <MBowser@DCCOUNCIL.US>, "Wells, Thomas 

(COUNCIL)" <TWells@DCCOUNCIL.US>, "Alexander, Yvette 



(COUNCIL)" <YAlexander@DCCOUNCIL.US>, "Barry, Marion 

(COUNCIL)" <MBarry@DCCOUNCIL.US> 

Cc: "Hoskins, Victor (EOM)" <victor.hoskins@dc.gov>, "Miller, 

Jeff (EOM)" <jeff.miller@dc.gov>, "Newaldass, Shiv (EOM)" 

<shiv.newaldass@dc.gov>, "Tregoning, Harriet (OP)" 

<harriet.tregoning@dc.gov>, 

"friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com" 

<friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com> 

Subject: McMillan Park Surplus Meeting 

Mr. Mayor and Councilmembers: 

I am writing for two reasons: 

First, as follow-up to the June 6, 2013 McMillan Park Surplus 

Meeting, I urge the City Council to reject Mayor Gray’s proposal 

to surplus and dispose of historic McMillan Park. 

Second, I urge you to stop the DMPED/VMP plan to destroy 

McMillan Park. The height, scale, and designs of the proposed 

buildings are inappropriate for the historic McMillan Park site and are 

inconsistent with the overall open space character, sense of place, 

aesthetics, and historic vistas of this distinctive national landmark 

Olmsted park. The proposed building designs are also incompatible 

with the existing historic buildings and with the above- and below-

ground historic structures on the site. 

Thank you,   

Marilyn Noguera 

3007 17th St NE, Washington, DC, 20018 

 





From: Ali Alwahti <aalwahti@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 10:38 PM 
To: Gray, Vincent (EOM); Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL); 

KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com; 
nogueramarilyn@yahoo.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Surplus Meeting 
 

Mr. Mayor and Councilmembers: 

  

I am writing for two reasons: 

  

First, as follow-up to the June 6, 2013 McMillan Park Surplus Meeting, I urge the City Council to 

reject Mayor Gray’s proposal to surplus and dispose of historic McMillan Park. 

  

Second, I urge you to stop the DMPED/VMP plan to destroy McMillan Park. The height, scale, 

and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the historic McMillan Park site and are 

inconsistent with the overall open space character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of 

this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park. The proposed building designs are also incompatible 

with the existing historic buildings and with the above- and below-ground historic structures on the 

site. 

Thank you,  

  

Ali Alwahti 

3007 17th St NE, Washington, DC, 20018 





From: Marilyn <nogueramarilyn@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 6:42 PM 
To: Gray, Vincent (EOM); Mendelson, Phil (COUNCIL); 

KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion (COUNCIL) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com 

Subject: McMillan Park Surplus Meeting 
 

Mr. Mayor and Councilmembers: 

I am writing for two reasons: 

First, as follow-up to the June 6, 2013 McMillan Park Surplus Meeting, I urge the City Council to 

reject Mayor Gray’s proposal to surplus and dispose of historic McMillan Park. 

Second, I urge you to stop the DMPED/VMP plan to destroy McMillan Park. The height, scale, 

and designs of the proposed buildings are inappropriate for the historic McMillan Park site and are 

inconsistent with the overall open space character, sense of place, aesthetics, and historic vistas of 

this distinctive national landmark Olmsted park. The proposed building designs are also incompatible 

with the existing historic buildings and with the above- and below-ground historic structures on the 

site. 

Thank you,   

Marilyn Noguera 

3007 17th St NE, Washington, DC, 20018 

 





From: Natalya Scimeca <natalya_scimeca@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 3:51 PM 
To: Callcott, Steve (OP); Yarnall, Bruce (OP); ATD OP HP; Mendelson, Phil 

(COUNCIL); KMcDuffie@dccouncil.us; Catania, David A. (COUNCIL); 
vorange@dccouncil.us; dgrosso@dccouncil.us; abonds@dccouncil.us; 
Graham, Jim (COUNCIL); Evans, Jack (COUNCIL); Cheh, Mary 
(COUNCIL); Bowser, Muriel (COUNCIL); Wells, Thomas (COUNCIL); 
Gray, Vincent (EOM); Alexander, Yvette (COUNCIL); Barry, Marion 
(COUNCIL) 

Cc: Hoskins, Victor (EOM); Miller, Jeff (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); 
Tregoning, Harriet (OP); friendsofmcmillanpark@gmail.com; 
natalya_scimeca@yahoo.com 

Subject: Re: McMillan plans - public statement 
 
 

Dear Historic Preservation Review Board, 
 

I am writing to express my concern and dismay with regard to the current Vision 

McMillan Partners Plan for McMillan Park, and to urge the Historic Preservation 

Review Board to reject Vision McMillan Partners revised master plan, design 

guidelines, and building designs proposed for McMillan Park Reservoir Historic 

District (HPA #13-318).  I am a LeDroit Park/Bloomingdale resident who moved to 

within 3 blocks of the McMillan site with the expectation that it will once again live 

up to its historical, aesthetic, and civic potential.  I fear that the plan currently being 

espoused by the city will fail us on each of these grounds.  My biggest concern is that, 

in a part of the city with very little open space, only a small percentage of the current 

park will remain undeveloped. And once developed, we will never get such an 

impressive tract of open space back, either here, or elsewhere in this section of the 

city.  You are embarking on an irreversible process that appears to be short-sighted 

and opportunistic.   
 

I am not opposed to development of the site to some extent, but it should be carried 

out thoughtfully and with the full participation of the neighboring community -- those 

who have the most to gain or lose from the development.  I sincerely hope that you 

will reconsider and commit to reinvigorating a fully participatory, credible process for 

developing the site. 
 

Sincerely, 

Natalya Scimeca 

 





From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 14, 2012 1:18 PM 
To: Miller, Jeff (EOM); Sousa, Jose (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM) 
Cc: Adam Weers; Jair Lynch; Aakash Thakkar; Stephanie Liotta; 

tclark@dccouncil.us; Dianne Barnes; 1B10 Tony (Ward 1) Norman; 
Thomas, Bradley (ANC 5C01); Pinkney, Sylvia (ANC 5C02); 5C03 Teri 
Quinn; 5C04 Robert Brannum (Bloomingdale); 5C04 Scott Roberts 
(Bloomingdale); 5C04 Mark Mueller; 5C06 Mary L. Farmer 
(Commissioner); 5C06 Michael J. Henderson; 5C06 Michael Clark 
(Edgewood); 5C07 Randal Edison; 5C07 Gwen Southerland; 5C07 Barrie 
Daneker; 5C07 Chris Leptak; 5C07 David (SCCG) Scott; 5C07 James 
Fournier; 5C07 JT Powell; 5C07 Kenny Williams (Bloomingdale); 5C07 
Kirby Vining; 5C07 Logan Durham; 5C07 SCCG Doris Newton; 5C07 
SCCG Ann Brooks; 5C07 SCCG Kenyan McDuffie; 5C07 Thomas Lehner; 
5C11 Brenda Brittain; 5C11 Ronnie Edwards; Bonilla Geovani; Crain, 
Deborah (OP); Hugh Youngblood; tania jackson 

Subject: Re: McMillan Project - MAG Meeting - 13th Sept - 7PM-8:30PM - ANBC 
 
DMPED gentlemen, 
The MAG formally requests a site tour in order to get a better sense of the VMP plan. They feel they can not 
get an accurate sense of the scale and magnitude of the open space/parks/set backs etc without seeing it 
marked out on-site. I have informed them that I was told that NO ONE was allowed on site until further 
notice but they would like me to make another special request. All are willing to sign waivers etc. 
 
Thank you for your prompt consideration of this request. 
 
Best, 
 
Anne Corbett 
Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 
202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 
 
 

From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
Date: Friday, September 14, 2012 1:04 PM 
To: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com>, "1B10 Tony (Ward 1) Norman" 
<tonynorman@peoplepc.com>, 5C01 Bradley Thomas <5c01@anc.dc.gov>, 5C02 Sylvia Pinkey 
<5C02@anc.dc.gov>, 5C03 Teri Quinn <terijanine@gmail.com>, "5C04 Robert Brannum (Bloomingdale)" 
<rbrannum@robertbrannum.com>, "5C04 Scott Roberts (Bloomingdale)" <scott@scott-roberts.net>, 
5C04 Mark Mueller <markmueller100@hotmail.com>, "5C06 Mary L. Farmer (Commissioner)" 
<Marylois52@aol.com>, "5C06 Michael J. Henderson" <mhenderson797@comcast.net>, "5C06 Michael 
Clark (Edgewood)" <Mdwa1105@aol.com>, 5C07 Randal Edison <r_l_edison@yahoo.com>, 5C07 Gwen 
Southerland <gwensoutherland61@gmail.com>, 5C07 Barrie Daneker <bdaneker@hotmail.com>, 5C07 
Chris Leptak <clleptak@aol.com>, "5C07 David (SCCG) Scott" <david.scott92@gmail.com>, 5C07 James 
Fournier <james.fournier@gmail.com>, 5C07 JT Powell <info@jtpowell.com>, "5C07 Kenny Williams 
(Bloomingdale)" <dc-kenny@hotmail.com>, 5C07 Kirby Vining <nulliparaacnestis@gmail.com>, 5C07 



Logan Durham <LADinDC@aol.com>, 5C07 SCCG Doris Newton <phenomw@msn.com>, 5C07 SCCG Ann 
Brooks <abr2594238@aol.com>, 5C07 SCCG Kenyan McDuffie <krmcduffie@gmail.com>, 5C07 Thomas 
Lehner <tlehner@gmail.com>, 5C11 Brenda Brittain <laxmi25555@yahoo.com>, 5C11 Ronnie Edwards 
<ronnieedwards5c11@gmail.com>, Bonilla Geovani <mrgeovani@aol.com>, DCGOV Deborah Crain 
Kemp <Deborah.Crain@dc.gov>, HUGH YOUNGBLOOD <hyoungblood@gmail.com>, Tania Jackson 
<mcmsalon@gmail.com> 
Cc: "Sousa, Jose (EOM)" <Jose.Sousa@dc.gov>, Shiv Newaldass <shiv.newaldass@dc.gov>, Aakash 
Thakkar <athakkar@eya.com>, Adam Weers <AWeers@trammellcrow.com>, Jair Lynch 
<jkl@jairlynch.com>, Stephanie Liotta <SAtkinson@dccouncil.us>, <tclark@dccouncil.us>, Jeff Miller 
<jeff.miller@dc.gov> 
Subject: Re: McMillan Project - MAG Meeting - 13th Sept - 7PM-8:30PM - ANBC 
 

Group, 
Here is the budget information per the request last night…this is from a presentation 
given in June so some of the specific scope items have evolved, ie GROWN. Notice, 
this anticipates less green space than we are now providing. Again, this is IT. Soft costs 
are included, no additional money is flowing to the project or VMP from any District 
government source. 
 
Where the District $50M is Spent: 
 
1. WORLD CLASS PARK AND OPEN SPACE ($14.9M) • 3.75-acre central park •
 1-acre community park at Michigan/North Cap. Corner (on top of preserved cell 
No. 14 ) • Total of 6.44 acres of public green space • Stand-alone community 
center 
 

2. PRESERVATION OF SIGNIFICANT HISTORIC ASSETS ($20.9M) • All above-
grade historic assets preserved (sand bins, sand washers, regulator houses, and 
portals) • Full preservation of cell No. 14 and partial preservation of cell No. 20 •
 Interpretive program to celebrate the site’s historical and architectural 
significance • Foundation for potential future adaptive re-use of cells, sand storage bins 
or regulator houses 
 

3. CRITICAL NEIGHBORHOOD INFRASTRUCTURE & IMPROVEMENTS ($14.6M) •
 Improved traffic through off-site improvements, improved road and public 
transportation network • Upgraded utility network including storm water management 
system • Entitlements obtained for site allowing development and improvements to 
proceed 
 
Anne Corbett 
Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 
202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 
 

From: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Reply-To: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Date: Monday, September 10, 2012 3:24 PM 



To: "1B10 Tony (Ward 1) Norman" <tonynorman@peoplepc.com>, 5C01 Bradley Thomas 
<5c01@anc.dc.gov>, 5C02 Sylvia Pinkey <5C02@anc.dc.gov>, 5C03 Teri Quinn <terijanine@gmail.com>, 
"5C04 Robert Brannum (Bloomingdale)" <rbrannum@robertbrannum.com>, "5C04 Scott Roberts 
(Bloomingdale)" <scott@scott-roberts.net>, 5C04 Mark Mueller <markmueller100@hotmail.com>, 
"5C06 Mary L. Farmer (Commissioner)" <Marylois52@aol.com>, "5C06 Michael J. Henderson" 
<mhenderson797@comcast.net>, "5C06 Michael Clark (Edgewood)" <Mdwa1105@aol.com>, 5C07 
Randal Edison <r_l_edison@yahoo.com>, 5C07 Gwen Southerland <gwensoutherland61@gmail.com>, 
5C07 Barrie Daneker <bdaneker@hotmail.com>, 5C07 Chris Leptak <clleptak@aol.com>, "5C07 David 
(SCCG) Scott" <david.scott92@gmail.com>, 5C07 James Fournier <james.fournier@gmail.com>, 5C07 JT 
Powell <info@jtpowell.com>, "5C07 Kenny Williams (Bloomingdale)" <dc-kenny@hotmail.com>, 5C07 
Kirby Vining <nulliparaacnestis@gmail.com>, 5C07 Logan Durham <LADinDC@aol.com>, 5C07 SCCG 
Doris Newton <phenomw@msn.com>, 5C07 SCCG Ann Brooks <abr2594238@aol.com>, 5C07 SCCG 
Kenyan McDuffie <krmcduffie@gmail.com>, 5C07 Thomas Lehner <tlehner@gmail.com>, 5C11 Brenda 
Brittain <laxmi25555@yahoo.com>, 5C11 Ronnie Edwards <ronnieedwards5c11@gmail.com>, Anne 
Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com>, Bonilla Geovani <mrgeovani@aol.com>, DCGOV Deborah Crain 
Kemp <Deborah.Crain@dc.gov>, HUGH YOUNGBLOOD <hyoungblood@gmail.com>, Tania Jackson 
<mcmsalon@gmail.com> 
Cc: 5C07 Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Subject: McMillan Project - MAG Meeting - 13th Sept - 7PM-8:30PM - ANBC 
 
There is a scheduled MAG Meeting on 13th September with VMP Reps (Anne 

Corbett and Tania Jackson) from 7PM-8:30PM at ANBC.   
  

VMP will present updates from its last presentation.  For detail info, please 

see Anne's email below and the attachments, too. 
  

Dianne Barnes 
 

----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com>; "clleptak@aol.com" <clleptak@aol.com>; 
"ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com" <ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com>; "terijanine@gmail.com" 
<terijanine@gmail.com>  
Cc: Tania Jackson <create_communitas@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Saturday, September 8, 2012 12:32 PM 
Subject: Re: McMillan 
 

Group,  

From our discussion last week, I have included the following documents: 

1. My outline of the four key issues and how VMP has "moved." (has been updated since 

you last saw it) 

2. The "new" landscape plan with the additional green/open space + the original for 

comparison 

3. Site Areas 1: a list of the buildings and park spaces showing how their sizes changed 

from the original plan to the "new" proposed plan.  

4. Comm Center Options: the studies of the three sites we looked at for the community 

center. Remember: These are quick test fits to see if the program fits, not designs persay. 

I appreciate your patience. 



 

Please confirm date, time and place for upcoming meetings that you would like me/tania/other 

vmp folks to attend.  

 

Have a great weekend, 

Anne 

 

Anne Corbett 
Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 
202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 

 

From: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Reply-To: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Date: Thursday, September 6, 2012 7:55 PM 
To: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com>, "clleptak@aol.com" <clleptak@aol.com> 
Cc: "ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com" <ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com>, "terijanine@gmail.com" 
<terijanine@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

 
Anne:  Do you think he may have it ready by next Wednesday for Thursday's MAG 

meeting on the 13th.  Dianne 

 

From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: clleptak@aol.com  
Cc: ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com; dianne_brns@yahoo.com; terijanine@gmail.com  
Sent: Thursday, September 6, 2012 4:58 PM 
Subject: Re: McMillan 
 

Sorry guys, I don't have the stuff you need yet. My guy at EEK went home sick early yesterday 

and wasn't back today.  

I must ask for your patience. 

Thanks, 

Anne 

 

Anne Corbett 
Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 
202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 

 

From: <clleptak@aol.com> 
Date: Thursday, September 6, 2012 7:36 AM 
To: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
Cc: <ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com>, <dianne_brns@yahoo.com>, <terijanine@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

 
Hi Anne, 
  



Thanks for the updates.  My original thought simply to share the handouts from last week with the rest of 
the MAG has morphed into something a bit "less simple".  As such I have cc'ed Ronnie, Dianne, and Teri 
on the email chain. the cover note can be just that, a note.... how does the below sound?...  
  
"In preparation for the McMillan meeting on Sept 15th, here are some handouts from VMP to aid in the 
discussion.  Please note that as McMillan is a work in progress, the proposed changes to the site plan as 
also DRAFT (i.e., not final, and still under development)." 
  
The feedback you had requested from us individually will be separate and I can get that to you by 
Monday of next week.  Sound good? 
  
Chris  
-----Original Message----- 
From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: clleptak <clleptak@aol.com> 
Sent: Wed, Sep 5, 2012 6:48 pm 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

thanks for checking back. no, because you did find an error that we need to correct! those front yards 
were off and my guys are fixing it. plus we are watermarking those rec center site studies.  
PLUS I have explored the "comma" and I have something better to offer! but we are double-checking it 
first.  
all this is to say, I should have them ready to distribute tomorrow -- still a full week before the MAG 
meeting, right? 
 
how are you doing with the cover note? 
would you still be willing to share it with me before you send it?  
And do Ronnie, Dianne and Teri know you plan to do this? I hope so.  
thanks 
Anne 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Sep 5, 2012, at 5:11 PM, clleptak@aol.com wrote: 

Hi Anne, 
  
Good to speak with you yesterday.  Circling back to see if you have had a chance to put 
together the electronic versions of the docs of which we spoke.   
  
Thx 
Chris 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: clleptak <clleptak@aol.com> 
Sent: Tue, Sep 4, 2012 12:35 pm 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

Chris, 
HI! Just the person I was hoping to hear from today. 
So I assumed I would come to the next MAG meeting and make some form of the 
presentation I made with you guys the other afternoon. Ideally, I would like the four of you 
to help me build consensus among the MAG for supporting these key items: 



1. Open space – VMP increased open space 1.2 acres [exact measurements and 
consideration of "comma" approach to south service court have been requested] 

2. Community Center — confirmed preferred location on First Street in Central Park 
after consider two other alternatives 

3. SWM — VMP will meet EPA definition of 100% Stormwater retention; VMP will 
receive a request from BCA to help mitigate existing flooding issues in affected 
homes. 

4. Transportation Demand Management — VMP will execute all aforementioned 
multimodal strategies and continue to refer community ideas and requests to 
DDOT. 

No, the materials are not on the website at this point as they are not public information. 
However, you could certainly share what you have with MAG members with the reminder 
that they are DRAFT and/or working documents. 
We would then make the docs public after sharing them with the MAG. 
 
Does that make sense? Even though I know the open space changes are not what you 
hoped for. 
Feel free to call me. 
Best, 
 

Anne Corbett 

Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 

202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 

 

From: <clleptak@aol.com> 
Date: Tuesday, September 4, 2012 12:04 PM 
To: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
Subject: Fwd: McMillan 
 
Hi Ann, 
  
In follow up to last week's meeting, I wanted to clarify what you are seeking in terms of 
feedback.  Do you want unofficial individual input from the four MAG members in 
attendance, do you want a group perspective, or ?  Also, can I share with the other MAG 
members the materials you handed out or can they access on your McMillan website? 
  
Thanks 
Chris 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Tania Jackson <create_communitas@yahoo.com> 
To: clleptak <clleptak@aol.com> 
Sent: Tue, Sep 4, 2012 11:31 am 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

Yes!   
 
Anne's email address is alc@envisionmcmillan.com and her # is 202-494-7523. 
  
_______________________________________________________ 
Tania B. Jackson 
Create Communitas Consulting 



1124 Columbia Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20009 
(m) (202) 355-8998 
 
From: "clleptak@aol.com" <clleptak@aol.com> 
To: create_communitas@yahoo.com  
Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2012 11:00 AM 
Subject: McMillan 
 
Hi Tania, 
 
Can you please forward Ann's email and phone contact information. 
 
Much appreciated, 
Chris 

 

 

 





From: Kirby Vining <nulliparaacnestis@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 15, 2012 10:05 AM 
To: Tony Norman 
Cc: Anne Corbett; Dianne Barnes; Thomas, Bradley (ANC 5C01); Pinkney, 

Sylvia (ANC 5C02); 5C03 Teri Quinn; 5C04 Robert Brannum 
(Bloomingdale); 5C04 Scott Roberts (Bloomingdale); 5C04 Mark 
Mueller; 5C06 Mary L. Farmer (Commissioner); 5C06 Michael J. 
Henderson; 5C06 Michael Clark (Edgewood); 5C07 Randal Edison; 5C07 
Gwen Southerland; 5C07 Barrie Daneker; 5C07 Chris Leptak; 5C07 
David (SCCG) Scott; 5C07 James Fournier; 5C07 JT Powell; 5C07 Kenny 
Williams (Bloomingdale); 5C07 Logan Durham; 5C07 SCCG Doris 
Newton; 5C07 SCCG Ann Brooks; 5C07 SCCG Kenyan McDuffie; 5C07 
Thomas Lehner; 5C11 Brenda Brittain; 5C11 Ronnie Edwards; Bonilla 
Geovani; Crain, Deborah (OP); Hugh Youngblood; tania jackson; Sousa, 
Jose (EOM); Newaldass, Shiv (EOM); Aakash Thakkar; Adam Weers; Jair 
Lynch; Stephanie Liotta; tclark@dccouncil.us; Miller, Jeff (EOM) 

Subject: Re: McMillan Project - MAG Meeting - 13th Sept - 7PM-8:30PM - 
ANBC…the community center used to be an amenity.  it's not if we're 
paying for it -kirby 

 

if the community center and related apparatus is now part of the $50 million allocated in the 

mayor's budget for 'redevelopment' 

of the site, then it's not a development amenity at all.  i thought it used to be, unless i mis-

read.  i'm not sure my understanding 

was that our tax dollars were paying for this. 

 

or am i mis-reading this? 

 

-kirby 

 

On Sep 14, 2012, at 2:47 PM, Tony Norman <tonynorman@peoplepc.com> wrote: 

 

 
 
This is only the District capital budget  (which we should get notification and confirmation from the District 
not the developer/consultants opinion).   We need to review the total D C financial expenditures for the 
site;  We would also need the total amount the developer/consultant is committing to the site;  
 
How much is the District going to sell the site to the Developer/consultant ? 
 
What is the present land value of the McMillan site (appraisal)   5 years ago it was appraised  at ($ 40 
million) 
 
What is the District expected tax revenue for the total site once completed ? 
 
What is the Developer/consultants expected revenue and or yield for the site once completed ? 
 
How much is (and has) been paid to the present developer/consultant and is this going to be adjusted to 



the District when the property is sold to the developer/consultant. 
 
These are not trivial questions.  If the developer/consultant or City is going to inform the community that 
they can't afford to do this or that option, the community needs to have the above questions answered or 
we can not make an informed decision. 
 
The above questions  will not be answer adequately until a Land Development Agreement (LDA) is sign 
by the City and the Developer and approved by the  City Council.    
 
It is premature for the consultants to tell the community and city what it can not afford. 
 
THE CITY PRESENTLY OWNS THE SITE.  THE CITY PRESENTLY IS THE ONLY PARTY THAT HAS 
BUDGETED AND SPENT MONEY FOR THE SITE (50 MILLION).  
 
Why is the community negotiating with a private developer for  a recreation center and community 
amenities that will be on public land owned by the city and build with city money.  These are issues  we 
need to resolve with our elected officials.    
-----Original Message-----  
From: Anne Corbett  
Sent: Sep 14, 2012 10:04 AM  
To: Dianne Barnes , "1B10 Tony (Ward 1) Norman" , 5C01 Bradley Thomas <5c01@anc.dc.gov>, 5C02 
Sylvia Pinkey <5C02@anc.dc.gov>, 5C03 Teri Quinn , "5C04 Robert Brannum (Bloomingdale)" , "5C04 
Scott Roberts (Bloomingdale)" , 5C04 Mark Mueller , "5C06 Mary L. Farmer (Commissioner)" , "5C06 
Michael J. Henderson" , "5C06 Michael Clark (Edgewood)" , 5C07 Randal Edison , 5C07 Gwen 
Southerland , 5C07 Barrie Daneker , 5C07 Chris Leptak , "5C07 David (SCCG) Scott" , 5C07 James 
Fournier , 5C07 JT Powell , "5C07 Kenny Williams (Bloomingdale)" , 5C07 Kirby Vining , 5C07 Logan 
Durham , 5C07 SCCG Doris Newton , 5C07 SCCG Ann Brooks , 5C07 SCCG Kenyan McDuffie , 5C07 
Thomas Lehner , 5C11 Brenda Brittain , 5C11 Ronnie Edwards , Bonilla Geovani , DCGOV Deborah 
Crain Kemp , HUGH YOUNGBLOOD , Tania Jackson  
Cc: "Sousa, Jose (EOM)" , Shiv Newaldass , Aakash Thakkar , Adam Weers , Jair Lynch , Stephanie 
Liotta , tclark@dccouncil.us, Jeff Miller  
Subject: Re: McMillan Project - MAG Meeting - 13th Sept - 7PM-8:30PM - ANBC  
 
 

Group, 
Here is the budget information per the request last night…this is from a presentation 
given in June so some of the specific scope items have evolved, ie GROWN. Notice, 
this anticipates less green space than we are now providing. Again, this is IT. Soft costs 
are included, no additional money is flowing to the project or VMP from any District 
government source. 
 
Where the District $50M is Spent: 
 
1. WORLD CLASS PARK AND OPEN SPACE ($14.9M) • 3.75-acre central park •
 1-acre community park at Michigan/North Cap. Corner (on top of preserved cell 
No. 14 ) • Total of 6.44 acres of public green space • Stand-alone community 
center 
 

2. PRESERVATION OF SIGNIFICANT HISTORIC ASSETS ($20.9M) • All above-
grade historic assets preserved (sand bins, sand washers, regulator houses, and 
portals) • Full preservation of cell No. 14 and partial preservation of cell No. 20 •
 Interpretive program to celebrate the site’s historical and architectural 



significance • Foundation for potential future adaptive re-use of cells, sand storage bins 
or regulator houses 
 

3. CRITICAL NEIGHBORHOOD INFRASTRUCTURE & IMPROVEMENTS ($14.6M) •
 Improved traffic through off-site improvements, improved road and public 
transportation network • Upgraded utility network including storm water management 
system • Entitlements obtained for site allowing development and improvements to 
proceed 
 
Anne Corbett 
Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 

202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 

 

From: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Reply-To: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Date: Monday, September 10, 2012 3:24 PM 
To: "1B10 Tony (Ward 1) Norman" <tonynorman@peoplepc.com>, 5C01 Bradley Thomas 
<5c01@anc.dc.gov>, 5C02 Sylvia Pinkey <5C02@anc.dc.gov>, 5C03 Teri Quinn <terijanine@gmail.com>, 
"5C04 Robert Brannum (Bloomingdale)" <rbrannum@robertbrannum.com>, "5C04 Scott Roberts 
(Bloomingdale)" <scott@scott-roberts.net>, 5C04 Mark Mueller <markmueller100@hotmail.com>, 
"5C06 Mary L. Farmer (Commissioner)" <Marylois52@aol.com>, "5C06 Michael J. Henderson" 
<mhenderson797@comcast.net>, "5C06 Michael Clark (Edgewood)" <Mdwa1105@aol.com>, 5C07 
Randal Edison <r_l_edison@yahoo.com>, 5C07 Gwen Southerland <gwensoutherland61@gmail.com>, 
5C07 Barrie Daneker <bdaneker@hotmail.com>, 5C07 Chris Leptak <clleptak@aol.com>, "5C07 David 
(SCCG) Scott" <david.scott92@gmail.com>, 5C07 James Fournier <james.fournier@gmail.com>, 5C07 JT 
Powell <info@jtpowell.com>, "5C07 Kenny Williams (Bloomingdale)" <dc-kenny@hotmail.com>, 5C07 
Kirby Vining <nulliparaacnestis@gmail.com>, 5C07 Logan Durham <LADinDC@aol.com>, 5C07 SCCG 
Doris Newton <phenomw@msn.com>, 5C07 SCCG Ann Brooks <abr2594238@aol.com>, 5C07 SCCG 
Kenyan McDuffie <krmcduffie@gmail.com>, 5C07 Thomas Lehner <tlehner@gmail.com>, 5C11 Brenda 
Brittain <laxmi25555@yahoo.com>, 5C11 Ronnie Edwards <ronnieedwards5c11@gmail.com>, Anne 
Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com>, Bonilla Geovani <mrgeovani@aol.com>, DCGOV Deborah Crain 
Kemp <Deborah.Crain@dc.gov>, HUGH YOUNGBLOOD <hyoungblood@gmail.com>, Tania Jackson 
<mcmsalon@gmail.com> 
Cc: 5C07 Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Subject: McMillan Project - MAG Meeting - 13th Sept - 7PM-8:30PM - ANBC 
 
There is a scheduled MAG Meeting on 13th September with VMP Reps (Anne 

Corbett and Tania Jackson) from 7PM-8:30PM at ANBC.  
  

VMP will present updates from its last presentation.  For detail info, please 

see Anne's email below and the attachments, too. 
  

Dianne Barnes 
 

----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com>; "clleptak@aol.com" <clleptak@aol.com>; 
"ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com" <ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com>; "terijanine@gmail.com" 
<terijanine@gmail.com>  



Cc: Tania Jackson <create_communitas@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Saturday, September 8, 2012 12:32 PM 
Subject: Re: McMillan 
 

Group,  

From our discussion last week, I have included the following documents: 

1. My outline of the four key issues and how VMP has "moved." (has been updated since 

you last saw it) 

2. The "new" landscape plan with the additional green/open space + the original for 

comparison 

3. Site Areas 1: a list of the buildings and park spaces showing how their sizes changed 

from the original plan to the "new" proposed plan.  

4. Comm Center Options: the studies of the three sites we looked at for the community 

center. Remember: These are quick test fits to see if the program fits, not designs persay. 

I appreciate your patience. 

 

Please confirm date, time and place for upcoming meetings that you would like me/tania/other 

vmp folks to attend.  

 

Have a great weekend, 

Anne 

 

Anne Corbett 
Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 
202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 

 

From: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Reply-To: Dianne Barnes <dianne_brns@yahoo.com> 
Date: Thursday, September 6, 2012 7:55 PM 
To: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com>, "clleptak@aol.com" <clleptak@aol.com> 
Cc: "ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com" <ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com>, "terijanine@gmail.com" 
<terijanine@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

 
Anne:  Do you think he may have it ready by next Wednesday for Thursday's MAG 

meeting on the 13th.  Dianne 

 

From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: clleptak@aol.com  
Cc: ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com; dianne_brns@yahoo.com; terijanine@gmail.com  
Sent: Thursday, September 6, 2012 4:58 PM 
Subject: Re: McMillan 
 

Sorry guys, I don't have the stuff you need yet. My guy at EEK went home sick early yesterday 

and wasn't back today.  



I must ask for your patience. 

Thanks, 

Anne 

 

Anne Corbett 
Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 
202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 

 

From: <clleptak@aol.com> 
Date: Thursday, September 6, 2012 7:36 AM 
To: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
Cc: <ronnieedwards.5c11@gmail.com>, <dianne_brns@yahoo.com>, <terijanine@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

 
Hi Anne, 
  
Thanks for the updates.  My original thought simply to share the handouts from last week with the rest of 
the MAG has morphed into something a bit "less simple".  As such I have cc'ed Ronnie, Dianne, and Teri 
on the email chain. the cover note can be just that, a note.... how does the below sound?...  
  
"In preparation for the McMillan meeting on Sept 15th, here are some handouts from VMP to aid in the 
discussion.  Please note that as McMillan is a work in progress, the proposed changes to the site plan as 
also DRAFT (i.e., not final, and still under development)." 
  
The feedback you had requested from us individually will be separate and I can get that to you by 
Monday of next week.  Sound good? 
  
Chris  
-----Original Message----- 
From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: clleptak <clleptak@aol.com> 
Sent: Wed, Sep 5, 2012 6:48 pm 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

thanks for checking back. no, because you did find an error that we need to correct! those front yards 
were off and my guys are fixing it. plus we are watermarking those rec center site studies.  
PLUS I have explored the "comma" and I have something better to offer! but we are double-checking it 
first.  
all this is to say, I should have them ready to distribute tomorrow -- still a full week before the MAG 
meeting, right? 
 
how are you doing with the cover note? 
would you still be willing to share it with me before you send it?  
And do Ronnie, Dianne and Teri know you plan to do this? I hope so.  
thanks 
Anne 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Sep 5, 2012, at 5:11 PM, clleptak@aol.com wrote: 



Hi Anne, 
  
Good to speak with you yesterday.  Circling back to see if you have had a chance to put 
together the electronic versions of the docs of which we spoke.  
  
Thx 
Chris 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
To: clleptak <clleptak@aol.com> 
Sent: Tue, Sep 4, 2012 12:35 pm 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

Chris, 
HI! Just the person I was hoping to hear from today. 
So I assumed I would come to the next MAG meeting and make some form of the 
presentation I made with you guys the other afternoon. Ideally, I would like the four of you 
to help me build consensus among the MAG for supporting these key items: 

1. Open space – VMP increased open space 1.2 acres [exact measurements and 
consideration of "comma" approach to south service court have been requested] 

2. Community Center — confirmed preferred location on First Street in Central Park 
after consider two other alternatives 

3. SWM — VMP will meet EPA definition of 100% Stormwater retention; VMP will 
receive a request from BCA to help mitigate existing flooding issues in affected 
homes. 

4. Transportation Demand Management — VMP will execute all aforementioned 
multimodal strategies and continue to refer community ideas and requests to 
DDOT. 

No, the materials are not on the website at this point as they are not public information. 
However, you could certainly share what you have with MAG members with the reminder 
that they are DRAFT and/or working documents. 
We would then make the docs public after sharing them with the MAG. 
 
Does that make sense? Even though I know the open space changes are not what you 
hoped for. 
Feel free to call me. 
Best, 
 

Anne Corbett 

Project Director 
ENVISION MCMILLAN 

202.494.7523 | alc@envisionmcmillan.com 

 

From: <clleptak@aol.com> 
Date: Tuesday, September 4, 2012 12:04 PM 
To: Anne Corbett <alc@envisionmcmillan.com> 
Subject: Fwd: McMillan 
 
Hi Ann, 
  
In follow up to last week's meeting, I wanted to clarify what you are seeking in terms of 
feedback.  Do you want unofficial individual input from the four MAG members in 



attendance, do you want a group perspective, or ?  Also, can I share with the other MAG 
members the materials you handed out or can they access on your McMillan website? 
  
Thanks 
Chris 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Tania Jackson <create_communitas@yahoo.com> 
To: clleptak <clleptak@aol.com> 
Sent: Tue, Sep 4, 2012 11:31 am 
Subject: Re: McMillan 

Yes!   
 
Anne's email address is alc@envisionmcmillan.com and her # is 202-494-7523. 
  
_______________________________________________________ 
Tania B. Jackson 
Create Communitas Consulting 
1124 Columbia Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20009 
(m) (202) 355-8998 
 
From: "clleptak@aol.com" <clleptak@aol.com> 
To: create_communitas@yahoo.com  
Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2012 11:00 AM 
Subject: McMillan 
 
Hi Tania, 
 
Can you please forward Ann's email and phone contact information. 
 
Much appreciated, 
Chris 
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