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ZONING COMMISSION FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
ZONING COMMISSION ORDER NO 06-11Al/06-12Al 

Z C Case No 06-11A/06-12A 
The George Washington Umversity Foggy Bottom<Campus 

(Second-Stage Planned Umt Development ("PUD"), Further Processmg of an Approved 
Campus Plan, and Modification of a Frrst-Stage PUD@ Square 103) 

Apnl25, 2011 

Pursuant to nonce, the Zorung Comnusswn for the D1stnct of Columbia (the "CommisSion") 
held a public heanng on February 3, 2011, to consider an applicatiOn of The George Washington 
Uruvers1ty (the "Uruvers1ty'') for the reVIew and approval of the second stage of an approved 
PUD, further processmg of an approved campus plan, and modificatiOn of the first-stage PUD 
The CommissiOn considered the applicatiOn pursuant to§ 210, Chapter 24, and Chapter 30 of the 
D1stnct of Columbia Zorung RegulatiOns, Title 11 of the D1stnct of Columbia Muruc1pal 
Regulations ("DCMR") The public heanng was conducted m accordance with the proVIsiOns of 
11 DCMR § 3022 The CommiSSion approves the applicatiOn, subJect to the conditions below 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

Application, Parties, and Hearmg 

I The property that IS the subJect of the applicatiOn IS located m Square 103, Lots 13, 14, 
18, 809, 812, 813, 814, 819, and 820 (the "Property") 1 

2 In August 2010, the Uruvers1ty submitted an application for second-stage PUD approval 
' of the first phase of development of the Property The'Uruvers1ty sought approval to 

develop a below-grade struch!re contammg program space and four stones of 
underground parking as well as mtenm surface Improvements related to the below-grade 
facilities The Uruvers1ty concurrently requested further processmg approval of Its 
approved campus plan to construct the new facility The Uruvers1ty also requested 
approval of a modification of the first-stage PUD m order to mcorporate one of the lots 
that IS the subJect of the applicatiOn mto the first-stage PUD (Exlub1t 6) 

3 The application was set down for a pubhc heanng at the CommissiOn's October 18,2010 
pubhc meeting Notice of the pubhc heanng was pubhshed m the D C Regzster on 
November 26, 2011 (57 DCR 11090) and was mruled to AdVIsory Neighborhood 
Commission ("ANC") 2A and to owners of property Wlthm 200 feet of the second-stage 
PUD site 

4 A pubhc heanng was conducted on February 3, 2011 The CommiSSion accepted Shalom 
Baranes md Patnck Burkhart as experts m the field of arcrutech!re, Don Hoover as an 
expert m the field of landscape arcrutech!re, and Ro!Jert Scruesel as an expert m the field 
of traffic engmeermg The Uruvers1ty provided testimony from these experts as well as 
from Ahc1a O'Neil Krught, the UruveTSity's Associate V1ce President for OperatiOns 

1 Concurrently wtth the Zomng Conumsston revtew process, the Property was subdlVlded mto a smgle record lot, 
and ts now known ~ Lot 44 
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Z C CASE NO 06-11A/06-12A 
Z C ORDER NO 06-11Al/06-12Al 
PAGENO 2 

5 In add1hon to the Umvers1ty, ANC 2A was autornahcally a party m th1s proceedmg The 
Cornrmss10n also granted a request for party stahis m oppos1hon to the applicatiOn from 
the West End C1tJzens AssociatiOn ("WECA") 

" 
6 /At the heanng, the CommiSSIOn heard teshrnony and received eVIdence from the Office 

of Planmng ("OP"), the D1stnct Department of TransportatiOn ("DDOT"), and the D C 
Fue and EMS Department ("FEMS") m support of the apphcahon, as well as teshrnony 
and eVIdence from ANC 2A and WECA expressmg concerns with or obJectiOns to the 
applicatiOn 

7 The Cornrmsswn also heard teshrnony from numerous persons m support of the 
applicatiOn Other than WECA, no other person or party teshfied m oppositiOn to the 
applicatiOn 

8 At the close of the heanng, the CommissiOn directed the Umvers1ty to shidy the ITDpacts 
of either an alternahve locatiOn of the proposed garage entrance or one-way alley 
circulahon pattern The CommiSSIOn also duected the UmveTSlty to evaluate add1honal 
measures at the alley mtersectwns to address pedestrian safety 

9 The Umvers1ty filed Its post-hearmg subrmsswn addressmg the CommissiOn's comments 
on February 22, 2011 (Exhibit 39 ) DDOT filed a supplemental report endorsmg the 
Umvers1ty's post-heanng findmgs on March 2, 2011 (Exhibit 41) WECA also filed a 
response to the post-heanng submissiOn on March 23, 2011, re1teratmg Its concerns 
(Exhibit 46) OP filed a supplemental report on March 8, 2011 (Exhibit 43) 

10 At Its public rneetmg on March 14, 2011, the Cornrmsswn took proposed actiOn to 
approve the applicatiOn and plans that were submitted mto the record 

11 The proposed achon of the CommissiOn was referred to the NatiOnal Capital Plannmg 
Cornrmsswn (''NCPC") pursuant to§ 492 of the Horne Rule Act NCPC, by actiOn dated 
Apnl 1, 2011, found that the proposed PUD would not be not mcons1stent with the 
Comprehensive Plan for the Nahonal Capital, nor would It adversely affect any other 
1dentJfied federal mterests 

12 The Cornrmsswn took final actiOn to approve the applicahon on Apnl25, 2011 
I 

Campus Plan and First-Stage PUD Approval 

13 In Z C Order No 06-11/06-12, the CommissiOn concurrently approved a new campus 
plan and first-stage PUD for the Foggy Bottom campus (the "Campus Plan/PUD") The 
Campus Plan mcorporated a plan for developmg the campus as a whole by concentrahng 
height and density within the central campus core and red1stnbutmg parkmg supply 
throughout the campus m rnulhple underground parkmg garages The first-stage PUD IS ZONING COMMISSION
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Z C ORDER NO 06-11Al/06-12Al 
PAGE NO 3 

cotennmous with the approved boundanes for the Foggy Bottom campus, and mcludes 
all properties that were owned by the Umvers1ty at the ttme of approval of the Campus 
Plan/POD The approved first-stage POD 1denttfied 16 development sites for futtire 
development as well as the uses, height, gross floor area, and Jot occupancy for each 
development site 

14 For the Property that IS the subJect of tins apphcatton, the Campus Plan/POD approved a 
bmldmg devoted to acadennc/admimstrattve/medical use with a height of 80 feet, lot 
occupancy of 90%, and gross floor area of 185,983 square feet The Campus Plan/POD 
also called for approxrmately 307 net new parkmg spaces on the Property m an 
underground fac1hty 

15 The Campus Plan/POD 1denttfied G Street as havmg a strong, pedestnan-onented 
campus presence, and called for the retentiOn of the ex1stmg pubhc alley that runs east­
west through the square 

Modification of the First-Stage PUD 

16 The Umvers1ty requested approval of a modificatiOn of the first-stage PUD m order to 
mcorporate Lot 18, winch was not owned by the Umvers1ty at the ttme of the approval of 
the first -stage POD and therefore not mcluded m that approval The mcorporatwn of tins 
lot mto the POD was exphcitly contemplated m the first-stage POD documentatiOn 

17 The Umvers1ty stated that It was under contract to purchase Lot 18 from a fratermty The 
Umvers1ty presented eVIdence that tins fraternity, as well as another fratennty that had 
preVIously leased space on Lot 18, were now accommodated at other on-campus 
locattons 

Second-Stage PUD Approval/Further Processmg 

Overview of the Property 

18 The Property IS located along G Street, N W between 201
h Street, N W and 21" Street, 

N W A 16-foot-wide pubhc alley runs along the rear of the property Townhouses 
owned by the Umvers1ty are located to the east and west of the Property These 
townhouses will be retamed as a part of the Umvers1ty' s histone preservatton plan for the 
campus Across the pubhc alley to the south are properties owned by the Umvers1ty and 
devoted to miscellaneous Umvers1ty uses, mcludmg residence halls approaching 90 feet 
m height Across G Street to the north are properties owned by the Umvers1ty that 
mclude designated histone landmarks 

19 The Property IS located m the R-5-D Zone D1stnct and IS designated as Instttutwnal on 
the Fuhlre Land Use Map of the Comprehensive Plan 
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The ProJect 

20 The Umvers1ty sought approval to develop a below-grade structure contammg one level 
of academtc and admtrustratlve program space and four stones of underground parkmg 
contatmng approximately 392 parkmg spaces, as well as mt= surface Improvements 
(the "ProJect") 

21 The Umverstty explamed that the ProJeCt was the first phase of development of the 
second stage PUD for the Property, and that the future buildmg would follow at a later 
date As an mtenm condttlon, the Umverstty mdtcated that the surface of the Property 
wtll contam entrances to the ProJect, addttlonal surface parkmg for 58 velncles, space for 
btcycle and semce velucle parkmg, and landscapmg 

22 The mam pedestnan access to the ProJect will be through an entry paviliOn posttloned on 
the north stde of the Property, across the street from extstlng acadennc bm1dmgs The 
paVIlion was destgned With a srmple, rectilinear form that features glass curtatnwalls 
facmg east and west to bnng light mto the paVIlion and to the program space below The 
improvements Will also feature a broad trellis structure that Will create a modern style 
porttco as a sheltered entrance to the paVIlion 

23 To the west of the pavthon wtll be a new green space for passtve recreatiOn A covered, 
secured area for btcycle parkmg wtll be located southwest of the entry paVIlion, tins 
btcycle storage area wtll be screened from the street vta an articulated wood screen wall 
An area for umverstty servtce vehtcles wtll be located south of the btcycle storage, along 
the alley 

24 East of the pavtlion entrance wtll be an mtenm surface parkmg lot, which wtll be 
screened from the street wtth landscapmg In a prehearmg submtsston, the Umversity 
agreed to dtscontmue use of the surface parkmg lot upon the completiOn of addttlonal 
underground parkmg at another development Site (Exlubit 14) 

25 The entrance to the garage Will be located at the southeastern corner of the property, 
away from the street and off the public alley Thts locatiOn wtll permit the constructiOn 
of an mtenm green space at the stdewalk edge adJacent to the G Street lustonc 
row houses, and wtll also allow for the potential future establislnnent of ground-floor 
bmldmg uses, rather than a parkmg garage entrance, along the G Street stdewalk when 
the second phase 1s constructed 

26 In connection wtth the ProJect, the Umverstty wtll tmprove the public streetscape 
adJacent to the Property's frontage to mclude wtder stdewalks, wtdened tree pits, and a 
landscaped zone between the stdewalk and the property !me that wtll mclude a rmx of 
small trees, shrubs, and groundcovers The Umverstty mdtcated that the sidewalk wtll be 
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paved w1th bnck pavers, consistent w1th the campusWide streetscape plan bemg 
developed as a part of the Campus Plan!PUD 

27 The proposed mtenm surface rmprovements will mmnruze envrronmental rmpacts, 
particularly compared to ex1stmg cond1tlons The surface rmprovements will rmprove the 
permeability of the surface w1th landscaped areas, permeable paVIng, and a green roof 
over the pavilwn Two cisterns w1ll capture runoff and reuse It for rrngatlon, the larger 
cistern has been s1zed to ant1c1pate the demand needs of the future buildmg and to pemut 
potential greywater recyclmg w1thm the second phase The Uruvers1ty testified that It 1s 
targetmg a Silver rating under the US Green Buildmg Council's LEED 2009 for New 
Construction ratmg system -

28 The Uruvers1ty md1cated that the ProJect will mclude approxrmately 60 bicycle parkmg 
spaces m a secured and covered facility on the surface of the Property as well as six 
dedicated parking spaces m the garage for electnc cars 

29 The total gross floor area mcluded m the ProJect will be approximately 7,430 square feet, 
for a total floor area ratio ("FAR") of approxrmately 0 19 and a lot occupancy of 
approximately 19% The entry pavilion and other structures will have a maxrmum height 
of approximately 28 feet The ProJect will proVIde a total of approximately 392 
permanent new spaces m the underground garage as well as approXImately 58 mtenm 
surface parking spaces The total number of net new permanent parkmg spaces will be 
299 parkmg spaces 

30 The Umvers1ty requested flexibility from the rear yard reqmrement to accommodate the 
proposed location of the ramp to the garage, wh1ch will be located less than 15 feet from 
the rear lot !me m order to proVIde enough distance for the ramp to make 1ts way down 
two stones to the first level of underground parkmg and proVIde for the efficient locatwn 
of egress strurways (Exhibit 6, pp 13-14) 

Public Benefits 

31 The proJect amenities and public benefits of the PUD were proffered and accepted m 
conJunCtiOn With the Campus Plan/PUD process The Uruvers1ty mdiCated m Its wntten 
subm1sswns that It had started to Implement many of these public benefits and proJect 
ameruties (Exlub1t 6, pp 6-8 ) 

32 As detailed m the Uruvers1ty's testimony and wntten submiSSIOns, the proposed ProJect 
will rmplement the followmg prOJeCt ameruties and public benefits that were approved as 
part of the Campus Plan/PUD 
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a Exemplary urban destgn, arclntecture, and landscapmg, mcludmg htgh-quahty 
matenals, pedestrlan-onented landscape tmprovements, clear separatiOn of pedestrian 
and velncular entrances and ctrculatlon patterns, and sustamable features, 

b Stte planmng and effictent land utlhzatwn, through the transformatiOn of an extstmg 
collection of low-scale butldmgs and tmpervtous surfaces mto the first phase of a 
redevelopment that wtll enable both the dtstrlbutlon of parkmg to the Property and 
development of addthonal academtc and adnnmstrattve space wttlnn the boundartes 
of the campus plan, 

c Effective and safe velncular and pedestrian access and transportatiOn management 
measures As descnbed m greater detatl m Fmdmgs of Fact 33 - 42 below, the 
Umverstty' s proposed two-way alley access ctrculatlon plan constlrutes the most 
effective, effictent, and safe chotce for the Property, and the Umverstty's commttment 
to wtden the alley to 20 feet and mstall addttlonal pavement markmgs, pavtng, and 
stgns at the alley mtersectwns wtll ensure velncular and pedestrian safety The PUD 
also mcludes features that further the campuswtde transportation demand 
management program, mcludmg 60 btcycle parkmg spaces and stx dedtcated spaces 
for electric cars, and 

d Envtronmental benefits, mcludmg landscapmg and a green roof that wtll cover 24% 
of the stte, stormwater management features that wtll capture all runoff on-stte and 
permtt the reuse of that runoff, and a commttment to aclneve a muumum of the 
eqmvalent of a Stiver ratmg under the LEED-NC 2009 ratmg system (winch exceeds 
the mmtmum commttment of 16 pomts under Condttlon P-13 of the Campus 
Plan!PUD) 

Stte Ctrculatwn and TransportatiOn hnpact Analysts 

33 The road network surroundmg Square 103 conststs of one-way streets runnmg m a 
counterclockwtse dtrectwn, 20th Street ts classtfied as a nnnor artenal wlnle the other 
three streets are classtfied as collectors The four street mtersectlons are stgnaltzed 

' 34 Conststent wtth estabhshed DDOT pohcy, the Umverstty located velncular access to the 
parkmg garage off the extstlng pubhc alley at the rear of the Property To facthtate two­
way use of the alley, the Umverstty agreed to wtden the alley to 20 feet usmg the 
Umverstty's property The two-way alley access wtll permtt velncles to drrectly access 
the garage from both 20th and 21't Streets, whtch are the pnmary commuter routes mto 
and out of tins portion of the campus 

35 Itt tts post-heartng submtsswn, the Umverstty mdtcated that tt had evaluated stte 
condttlons at the alley mtersecttons m order to confirm whether addttlonal measures were 
reqmred to address pedesthan traffic The Umverstty provtded photographs and stte plan ZONING COMMISSION
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d1menswns that demonstrated both mtersectwns proVIded exiting dnvers w1th adequate 
s1ght distance to see passmg dnvers and pedestrians The Umvers1ty agreed to lillprove 
the alley w1th special pavmg matenals, markings, and s1gnage to serve as a VISible, 
audible, and tactile warnmg to exltmg dnvers that pedestrians are ahead and have the 
nght of way (Exlu.blt 39) 

• 
36 In 1ts ImtJ.al report, DDOT endorsed the use of the ex1stmg alley system for velucular 

access, and confirmed that the w1demng to 20 feet would adequately accommodate the 
proposed two-way traffic (Exlub1t 25 ) In 1ts supplemental report, DDOT reiterated 1ts 
strong support for the use of the alley as a two-way alley m order to force dnvers to 
naVIgate slowly m the alley DDOT also expressed support for the special paVIng 
matenals, marlangs, and s1gnage proposed by the Umvers1ty at the alley mtersectJ.ons 
(Exhibit 41 ) 

37 In 1ts post-hearing subm1sswn, m response to the Comm1sswn's request, the Umvers1ty's 
traffic expert proVIded a supplemental report that analyzed the transportatiOn Impacts 
associated w1th both an alternative locatiOn for the parlang garage entrance on G Street, 
and an alternative one-way eastbound alley CirculatiOn pattern The analysis concluded 
that the two-way alley access design contmued to be the preferred optiOn because (a) the 
alternatives would reqmre mcreased amounts of velncular circulatiOn on the surroundmg 
one-way roadway network and (b) the alternatives would result m mcreased potential for 
pedestrian-vehiCular Impacts, partiCularly at lngher-speed s1gnahzed mtersectwns 
Accordmgiy, the expert concluded that the two-way alley access configuratiOn was the 
most efficient and safe vehicular circulatiOn plan for the ProJect (Exlub1t 39 ) 

38 In 1ts supplemental report, DDOT obJected to the G Street curb cut alternative, noting that 
such a locatiOn would add another confl1ct pomt for velncles and pedestrians, requ1re 
extensive vehicular crrculatlon because of the one-way natlue of G Street, mcrease the 
number of potential confl1cts at surroundmg mtersectlons, and unbalance the sharing of 
transportatiOn modes along G Street DDOT also expressed opposition to any one-way 
alley operation scheme, winch would likely lead to mcreased travel speed m the alley 
(Exlublt 41 ) 

39 In 1ts post-hearing subrrusswn, the Umvers1ty also analyzed the design Impacts associated 
w1th the G Street curb cut option (Exlub1t 39 ) 

a The Umvers1ty stated that a curb cut located rmdblock would not perrrut enough 
distance for the ramp to slope down to the first level of parlang without requmng 
extensive and meffic1ent rampmg w1th multiple tluns Furthermore, the rn1dblock 
locatiOn would break up the ground-floor and lower-level floor plates, effectively 
b1furcatmg the bmldmg m two at these levels and adversely 1rnpactmg the future 
des1gn of the phase 2 bmldmg The Umvers1ty asserted that the curb cut should be 
located at the eastern end of the Property, notmg that locatiOn of a curb cut at the ZONING COMMISSION
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western end of the property would be too close to the nearby mtersection under 
DDOT gmdelmes, and 

b The Umverstty also provtded rendermgs and nnages demonstrating that the location 
of the garage entrance on G Street would nnpose adverse vtsual nnpacts, parttcularly 
m relatton to the hlstonc rowhouses mnnedtately to the east of the relocated entrance 

40 In tts supplemental report, OP supported the findmgs of the Umverstty and stated that the 
locatton of the vehicular entrance on G Street would have adverse urban destgn tmpacts 
as well as adversely affect the hlstonc properttes to the east 

41 The Project wtll not cause unacceptable tmpacts on vehicular or pedestnan traffic, as 
demonstrated by the testimony and reports proVIded by the Umverstty' s traffic expert and 
the DDOT reports and testtmony descnbed herem 

a The Commtsston finds that the two-way alley access proposed by the Umverstty wtll 
not tmpose adverse or objectionable tmpacts on the surroundmg transportatton 
network The Commtsston credtts the findmgs of the Umverstty' s traffic expert, who 
concluded that all four street mtersecttons wtll continue to operate at acceptable levels 
of servtce after the completton of the Project Whtle the traffic consultant's report 
mdtcated that the mtersectton of the alley and 21 '' Street would operate at a fathng 
level of servtce dunng the PM commuter peak hour, tlus condttion ts largely confined 
to those leavmg the garage and ts not unacceptable, 

b The Commtsston also finds that the two-way alley access proposed by the Umverstty 
ts the most effictent and safe option for both vehtcles and pedestnans In so domg, 
the Comrmsston credtts the findmgs of the Umverstty' s traffic expert and testtmony 
proVIded by DDOT that the other alternatives would generate stgntficantly greater 
potential for pedestnan!vehlcular confltcts by addmg an addttional pomt of confltct, 
requmng less effictent circulation around the one-way street gnd, and placmg the 
confltcts at higher-speed mtersections rather than at a two-way alley entrance, 

c The Comrmsston also finds that the alley mtersecttons, wtth the addttional measures 
proposed by the Umverstty, wtll ensure that the Project wtll not tmpose adverse or 
objecttonable nnpacts on pedestnans The Commtsston also credtts the testnnony of 
DDOT that these measures are acceptable and recogmzes that DDOT wtll determme 
the final measures to be mstalled through the pubhc space approval process, 

d The Commtsston credtts the testimony of DDOT that the proposed location of the 
parkmg garage entrance off the alley IS conststent w1th Dtstnct pohcy and that the 
proposed wtdth of 20 feet IS acceptable The Commtsston also finds, based on the 
detatled analysts prepared by' the Umverstty's traffic expert and DDOT's 
supplemental report, that two-way alley access ts preferable to one-way alley access, ZONING COMMISSION
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e The Cmrumsswn does not agree with WECA's assertion that a one-way westbound 
alley CirculatiOn plan should have been analyzed, because such a crrculation plan 
would direct all the traffic to the alley mtersectwn at 21" Street and exacerbate the 
ability for vehicles to exit onto the street network In Its supplemental report, DDOT 
also mdiCated that It dJd not support a one-way westbound alley crrculation plan, and 

f The Comrmsswn does not agree with WECA that the vehicular entrance should be 
relocated from the alley to G Street, based on (a) the detailed analysis prepared by 
the Umvers1ty's traffic expert demonstratmg the adverse Impacts of such relocatiOn 
on both vehiCular and pedestrian traffic m the surroundmg road network, and (b) the 
adverse urban design and architectural Impacts of such relocatiOn on both the design 
of second phase of the ProJect and adJacent histone structures The Commission also 
credits the testimony of DDOT m Its supplemental report that the G Street curb cut 
would have adverse rmpacts on vehicular and pedestrian traffic 

42 The CommissiOn also finds that the relocation of the vehicular entrance toG Street would 
Impose adverse rmpacts on both the urban design of G Street and the adJacent histone 
properties 

Comphance wtth Requrrements of Z C Order No 06-11106-12 

43 Pursuant to Condition P-14 of Z C Order No 06-11/06-12, the Umvers1ty demonstrated 
that the proposed second-stage PUD IS consistent with the locatiOn, use, zomng, gross 
floor area, lot occupancy, and height set forth m the first-stage PUD (Exhibit 6, p 13 ) 

44 Pursuant to Condition P-16 of the Order, the Umvers1ty proVIded the compliance, Impact 
analysis, and progress reports reqmred for each second-stage PUD m Its Imtial PUD 
application (Exhibit 6, pp 19-22 and Tab I through Tab 0) 

45 Pursuant to Condition P-17 of the Order, the Umverslty proVIded 1ts most recently filed 
Foggy Bottom Campus Plan Compliance Report md1catmg substantial compliance w1th 
Z C Order No 06-11/06-12 (Exhibit 6, Tab J ) 

46 The CommiSSIOn finds that the Uruvers1ty has satisfied the above condJtions and 
requrrements of Z C Order No 06-11/06-12 

Comphance with§ 210 Standards 

4 7 In evaluatmg a request for a special exception to permit a college or uruvers1ty use m a 
residential zone dJstrict, the CommissiOn must review whether the applicatiOn meets the 
standards for approval under § 210 of the Zorung RegulatiOns, mcludmg whether the 
''proposed use will be located so that 1t IS not likely to become obJectiOnable to 
ne1ghbonng property because of nmse, traffic, number of students, or other obJectionable 
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rmpacts" Dunng 1ts cons1derahon of the campus plan m Z C Case No 06-11/06-12, the 
Cmrumss10n deterJTIIlled that the use of the Foggy Bottom campus as a whole, mcludmg 
the number of students, faculty and staff proposed and the related traffic and parkmg 
Impacts associated w1th that use, would not become objeCtiOnable to ne1ghbormg 
property Here, the Cornrruss10n finds that the Umvers1ty has sahsfied Its burden of 
proof under the Zomng Regulahons for further processmg of the approved campus plan 
to construct the ProJect 

48 For the reasons detruled m this Order, the CommiSSIOn credits the teshmony of the 
Umvers1ty' s traffic consultant and finds that the traffic, parking, and other transportatiOn 
Impacts of the Project are not hkely to become objectwnable to ne1ghbonng property 

a Dunng the campus plan proceedmgs m Z C Case No 06-11106-12, the CommiSSIOn 
concluded that the d1stnbutwn of parking to underground garages-mcludmg one 
garage located on the Property-would not generate objeCtiOnable transportatiOn 
Impacts The CommiSSIOn also concluded that the future levels of serv:tce at 
mtersectwns throughout the campus and m the 1mmed1ate VICimty would remrun at 
pnmanly acceptable levels of serv:tce w1th the 1mplementahon of rmhgahon measures 
proposed by the UmvefSity, and 

b Here, the Cornrruss10n credits the findmgs of the Umvers1ty' s traffic consultant that 
the proposed parking garage will not have an adverse Impact on traffic operatwns at 
surroundmg street mtersectwns The Comm1sswn also credits the findmgs of the 
traffic consultant that the proposed two-way alley access s1te plan, w1th the proposed 
paVIngs, markmgs, and s1gnage proffered by the Umvers1ty, will ensure that the 
operatiOn of the proposed parking garage will not become objeCtiOnable 

49 The CommisSIOn agrees w1th DDOT's conclusiOns regardmg vehicular and pedestnan 
Impacts and related Issues w1th the proposed development The Comm1sswn credits 
DDOT's evaluatiOn of the Umvers1ty's proposed two-way alley access and cons1derat10n 
of the Issues raised by WECA regardmg alternahve s1te access and c1rculahon plans The 
Commission also credits DDOT's acceptance of the pedestnan traffic management 
measures proffered by the UmvefSity subject to final approval by DDOT 

50 The Cornrrusswn credits the eVIdence subrmtted by the Umvers1ty that total campus FAR 
would remrun well w1thm the density lurut approved for the res1denhally-zoned portwns 
of the campus even after the construchon of the Project 

51 The Comm1sswn credits the eVIdence proVIded by the Umvers1ty and OP that the ProJect 
would not be mcons1stent With the Comprehensive Plan, and will further the goals and 
pohc1es of the Comprehensive Plan 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 06-11A/06-12A

50



Z C CASE NO 06-11A/06-12A 
Z C ORDER NO 06-11Al/06-12Al 
PAGENO 11 

Comphance with PUD Standards 

52 In evaluatmg a PUD applicatiOn, the Cmmmsswn must "Judge, balance, and reconcile the 
relative value of proJect ameru!les and pubhc benefits offered, the degree of development 
mcen!lves requested, and any poten!lal adverse effects" Dunng 1ts consideratiOn of the 
first-stage PUD m Z C Case No 06-11/06-12, the CommiSSIOn determmed that the 
development mcen!lves and related rezomng for the en!lre campus were appropnate and 
fully Jus!lfied by the superior benefits and amem!les offered by the Campus Plan/PUD 
and this deciSIOn was affirmed by the D1stnct of Columbia Court of Appeals Here, the 
CommiSSIOn finds that the Umvers1ty has sa!lsfied 1ts burden of proof under the Zomng 
RegulatiOns for this second-stage PUD, mcludmg the requested flexibility from the rear 
yard reqmrements and sa!lsfac!lon of the PUD standards 

53 The CommiSSion credits the tes!lmony of the Umvers1ty and Its architectural experts and 
finds that the superior design, site planmng, streetscape, and sustamable features of the 
ProJect all constlrute acceptable proJect amemtles and pubhc benefits consistent with the 
CommissiOn's first-stage approval 

54 The CommiSSion finds that the character, scale, mix of uses, and des1gn of the ProJect are 
appropnate, and finds that the site plan IS consistent with the mtent and purposes of the 
PUD process to encourage h1gh-quahty developments that provide pubhc benefits In 
additiOn, the CommissiOn finds that the site plan and features of the ProJect, mcludmg the 
amount of net new parkmg proposed, retentiOn and w1derung of the ex1stmg pubhc alley, 
and promo!lon of G Street as a pedestnan-onented street, are consistent with the first­
stagePUD 

55 For the reasons detailed m this Order, the Commission credits the tes!lmony of the 
Umvers1ty' s traffic consultant and finds that the traffic, parkmg, and other transportatiOn 
Impacts of the ProJect on the surroundmg area are capable ofbemg mitigated through the 
measures proposed by the Umvers1ty and are acceptable g~ven the quality of the pubhc 
benefits of the PUD The CommiSSIOn credits the findmgs of the Umvers1ty' s traffic 
consultant that the proposed two-way alley access plan will not Impose adverse Impacts 
The CommiSSIOn also finds the proposed pavmg, markmgs, and s1gnage proffered by the 
Umvers1ty are acceptable and Will mitigate potential pedestnan-veh1cular conflicts The 
CommiSSion was not persuaded by WECA's testimony regardmg the transporta!lon 
rmpacts of the ProJect, and finds that other alternatives for vehicular access and 
crrcula!lon would rmpose greater potential adverse rmpacts on velucular and pedestnan 
efficiency and safety 

56 As detmled m this Order, the CommiSSIOn agrees With DDOT's conclusiOns regardmg 
vehicular and pedestnan Impacts and related Issues with the proposed development 
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57 The Comnusswn credits the testimony of the UmversJty and OP regardmg the 
compliance of the ProJect With the Comprehensive Plan The development IS fully 
consistent with and furthers the goals and policies m the map, and m the citywide and 
area elements of the Plan, mcludmg 

a Designation as an histJtutwnal use on the Future Land Use Map, 

b Land Use Element policies recognlZlng the Important contributiOn of umversJtles to 
the District economy and their efforts to address transportatiOn Issues and serve as 
corporate role models through high-quality architecture and sustamable bmldmg 
methods, 

c Other policies m the Economic Development, EducatiOn, TransportatiOn, 
EnVIromnental ProtectiOn, and Urban Design Elements related to the Land Use 
policies and goals stated above, and 

d Policies m the Near Northwest Area Element regardmg Improved commumcatwn, 
mcreased density on-campus, and mitlgatwn measures and amemtJes that Improve the 
character of the area as a whole 

Agency Reports 

58 By report dated January 24, 201 k and by testimony at the public hearmg, OP 
recommended approval of the application, mcludmg the second-stage PUD, first-stage 
PUD modificatwn, and further processmg of the campus plan OP reviewed the 
applicatiOn under the PUD and campus plan standards of the Zomng Regulations as well 
as the specific conditions of the Campus Plan/PUD Order, and concluded that the 
Umvers1ty had satisfied Its burden of proof 

59 hi a supplemental report dated March 8, 20II, OP concluded that the Umvers1ty's 
proposed two-way alley access plan was acceptable, and that other alternative designs 
evaluated at the request of the Comnuss10n would Impose adverse urban design Impacts 

60 By reports dated January 27,2011 and March 2, 2011, DDOT recommended approval of 
the Umvers1ty's application based on Its review of the vehicular, pedestrian, and other 
transportation Impacts of the ProJeCt as designed as well as other alternative site access 
designs DDOT's specific concluswns and recommendatiOns are discussed elsewhere m 
tills order 

ANC 2A Report 

61 At a regularly scheduled meeting on January 19, 2011, With a quorum present, ANC 2A 
voted 4-0-2 to approve a resolutiOn taking no positiOn on the application but hstmg Issues 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 06-11A/06-12A

50



Z C CASE NO 06-11A/06-12A 
Z C ORDER NO 06-11Al/06-12Al 
PAGENO 13 

for the Comrmsswn's cons1deratwn The ANC resolutiOn requested that the Umvers1ty 
prepare a constructiOn management plan, undertake good fwth efforts to momtor the 
1mpact on pedestrian safety at the m1d-block alley mtersectwns, demonstrate how 1t will 
manage the short-term parkmg 1mpacts associated w1th the proposed buddout of the plan, 
m1t1gate the 1mpact of queumg verucles on neighborhood wr qual1ty, clan:ty the locatwn 
of the fratermtles formerly located on the Property, and address how the Umvers1ty plans 
to manage to 1ts enrollment caps 

62 The Umvers1ty subnutted a copy of 1ts wntten responses to and clanficatwns of these 
1ssues at the public heanng (Exhibit 30 ) They are surnrnanzed as follows 

a The Umvers1ty agreed to prepare and share a constructiOn management plan, 

b The Umvers1ty proffered additional pedestrlan-onented measures m 1ts post-hearmg 
subm1sswn deemed acceptable by DDOT, 

c The Umvers1ty agreed to address the parkmg impacts associated with the bmldout of 
the campus plan as a part of Z C Case No 06-11B/06-12B, wruch will result m the 
removal of the Uruvers1ty Parkmg Garage, 

d The Uruvers1ty md1cated that arr quality and other enV!fonrnental 1mpacts would be 
addressed through the enVlfonrnental reVIew process associated w1th the 
cons1deratwn of the bmldmg perm1t for the Project, 

e The Uruvers1ty stated that the fratern1t1es formerly on the Property had been 
accommodated on other property w1thm the campus boundanes, and 

f The Uruvers1ty stated that 1t continues to remam m full compliance w1th the caps on 
student and faculty/staff population and, further, that the Project was not likely to lead 
to an mcrease m the number of students, faculty, or staff 

63 The Comrmsswn g~ves "great we1ght" to the 1ssues and concerns ra1sed by ANC 2A, 
wh1ch took no pos1t1on on the applicatiOn The CommiSSion finds that the concerns 
presented by the ANC were largely addressed by the Uruvers1ty both m 1ts d1rect 
response to the ANC and m 1ts post-heanng subnusswn detwling additional pedestrian 
traffic management measures and notes that some of the 1ssues ra1sed by the ANC are 
beyond the JunSd!CtiOn of the Comrmsswn 

Testimony m Support 

64 At the hearmg, the Comm1sswn rece1ved evidence and heard testimony from students and 
neighbors m support of the ApplicatiOn 
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Testimony m Opposition 

65 WECA presented testimony and eVIdence from Barbara Kahlow and Sara Maddux as 
well as an mdiVIdual Identified as a local employee WECA generally obJected to the 
transportatiOn 1mpacts of the proposed ProJect related to the proposed use of the pubhc 
alley for velucular access and alleged that DDOT had not conducted a satisfactory 
evaluatiOn of the ProJect WECA also testified that It had participated m an on-site VISit 
w1th a representative ofDDOT 

66 For the reasons discussed m detrul above, the Comnusswn does not agree w1th WECA's 
assertiOns regardmg the Impacts of the ProJect, and finds that both the Umvers1ty and 
DDOT provided thorough evaluatwns of the transportation Impacts related to the 
proposed two-way alley access and alternatives m therr post-hearmg subrmsswns 

67 W1th regard to WECA's test1mony regardmg statements by a DDOT representative to 
WECA at a s1te VISit and the testimony of Its Witness regardmg fire and emergency 
access, the Comnusswn credits the reports of D1stnct agencies as the official position and 
recommendatiOn of the agency and notes that both DDOT and FEMS proVIded reports m 
support of the application The CommiSSIOn also notes DDOT's testimony m 1ts 
supplemental report that the DDOT staff member met w1th WECA for a different proJect 
unassocmted With the ProJect and was not conductmg a formal assessment of the ProJect 
forDDOT 

68 The CommiSSIOn finds that the other Issues raised by WECA regardmg ex1stmg loadmg 
actiVIty at adJacent properties, utihty relocation m the alley, emergency access, and 
hab1hty were e1ther unsupported by evidence, addressed by the Umvers1ty and D1stnct 
agencies, or go beyond the scope of the Zomng RegulatiOns 

69 No other persons or orgamzations proVIded testimony m opposition to the application 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

I The Applicant requested special exceptiOn approval, pursuant to II DCMR §§ 210, 3305, 
and 3104, of further processmg of 1ts approved campus plan, and approval, pursuant to II 
DCMR Chapter 24, of a second-stage plrumed umt development and modification to a 
first-stage plrumed un1t development for Its Foggy Bottom campus The CommiSSIOn IS 
authonzed under the aforementwned provlSlons to grant a special exception wh1ch, m the 
JUdgment of the Comnusswn, will be m harmony w1th the general purpose and mtent of 
the Zomng Regulatwns and Maps and will not tend to affect adversely the use of 
ne1ghbonng property m accordance With the Zonmg Regulatwns and Zonmg Maps A 
special exceptiOn to allow use as a college or umvers1ty m a Residence zone may be 
granted subJect to the proVISIOns contamed m § 21 0, mcludmg that the umvers1ty use ZONING COMMISSION
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must be "located so that 1t ts not hkely to become obJectwnable to netghbonng property 
because of n01se, traffic, number of students, or other obJectwnable condttwns" and that 
the maxtmum bulk reqmrements may be mcreased for specific bmldmgs, subJect to 
restrictwns based on the total bulk of all bmldmgs and structures on the campus The 
Comrmsswn 1s also authonzed under the Zomng Act to approve planned umt 
developments consistent wtth the reqmrements set forth m Chapter 24 of the Zomng 
Regulatwns 

2 Based on the above Fmdmgs of Fact and pursuant to Condttlon P-15 of Z C Order No 
06-11/06-12, the Commtsswn concludes that the UmveTS!ty has satisfied the burden of 
proof for spectal exception approval of further processmg of 1ts campus plan m 
accordance wtth § 210 In partiCular, the Commtsswn concludes that the proposed 
proJect Will not create obJectionable traffic, parkmg, pedestrian, or other rmpacts on the 
surroundmg commumty 

3 Also based on the above Fmdmgs of Fact, the Comrmsswn concludes that the Umvers1ty 
has sa!!sfied the burden of proof for approval of the second-stage PUD and related 
modtficatwn of the first-stage PUD under Chapter 24 of the Zomng RegulatiOns 
Approval of thts ProJeCt wtll provtde htgh-qualtty development that provtdes pubhc 
benefits, 1s consistent wtth the overall goal of the PUD process to permit flextbthty of 
development and other mcenttves provtded that the PUD proJect "offers a commendable 
number or quahty of pubhc benefits, and that 1t protects and advances the pubhc health, 
safety, welfare, and convemence " 

4 The proposed PUD meets the mtmmum area reqmrements of II DCMR § 2401 1 

5 Under the PUD process and pursuant to Condttwn P-14 of Z C Order No 06-11/06-12, 
the Commtsswn has the authonty to constder thts apphcatwn as a second-stage PUD 
Th!s second-stage reVIew permits detatled destgn reVIew of each proJect based on the 
conceptual hetght, denstty and use parameters estabhshed m the first-stage PUD and the 
benefits and amemtles approved m exchange for that hetght, density, and destgn 
flextbthty The Comrmsswn concludes that the ProJeCt IS consistent wtth the first stage 
PUD, mcludmg the parameters regardmg loca!!on, use, hetght, bulk, and parking set forth 
for the Property m the first-stage PUD 

6 In approvmg the PUD, the Commtsswn may Impose development condttlons, gutdelmes, 
and standards wluch may exceed or be less than the matter-of-nght standards In tlus 
apphcatlon, the Commtsswn concludes that the requested flextbthty from the rear yard 
requrrement can be granted Without detriment to surroundmg properties and Without 
detriment to the zone plan or map 
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7 Based on the documentation mcluded m the Imtlal PUD applicatiOn, the Comnusswn 
concludes that the Umvers1ty has demonstrated compliance with the conditions of the 
first stage PUD as detailed m Condition P-16 of Z C Order No 06-11/06-12 

8 Based on the Umvers1ty's most recently filed Foggy Bottom Cmnpus Plan Compliance 
Report, winch was mcluded m the Imtlal applicatiOn package, the CommiSSIOn concludes 
that the Umversity ISm substantial compliance with Z C Order No 06-11/06-12 

9 The development of tlus PUD proJect will carry out the purposes of Chapter 24 of the 
Zomng Regulations to encourage well-planned developments that will offer a vanety of 
bmldmg types with more attractive and efficient overall p1anmng and design not 
acluevable under matter of nght standards The character, scale, mix of uses, and design 
of uses m the proposed PUD are appropnate, and the proposed development IS 
compatible with the citywide and area plans of the D1stnct of Columbia 

I 0 The CommiSSIOn concludes that this proJect provides supenor features that benefit the 
surroundmg neighborhood to a significantly greater extent than a matter-of-nght 
development on the Property would proVIde The CommiSSIOn finds that the urban 
design, site planmng, efficient and safe traffic cuculatwn, sustainable features, and 
streetscape unprovements all are significant pubhc benefits 

II The CommiSSIOn concludes that the Impact of the prOJect IS acceptable giVen the quality 
of the public benefits of the proJect The proposed mtenm treatment of the surface 
Improvements IS appropnate The Commisswn agrees with the concluswns of the 
Umvers1ty's traffic expert that the proposed proJect will not create adverse traffic, 
parkmg, or pedestnan unpact on the surroundmg commumty The CommiSSIOn further 
agrees that access from G Street or through a one-way alley IS not appropnate, and would 
m fact create greater Impacts on velucular and pedestnan Circulation on the surroundmg 
road network 

12 Approval of the PUD and further processmg apphcatwn IS not mcons1stent with the 
Comprehensive Plan The CommiSSIOn agrees with the determmatwn of OP and finds 
that the proposed proJect IS consistent With and furthers numerous goals and policies of 
the Comprehensive Plan, mcludmg the Land Use Element proVISIOns related to 
educational mstltutwns, transportatiOn Impacts, and corporate leaderslup m exemplary 
design, as well as related proVISIOns m other citywide elements and policies m the Near 
Northwest Area Element related to managing the Impacts of cmnpus development 

13 The Commission has Judged, balanced, and reconciled the relative value of the proJect 
mnemtles and public benefits offered, the degree of development mcentlves requested, 
and any potential adverse effects, and concludes approval Is warranted 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 06-11A/06-12A

50



Z C CASE NO 06-11A/06-12A 
Z C ORDER NO 06-11Al/06-12Al 
PAGENO 17 

14 The Corrnmsswn ts requtred under D C Offictal Code § 6-623 04 to gtve great wetght to 
OP recorrnnendations The Corrnmsswn concurs wtth OP's VIew that the first-stage PUD 
modtficatwn, second stage approval and further processmg approval should be granted 

15 In accordance wtth DC Offictal Code§ 1-309 10(d), the Corrnmsswn must gtve great 
wetght to the wntten tssues and concerns of the affected ANC The Corrnmsswn 
accorded the tssues and concerns rmsed by ANC 2A the "great wetght" to whtch they are 
entitled, and m so domg fully credtted the untque vantage pomt that ANC 2A holds wtth 
respect to the tmpact of the proposed app!tcahon on the ANC's constituents The 
Corrnntsswn notes that the ANC took no posthon on the apphcat10n, and concludes that 
the concerns ratsed by the ANC were etther addressed by the Umverstty at the pubhc 
heanng or exceeded the scope of the Zonmg Regulatwns 

16 Notice of the pubhc heanng was provtded m accordance wtth the Zomng RegulatiOns 

17 The Umverstty ts subJect to comphance wtth D C Law 2-38, the Human Rights Act of 
1977 

DECISION 

In constderahon of the Fmdmgs of Fact and ConclusiOns of Law contatned m thts Order, the 
Zonmg Corrnntsston for the Dtstnct ofColumbta ORDERS APPROVAL of the apphcatwns for 
(I) modtficatwn of the first-stage platmed umt development ("PUD") for The George 
Washington Umverstty Foggy Bottom Catnpus, (2) second-stage PUD approval for property 
conststmg of Square 103, Lots 13, 14, 18, 809, 812, 813, 814, 819, and 820 ("Property"i, and 
(3) further processmg approval of the 2007 Foggy Bottom Catnpus Plan Thts approval ts 
subJect to the followmg gutdelmes, conditions, and standards 

I Thts proJect shall be developed m accordance wtth the plans marked as Tab A of Exhtbtt 
6 of the record and as modtfied by Exlnbtt 31 of the record, as modtfied by gutdeltnes, 
condttions, and standards herem 

2 The Umverstty shall have flextbthty from the rear yard provtston of the Zomng 
Regulations as shown on the approved plans 

3 The proJect shall be used for academtc/adrrnmstrattve/medtcal and parkmg uses 

4 The proJect shall proVIde parkmg as shown on the approved plans, proVIded 

2 Concurrently wtth the Zomng CollliillSS!On revtew process, the Property was subd1vtded mto a smgle record lot 
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a The Uruverstty shall be permitted to make alteratiOns to the design of the 
underground parking garage, proVIded that the garage contams approxunately 392 
parking spaces which reqwrement may be satisfied with any combmation of compact 
and full-sized spaces, 

b The Umvers1ty shall cease to provide parking on the mtenm surface lot shown on the 
approved plans upon the Issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the second stage 
PUD currentlypendmg before the Comrrusswn m Z C Case No 06-11B/06-12B, and 

c The Uruvers1ty shall set aside a rmmmum of six spaces and related chargmg statwns 
m the garage for electnc vehicles 

5 The Uruverstty shall design the proJect to achieve the eqwvalent of a mrmmum of a 
Silver ratmg on the LEED-NC 2009 ratmg system 

6 The Umvers1ty shall provide a m1mmum of 60 bicycle parking spaces on the surface of 
the Property, as shown on the approved plans 

7 Pnor to the Issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the proJect, the Umvers1ty shaH 
demonstrate that It has 

a Constructed the streetscape Improvements shown on the approved plans, 

b Widened the aUey to a total width of20 feet, 3 and 

c Constructed the paVIng, marking, and s1gnage Improvements at the alley 
mtersections With both 20th Street and 21" Street, as descnbed on pages 5-6 and 
shown on pages AIO and A12 of Tab A of Exhibit 39 of the record 

The final design of any rmprovements m pubhc space shall be subJect to final approval 
from DDOT and may be modified m response to DDOT direction 

8 The Umversity shall have flexibihty with the design of the PUD m the folloWing areas 

a To vary the location and design of aU mtenor components, mcludmg partltwns, 
structural slabs, doors, haUways, columns, strurways, mechanical rooms, 
elevators, and toilet rooms, proVIded that the vanatlons do not change the extenor 
configuration or appearance of the structure, 

b To vary final selection of the extenor matenals w1tlun the color ranges and 
matenals types as proposed based on avrulab1hty at the time of construction, and 

3 The add!t:tonal four feet of alley WJdth shall be on the Umverstty s property ZONING COMMISSION
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c To make mmor refinements to extenor detmls and dtmenswns, mcludmg balcony 
enclosures, belts, courses, stlls, bases, cormces, rathngs, and tnm, or any other 
changes to comply wtth Construction Codes or that are otherwtse necessary to 
obtain a final butldmg permtt 

9 No butldmg permtt shall be tssued for thts proJect unttl the Uruverstty has recorded a 
covenant among the land records of the Dtstnct of Columbta between the owners and the 
Dtstnct of Columbta that ts satisfactory to the Office of the Attorney General and the 
Zonmg Divtswn of the Departtnent of Consumer and Regulatory Affmrs Such covenant 
shall bmd the Uruverstty and all successors m tttle to construct on or use the Property m 
accordance With thts Order and any amendment thereof by the Zorung Commtsston 

10 The apphcatton approved by thts CommiSSIOn shall be vahd for a penod of two (2) years 
from the effective date of thts Order Wtthtn such ttme, an apphcatwn must be filed for 
the butldmg penrut as spectfied m 11 DCMR § 2409 I 

II In accordance wtth the DC Human Rights Act of 1977, as amended, DC Offictal Code 
§§ 2-1401 01 et ~(Act), the Dtstnct of Columbia does not dtscnrnmate on the basts of 
actual or percetved race, color, rehgwn, natwnal ongm, sex, age, marttal status, personal 
appearance, sexual onentatton, gender tdenttty or expressiOn, faJD!hal status, famtly 
responsibihttes, matnculatwn, pohttcal affihatton, genetic mformatton, disabthty, source 
of mcome, or place of restdence or busmess Sexual harassment ts a form of sex 
dtscnrmnatwn whtch IS prohtbtted by the Act In addttton, harassment based on any of 
the above protected categones ts prohtbtted by the Act Discnmmatton m vtolatwn of the 
Act wtll not be tolerated Vwlators will be subJect to dtsciphnary actwn 

On March 14, 2011, upon the motion of Chmrman Hood, as seconded by Commtsswner May, 
the Zorung Commtsswn APPROVED thts apphcatton at tts pubhc meetmg by a vote of 5-0-0 
(Anthony J Hood, Konrad W Schlater, Peter G May, and Greg M Selfridge to approve, 
Michael G Turnbull to approve by absentee ballot) 

On Apnl 25, 2011, upon the motiOn of Commtsstoner Turnbull, as seconded by Commtsstoner 
Selfridge, the Zomng Commtsston ADOPTED thts Order at tts pubhc meetmg by a vote of 
5-0-0 (Anthony J Hood, Konrad W Schlater, Peter G May, Greg M Selfridge, and Michael G 
Turnbull to adopt) 

In accordance wtth the provtston of II DCMR § 3028 8, thts Order shall become final and 
effective upon publicatiOn m the DC Regzster, that IS, on July 22, 2011 
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