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Why are we here? 

No good reason to discard valid 2000 Plan. 
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•eigh~orhood still under siege 

. •··,'Despite 2000 Plan, major problems remain . 
. . _- 1800 undergraduates and 14,000 other GWU students are not 

housed op. campus . .. 
:.__. iD; many places, "on campus" is directly abutting "off campus." 

"'2.':1';!-uN·;:~l!;;t<~'fn,,~~_;.:-::-:-:- . Three7day \yeekends of parties, drinking and noise. 
~ .# 'i }"' ... 

GWU draws crowds, not just students. Major sports and other 
events - like living near MCI Arena. 

- . She~r numgers of students.and visitors traveling on sidewalks 
"'r·•~·""""·...:~·,·h. ~ cr.owping~·neighbqrs. : · · . ~- . ' . -

·;~.).·.~·~1-~!:i.'h~'t>L"'iil'':!ti~~""' _)'ncident t:e~_~ft ~~ystem is inadeq:uate•to ''d~ter students. 
\ ' .., I 

·· - Negati~e; ef(ects_spread beyond campus. 
!~!'ot~·-l!l~·;,~·-r~ 

Special problems owing to the transient nature of student 
population cau~es major uph~aval througJJ~ut the year. . - . ' . 

Move-in amatmove-ouf times,· go on for weeks .. Particularly , ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
..,..,,,._,,~ .. ,. ·.' · ·ve:~0~.perm~ent r;esidents. . ··. ·· · · - ·· · · · J • ~. 
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.~ver~enrollment still a problem 
' . 

~ . . 

GWU Enrollment Categor ies 

. ~ 

-+-TolaiGW Student Body 

.·· -----FBIMVTolaiSiudenl Body 

FB Total Student Headcount 

FB Totai SiudentfTE 
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Over-enrollment still a problem 

·• Audit was designed to address these issues, but ... 

. - Zoning Administrator relied _on GWU's definitions 
. . for co.unting students. 

r ~ .. ~. ··:.·:··~·.Tpe :a~~it did not examine facUlty or staffmimbers. 

~ ~ · .~_: ·,;_·~he aud~t ·-di~ not count students (such as 
~· · · .. ~~·~ . ~ontinaitig education students) who come to 

c<i'<' -~·- • •' - • 

l[,.,.. .. ,'t.--.. ~ • campil~ -~~nd have an impact on the intensity of · 
;.-: · · · . · . · usage· of .the neighborhood. 

• • .r. • 

. · · ·:.· ·: The aU~lfd~d, howeVer, suggest that GW would be _-; 
out ~f .cOm}jHa,nc~ on FTE stt,I4entcpuitt for· Fall,!·.·.· .. :\-~:.,~:~ 
2 @10'5 »ltder . a meth odol ogyt ceiliwtin_· .' ig. ~ · stude)]jts:' · / .r.F :: j: ~/~~, ~~~ ~·~~~ 

• • • ,.. .... '"' jl- ~. • ~ .. ·~1 ~ ~ 

, ......... , .... -,·L'';.., • .,., •. ,..,., C@tmj~g iV@ JIFB ,' . , .. , . ', . , , ;· ~}c ..... · , , . . . ·. . ' .~ 
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• . . ' . ~.~.. .j1'~'\~ ; 
" "'·., -~. . . 

,.),·.~~·>.:~:-;~ver-ellrollment still a problem 
. . . : ;..,_~~.':· :;_ ': . . . . . 

-··-·.oo .. -.••.• . ~,,.~" ..... . ~- · OcuS.-shQuld be on total intensity of use of 
' ' ' 

;:t-t~:}~~~l~~ .oggy ·l3·9~t0:m campus. 
~- . . . ., ,; ,• . " . . . 

~-'Ne¢d/;i(/:~~Unt ALL stUdents (and others) using 
·•).r, ..... n:•l"-'·1'~ ""'"'-',""'_,,.'c-.. ·',.·...,.,,,.,., "' , ,.. i • " ~ ~ ~ 1 •. ·~ .. , ,. ' · 

. ··e::e:amp~~-~ 7 -~ev:en if students are housed . . . \', 
?JaJ.r~~;~:t~~~ .. ;;-,. ·:ei&b~R.er"~r.~'·Otherwise a huge loophole exists . .. ----~- · 

• -~ (. .·, l "!' ~~·· • -~ ' I 

l'~~?>lf~~;; . . ,, .......... •·' !~ ;~-'·:~:'!'~. : -~- _.: .. . '- ... . . . .·; ;· . 
.. ·.~ ""< ' . • ., i~) ·.· .. ;.t~; ,. ·- ... ~ . . . .. 

O:q~Fit~ .. ~~~~~ty · and· sta·ff ·~eparately. · No reason ~ · 
. ...... . ..... ,. ·~ • .! ...... ~. ....i' .. • ' • 

'1~'i~"''5;•lf:.~:~~?f~· t' ..to'. c()riibli~e<the. two. . . . ' '.. . '. .. _.-.: 
.::·.~~ .... ~ .. !;;'r.l ••• ••• T'I<:-... _ •• -.,~ ... j:· :·:, .. }-.": . .:~:!.~/~:~~:~~~;~·.·_ .. · ... : '. . . . . '. . . . . -. · .. _ ... : .. __ ._': .. ~ . 

.. ,.,.,.,._ .... _,.,... ·~:~ :A~¥1)lle.:~8:~~~unt .st~ng_ard. should b·e. clear and:>:. ·.;.~~ ··· .. · · ·. ·· 
i:::!'~i'I;Vbl'~ .~··~,'\~, ~·\ t.~ , f. ;'} ~ ··d;~·~·'( . , ,' · ,· '~. 

1 
• ·:: ' • , • • . ' • ' •• , , " • ' • 

~~~~'}l';~£!2\i:i~, • ;$iiVfi~e~-- )~~~::;W~ tllp~t.; l.o{~P~~~ 1 e.&. · · ·· . ._. .. , ... -:, ... 
, .... ,~"""''·'· •• •• , ., •• '-f. • j. ·' ... ~ .. ~ ... ~· ·• . • ··;..~ _;.;"' • ·; ' t' ·. 

~.t:-.: .. ~;~;;;;..;;;..,,;•,<. 
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Addressing the problem 

.. • · Any cap ch~nges should set a limit that 
··. realistically _me-asures the impact of usage of the 

.~. .·· foggy BottQm campus. . 
:ot"*'~ • ' . . •· ~ 

: ·, •· ~ To the exteritthe Commission uses headcount, the 
. . . . . ' 

.. ? · ~. · ,standard shq4ld be objective, clear and 
.: ~ .enfoFceable~: · . . , 

' ,. . . ... 

~ · · .~ if you are inclined to move to GWU's definition, 
l~ • v. ~. you should.lqWer the cap. 
~ • ~ • , "'+ .. : 

. ). !)]!~.- -4 ·, • 

. ,. . ~ · .. or • 
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Campus Plan criteria not met 

• GWU and OP make no effort to show that 
' 

add.ition~l development would not be 
obje.cJio.nable based on noise, traffic, number of 
stu~ents, oth.er objectionable criteria . 

.. 

Focusing instead on PUD amenities. GWU seems 
~ : to conc~de more density means more problems, .. 

,~.._., ..... ~"' .. ' . 

"~· .. .r~~,.··. but tries. to paper that over by focusing on alleged 
amenities. . 
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.. 

No r¢ason to use PUD process 
. . . 

.. , 
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. ~ 

.. . . . "On..,~itill.pus" reSidentialde,nsity 
,.,. :already:!Coil€entrated:· on south ·ead· of 
· · · .: · ~ .. ' neigh~~~bood .. : · 

7~6 IvmyTower 
)]4 Tbwnlorne 
18 522.534,.526 J2nd S!leet 
134 Inten\8t:ianal HmL~ 
33 dl3,605,611 ,619 ::!21\Cl 
l,llS lSJ 

TJ ::!109 F 
JlO Dal~Dia---' 
464 

t '-·-- 'I --· 
1 !' ! 

•·· I -.. 
. . L_l .: 

345 Mitchell 
1057 Tinuston Hall 
193 1959 E Street 
1,595 

16J Fnmcis Scott l~ey 
3 79 Potomac Ho\L~ 
541 

3,715 under gr ads housed on south ern boundary "on campus" 

r 
' ..... . ,. 
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~'A.menities·'' . cannot lessen the blow 
' . .' 
. ,~." \ 
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.. 
In short • • • 

Q.w-p:·proposing a major increase in FAR 
. !.~ _6 ~'. :-· •• • .·. ( d~ns·~ty). 

v. 'i· • ~·. • "" .... : .. . . ' ":. . • 

• •• f ~ .·" 

Let's 
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Planning Issues as to 
GWUCampus 

. '. 

T.~stiJ!1ony of 
; .. <_G~o:rge ·H.F~ Oberlander, 

...... :: ..... "",'"'; 

Arcp·· .· 
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Current GWU Campus Plan 
• .. :.. {· ,.-~~ J ' 

·~_:_~~~::.' current Campus Plan valid until June 2009. 
····-\(..... • • ; 0 . ... . ' . ,.. 
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: :~ Additional GFA objectionable 

.. . . • GWU asking for 1,700,000 more GFA 
I''' • • • .. 
. . 

::·-; ·. 4! .. I)Q'es:not include additional 900,000-
. "" . . 

' , 
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.. ,.· ·. 

~.. . 

M9:king the current Plan work 
"' 

. . 

• The Commission has an obligation to examine 
. effec.!tv~ness of conditions BZA imposed to make 
·sure that the limits are effective and can be 

· · ··e.rifor.ced ... ·~ . 
'~ • ·:.·;• 

0 

0

• O _."JJI'~' • ' ... r "'4 ~"(' ~ .'', I P, ••• •'' 

·-
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PUD ''amenities'' 

No significant public amenities or economic 
> .. ·, benefits in OP report. 

:J \f~.,,., ., 
~- ' 

;'.·~;·~ • Shalit-~eport on GWU shows the limited 
.:·. · · economic benefits of letting GWU grow as 

_, · ;:~:_;·· .. ~ devel9plnent strat~gy . 
. . ·~ . ~ . ". ;: . . · .. ' . ·: .. , .. : . ;· . . :·. . 

~· ·:,:: .~ _GWU·'s ~'~ommitment" to not develop 
. ·.. ·.: :·.·: outside approved sites not effective. 
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Not a proper PUD application 

. • _PUD process does ·not provide for an 
. . 

~·· extensiVe, ove~all PUD under Chapter 24 . 
. :: · .. · ·- Not li.~ited t9 specific development proposals. 

1 .. . 

~ - 5 lot assemblages/development sites (Squares 
• • • •f•J.'~w·,hi ~.~c.::.:~~"~··. 41 ' 55' 56' west sides 0 f 7 7' 7 9) 

t' ' : I 
" tf\ .. • • • 

' • > • 

... > ::,:r~· ~[~·:·:.:--· Covers only. OW-owned properties, yet private 
.. :·· .. ;·it. prapefdes.within PUD boundaries . 

.I ... • .. • 

· . . . - Compari~~ns to Washington Hospital Center 
~~!:ti't.,·:Jt;~..r~,rr'N·J..hl .··:~· are not .~alid (See maps with planning report). 

l't'l~,;l~.;:-q;:~J: ....... :~·, ,~ ' : ,. ' . ' ' . . 
I; ) - , ,. . ·'. t 

........ _.,",·~:": .... !t ... _l'·:..,·s:~" - · No context for rezoning to C-.3~C. · 
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. . ((Grow up, not out'' 
· A slogan, not a planning strategy. 

' I. 
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... \ ·. 

Comprehensive Plan 

~ ....... ·. ~ .. -:Institutional Designation- § 1340.~2 . 
. ~ . ·. . . . 

. · . .- · § . 1~-58 (p. 13-52) -·~ The "expansion of George 
... . . 

~ .... : .. · .. ,~~: .. - ~a~h.ingtqp Univer~ity has res~lted _in the 
} . . ·. ' :·. - ~:;.1'_,~,· ; . • . ... . . • ' ' 

· .. ·. ::.- ... .-.dlmtntshment o.fhoustng. 
' . . ... ~ ) .· ... 

. ~ ,.. .. ... 

• <' ' I 
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. , . .. . -

Making matters worse 

• Adding 1,700,000 sq. ft. will exacerbate existing adverse 
. conditions. 
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Traffic Issues 
Related to GWU Campus 

·Testimony of Joe Mehra, P.E. 
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· Existing Conditions 

· . :· .... • Truck data are not provided (deliveries, trash, etc.) 
.·· ... >~·~ .· .. - T4is can imp~ct levels of service. 

':::'.~~~ ~ -· Existing queues not provided. 
. . 

.•·· :Spill back onto adjacent intersections not provided 
,,;...;,;,..~-. ....... ; ... ~, ...... for existing conditions - impacts levels of service. 
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Existing Traffic Data 

• Observed counts do not match data used to · 
~ompute levels of service. 

.. :• 

~~ ·~ ... .._ .. 

· · . .... For example: 21 st Street at Eye Street. 

- ·Observed volum.e is 634 in PM peak hour; 
. . 

. '" 

· -.··,LOS analysis· used 434; 

-· ·Results in better levels of service . 
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Peak Hour Determination 
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·Existing GWU Trip Generation 

·-Peal< Hour. Based on Based on Based on 
Parl<ing Travel ITE Re12ort 

'. ·,.' Survey 

'804 1522 3948 
... 

862 3948 . . . ·, 
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·~ . ·. 

: · · :'.j)OSsible Reasons for Discrepancies 

~ ;Assu!!iing 25o/o more trips to calculate the level of 
~ . . ;•." . 

.. ; .. , ·. ·olJ.~street parking is too conservative. · · 
# • •• 

·. _ . ·.~ .. -~·~ep·o~t states that about 2,500 travel s11rvey 
lit ... ~ .. ~"'-' • .. ·~ . 

•··. <:>.re.Sporises received; Table 3-2 shows 2,470 
~. ·:: .}esi}Onses, Table 3-3 shows 3,080 responses. 

:-t'.,.. • ~~~;~~""IC"' .,-cro "" •.Jtc '.' • • ........ . . 

. ·: · ·."· ·};,~~~uity/Staff generateS only 1 trip fot 13.6 
• . • ·. . · eiU;plOyees in PM versus 1 trip for 3 employees in 
. ·:: . · .. · ... ·.··.AM.'. . . . 

... . '· .. . 

... ~· . . 

1~ • • • ...... 
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Future Traffic Projections 
..... ' 

•.,. . 

• Assumed 0.5% per year Bacl(ground Growth; 
.. ' . . 

. ..... ·. ~::. DDOT StlJdy us.ed 1% per year growth. 
'., ., l 

' I • ' ' 

.. • · Q.W.U growth in.trips based on incorrect 
't' . . . • ~ . '' '· • " . . 

.. \. ~ . t·· ~ A · t . . · • '··· ; ' ·, · ., _. :· a$s~mptions~ . . . 
• · • • ... • • ~ • • • : ... • • •• ·• • • • • • • • " •• • • • .~ 1 • • 

~~.~ -~ ... ··~ ·: G.wU growth jr{ vehicle trips does not include 
.... ·• -· · ·· llO:Q-GWiJ bUS travel from other campuses. 
?·:' -. . : .. ~:· . :, . :.; ~' ?.:< ... '. . . .... > :.: .. :, : . . . . . . 
'.;. _ . • TOta~ trips forecasted as much as 400 vehicles per 

··. ..· .. · . ~ . Hour less for some movements. 
' I • ' • • • • 

. . .. ' . 

. .... 
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.. 
. .. 

·~ ., 

'. 

' . I 

~ . 

Levels of Service 
. . 

• 9 out of 3 7 Intersections analyzed are failing today 
I 

(LOS:E or F). 

• With GWU expansion, 16 out of 3 7 intersections 
will~ ·ffl_il based on Wells ·Report. 

<:.:.· ·. • Using.COrrected data an additional6 intersections 
~ ~~;'. . ....... · 111ay;:f~t.il : · ~ 

. .. . . 

.· . . . ' 
After _mitigation, 15 out of 3 7 intersections still 
fail. , 

Mitigation results in loss of curbside parkin·g. · 
,.._ ,- ' 
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. '· 

.· .. TMP/Conclusions 

·Wells analy.sis is flawed . 

. No specific . or binding actions are presented . 

. Unlil(ely to result in any vehicle trip reductions. 
. . . . 

'X·.:~~~· • Inconsistencies and deficiencies in GW report 
. ·:- .·· ;· .. · . underc:ui. any Commission reliance on this report. 
~ ~.? ~~·~i<(i,... . . .. . ·.-.. ··: ..•. ~:, .. . .. . . . . 
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