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Why are we here? 

• No good reason to discard valid 2000 Plan. 
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Neighborhood still under siege 

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

- In many -places, "on campus" is directly al?utting "off campus." 
Three-d~Y: -\yeekends of.parties, drinking and noise. · 
GWU ckaws crowds, not.Just stllde~ts.' ·Major sports and other 
events - liKe living near MCI Arena. 
Sheer numbers of students and visitors traveling on sidewalks 
crowding ·J)eighbors. -· 

~ r. .... • • . .. -

· · - . Incident t:eport system·ts inadequate· to d~ter .students. ··.·-~-... · 
• • t-" .; ~ • ' , • ' • ~ \- • 

- Negative_ effects.spread_beyond campus. _~," · ··. · · ·: · 
Special problems owing to the transient nature of student 
population causes m~jor upheaval througheut the year . .. 

· - Move-in and move-out times go on for weeks .. Particularly 
.,._,.._--·-·· disruptive to permanent Fesidents. 
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Over-enrollment still a problem 
GW U Enrollment Categories 
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Over-enrollment still a problem 
-

• GWU has-over 24,000 students enrolled·. 
• Alleged compliance with 2000 Plan is · ·. 

·achieved only by omitting· thousands of;. 
'-students.~:_;· ... · . . r • •. __ .".< ·t_ < .:~ '~ ... 

• GWU compliance ~reports omit specific . · · . ~ 

numbers-. . -. · - · _ · ·-·~:-~~--- . . - · ·-: .. · 
~ ~ r # .. • .... ~ . • , • • ....~ ~ • • • • • , • .. • 

.• . GWU cilauged it~ .-CountiR~ :,it1ethodolOgy~ · · · .. 
. · ·along the ·way . . · •. : ·. · · . · · 

. . ~ 
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Over-enrollment still a problem 

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

- Zoning Administrator relied _on GWU's defmitions 
for counting students. 

. ·~ . ~ 

- The audit did not. examine 'faG!iltY or staff numbers. 

·_ The ariditdid riot Co~nt stud~nf~ (-s~Ch as 
continuing. education students) ~ho come to -~- ·. ~ · 
campUs ~nd have an Impact on ~e illtensity of :· 
usage· of the neighborhood. 

. -. . .. . . 

- The ~udit did, however, suggest that GW woulg be _ : . . . 

· out of cGmpliance on FTE student peldlnt for fatl 
:!!T:!"c:/:J~.::::-r. 2005 tlELUeJ;" .a ~etbe.ctology C~tb~~ing smdents. . .,.,.~ ... d..,..=· >'~¥,:0.\:.::;'1 

- ' I . ' . 

coming·te ~B. 
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' .; 

Over-enrollment still a problem .· · 
. . 

.. 

• Focus sho~ld be on total intensity of use of --~- · 
Foggy BOttOm campus. 

· . ·- Need to. ¢ount ALL studentS'( ai.ld others) using ·: . 
· · ·· the carriPlts·, ·even if students-_ are .ho.:used . . . . <!.'. : . 

.... . . ... " . . , 

elsewher:e: . Otherwise a hugb)oophole exists~ .·_ .. ~::':. · 

: - Count fk~~ity and staff seParately.· No reason · ·.- .· 
· to combiiie the two. · 

... ~ .. " . ' 

-Any heade.ount standard shollld be - ~lear and .. -; > ~ · 
simpie ·- and without lo~pholes. '· · · · : 
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0ver-enrollment still a problem 

• GWU~s pr9posed 20,000 cap offers no protection . . ·. 

·• GWU conditions contain several loopholes: 
·_ GW would omit students who take classes at Foggy 
. · Bott9ni, but.l~ve elsewhet;e . . W qu!~ be easy to br~ng in. ·. ;, _ ::-.· 

students ffogJ. Virginia. . . · · ... > _ :.f.: · ·. · : .. 
.. . . 

- No enforcement if GWU in "substantial compliance," 
whatever that means. · 

:-.-_...;,'ltH.;.~·x;,::-. . . 
. . 

- Limits on·GWU buying property are ineffectual . 

. - Student .d~scipline program ineffe~tual. 

• If c ·ommission to accept GW'.s ·new methodology, .. ~ - . · :·x~ 
'llh!'l(:: ••.• ~.!!..,.. it should lowe~ thle cap. , · ;""."- : · - , · . · ·. : :_..: · .-

• "" I :l . ; .. 
" 
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Addressi="-g the pr0blem · 

• Any cap changes should set a limit that 
realistically _measures the impact. of usage of the 
Foggy Bottom campus. . . 

• To the extent the C-ommission us-eS headcOunt, 'the 
. ..·t . . . . ~ . • 'I - ,. ' . .. 

standard should be objective, cle~r and _ ·· · : .. :·. 
enforceable. 

. ,- . 

~ . If you are ~inclined~ to mo:v·e to GWU's ·definition, 
yoU Should lower the cap. · 
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Campus Pbin criteria not met ·. ·, .. 

• 
-..... :' ........ : 
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No· reason to lise PUB pr(!)cess 

• Special Exception route the only ·method in the 
Zoning Regulations to deal with._ the specific 
problerils~ .of allowing universities in a residential .~: · 
neighbor]19o~. · . . : . · : <·. _ .. 

5
.. . · .•• ·, ,.. . • < 

"' . " . . • ... ~~v ~ 

• Section 2~19 ~imits are app~o.priate for special · · :·. {~·- · _·-_··:-: 
exceptiQh lise -in a residential ioile - less density .. · .--. · ·. · · . 

• Nothing in the Regulations cont~mplating a 
campus~ wide PUI? . .. · 

• Most of the _contFols sought by 0~ can be 
·. achieved through Section 210. -'~· · ~ · ', 

'· ~ ). 1 ~ t . • 

. . . . 1.· . .. . .. ; • '.,:w~~~ 
· : ) ~ - r ~- • · JIS}~~~ft' ,-•. : ... r·:"-:A>!'J·=~: •• ,.,.,~;~o;_.· ~~ 
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. "On-Campus" residential density · . 
already Concentrated 0n south end ol 
. . neighborhood 

7~6 Iv01yTo..wr 
))4 lbwnlvme 
13 5JJ.5~.526 22ud Sbeet 
13-1 Intematianlll HmL'>2 
33 ffi3.605.611 ,619 2Jnd Stleet 
I, 115 ISJ Chl!luiclge n JI09 F -.n~.,. , _ _. 

Jl 0 C\U<ota _ _ _, 

4&4 

,....___J -· , 

345 Mitchell 
I 05:: Tinu'Sion Hall 
193 1959 ESb-eet 
1595 

16J F1ttl\Cis Scott I(ey 
379 Potomac Hou'J2 
541 

3,715 under grads h oused on southern boundar y "on campus" 
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"Amenities"-cannot·lessen the-blow 
~ ~ . - . . . 

. . 

. · . .. ". .. . 

• Creation ofn~w _campus histori~ district would not .. - . · 
constrain .GWU to::operate solely ...... within the Campus Plan 
boundaries. ~ - ~. · .. ·.. . . · · ·, · --

• (j.,.~.(r 
o A 

•.. qwu can-. a#"4 c'd~es ·- operate. OJ:ltside Campus Plan b d . ~,. . . 
oun . ar~es~ .. .-.. _:·.:z· . ~;·.~: ~,. _ _ . . . _ .. >:. -· .. : .·. ·-~. _ _. ._ -. . ,._. . . 

• GWu can k~ep ·~~pitriding, e:g:;':buyirig .resid~flti~l :·:' · .· : 
buildings. Limits_: ~heffective. ~ ·: ---~ ·.- ·,. :· ~-

~- ... 
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' .. 

• GWU·proposing a major incre~se in FAR 
(density). · 

r . ' 

• It would mean more traffic, more. ·activity, more 
noise, more negative effects OJ.:l: t])e neighborhood. · · 

. ·)• . 

• Headcoun~ (however defined) is ·not a sufficient 
. measure of the total impact . . The focus sho.uld be 
on the intensity o.fu:ses of the campus. 

I • ,. : • 
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Planning Issues as· to 
- t ' 

.GWUCampUs 

T..~.stimony·:o_f ~. 
r , • 
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. Current ·~~p Campus Plan 
• 0 0 

• C11rrent Call)p\l~ ... OPlan. vo~lid · 1Jntil j1Jne ·2009, .... __ :0

.:. ,_ 

. ~· .,.. . 

ZONING COMMISSION
District of Columbia

Case No. 06-12
165



. . 

Additi~naf~FA otijectianallle 
.. ·· .. 

• GWU asking·- for __ l .,700,000 more GFA · . . . 

. -

• Does not inGlud·e',addjtionat-900,0 .. 00~-·-: .~ ·~ 
. . . .• . ..- ,· -. . . . 

· ..•.. ·· 1,000,000 <sq.ft,~FA 0!1 Sq~· - 54; $q~ _8Q.·:"; , 
"' · -~ ' . ., - tl · i • • ""-. • • • ~ - · - r:- • • • • l • ; • ... •t • • •.·• 

. . , ' . . -

- -Like adding 8 or ~9 -more do~n~own office ·_ :l·· .. - · · 

.. 
. t: 

. . ...... 

'· ... 
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Making the cUrrent Plan work 
. . '· 

• The Commission has an obligation to examine .. · 
effectjveness of conditions BZA irnpo·sed.·to mak~ 

. ~ . •. ~ . . . .... . _•' .. 

sure that the limits· are ·effective.:and ·can .be · .. · 
·~ 

enforced. ' . 
... ' . . " J . . .. 

- PP. 2~4 of testimony discuss issues raised by th~ 
application. · · · · 
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. . .. 
I 

. 

· ·~ _lb

4

•• ·PUD · ''amenities~' 
~ 

. •". '• . 

·- • No sigllificant public amenities or economic 
. 1 . . 

. . 

· ~ _ be-riefits·_:in ~OP -·r~ep.ort. ,·~: ;._ . ~- .~-· .. · 
. - .. . .. 

-.... • . WT ·• . • ~. • • ""'"' -..#' ., • ~ • " ~ 

~ " • Shalit teport on.Gi\VlJ shows th€ liniited : .,. 

' ... 

" .. '. 

· economic benefits. Of letting GWU ·grow '·as 
· : a devei9prhe:n.tSftat~gy. , . · - . 

. . . , . 
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Not a proper PUD application 

• PUD process does -not provide for an 
extensiVe, overall PUD under Chapter 24. 

, . 

- Not limited to specific development proposals. 
! -

- 5 lot assemblages/development sites (Squares 
41, 55, 56, west sides of77, 7_9) 

· - Covers only GW-owned prop:~rties, yet private 
· · · properties .within PUD bounqarjes. 

~ 

~ - Comparisons to Washington Hospital Center 
are not valid (See maps with planning report). 

<-_. -No context for r.ezoning to C:-3-C. 
,-r:-c:R"''i.~ ... 
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, ''Grow up, not out'' 
A slogan, not a planning strategy. 

• No planning justification for what GWU proposes in the 
-Cotnprehen~ive Plan. 

• Building taller in the center (mostly) does not _reduce 
. overdevelopment impacts .. 

•· · Impacts still objectionable to neighboring properties due to 
noise, number of students and other objectionable -· 
conditions (21 0.2). · 

• -Sec. 210.3 's intent "to ·prevent unreasonable campus · ~ · .r 

expansion into improved low-density districts." 

• , Statement at pp. 4-8 discusses inadequacy and limitations 
- . of OP repo~. 
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< •• . ' 

Com.prehensive Plan 

. . 

• Institutional .Designation- §~.1340.~2. 

• § 13.58 (p. 13-52) _ .. r The ~'expan_sion of George 
W~shington Univ.~rsity has resu\tedin the . " .. ·,:. 
diminishme~t o.fho.using." · 

• This "and other ·commercial usageis of grave · · .·. : · · · 
concern." :_ -.... 

. . . ... . · .. 

• "University' generated traffic ·(al~eady) has had :a · .:_· 
- ·. ·negative eff(!·ct oil re~idential Foggy: Bottom.''.·.:.···:_:;~._ : · 

. • • : • i,.". , .. • - ~ . • • ; ' 
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. 

Making matters· worse 

• Adding 1,700,000 sq. ft. will exacerbate existing adverse 
conditions. 

• OP report does not examine over-development. 

· - No study ofJrip g~neration - for the new .1,/00,PQO sq. ft ... · .. \ 
. I ·,· 

• 3.65 FAR proposal for a ·currently zoned residential area · 
exceeds maximum allowed under,§ 2·1 0. . 

. 
• Rezoning to C-3-C "circumvents"§ 210 density . 

maximums. 

• Adding 1,000,000+ sq. ft: from Sq. 54 and Sq. 80 will -
transform the limited existing residential character into a 
complete university art:~.· 
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Traffic Issues 
Related to GWU Campus 

Testimony of Joe Mehra, E.E. 
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f 

Existing Conditions 
.. . 

• Trucl( data are not provided (deliveries, trash, etc.) 
- This can impact levels of service. 

• Existing queues not provided. .. 

• Spillbacl( onto adjace~t 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 ·­
compute 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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• Wells report states Street peal< is 8:30-9:30 AM __ , 
. . . . 

and 5-:3·0-6:30 PM; GWU_ peq_k is· 8:00-9:00 AM .·· . .. . ·. 
and 5:00-6.:00 PM ORHalf.Hour overlap only; · -~-., ·:· 

• Wells data -shows that 23 out·o£.31 intersections--_ .. _-.:· -· -
have stfeet peak earliei- than8:36-9:30 AM. . . 

. . . .. . .. . . . . ~ ~ .. . . . .. . ~ - . ··~·"'"- . . · ' .. .• -

• Wells data shows that 21-out of 31 intersections- · . ·_ · ..._ , . . 

haVe street peak earlier than· 5:30-6:30 PM. .· ·. ·. · '. ·. 

• Inference- Street peak·and ·awu peak_are at 
. .· . . 

. about the same time .. . . . . 
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. . . 
• > • 

~ . . 

. ·.. . 

Peak Hour . Based ()n . Based on ·.. ·Based on .. i,. . . 
• f • .• 

' 

. . . ·Parking · Travel . · ' · ITE Report · \ ... _ • . 
·Survey··,_---.·.·. ___ ··.· .. 

. · . :·· 

AM Peak · 804 · · 

. . 

PM Peal< 909 . ·862 
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Possible Reasons for Discrepancies 

G Assuming 25% more trips to calculate the level of 
on-street parking is too conservative. 

• Report states that about 2,500 travel Sllrvey 
. responses received; Table 3~2 shows 2,470. 

responses, Table 3-3 shows 3;080 responses. 

• .. Faculty/Staff generates only 1 trip fo'f 13.6 . 
employees in PM versus 1 trip for 3 employees in 

.AM. 
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. ' 

- . ' 

Future "Traffic ProJections 
. . 

• Assumed 0.5% per year B·ackground Growth; 
DDOT St"LJdy us.ed 1% per.year gro_wtD-.. ... 

. -

• GWU growth'iPtrips based on incorre~t · .. · 
assumptions~ _· ~::~.>~-.· · 

. . .:" .. ~ ... \ { 1~ ( . 
. . . 

• GWU growth .ill vehicle trips dOes not include 
non-Gwi.J bUS travel from other campuses: .. ., .. 

• Tota~ trips foreC'asted as much as 400vehicles per •. · · · ... · 
. hour less for some movements. 
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Levels of Service 

• 9 out of 3 7 Intersections analyzed are failing today 
(LOSE or F). 

• With GWU expansion, 16 out of37 intersections 
will fail based on Wells -Report .. 

• Using corrected data an additional 6 intersections 
may fail. 

• After mitigation, 15 out of 3 7 intersections still 
fail. 

• Mitigation results in loss of curb_side parking. · 
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TMP/Conclusions 

• Wells analysis is flawed. 

• No specific or binding actions are presented. 

• Unlil<ely to result in any vehicle trip reductions. 
. . 

• Inconsistencies and deficiencies .in GW report 
undercut any Commission reliance on this report. 
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