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8. The narrative does not mention M.E. Klinedeist when this 
appears to be the owner of the area with the surviving surface 
foundations. 

I recommend that the report must at least address the three major 
issues presented above before it is finalized. The remaining 
comments are relatively minor, but should be considered, especially 
in preparation of the Phase I survey report. 

With the exception of these recommended changes, I concur with the 
findings and recommendations as presented in the report. If you 
have any questions regarding this review, please contact me at 
(202) 727-7360. 

~l~~ 
Laura Henley Dean, Ph.D. 
Archeologist 
Historic Preservation Division 

cc: Dr. Stephen R. Potter, Regional Archeologist 
National Capital Region, National Park Service 
1100 Ohio Drive, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20242 

Lisa DeLeonardis 
3621 Hilmar Road 
Baltimore, Maryland 21244-3121 

Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia
CASE NO.16566
EXHIBIT NO.7A6

Board of Zoning Adjustment
District of Columbia
CASE NO.16566
EXHIBIT NO.7A6



Mr. Reginald W. Griffith 
Executive Director 
Planning, Review and Implementation Division 
National Capital Planning Commission 
Suite 301 
801 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20576 

Dear Mr . Griffith: 

FEB I 1995 

Refer to: HPC-15 

co .. cu""E"ct~ 
IIJG. IVMBOL ,. 

I ( ' ' 

IIJG. S ""IOL 

lfOTIAU/SIQ. 

OAH 

IITG. $'1'MIQI. 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). in cooperation with the National 'N
11 ••1.•"·0

· 

Park Service (NPS). and the Government of the District of Columbia is in th~._ __ _ 
process of preparing a highway demonstration project to improve the access t •"· 
Georgetown University from Canal Road in the District of Columbia. This .,.._ __ _ 
project has been designated as DE-0014(801). On August 25. 1993. an informa •0

·..,,.,•
0

1. 

meeting was held with members of your staff to provide a brief introduction~--­
the project. Because of your Federal planning and preservation 
responsibilities within the study area and your technical expertise in subj~--­
areas likely to be the focus of the environmental review. we request that y Tl 

agency participate as a cooperating agency in the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) process. 

This demonstration project was authorized by Section 149(a)(14) of the Surf 
Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 (Public Law 10~---
17: 101 Statute 132. 183: April 2. 1987). as amended by Section 338 of the oAu 
Department of Transportation and Related Agencies Appropriation Act of 1990 ~--­
(Public Law 101-164: 103 Statute 1069. 1099: November 21. 1989). Copies of ,.,a., ..... 0 1. 
these excerpts are enclosed. 

lftlTIAI.SISIO. 

We understand that pursuant to the National Capital Planning Act of June 6. ~---
1924 (43 Statute 463: 40 United States Code 71. et. seq.). the National oAu 
Capital Planning Co1T1T1ission must review this demonstration project. as a 
District of Columbia sponsored project. IITO. IVMIOl. 

On October 29. 1992. a public notice in the Federal Register was pub 1 i shed ltClflAI.IIS•a. 

stating that an EIS was going to be prepared. On February 11. 1993. an ope 
house informational meeting was held to offer an opportunity for the publich:':--~-­
ask questions and submit written comments concerning the proposed project. 
Public meetings were held on September 14 and October 12. 1994, to offer 
additional opportunities for the public to corrment on the project. In 
addition. meetings have been held with the Citizens Association of Georgeta rr,,m"'"'"'0 · 

the C&O Canal Advisory Commission. the Palisades Citizens· Association. and 
local Advisory Neighborhood Conmissions to brief these groups about the ~~,---
project. 

,A Forn, '380-14 (8-111 
OFFICIAL FILE CO'°Y 



On December 1. 1993. a meeting was he1d"with.the District of Columbia; 
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs. Historic Preservation Oivisio 
to discuss the preliminary archeological assessment for the project. This 
meeting was followed by a January 19, ·1994, letter requesting tfie initiation 
of fonnal consultation with the Historic Preservation Division. 

1r 
CONCUIUOl .. Cl ~ 

flTO. 9YMaOL 

,..fTIALIISIO. 

DATI 
We have enc,v~c::d conceptual plans of the three alternatives to be studied in 
the draft EIS. The·no-build a1ternat1ve will also be included in the draft 
EIS. Existing right-of-way lines have been highlighted on each plan view. 
The public laws referenced above. require that Georgetown University dedicat 
at least 2.5 acres of land as a scenic easement. Since the exact location o 

E flTO. l'rM• OL 

this easement has not been identified, i~}is not shown on these plans. INITIAI.MIQ, 

ll f'ATl We are planning to proceed with the preparation of the EIS. while keeping yo 
office informed of major decisions and developments as they occur. We will 
provide you with 1:he draft EIS for review'and corrment and meet with you to 
resolve any outstanding issues. After the final EIS is prepared, we will 
submit copies to your office. 

Your agency's involvement should entail those areas under its jurisdiction a 
no direct writing or analysis will be necessary for the preparation of the 
EIS. 

We are available to discuss any issues related to the project, including 
activities that you believe are necessary to maximize interagency cooperatio 
If you have any questions. please contact Mr. Jim Sinnette. Environmental 
Planning Engineer, at (703) 285-0085. 

Enclosures 

cc: 

Sincerely yours. 

C,,~&y-
~. Gary L. Klinedinst 

0 1 Division Engineer 

Mr. Robert G. Stanton. Regional Director,, National Capital Region, National 
Park Service. Washington, O.C. 

Mr. Don Goffredi. DC Department of PubJic Works. DECA. arcs. OED. 
Washington. D.C. 

Mr. Arthur J. Hill, Division Administrator. FHWA. Washington Q.C. 

Federal Highway Administration . 
HPC-15:JSinnette:50085:1/31/95:X:\usr\pcshare\ken\gtwn\ncpc.ltr 
cc: EFLHD, Chrono. P&C. P&C Rdg 

... FMm 1310•14 (MO o,,1c1A1. ,iu co,v 

flTG. l'rM•OL 

INIT IALS/SIO. 

I fl"'" 
1no.,.,.,..•OL 

INITIALI/IIQ. 

I 
DATI 

IITG.l'rM•OL 

INIT IAU/SIO. 

DATI 

flTG. IYM•OL 

INITIALIISU\. 

DATI 

flTG.aY-OL 
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FEBO 9 1995 

Mr. Gary Klinedinst 
Division Engineer 
Federal Highway Administration 
21400 Ridgetop Circle 
Sterling, Virginia 20166-6511 

Dear Mr. Klinedinst: 

In response to your February 1, 1995 request, this confirms that the National Capital 
Planning Commission will serve as a cooperating agency with the Federal Highway 
Administration in the development of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for 
the proposed Highway Demonstration Project for the Canal Road Entrance to 
Georgetown University. 

Maurice Foushee, our Environmental Affairs Officer, has been assigned primary 
responsibility for coordinating the Commission's participation in the National 
Environmental Policy Act process. If you have any questions regarding this matter, 
please contact Mr. Foushee at (202) 724-0174. We look forward to working with 
you in the development of the EIS. 

Sincerely, 

~~#.'k~ 
Reginald W. Griffith 
Executive Director 

1101 Pl!NNIIVLVANA AVl!NUa, N. W., IIUITI! 301 WAIIHINi'TON, D.C. aDe?S 



Georgetown University Canal Road Entrance 
Federal Highway Administration Final Environmental Impact Statement 

APPENDIXC 

\ Georgetown University 
Comprehensive Transportation Management Plan 

(Prepared 1989, BZA-Approved 1990) 

Appendix C - 1998 



(Appendix G fron: Ge.)1getown University e.bmtennial Master Plan. 1990) 

Comprehensive 1f-ans.portation tv1anagen1ent Plan 

T h1~ cont in ued 6rowth in th-~ nur11bcr of people ,1ho work. :.cad-: and study at the Universir::, each 

., . .l:iy. as comrasted re a fixcc1 nurnher of 1iarking sp,icc:s th,:; t are pcrmicted by the C::i;·nrus Pian. 

rcq\Jires som.: portion of the commuter population ta shift mode. The objective of the 
cransporracion management program is to provide a way for this transition co·occur effi6endy 
and voluntarily with a minimum of disruption co Universie;.· operations . . 

To engender shifts in the mode of commuting requires both incen_cives- making non -Jri\·ing 
modes more accrac-ci ,·e, and disinccntin:s - discouraging the ;JSC of the fimiced nurnbcr of 
parking spaces. · 

In the caccgory of incemi\·es are those ac tions that make ;c more attractive for stuc..lcnts. facuic-y 
and sea ff m use o~her modes - prim:irily ridcsharing ::ind transit. 

Although ridesharing among University scudcnrs and facuiry is difficul~ due to the varying 
schedules and uncertain hours on c:impus, rhe Uni\·ersity is commicced co this concept :.1: ,d forry 
percenc of the ~bn Campus faculty :md staff fiaYe indicated a positive response to the pro1ision 
of a ridesharing matching service. Presently, the Transpormion, Traffic and Parking Department 
promotes the carpool program. This program will be enhani:-ed by appointing a Ridcsharing 
Coordinaror to assist in the formation of id<licional carpools and vanpools. This person \\ ill rcporc 
co che Director of Transporracion. Traffic and Parking and will maintain lists of .r:.:i\·e! time and 
residence are:is for rhose seeking to join ridesharing :mangemencs. The potential does exist to 
shift more travelers for more trips, especially in concert with the suggested impro\·emencs in 
transit accessibility, and increases in the cost of parking. 

Based on experience. it is clear chat ridesharing among staff is feasible if their hours are more 
compatible. Staff who enter into ridesharing arrangemencs must be assured chat: 

1. They will noc be censurc=cl for keeping regubr working hours; i.e. lea\·ing at a sec time. 

2. They can return home during the d:iy if necessary. 

3. They c:m transact necessary Uni,·ersiry business during the day \\·ichouc h:1\·ing co use their 
own car. 

4. They ,,.,·ill ho,·e :J. safe way to get home if chey must \\Ork late. 

hems 1 rnd 2 :ire clo.~clv connected. The L:ni,·crsir:v encourages scaff ridesh.-:ring bv m:iking ::i 

commi1n1c'.H to i~s accompli shincnt at the highc::st ieH:is of ma 11:1ge:ncnc .-\ssociaccd :H.ti()ns; 

;ndu<lc: 

L A policy staceme:1t th:1c overtime shoulc..l be requested only in unusual c;icuacions. 

2. A policy and cornmim1cn{ <o pay cib fare or tO provide a Universi~- \'ehic!e to pcr~nns in 
ridesharing arrJngcmencs who musr work over~imc. or who muse lea\·e work for ;i pcrson::il 
erncrgcncy. 



;\ , -.,/ , :_· :,' t0 ,) ,ry.idc c::ib fares or ::i Uni,·e ·::.i r-:· •.ehicle w persons ',\h o 0r.he r-.a, :sc ,,. ry, ld 'le ::, : ,o 
use d,c,r pcrso,, ai ·.-ch ide for University business, 

The orhcr option w driving co c:1n1pus is ro use public tr:insic. ln tc!ephcne surveys . the rnosr. 
;"rcq ucnd y ,:i::cd reasons for noc usi ng public cr:msit is r_hac ic ·cakes too long" or th~c ic is 
' P('(Jr)\'1: nient The Unin:r5i , 0

: conr.;n •JCS to :1 d<lress chc time COn\'Cnience fac!Or~ th,augh pri\';J(C 

O(K 1:1r inn of its sh uttle bus service_ 

ln tk \Vashington :m:::i there hos been a major investment in public transit facil ities rhac rc:1 cf1 

almost ::ill areas of the region. Where concentrations of llniverSir'f commuters are found who do 

not have good access co the transit system. these corr idors arc c:irgcced for Uni\-crsicy-spomo(cd 

carpools and vanpools. For ocher commuters, the L'niversiry can mosc effectively use irs resources 
w encc,urage rub!ic transit use by supporting the reg:on:1I system; using the regional ncnrnrk tr> 

bring commuters to a few points ::ind then providing conncccions co the camrus. The cu rrclH 
G. UTS. sen ice does rhi:-. in pare. hy prO\-iding :i fifteen minute peak period connt'.' ction co the 

R_oss!rn and Dupont Circle ~letrorail stations. 

f he G. U.TS. bu!> servic~ will continue co be reinforced as an integral elemen: of rhe 
transportation facilities sen-ing the Gcorgeto\vn Campus. Its mission is twofold : 

L Provide con neccions for sc:1ff, faculty and scucknts co che regional transpon::ition system. 

2. Provide connections co areas that are beyond walking distance. and which contain he:w~­

concentracions of students as \vell as staff and faculty who may ]i\·e :n the same areas. 

The most efficient strategy co carry out the first mission is co: 

L Use the regional transit services co bring employees. faculr;· and students from rcsick nc ial areas 
to a few colkccion points. 

2. Use G.U.TS_ to provide frequent connections between the campus and the regional transit 
system. 

The goal is co elcvace ridesharing and transit in status so chac chcy become the accepted 
1ltemacive transportation modes for commuting co the l 1ni,·ersicy. 

In addition to the above measures. chere are se,·eral additional components of :i. cr:i.nsporcation 
managemenr program under consideration by the Universiry. These primarily acJdrcs,,; the cusc 

issue and include che following: 

lncrc:i.se ch-: price of parking, 

7 Expand che G _ UT -5 servic-: to and from \.fetror:iil st:1cions :ind outlying areas_ 

Offer fir:an ci;-d JssistJnce r0 tr:insit users 

+_ Provide :;upron fo r •,-;Jn ;,CO!s. 

5. Provide :_:niversi~c-i:,;vned veh; cles for work-relateci cr:n-ei during the day. 

6. Pay taxi fares to v;:.n poo! or carpool rider:; who are required to -.vork O\'C:rtime. 

7- Conrinuc :: :q1lor;icion an<.! J cvclopmcnc of :iltcrnacc rr:insporcorion S)'scc:ns. 
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Arthur Hill 
D1vie1on Adminletrator 
Federal Hishway Adrniniatration 
Union Center Pl&za, Sult� 750 
820 F1rst Street �.E. 
Washington, DC 20002 

Oear Hr. Hill: 

l'eb. 12, 1993 

Aa a Dietrlct of Colwnbia ree1dent who llvee along MacArthur 
Boulevard. I want to thank and compliment your aaency for the 
Public ldformation t-i.settns held on Feb. 11 cvnc&rnina the 
proposed two-way access into the Georgetown Onlveraity parkin1 
lot from Cenal Roed. Your repreeentativea were moat courteoun and 
helpful ln 1otnc over the drawtn1a and ex�la1n1na the varioue 
elternativee. What impreeeed �e �ost wae the openneea with which 
you are epproachlna what alcnoet inevitably will be a 
contt"overe:tal project. You ea.id you would welcome written 
cotrmente. �o here are eo�e for what they are worth� 

--Gttor9etown Univ•r•lty Position-- I think it would be 
helpful if all part1ee conoerned read the teetiinony preeented by 
(father Willialh Geora:e of Geor1etow·n to the House Public Works 
Subcommittee on Surface Traneportation on June 16, 1983. In that 
teetimony certain etatemente were made that aiay et1ll be 
pertinent and accurate or which may be contradicted by. eome ot 
the alternativee under coneideration. Referencee to that 
teetiinony will be inade ae [ •o alona. 

-- Tr• ft t c F 1 ow --Canal Road ie a major artery leading into 
downtown Waehlna:ton. ueed by thoueande of comanutere from 
Northweet Waehinaton and the Maryland and Vir«lnia euburbs. Ae 
Father Geor11e testified In 1983, it la a ·· quaei-interetate 
hlchway, .. a '".c;1.:,Jor 6�.:.e,�e" road which "le •lr·t!�dy a '-=un1ieeted 
road, claeaified ae "P" durina the ruah hour." Ten yeare later, 
the traffic con1lletton undoubtedly la woriH•. Particularly durina 
morning ruah hour, traffic eeekina to •et on Canal Road becke up 
1:or several blocks alon11 MacArthur Boulevard and Foxhall Road and 
on Canal Road 1teelf before the intereection vi th Foxhall. 
Environmentally. the 1dlina oars already present a Pollution 
problem in A reeidential area. It follows, therefore. that fro� 
an enviromnental standpoint nothina ehould be done that would 
impede the 1:low of traffic alon1 Canal and cauee additional 
backup of traffic in a residential neillhborhood. On environmental 
arounds, that would aeem almost certainly to rule out Alternative 
2 wh1ch propoeee 1netal1ation of a traffic licht at the 
tntereectlon. But whatever alternative is aeleoted to provide 
eastbound traffic acceee to the parkina lot, it inevitably 1& 
•otnc to lead to areater uae of Canal Road, MacArthur Boulevard 
and Foxhall Road and thus to areater traffic congestion &nd 
Pollution in a residential area. 

-2-

--GeorQetown Tr•ffic --In your ete.teinent, you ear "'this 
project is expected to have a positive 1�pact on traffic and alr 
�uallty on local Georaetown Streets.·· Put another way, th1e 
amounte to oeytn• tho Air pollution probleme reeultina fro� the 
parking lot traffic will be transferred to other reeidentlal 
e. eae auch ae thoee alone: Foxhall and MacArthur Boulevard. Sven 
1f th; Prospect Street entrance to the par�ln1 lot le cloeed. I 
question how �uch thie wlll relieve traffic conceetion in the 
Georgetown ne11hborhood near the un1vere1ty. Hv own observation 
from dr1v1nl& in the erea durin,r rush houre la that l:r'luch of the 
conseetion results fro� traffic froM northwest Waehlnaton (not 
Georaeto�n University) eeekin1 aceeea �o Key B�1dge by way of 
34th �t:�:�i aleo &dd that in co�plalnins about the traffic on 
the 1r etreete. the Georaetown retSidente in a wa.Y are pay ina a 
price for refueina to let the eubwaY come to Georsetown. Bue 
transportation to the c.ampue ie infrequent and erratic. 
diecoure1&lna the uee of public transportation to cet to the 
co.trrpue. 

--A•sthetic Jntpact- It .,ee(ns to rne that ell t.he 
alternatives froll'I 3A throua:h 3F would have an edver-ee vieual end 
aesthetic 1�pact on one of the moet hletoric vlewa in Waeh1nston. 
That stretch of Canel Road providee one of the beet v1etae of the 
canal. encompaeelng the canal. the terminal 1n Georaetown. the 
Potomac River end the Virainla ehore. One feele drawn back in 
hietory ae one views the canal and frequently eeee a barae beina 
drawn up the canal. It ie e. eiC:ht th&t I point out to all IDY out­
of-town aueete ae I aive them a tour of Waehinaton. Alternatlvee 
3A throuah 3F wwould all involve the construction of 20-foot hlah 
rempe, obstructina the view of the canal and river for care 
travelllnc along Canal Road� From acroee the river. the re.mpe 
would deface the vista of the Palieadee and the towers of 
r:e.,,re:etown in thtt backsround. F.:ither Georse adm.i tted ae much ln 
hie 1983 teeti�onv when he commented that all the alternatlvee 
had aspects that were "not environmentally acceptable." He ea.id, 
"The flyovere and underpaeees, cute in the media. whatever, and 
when you telte into conelderatlon the p&rk. you had certain thinae 
that .,ere not envir-onmentallv acceptable. The underpass 
(alternative 30 ln your etatement) wee coneidered the &DOet 
eccept&ble eolutlon. ·· He later went on to aay: "One ot the 
thouahts when the city first suaaeet-ed an overpe.ee, can you 
1�a11ne what would happen if you eu11est an overpaee ov&r tha 
canal? It won· t work.·· 

It ie true that the underpaee would not preeent ae �uch ot 
an aesthetic proble� ae the raieed rampe. But even with the 
underpaee, you would confront the Pollution proble� since it 
would encourage additional care to uee Canal Road by providina 
eastbound aeceee to the park1n1 lot. 

--Co•t--In terme of the etrinaent fiecal environment 
contront1na the Fedet•e..1 aoverrunent. the city and Geora:etown 
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Univereity , what would be the coet of the various alternatives? I 
•ather there is S6 million in unspent appropriations and that 
Geor1retown University would a:rant scenic easement on 2 . 9 acres of 
land, valued in 1983 at $1.2.million by Geor•etown. In 1983, this 
Georaetown •rant of scenic easement wae eaid to be in lieu of a 
20 percent contribution by the District of Columbia to the 
project. Would the $6 million still be adequate to cover the coet 
of alternatives 3A throuah 3G? Souie of your repreeentativee at 
the Public Infor1114tion meetina euaaeeted the coet could run ae 
hiah ae $14 million. If eo , where ie the additional mcney aoina 
to come from? If the eoet ie hiaher, would Georaetown·e .-rant of 
~cenic eaeement etill free the Dietrict of Columbia from makina: 
any cont1·ibution? 

Talkin• about the underpaee, which I aather wae the baeie 
for the $6million estimate and appropriation, Father Georae 
teetified in 1983 that "our architecte and en1ineere aaid it 1e 
very simple and it ie about $2.5mill1on cheaper if you went down 
rather than conetruet overpaeeee. " Ie that etl.11 the eaee? 

--Bicycle Access--Aa you may know, the National Park 
Service plana to turn the abandoned railroad rl•ht-of-way that 
runa along the canal into a hikina and bicyle path that would 
atretch from Bethesda to Geor•etown. At one point that trail 
couiee very eloee to a tunnel that aoee from the canal path under 
the canal to a sidewalk on the north eide of Canal Road that 
leade directly to the Georaetown parkina lot. Why not provide a 
connection, thue encouraaing an environmentally aound and 
physically commendable way of gettina to the Georaetown campus? 

I hope you will find 

5275 Watson St. NW 
Waehin•ton, DC 20016 
202· 

theee comments helpful. 

re.9 yours, 
.- ,t-,~ 

W.' Finney / 
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VIAFAX 

Mr. Arthur Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center P)au, Suite 750 
820 First Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 

February 19, 1993 

Re: Improvements lo Georgetown University 
Entrance at Canal Road 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

I am writing in my capacity as Chair of ANC2E representing approximately 16,000 people 
who live in and around Georgetown. Al our regularly scheduled February meeting, notice of 
which was conspicuously poste.1, ANC 2E adopted lhe following resolution by unanimous vote: 

BE IT RESOLVED, ANC2E requests that the Federal Highway Administration expand the scope 
oflbe Georgetown University South Entrance Environmental Impact Stalemenl (EIS) to include the 
impact of traffic on the buildout of the campus as specified in the approved Campus Plan, 
including but not Jimited to, the increase in the number of individuals traveling lo lhe campus. 
ANC 2H further requests details of the numbers of persons currently traveling to lhe campus, 
including identification of where they live and details of the number of cars currently parked on the 
campus. 

We arc gravely concerned that any Environmental Impact Slatemenl (EIS) on the referenced 
project include the impact upon the roadways of the future planned building on the campus of 
Georgetown University. 

The University has included ir, its Campus Plan (which was ai,pro,ed by Ille Board of 
Zoning Adjustment (BZA) in October of 1990) an additional 3.57 million square feet of buildin~. 
Any EIS which does not include the impact of this planned building would certainly be flawed. 

I understand that the University has made 8t41emenls lo your office to the effect that the 
future buildings must receive regulatory approval and are just "a dream" and bas suggested that 
you 001 include the buildout in the EIS. . 

I would like to make two points which will show lhal the position !bat lhe University is 
taking before your Agency is disingenuous al best: 

First, each and every building that the University has submilted lo the BZA -- since the 
inception of the BZA -- has been approved. Thus, it is logical to assume that the bu_ildings which 
appear in the Campus Plan and which have already received approval "in concept" will indeed 
receive building permits. 

More important, however, are the positions that the University has taken with regard to the 
future buildings before the BZA and the Public Service Commission (PSC). The records before 
bolh Agencies are replete with statements and affinnations that the University's future building 

_// 
plans necessitate the building of a 56 000 Watt co- enc 
Uni~ersity has argued Iha!, while their current coos!m :;:~ro~:,thc campus. I~ ~nee, the 

~:~~ ttf .~0!j\0

s! ~~:~:!~::~t;~~: :~e~ !~!~~:i~i ~lt?::ii::~:~te;~:tre01

of !he 

they are~'::!i. ':::r~!i:,:ir~s ::c:~mtalions I~ your office ~re directly in conflict wirh those 

specifically rejt~ted the suggestfoo that· i/::~:•:. ':!:i::~;~i::: j:1~~:t~rJ~:;'.'Y 
. We ur~e you to i~lude within the EIS the impact upon traffic flow of lb pl d 

expans1~n wh!ch appeal:' m the Campus Plan. To do otherwise would e anne 
Agency ID which the Umversity is arguing that the full impacts oflh Cmakc ypoul 13 the only . 
fell. e ampus an would not be 

2E. Thank you for talcing into consideration the views of the many people represented by ANC 

Sincerely, 

ISi 
Westy McDermid 
Chair, ANC 2E 
1631 34th Street, NW 
Washington, OC 20007 
2<nf• 



ANC 2 E 
BURLIETH, FOXHALL'MACARTHUR, GEORGETOWN, HILLENDALE 

February 21, 1993 

Mr. Arthur Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750 
820 First Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 

Re: hnprovements to Georgetown University 
Entrance at Canal Road 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

I am writing in my capacity as Commissioner for Single Member District ANC 2E-01, 
representing the neighborhoods of Foxhall and MacArthur which lie directly to the west of 
Gerogetown University. 

I hereby request that your Agency carefully review the attached testimony of Georgetown 
University before Congress in which they clearly asked for funds for an Undemass and stated that 
an Overpass "wouldn't work." 

It would appear that Congress appropriated funds for an Underpass and that your Agnecy 
is without jurisdiction to consider an Overpass in the Environmental hnpact Statement 

Please review the legal implications and notify our ANC accordingly. 

Best regards, 

-D. Sv-a-"r--

a: Foxhall Community Citizens Association 
Palidases Citizens Association 



11• • Dianne Sawaya 
commissioner ANC 22-01 
4444 Greenwich Parkway NW 
Washington, o.c. 20007 

Dear Ma. Sawaya, 

HFO-OC.1 

March 24, 1993 

Thank you for your February 21 letter on the issue concerning 
Congressional intent for the proposed improvements to the 
Georgetown University Canal Road Entrance. 

We have reviewed the information you provided and have researched 
the legislative history for this project. We conclude that the 
language of the • tatute does not preclude our looking at overpass 
achemes in the draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

The 1983 hearing testimony represented the opinion of Georgetown 
University, but this i • given relatively little weight in 
deteriaining Congre• aional intent. We could find nothing in the 
1987 • tatute, co111J11ittae reports, nor formal Member teati• ony 
which limits the improvement to an underpass. If Congress 
intended to limit the improvement to an underpass, they could 
have included language to that effect in one of the above 
• entioned document•. As the law i• written, it allow• for any 
improvement • • ubstantially improving motor vehicle access ••. • As 
part of the EIS process we will look at reasonable alternatives 
that can improve access at this location. We will certainly 
consider any conclusions reached by earlier studies as we arrive 
at our own conclusion here in 1993. 

Thank you again for the co-ents you have provided u• on this 
project. Input • uch a• yours greatly improve• the environ• ental 
dOCUllent and • aka• it a better decision • eking tool for all of 
ue. We hope you will agree that the EIS proce• s - identifying a 
range of alternative•, evaluating their impacts and presenting 
them to the public for comment - i • a better decision • eking 

- more -

- 2 -

process than allowing th• ten yur old bearing te• t.imony of one 
party to lillit th• range of alternative•• We will continue to 
keep you, and ANC 2E, apprai• ed of th• • tatu• of the project; we 
anticipate distributing our first new• letter in late April/early 
May. 

Sincerely, 

~~-<- ~ 
kArthur . Bill, P.B. 

Divi• ion Ad• ini• trator 

Mr l•o Atkins. ULH 
Kr. Chuck Grant, OPP 
Kr. Jeff Jtnoedler, NPS 
Kr. Prank Locke, RRC-03 
Ms. Westy MeDermid, ANC 22 Chairwoman 



THE PALI( WES cmZENS' ASf )CIATION 
POST OFFICE BOX 40603, PALISADES STATION. WASHINGTON, DC 20016 

February 22, 1993 

Mr. Arthur Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750 
820 First Street, N. E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

RE: FHWA Proposed Project No. DE 0014 (801) 

Dear Mr . Hill: 

The Palisades Citizens' Association has, since 1926, served the 
community of the Palisades of northwest Washington. our 
membership area includes MacArthur Boulevard throughout its 
length in the District, Canal Road west of Foxhall Road to the 
Maryland-District line, and major portions of Foxhall Road. 

At its regular monthly meeting on February 2, 1993, the Palisades 
Citizens Association adopted a resolution authorizing and 
directing me to convey to the Federal Highway Administration its 
objection, in the strongest possible terms, to the proposed 
project in any of its various forms . 

Our opposition is based principally on the following points: 

0 

0 

The need for, and public benefit to be derived from, the 
proposed project in any of its various forms have not been 
demonstrated. Other than anecdotal evidence put forward by 
the principal beneficJ ary, there is nc ta3is for the 
assumption either that all existing entrances to th~ 
Georgetown University campus are not fully adequate for 
current and planned purposes, or that making the canal Road 
entrance a "two-way" entrance would substantially affect 
traffic at other entrances. 

The proposed project in any of its various toms would 
result in the main entrance to the Georgetown University 
campus being adjoined with the single most heavily travelled 
commuter route in this part of the city and a vary heavily 
travelled route at all ti• es. As anyone who ha• ever 
attempted to use these streets during rush hours knows, they 
are severely gridlocked at these ti11ss, with aajor air 
pollution a sad and deplorable result. Most certainly, 
additional and substantial traffic gridlock would be a 
primary result of the proposed project in any configuration, 

SE'rvtng lhe a,..., belWff'n lhe A:>lomac RI,,..,., Fblchalf Road, Loughbom Road. and llv.• Dlslricl Lirll' 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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most particularly during rush hours, and additional 
degradations in air quality can safely be predicted, with 
significant adverse impacts. 

There is no indication that reconfiguration of the Canal 
Road entrance would result in diminished traffic vol11111e at 
either of the other entrances to the Campus. In particular, 
in the absence of other major changes on the campus itself , 
there is no reason to believe that traffic volume on 
Reservoir Road would be decreased, in light of the proximity 
of the Hospital to that entrance. 

Traffic studies conducted a decade ago, in part wi_th the 
•~pport ;:,f this organization, demonsi.:rat;ed conclusively that 
reconfiguration of the Canal Road entrance would result in 
very significant traffic bottlenecks in Georgetown as well 
as on canal Road, the Whitehurst Freeway, Foxhall Road, 
MacArthur Boulevard, and other neighborhood atreeta feeding 
into or running parallel to these routes. The conclusions 
of these studies were principally responsible for the 
project being abandoned at that time. It is beyond dispute 
that traffic volume on MacArthur Boulevard and these 
thoroughfares has grown very substantially in the years 
aince these studies were completed. 

In this connection, we point out that both Foxhall Road 
(particularly its southerly portions South of Reservoir 
Road) and MacArthur Boulevard are two-lane reaidential 
atraets with minimal set-backs. Traffic congestion on these 
atreets has already increased to the point where their 
residential character is severely eroded, particularly 
during rush hour. Funneling additional traffic onto these 
streets would have immediate and significant adverse affects 
on the abutting properties and on property values in the 
affected areas generally. 

The proposed project would unquestionably have a • everely 
disruptive affect on traffic going both ways during the 
lengthy period of construction that we assume would be 
required to complete the proposed project in any of its 
various terms. This fact alone would counterbalance any 
benefits to be derived. 

The proposed project in any of its various for• s would 
• ubstantially alter a route into and out of the city that 
has unquestionable acenic and hiatoric value. Virtually all 
the proposed configurations would involve underpaa• es and/or 
overpasses that would turn this scenic • tretch of road into 
an aesthetic nightmare of • teal, concrete and asphalt. We 
find it difficult to imagine AD:£ benefit, public or private, 
that would justify this type and scale of construction and 
the aesthetic and environmental damage that it would cause. 



o No consideration has apparently been given to the additional 
alternatives o! reconfiguring the other existing entrances 
to expedite the flow of traffic at these locations -- an 
oversight that is inexplicable. 

o Finally, we note that Canal Road currently aarvss as 11 
principal routs to and from Georgetown for joggera, 
pedestrians and bicyclists, many of whom are contributing to 
11 solution to the ever-growing pollution problem in the 
immediate vicinity. This route possesses major advantages 
of sunlight, directness and no at-grade intersect-ions, all 
o! which would be put at risk by the proposed project. 

The Pz.lisades Citizens' Association therefore requests that this 
project be canceled forthwith. We request, in addition, that any 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement prepared in conjunction with 
this project be based, at a minimum, on the following: 

1. An independent, scientifically based study that 
provides baseline data with respect to all vehicular 
traffic now entering and leaving the campus at all 
times of day; 

2. An independent, scientifically based study that 
provides baseline data with respect to all vehicular 
traffic now using the following streets of the District 
of Columbia, and changes to auch data that would be 
anticipated in connection with each of the proposed 
alternatives to the proposed project: 

M Street from 28th Street to 34th Street, ff. w.; 
Canal Road from the District line to JC:ey Bridge; 
Foxhall Road (entire Length); 
MacArthur Boulevard from the District line to 
Foxhall Road; 
Reservoir Road from Canal J!n"t\ to 37th Street, 
N. W.; 
Potoaac Avenue from Norton Street to Arizona 
Avenue, ff. w.; and 
Green Street and Clark Place, ff. w. (entire 
length). 

3. An independent, scientifically based study that 
provides baseline data with reapect to current air 
quality on all of the above streets as wall as the 
"local Georgetown Street•" referred to in your handout 
made available on February 11, 1993; and change• to 
such data that would be anticipated in connection with 
each of the proposed alternatives to the proposed 
project; 

4. An independent, scientifically baaed study that 
provides ba• eline data with respect to all non­
vehicular traffic now using Canal Road a• a route to 
and from Georgetown, and projects the effects on such 
traffic ot each of the proposed alternatives; 

!5. An independent, scientifically based study that 
evaluate• the additional alternatives of reconfiguring 
the other existing entrances to expedite the flow of 
traffic at these locations; and 

6. An independent, scientifically baaed study that 
analyzes and quantities the effects of each of the 
propcaed configurations on the histoi:ic and scenic 
values embodied in the ci.o Canal abutting Canal Road. · 

Please anaure that this organization is on your service liat for 
any and all co1111Dunications to the public or to Georgetown 
University on this •attar. 

very •~8:-1• / / J ___, 
~A. ,)j£z 

Arthur k. Wason 
President 

cc: Honorable Sharon Pratt Kelly 
Honorable James Nathanson 
Ms. Eleanor Roberts Lewis 
Ms. Westy McDermid 
Jule• Bernstein, Esq. 
Honorable Leonard Meeker 
Mr. John Finney 
Mr. Mark Sandusky 



Mr. Arthur R. Watson 
President 

March 1, 1993 

The Palisades Citizens' Association 
Post Office Box 40603 
Palisades Station 
Washington, D.C . 20016 

Dear Mr. Watson: 

HFO-DC.1 

Thank you for your letter of February 22, 1993, concerning our 
proposed project DE-0014(801). We believe your request to cancel 
this project at this time is premature. We are currently looking 
at numerous preliminary alternatives to decide which to look at 
in more detail in the formal Environmental Impact Statement. As 
part of that more detailed review, we will consider your 
suggestions for areas of study along with those of other 
interested parties. 

As requested, we will add your organization to the mailing list 
to receive the public newsletter for this project. Input such as 
yours helps the environmental document to be a better decision­
making tool for all of us. 

Sincerely, 

~~4, c: •• 4-
.,t;,,,,,- Arthur~ Hill, P.E. 

Division Administrator 

cc: .L. vnr Kenneth Atkins, EFLH 
Mr. Tom Stallman, GU 
Mr. Tom Roth, DECA, BTCS 



Advisory I.. 1 *** 
Neighbor hood 38 Commission DISTR1CTO,-COlu1,jAtA 

P.O. Box 32312 • Washlng1on, 0.C. 20007 (202) 

3801 
orthemO'°""'Park 

Barbala A. Hamer 

3802 
EU1emOIOl/9fPark 

David C. Jory 

3803 
stern OI0119r Park 

Sandra J. Panchak 

3804 
Cl1hedral Helghls 
Chlrlff M. Seigel 

3805 
U1hern Okwer Park 

,Joe Corey 

lnls1ratlve AAlatant 
Olene Ney 

Glover Park • Cathedral Heights 

March 31, 1993 

Hr, Arthur J. Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaza 
Suite 750 
820 First Street, N, E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Dear Hr. Hill: 

The following resolution was passed by a quorum of Commissioners 
at Advisory Neighborhood CoDDDission 3B'a regularly scheduled March 
meeting, notice of said meeting having been posted in at least 
t\lO public places in each of the five single member districts: 

WHEREAS ANC 3B is concerned about the impact on 
traffic in its designated area resulting from the 
proposed entrance to Georgetown University on 
Canal Road, and 

WHEREAS ANC 3B commissioned a traffic study (enclosed) 
that found there would be a negative impact on areas 
surrounding the university 1f such an entrance \lere 
built, 

RESOLVED, that ANC 38 urges the Federal IUgh\lsy 
Administration to expand its Environmental Impact Study 
to take into consideration all future building on 
Ceorgetovn University campus and all relevant atudies, 
including the traffic study commissioned by this ANC, 

The resolution "aa paased with a vote of 4-0-0. 

Sincerely, 

Chair 

JC/dn 
Enclosure 

May 19, 1993 

Mr. Arthur Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaza. Suite 750 
820 First Street NE 
Washington, DC 20002 

re: Georgetown University Canal Road NW Entrance 
FHWA Project. No. DE0014(801) 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

I live in the Palisades section of northwest Washington and use Canal Road frequently. 
My most common use is as a bicycle commuter traversing the sidewalk adjacent to Canal 
Road below Georgetown University (GU). Something must be done with the entrance to 
GU because vehicles exiting GU to bead west on Canal Road look only to the left (east) 
which is in the direction of the one -y traffic on that side of Canal Road. Sidewalk 
traffic coming from the west is in danger. The fact that the stop sign is not kt the comer, 
but back up the hill doesn't help either. Even drivers entering GU who can see sidewalk 
traffic usually won't stop for bikers or walkers going east on the sidewalk. I have almost 
been hit on several occasions. Thus, I would oppose Alternative 1 because it maintains 
the current unsafe condition. 

Alternative 2 would be my choice because it would improve access to GU and facilitate 
better traffic control vis-a-vis the sidewalk. It also would be an appropriate scale with the 
canal, GU and that stretch of roadway, unlike the Santa Monica Freeway or Cross Bronx 
Expressway style Alternative 3 options. Alternative 2 might slow traffic slightly, but could 
be timed with the signal at Canal and Foxhall and the one at Canal and the Whitehurst 
to minimize the problem. That whole section is a mess at rush hour anyway (one reason 
rm on the sidewalk), but I certainly wouldn't want to see Canal widened, or a massive 
wall, underpass, overpass, or whatever put there. Also, none of the AJternativ~ 3 options 
seem to accommodate the sidewalk at all. Not only I, but lots of other bicycli « ·md 
p~destrians, use the walk to get to and from Georgetown and the rest of die city. Lastly, 
Alternative 2 wiD give GU the access it needs with the lowest federal cos! of any of the 
Alternative 3 options. Wouldn't it be nice to be able to do something rlght f.lld under 
budget? 

Sincerely, 

G. Brockwel Heylln 
2424 OJBin Bridge Road NW 
Washington, DC 20016 

GUENT53.BH3 



ERAL HIGHWAY ADM. TEL :202- 523-0181 

Arthur Hill 
Dvieion Adminietrator 
Federal Hi1hwav Adminietration 
Union Center Plaza, Suite 760 
820 P'riet St. NI 
Waehincton. DC 20002 

Dear Hr. Hi.11 

Jan 1 2 9 4 
I 

9 : 5 7 No . 00 I P . 0 1 

Dec. 23, 1993 

In driving down Canal Road today. I noticed that orewe were 
lllllkina teat borin1e, presumablv ae i;,art of your etudy for 
oonetruction of a proPO,red two-way aoeee into Georaetown 
Uni verei ty. 

That prompts me to aelt the followina ,;aueetione eo that we 
oan keep our neiahborhood reeidente informed in our P11111111d11a 
N11-lt1tt:er about a project that may adversely affeot their aooess 
to downtown Waehinaton: 

11Hae a final or tentative decieion been made amonc the 
alternatives listed' in your i,ublio information 111eetin1 last Feb. 
11? If eo, which alternative hae been seleoted or which are YOU 
leanina toward? 

fDo you have adequate funds to ao ahead with the projeot or 
will additional appropriatione be required of Conllt'eee? 

• When and where do you plan to have a publio hearin.a on 
project? 

• Have you oompleted an BIS on the proJeot? If ao, oan a 
copy be provided the Palieades Citizens Aaeociation? 

• Have you ieeued a "proJeot neweletter,'" ae promi• ed in the 
ll'ebruary meetin•? If eo, would vou pleaee provide me with oopiee 
for baok•round for any atory I 1118.Y write for the Pel111edea 
Newal11t:t:1Jr'l 

IWhat understandina he.a 'been reaohed with Oeoraetown 
Univeraitll'Y on donation of land and what value hae 'been plaoed on 
the donation? 

#When do you expeot oonetruotion to • tart? How lona ie 
conetruotion expected to take? What will be effect on traffic on 
Canal duri~ oonetruction? One lane? Stop-and-10? Detour? 

I realize that I have &eked 111&1\Y q,uestione for vou to 
anewel". Perhaps with 110111e, it would be more convenient for vou to 

pewer them over the phone. You oan reaoh me at 202- . 
When you do have a public hearinl, I UI 11Ure that the 

Palisades Citizens ,A,reooiation would like to be heard. So I 
reia,ueet that vou keep Marcia Allen, President of the A11aooiation 
who lives at 4800 Calvert St. NW DC 20007, informed on your 

_E!ane. 

,-w.l'lutJ 
n'ISWaltM8fnelN.W. 

Wuld!IIIM, DC JIIJH.Ml 

?.-<Jl • 

s1#:fr-".?J-loure, 

t°h~~ 

Hr. Arthur HI 11 

~Coofftlon 
3710 S Slttet, N.W. 

WOlhlngtan. o.c. 20007 

February 28, 1994 

Federal Highway Administration 
Washington, ~-C. 

Dear Hr. HIil: 

Thank YOU for Your first Project News on the Georgetown University Canal 
Road entrance project-. The Idea of sucl, a newsletter Is II good one, and 
the CI t I zens Con II t Ion of ne lghborhoods that surround GU found your fl rs t 
Issue Informative. There are several questions we need to direct io you: 

I. What Is the status of preparation of the EIS? (Has work begun? Have 
the Informational categories to be developed been selected? Were any 
Interested outside agents or firms Involved In the selection process?) 

2. Is It true, es Project News Indicates, that the same agency (NHWA) 
would both prepare and approve the EIS7 

J. Are we correct In believing that the authorization leglslatloo for the 
project calls for an underground entrance/exit at Canal Road, and not 
an aboveground structure? 

~- Would the operative design plans, currently tasked to the Eastern Fed­
eral lands Highway Division, actually be those already prepared and 
publicized by Georgetown University? That design Is for an elaborate 
multilevel structure, mostly aboveground. 

5. Would, as It appears In your newsletter, the federal and city govern -
ments design, bul Id and Indefinitely maintain the proposed project? 

In addition, I see that your agency has not been In contact with the Foxhall 
Citizens Association. That association hes been the one most Interested 
In the proposed project In the past, end believed Its area would be the 
one most l111pacted. Touching base with the FCA might be worthwhl le . 

I would appreciate your views on these particulars by .mid-Karch. Thanks 
aga_ln _Jor your attention end for Project News, which I am duly circulating 
to .Ca:,Htl0n delegates. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Guy Gwynne 
Coordinator, Citizens Coal ltlon 



HF0-DC.1 

January 5, 1994 

Mr. John W. Finney 
6276 Watson Street NW 
Washington, O.C. 20016-5343 

Dear Mr. Finney: 

Thank you for your letter of December 23, 1993. I am sorry you have to write to 
get information about the project; we have been slow in getting out the newsletter 
as we pledged we would. 

We will be publishing shortly the first project newsletter. It addresses some of the 
questions you asked, but I will repeat them here: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

We have chosen 4 alternatives to study In more detail in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) now being finalized: the no-build 
(#1 at the pubic meeting you attended last February), the at-grade 
Intersection (#2), the alternative with waatbound Canal Rd elevated (13B), 
and a new variation of the underpass alternative with all Canal Rd lanes 
lowered (celled 13H). The public agencies involved would not decide on an 
alternative until the DEIS is circulated and the Public Hearing held. 

It appears that any build alternative other than the at-grade intersection will 
require additional funds. DC could supply the additional funds if they 
wanted, but I doubt that would happen, so it would ba up to the sponsor of 
this project, Georgetown University, to attempt to get additional funds. We 
could also attempt to scale back one of the Interchange altamatives to 
reduce costs. 

The formal Public Hearing will be held In the 30-60 day circulation period 
after the DEIS is made public. No location has baan chosan yet. 

·more• 

4. 

6. 

6. 

7. 

• 2-

The proposed DEIS is now being reviewed by the public agencies involved. 
It is scheduled to be circulated to the public at the end of this winter. Your 
organization Is already on the list of those groups that will automatically be 
sent a copy. 

As mentioned earlier. you should be getting s copy shortly. 

Georgetown University end NPS continue discussions on whet 1.02 hectares 
(2.5 acres) of land around the perimeter of the GU campu, will be 
transferred to NPS to satisfy the 20% local match (ragardle11 of project 
cost; the value of this land Is not an l11ue). Besides this land, additional 
land equal in value to the NPS property actually required for the project 
would be transferred to NPS or they would be given an easement. That 
would not be determined until an alternative is selected and the property 
take is known. 

As seems to happen too frequently, projects like this always take longer 
than we first anticipate. Right now, if an interchange alternative is selected, 
we probably would not start construction until late 1995. Check in the 
DEIS; by that time we might have an estimate of the length of construction 
and the affect on traffic for each alternative. 

Thank you again for your interest in the project. 

Sincerely 

~~~ 

~c: Mr. Jim Sinnatte, EFLH 
Mr. Jeff Knoedler. NPS 

Division Administrator 

Mr. Tom Roth, DECA, BTCS 



&,".'.'cc: Hr. Jim Sinnetu, EFLH 

March 8, 1994 

Mr. Guy Gwynne 
Coordinator, Citizens Coalition 
3710 S Street, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Dear Mr. Gwynne: 

HFO-OC.1 

Thank you for your letter of February 28, 1994. I am glad you found the 
newsletter useful. I will respond to the questions you raised in the order in your 
letter: 

1. The proposed Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is now being 
reviewed by the public agencies involved. It is then scheduled to be 
circulated to the public; the newsletter mentioned this would be in April, but 
this will probably slip to May-June. The "informational categories• or 
sections of the Draft EIS have been aelected. They generally cover the 
standard litany of subject areas common to other EIS's you may have seen: 
purpose and need, alternatives, affected environment, environmental 
consequences (community, traffic, air, noise, natural resources, 4(f), 
historic, etc.). Only the three public agencies involved (the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), the National Park Service (NPSI, and the DC 
Department of Public Works (DC DPW) ), and no outside firms, have been 
involved in the development of the EIS. 

2. The short answer is yea, the same agency(les) will both prepare and approve 
the EIS. The FHWA has hired a consultant (under contract to our Eastern 
Federal Lands office), to gather all pertinent information and write the EIS. 
FHWA, in consultation with the NPS and DC OPW, have reviewed internal 
drafts of the Draft EIS and will eventually agree on its content and release it 
to the public. After getting input from interested parties and holding a Public 
Hearing, we will then select an alternative based on our evaluation of their 
relative merits. 

3. As mentioned in our project newsletter, Section 149(al( 14) of the 1987 
Federal Aid Highway Act authorized funds for this demonstration project. 
This law states • ••• The Secretary shall carry out a demonstration project in 

•more• 

• 2-

the vicinity of the C&O Canal in the District of Columbia for the purpose of 
substantially improving motor vehicle accen at £ :najor traffic generator 
without decreasing the efficiency of a Federal-aid primary highway.• The 
law does not specifically state the type of interchange to be provided. We 
could find nothing In the 1987 atatute, committee reporta, nor documented 
Member colloquy which limits the improvement to an underp•as. If 
Congress Intended to limit the Improvement to an underp11s, they could 
have includi-d language to that effect in one of the above mentioned 
documents. During the EIS process, we will look at reasonable alternatives 
that can improve access at this location. 

4. As part of the preliminary work done by our Eastam Federal lends office, 
they brainstormed and developed at least 10 deaign concept plans which 
were shared with the 3 involved agencies so wei could later agree on which 
to select to review further in the Draft EIS. One of these was based on the 
scheme indicated in GU's maater plan. Although that particular alternative 
was not selected to develop further in the EIS, many of the alternatives 
atudied were above ground end one will be included in the Draft EIS. 

5. It is currently envisioned that another consultant, under contract to our 
Eastern Federal lends office, would be hired to design the alternative 
selected (if a build-alternative is selected), another contractor under contract 
to EFLH would actually construct it, and the 0. C. Department of Public 
Works would then take over responsibility to maintain it. It remains to be 
worked out where the northern limits of their responsibility would end. 

Thank you again for your interest in the project, and your recommendation to 
touch base with the Foxhall Citizens Association. We met with representatives of 
their group last winter and have sent them a copy of the newsletter. 

Sincerely, 

-d~~--
~ Arthur J.4fi!t, P.E. 

Division Administrator 

cc: Mr. Jim Sinnette, EFLH 
Mr. Jeff Knoedler, NPS 
Mr. Tom Roth, DECA, BTCS 
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The Georgetown 
Reservoir Neighborhood 
Association, Inc. WASHINGTON. o.c. 20001 

March 21, 1994 

Arthur J. Hill, P.E. 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750 
820 First Street, N.E. 
Washington, DC 20002 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

The Reservoir, the newsletter of The Georgetown Reservoir Neighborhood 
Association, Inc., is preparing an update on the demonstration project that 
would construct an entrance to Georgetown University on Canal Road. I am the 
editor of The Reserooir. 

The Georgetown Reservoir neighborhood surrounds the reservoir on 
MacArthur Boulevard, and will feel the effects of any changes made to existing 
traffic patterns on C8na1 Road. A map showing our neighborhood is on page 2 
of the enclosed page from the December 1992 issue of The Reserooir. 

Just a few days ago, I learned that you publish and distribute a newsletter 
on the subject. I would like to be added to the list of those who receive the 
newsletter. Any other written material that you have explaining the project and 
Its current status will be helpful 

Thank you. 

_...., , 
Sincer 

~'{k~e->1-
Don Melvin 
4641 Greene Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20007-2510 
202 

April 13, 1994 

llr. Don N•l vin 
lkli tor, Th• Georgetown Re• ervoir 

Neighborhood u • ociation, Inc. 
4641 Greene P).ace, Rlf 
W••hington, D.c. 20007-2510 

Dear Kr. Nelvin1 

JllPO-DC.1 

Thank you for your letter of Karch 21, 1994 <- ju• t received it 
Y••terday), I am enclo• ing a copy of the recent n-l•tter. th• 
only one di• tributad to date. I have al• o enclo• ad a copy of the 
informational packet handed out at the February 1993 public 
inforaation -•ting, where - di•pleyad rendition• of the various 
alternative then being con• iderad. 

Thank you for your int•r••t in th• project. We will place you on 
our -iling li• t to receive any future n-• letter• and 
notification of other project related activiti••• • uch a• 
availability of th• Draft •Is and date of th• Public Bearing If 
you have any •pecific que• tion• about the project not an-• r;d by 
~;

2
;-zi;~;~~:;: give Kr. Jarry Yak~o of ay • taff a call at 

Sincerely, 

4-4/d;-" ~ 
~Arthur J, Bill, P,B. 

Divi• ion Admini• trator 

Snclo• ure• 

COi Nr, Jim Sinnett•, •PLB 
Nr, Jeff Jtnoedler, NPS 
Hr. Tom Roth, DBCA, BTCS 
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Citizen•' Concerns: 
Canal Road Overpass 

Flaws and Omlaalona In the Review Proceaa: 
Canal Road Ovarpaaa Ptoject 

for Benefit of Georgetown University 

FIIWI In the prt)l)OMd EIS 

The proPosed EIS fall• to address lmpoftal'lt altwnlllvet to the project By ao 
dellmH!ng the opt/one the analyslt prejudlC89 any ..... ,ment In favour of the prolect. 
The material omlaalona Include: 

A. Energy-efficient or environmentally• 
benellclal alternatives 

B. 

, . lncteased mandatory car pooling by University employees and per•ona 
regularly working on the campus. 

2. Mandatory Increased use of publlo tranaportatlon by the above person•. 

Both options could not only reduce congeatfon, and hence the need for the 
overpua, but would also contribute to acknowledged goal• of reducing 
pollution In the District and the greater metropolitan area. 

Omission of such options 11 Inexcusable. 

Reduction In staff/employees/renter-occupants 
on the campua 

1. The Unlveralty preaentty maintain• on lta campua number• of per•one 
wori<fng, or aojoumlng, thtre In violation of the local zoning regullllona, 
Including, but not limited to, the 8Udf and guet\9 of the Marriott-operated 
hotel. 

Citizens' Concerns: rev: June 7, 1994 
Page2 of 3 Canal Road Overpass 

C. 

0 . 

II. 

Any EIS should Include the Impact of eliminating such traffic. CompHance 
by the University with zoning regulatfON .,d Its Campua Plan would Itself 
materially reduce traffic flows and hence any need for the project. 

2. Second. • sateJIHe campua muat be con1ldered, I.e. the option elected by 
urban unfveralfiN el1ewhere to df1place 1orne operation• to lee• conge•ted 
locations. 

Such an option would mat8ftally reduce traffic. as well as the adverae Impact 
of exl9tlng University actlvltlft upon the aurroundlng neighborhood• 
lncon1fatent with the Campus Plan and the zoning regulatlone. 

Traffic genetated by actlvftle• In vfolatlon of zoning rules lhould am be 
reckoned u traffic to be mitigated by new con91ructlon; rather that traffic 
ltaelf should be eliminated. 

Traffic Management Options 

The option of staggered working hour• to be required of the campus per•onnel 
11 oon1plcuou1ly absent. Thia It en option which hu been Invoked In other 
oommunltlea In order to control congeatlon cauaed by concentrated 
employment 11tes. 

Compatibllity/Reconclffatlon wi1h medium­
and longer-term traffic forecasts 

It I• undenlood that the revlewere hlll/9 not verified the Mure occupancy tewt• 
on lhe GU campua, u baed upon the prcfected conttructlon lchedule 
embodied In the Campus Plan. In order to teat the Impact of the greater traffic 
levels upon the uaefulneaa of the prapoaed Ol/8f'pa98. 

AbHnc• of teats of •ccur•oy 

Mr. Mlrack Indicated that no hearing wlll be held In which •worn teatlmony II 
required. /n Particular, Mr. Mlrac:k Indicated that there are no unction, for fa! .. 
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Citizens' Concerns: 
rev: June 7, 1994 
Paga 3 of 3 

Canal Road Qverpas1 

Ill. 

filing• by the Unlver1ity, nor la thent to be any opportunity'°'. aoM· 
examination. Speclflcally, Mr. Mlracl< has noted the following. 

NO opportunity for cn>n-ell&mlnatlon 

NO opportunity tor dl•ccwerv 

NO sworn statements or testimony 

NO penalties !or perjury or fal1e fifing• 

Given the prior history In other regulatory proceedings of grave errott, 
distortions and false statements by the Unlveralty or itl counsel the 
Admlnlatratlon falls to protect the publlc lnter89t by pennlttlng unverified data or 
Information to be used u the bull for decision In this proceeding. 

The community 1, ready to aupply chronologl89. I not• In particular that In an 
earl!« case th• untverslty'I consultant acknowledged having excluded key 
eptlon• from an EIS under lnatructfon from hl1 client. 

In view of the prior pattern and practice the Department falls to ensure • credlble 
bul• tor any publlc review of the propoaal and usesament of the Information 

supp\led by \he d91181op«. 

l!xclu1lon of Interested partlea 

Flnally we •• disturbed that the service lllt may not contain group• with an 
active interest In the lnlegrllV o# Canal Road and the C&O Canal park - the 
Sierra cu, or the Appalachian Mountain Club, for 91(8fflple. 

HF0-DC.1 

July 20, 1994 

Dr. Thomas Stauffer 
1640 35th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Dear Dr. Stauffer: 

Thank you for your fax dated May 25, 1994 las updated by your June 7 revision 
given to my Mr. Frank Mirack at his meeting with you and representatives of the 
Citizens' Coalition on June 7). 

We will be publishing shortly the second project newsletter which will lay out our 
schedule for the next six months. As we discussed at our meeting, we will hold 
more public information meetings before formally endorsing a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) and sending it around for public comment • so you will 
also have an opportunity to present your group's opinion during thase meetings 
and when the DEIS is formally made public. 

Concerning the points raised in your fax as revised: 

1. As mentioned in our flrat newsletter and es discuHed at our June 7th 
meeting, besides the no-build alternative, the three alternatives selected to 
be reviewed in detail are: an at-grade intersection, an overpass, and an 
underpass. We currently feel that these are the moat reasonable alternatives 
to satisfy the purpose of the project which is to improve vehicular access to 
Georgetown University at Canal Road. This satisfies a need to move much 
of the university-generated traffic from local Georgetown neighborhood 
streets to a more logical arterial route - Canal Road • which is the functional 
purpose of such e road. This improvement merely implements one of the 

• more-



2. 

3. 

. 2. 

features included in the most recent BZA-approved Master Plan for the 
University. Based on your concerns, our staff reconsidered the alternatives 
of car pooling, public transportation, satellite campus, etc. to see to what 
extent these would satisfy the need for the project. However, we still feel 
these measures will not satisfy the purpose or need. Many of the "energy­
efficient" atte.-natives you mentioned are themselves features In the 
approved plan which, nevertheless, still includes an improved Canal Road 
entrance as part of the overall negotiated compromise. We feel the BZA 
process is the most appropriate forum to have the community reach 
consensus on the level of traffic generated by the University. 

Concerning the issue of traffic generated by uses in violation of current 
zoning for the university, we feel that this issue is beyond the scope of our 
project. If, as you say, there are such illegal activities, then you should 
pursue this with the D.C. Government. 

As we mentioned in our meeting, what we have developed so far in the 
DEIS is based on our conclusion that the additional 242,000 m2 building 
floor area will not appreciably generate additional vehicular traHic at the 
Canal Rd. entrance since the number of parking spaces is capped. In en 
attempt satisfy your concerns about the traffic generated by activities 
making up the additional floor space, we are having our staff relook at our 
current conclua.ion to see if it makes sense for the types of usages included, 
and in any case, to better describe the types of activities making up the 
increased floor apace (for example, some of the increased space is student 
housing and replacement parking for surface lots-neither of which generates 
additional vehicular traffic). 

4. Concerning the Issue of sworn testimony, etc. which you note our process 
does not include, we have informally checked with our legal counsel 
concerning the applicability of the Administrative Procedures Act to our 
process as you suggested. This Act covers the handling of disputes and 
claims and does not cover the gathering of information during project 
development. We rely on the dissemination of environmental documents 
end on other public forums to give an opportunity for Interested parties, 
such as your group, to add additional information, and to challenge our 
assumptions and the statements of any other party. Through meetings such 

- more -
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as o~rs las! mont~, thr~ugh public information meetings, through formal 
pu~hc hearings with written transcripts taken, and with the requirement for 
me1or c_ommants on the DEIS to be addressed, we hopefully will air all 
viewpoints. 

We will add to our mailing list the two Interested parties you recommended 
be added. · 

Thank you again for your interest in the project. 

Sincerely 

~~ 
.,.c:... Arthur J. Hill, P.E. 

cc: Mr. Jim Sinnette, EFLH 
Mr. Jeff Knoedler, NPS 

Diviaion Administrator 

Mr. Tom Roth, '?ECA, BTCS 
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Advisory Neighborhood Commission 
2E 

326S S St. NW - Washington, D.C. 20CXJ7 
Telephone 202· 

Fax 202-

August31, 1994 

Mr. Jim Simmette 
Federal Highway Administration 
Eastem Federal Lands Highways Division 
21400 Ridgetop Circle 
Sterling. VA 201(,6-6511 

Dear Mr. Simmette: 

I recently requested and received a oopy of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Canal 
Road Entrance Project for Georgetown University. I appreciated the prompt response by your 
office. 

I understand that dala used in the statement was taken from the Georgetown lvlaster Plan for 1989. 

My next questions are: 

What is the basis of the information in the report regarding the square footage and the number 
of people on campus? Was it the current numbers or a projection, and if a projection, for how 
many years into the future? 

May we have copies of the pages in the Master Plan identifying the basis of the information? 

Our public meeting is scheduled for September 8. Please send us the infonnation in time to read 
and absorb it before then. 

Thank you very much. 

Sincerely, 

1,u~Bf~-~ 
WestyByrd 
Commissioner, 2E-04 

__ BURlEJTH /FOXHALL-MACARTHUR/ GEORGETOWN/ Hill.ANDALE __ 

COMMISSIONERS: 

Dianne Sawaya, District I Ted Jacobs. District 3 Beverly Josi. District 5 --··-·, DiJlrict 7 
Otca Turner. District 2 Wesly McDmuid. District 4 F.d Schwartz. Diatricl 6 •-··-·• District 8 

Sept-1>er 26, 1994 

X.. lfHty Byrd 
C«-i••ion•r AMC 2B04 
3426 ReeeJ:VOir Jioad H.W. 
•••hington, D.c. 20007 

Dear K•. Byrd1 

BPO-DC.1 

::n:.~~~~!°::.!~-=:rt!.~::!•:t=:~:~ inforaation on 
improv-ent• to the Qeorgetown 1Jniver•ity ~anal : 0:~::!i.ce. 

lf• pr••um•, •• you are• aember of th• local ARC that ha =~•::i,::.i,~: ~~~;:::i:1:r~~ ~•t•r ~an (1990) ~ th:• 
for our traffic concluaion• W• canp an.id ••• form th• ba•ia 
copi•• if you call, here ar; excerpt•p~~am :iiyou :!th COIIIIPl•t• 

::r~!!:at!yat= = ::: ==t~ ar:iu_int•~==ted~t:i~t 
infonaational -•tin rOIII • -th•• public: 
condition• end a••ua:~i=:•.!4~•cu•••• eziating and forec:a•t 

Sincerely, 

~,§< "" 
,..C.-Arthurt:::(. Bill, P.S. 

Divi•ion Adminiatrator 

Snclo•ur•• 

£ 
CCI Kr. Jim Sinnette. pLR 

iir. Jeff Jtnoedl.er, RPS 
Kr. Tom Roth, DBCA, IITCS, DBI> 
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. a-oxna1i ccrimunity Citizen~ Association 
Se!Vlng Foxhall VIilage, Colony HIii, and lndlin Rook T1mo1 

1112 44th atntt, N.W. 
W11hlnoton, D,C. 20007 

(202) 
8 September 1994 

Mr. Arthur Hill, Division Admlnistra1or 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaza. Suite 750 
820 First Street, N.B. 
Washington. D.C. 20002 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

Prior to the public meeting on September 14, the Foxhall Community Clllzem Association 
has made a preliminary analysis of the 'D'OlupOnallon T,chnlcal Ripon and the Georgetown 
Unive11lty. Canal Road Entrance Project N,w1t,tt,r. In general, we do not dispute the 
remits of the two major studies; however, we find many of the underlyina 1111umption9 
undocumented, Incomplete, or inaccurate. We will prepare commenta on specific aspects of 
the Transportation Ttchnical Report (1TB) after the September 14 public meeting. 

Our comments/questions are listed as follows: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(S) 

For the school year ending in June 1994, what were the actual figures for the ID!fflber 
of undergraduates (full•time equivalents). tho number of graduate and professional 
students {excluding the uw School), and the number of employees of the university 
and Medical Center? la the faculty Included In the employee catcaory? If not, how 
many faculty members (fuU-tlme oquivalentS, and excludlna Law School faculty) 
What are the projections for these categories in 1996 and 2016? What is the source 
for these projections? 

What is the difference between a "local ,treet• and a "principal arterial"? 

Although the source of the "Land Use Plan" In Figure 3 of the 1TR ill llsted as the 
D.C. Office of Plannina, waa the actual "map" obtained from them or was the map 
generated from data provided by them? The map contains rrumerous Inaccuracies. 

Why were the Reservoir Road entrances left out of the Traffic Analysb and the 
Orlgln-Dcatlnation Survey? 

Why ia Reservoir Road considered a "local" route? It and Canal Road are the only 
through streets crosslna Otover-Archbold Park In this area. Cathedral Avenue, about 
three-fourtha (?) of a mile to the north, ia the next through street crossing Glover­
Archbold Park. 

'*FEtftR'~ffWAV ADM . TEL : 202-523-0181 Sep ~ 94 15 :04 No .016 ~ ~ 
(6) MacArthur Bou!· ·,rd be1ween Foxhall and Reservoir !,.~.As i• not a four-lane 

arterial. Parking ,sallowed on both·sldes of the street making It a one-lane road to 
either direction except in lhe momJng nuh hour when parking Is prohibited, thua 
providing two eastbound lane, for traffic. Foxhall Road has four lanes only from 
Reservoir Road north to Whitehaven Parkway, the equivalent of about four or five 
city blocks. North of Whitehaven Parkway, Foxhall Road has only two lanea with no 
stnet parking up to about where Lowell Street comes in. Frorn the lntcrscctlon with 
MacArthur Boulevard north to Reservoir Road, Foxhall has parking on both sides or 
the street, mostly restricted to cars with re,ldential parking stlcb:ra with some spaces 
having 30-mlnute parking restrictions in front of lbe small commercial zone between 
Q Street and Greenwich Parkway. 

(7) The OtrrS Shuttle Routes depicted in Figure 9 could not be entirely accurate for the 
route along Reservoir Road west of the university. Even In 1989 when the 
univeralty's Trall!JIOrtatlon, Traffic and Parking Study was done, the buses could not 
use 44th Street between Reservoir Road and the intersection with MacArthur 
Boulevard and Foxhall Road because this street ls limited to one-way traffic for a 
block at both ends. 

(8) What were the acrual numbera of students, faculty, staff, and vi,ltors who were 
queried aa part of the Gto,r,town Ana Acee.rs A.U1rnall11n Study? What are the 
figures for the 1993/94 school year? 

{9) If one takes the latest figures provided in the 1TR (5,621 undergraduates, 2,060 
graduate and profcsslooal studenlS, and 6,800 employees = 14,487) for the number of 
people on the campus and apply the perccntaae (50%) of those who travel to and from 
the university by car, one obtains 7,244. With the tnallimum number of parking 
spaces on the campus limited to 4,080, about another 78% of people may be forced to 
find parklna elsewhere, such as in residential areas. 

(10) Although pedestrian traffic may be hi&h near the university, 11 there a breakdown of 
the number of pedestrians who wallc: to the university from their cars, which may be 
parked aevenl blocks away? 

(11) If the COG growth rate of 1.2~ a1111111lly is not appropriate for the Georaetown area, 
how do you account for the slow-moving traffic on eastbound M Street during the 
morning ruah hour, westbound M Street during the afternoon rush hour, both lanes of 
eastbound Canal Road (be1ween Poxh«II Road and the Whitehurst Freeway) durlnJ the 
morning rush hour, the left lane of Canal Road (also between Foxhall and the 
Freeway) during the afternoon rush hour, the eastbound lanes of MacArthur 
Boulevard and where It mergn into Foxhall Road durl111 the morning rash hour, or 
the southbound lane of Foxhall at MacArtlrur during the morning ruah hour'? What 
will happen when the vacancies in the office buildings along K Street in Georaetown 
are filled? 
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(12) Why Is the 1111w ~~h Entrance needed if, as the Tl'R cLJ1S, the university's Master 

Plan does not propose any expansion in the capacity or f\Jnctlons of the campus, 
student enrollment is not going to be increased, the number of faculty will experience 
"little change"? Also, why it the number otparlcing spaces is limited, and the 
citlstlng spaces are already occupied to capacity? When traffic volumes have showed 
a decline? When unlvenity-generalcd 1t1ffic will not Increase in 1996 or 2016 either 
daily or during lhc peak hour? 

We hope that you will be able to address these Issues at the September 14 public meeting and 
look forward to seeing you there. 

Scott Polk 
Acting President, FCCA 

Mr, Scott Polk 
Preaident 

February l8, 199S 

Foxhall Ccmaunity Citizen• AHociation 
1611 44th Street, H9f 
tfa•hiniiton, D.C. 20007 

Daar Mr, Polk 1 

RPO-DC 

Thank you for your Septambar B letter on th• propo•ed project. We 
will try to reapond to your que•tiona in order1 

1, Por the 1993-94 achool year, tJeorgatown Univeraity 
••ti.mate• that the number of full-tillle equivalent 
undergraduate• -• S,232 PTB'a, and for iiraduate atudenta it 
-• 2,729 ffB••· Th• number of aploy•••• ataff, and faculty 
at the lJniveraity -• 8,114 (includinii part-time amployee•), 
with S,217 at the Medical Campus and 2,897 at the Main 
Academic Campua. Th••• are clo•• enouiih to our ••tarting 
point •(1996) for our pu"'o•••• 

For our plumins, period (through 2016), we uaed the BZA 
approved cap• or Naatar Plan projection• •• ballpark fi!lllr••• 
The undergraduate atudent PTB i• projected to ill.er•••• by 340 
l'TB' •. Th• number of iiraduate atudent• -• rouiihly projected 
to •tay con•tant. The total •taff, employ•••• and faculty-• 
projected to incr•••• to 7,500, 

Georgetown attribute• th• difference in the projection (7,500) 
and the actual 1993-94 number• (8,114) to the unexpected 
increaae in the number of part-time employ•••· In addition, 
in -rly January, th• Medical Cuipua laid off 131 aiploy••• 
that were included in th• 8,114 figure, No -jor incr••••• in 
employment ia expected at the Univeraity. 

- more -



- 2 -

2. Think of a vaacular ay•t-. Arterial• are like blood 
arteries/vein• which carry the -in traffic flow, local 
(neighborhood) atreeta are like capillariea which have limited 
capacity and aarve localised area• of the body. A local 
atreet primarily aervea •• direct ace••• to individual 
reaidencea, buain••••• or other abutting property which tend 
to generate f- vehicle trip• per property. A local atreet 
offers the lowest level of 110bility. Through traffic, if any, 
is local in nature and extent. Regional, ititraatate or 
interstate traffic ia uaually deliberately diacourag• d. An 
arterial carries llOat of the trip• entering and leaving an 
urban area. Major g •."l.eratora are better aerved by arterial• 
rather than directing traffic by circuitoua routing through 
local neighborhood atreeta. [We note that other trniveraiti•• 
in the city are aerved primarily by arterial route•] • 

3. Th• land use information -• obtained directly from the 
•Land Uae Plan•. However, thia -• in a generalised form. 
Field aurveya of the area have been completed to provide more 
detailed information on land uaea in the area. 

4. The purpoae of our draft BIS ia to evaluate the impact• 
a•• ociated with the change• at .the Canal Road entrance. tl'nder 
the current aaaumption, the acceaa between the Medical Center 
and the Acaduuc Campus i• reatricted to thoae with keycarda. 
With thia reatriction, the traffic into/out of the Reaervoir 
Road entrances to the Medical Center is aaaUll.ed to r-in the 
aame with or without this project, aa part of the background 
traffic. Thua, the traffic into and out of th••• eutrancea 
-• not included in the Origin-DeatinatiOD Study. However, 
other traffic to and fr0111 the Main Acad-1c Campu• uaing 
Reaervoir Road waa included in the analyaia. Thia traffic 
would be affected by the change• in the canal Road entrance 
and the anticipated cloaing of the Proapect Street entrance. 

S. Reaervoir Road ia not a local route, it ia an arterial. 
(Reference OD p.4 of the TranaportatiOD Technical Report ia 
incorrect}. 

6. we are aware of thia, and our analyaia take• thia into 
account. Thia will he clarified in the daacription provided 
in the Tranaportation Technical Report and the »BIS. 

7. The current rout•• of the QUTS bu••• -re obtained fr0111 
Georgetown 1111.iveraity. The route ahown on 44th Street waa 
incorrect and will be raimovad from Figure 9. 

8. We do not know how aany people -re queried aa part of 
the Georgetown Ar- .accua Utei:nati.- a.port. Aa part of 
our Origin and Deatination (05D} Study completed in January 

- more -
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1993, 1,100 origin-deatination card• were handed out to 
driver• entering both the Canal Road and Proapect Street 
entrancea. Of th•••• about 400 reapon••• -r• received, of 
which 375 carda were uaed in our atudy. 

9. R-amher (1) that the SO'ls figure you cite ia for 
•commuter•• and doe• not include atudenta living on campua, 
(2) that all atudanta, faculty, and ataff are not on campua 
every day, and (3) that people who drive to the lJ'niveraity do 
not al-ye occupy a parking lll)aca all day. Baaed OD analyaia 
of vehicle trip• in to and out of the lJ'nivaraity on a daily 
baais, the parking apacaa are uaed by 110re t:hall one vehicle 
during the day. Tbua, 110ra than 4,080 vehicle• can u•• the 
4,080 parking apacea. Your aatimate of 78' (about 3100 cara) 
finding parking in the reaidential areaa ia high. Aleo, our 
project juat focua••• OD the abift in the entrance, any 
additional traffic parking OD neighborhood atreet:a would occur 
with or without our project. 

10. we did not collect infoxmation on parker• OD local 
Qeorgetown atreeta wboae ultimate deatination -• Georgetown 
Univaraity. Thia information ia not needed to determine the 
relative impact• of the propoaed project aince th••• travel 
patter.as will not be affected by a build alternative. 

11. The COO growth rate-• not conaidered appropriate for 
the projection• for the •peak-hour• bacauae of the capacity 
limit• on the atreata in the Georgetown area. Only ao much 
traffic can uae a traffic lane during an hour. Aa you noted, 
aany of th••• atreeta are already at •capacity• during the 
peak hour. The growth in traffic -y occur in the •peak 
period• which i• th• two to three hour period in the morning 
and after.noon. The growth that aight want to occur in the one 
peak hour will likely occur in the next hour of th• peak 
period. Thia ia called th• •apreading of th• peak hour 
d~d•. Thia 1a one poaaibility that aight happe11 aa 
building• become occupied. Shift• to other JIOCl•• of travel 
-Y alao occur. 

12. The purpoae of the Propoaed Action ia to illprove motor 
vehicle ace••• to a.orgetcnru 1111.iveraity frc:a Canal Road. Thia 
would reduce univerait:y-genarat:ad traffic OD Proapect: Street, 
which ia a reaidential atreet and a,ve that traffic to an 
arterial, Canal Road. Thia ia a deairabl• goal regardl••• of 
the level of traffic generated by the univaraity. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
~Arthur.q-. Bill, P.B. 

Diviaion Adminiatrator 
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DATI 1eptember 11, 1114/a01 PM 

· l'ACIIMILI COVIJI IH!!T 

NAP.I! Mr, Genld Yllkowenko 
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~ Information 

· Would JO(I plelile·-avafabte a map o, ,,i.fron'I ~ ltOlln be' ;1 
det.rrninad WhM .. the bounclartee of ht land• to be croeNd or but, ----­
upon forthepropo•ed profeot. . 

~Ip 

Who owne IM~ In quedon? .._,.. Ile IJnlvMtty doee not own 
'-'-nd• , ~ ~why---llaNNl•Oll•ble~1hlt the 
Un"'-nllty WII ~ t111e or rtghta d 800Nt, 

............ hM,1f111• 

ff._ lWwnlty cannot prov9 rtght of._.. ot lhow NNmtntl M1Y 
. ~ t,e pubic be burdened wlh ,-ponding to a prcleat whlctl I• •1111 
8Peoullllve? 

4. -~ 

klndly lhow 'When the local mlldl fta'1d• wwe rnme llVIAlble and by 
Wion,, H tt,oy have not b-•n llmllhed, pleae explain why. 

September 27, 1994 

Dr, Thoma• Stauffer 
1640 35th Str-t, H.lf. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Dear Dr. Stauffer: 

Thi• i • in re•pon• e to your September 12, 1994 fax. 

I will an•wer your que• tion• in order: 

BPO-DC.l 

1. Bnclo• ed i • a -p roughly • bowing the area to be 
cro•• ed by th• project. 

2. Th• project will require land belonging to - depending 
on exact right-of--y needed for project - a• org• town 
tJDiv• r • ity, th• Rider• Fund, National Park Service, or 
the Di• trict of Columbia. Any property from the Riders 
l"und needed for th• project would b• acquired by the 
D.C. Govarnaant, u• ing normal property acqui• ition 
procedure•, in the ca• • of HPS property, a• orgetown 
tJDiv• r • ity would grant a • canic •••-ant, or other 
intere• t • in land•, that i • approximately equal in 
value to th• ace••• •••-ant needed aero•• HPS land; 
Georgetown Univ• r • ity will provide any tJDiv• r • ity 
property needed for th• project. 

3. A• indicated above, th• tJDiv• r • ity doe• not have to 
acquire right-of--y from private parti•• • uch a• the 
Rider• Fund, • inc• thi• will b• dona by the Di• trict. 
Sine• right-of--y acqui• ition typically do•• not • tart 
until th• •nvir-tal proc••• ia complete and - know 
th• IIIIOUDt of property needed, diacu•• ion of the 
project now ia not •peculativ•• 

4. A• aantioned to you on Sept•-b• r 9th, D.C. '• •-tching• 
• bar• will be con• id• r • d provided when a• org• town 
tJDiv• r • ity dedicate• 1.0 hectare (2.5 acre• ) of land to 
the Di• trict a • permanent • canic • a • - •nt (which will 
then be tran• ferred to the HPS). 

- • ore -
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Tbi• ba• not yet oacurred and need not ooour until 
r~ght-of--y and oon•truotion ara authorised later. 

linoerely, 

~ I!:'- '-' 
""'"Arthur J Bill, P.S. 

Divi• ion Adaini• trator 

Snclo•ur•• 

CCl 111r. Ji.JD SiJmette, BPLR 
Jllr. Tom Roth, DBCA, BTCS, DJlt> 
111r. Jeff ltnoedler, HPS 
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To: Mr. Arthur Hill, Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 

From: Judith Dollenmayer office tel.(202) 

September 28, 1994 

Secretary, Georgetown Reservoir Neighborhood Association, Inc. 
1517 Elliot Place NW 
Washington DC 20007-2508 

Subject: Comments on Prnposr,d Canal Rd Entrance Project Georgetown Hnjycrsitv 

I. Overall, the estimated impact of any of the three proposed solutions appears merely to 
shift a disproportionate burden of traffic from East to West and South of campus. 
The plans would reduce the share of traffic leaving and entering GU by the Prospect 
Street (East) side. while more than doubling the share of GU traffic on the 
Foxhall/MacArthur (West) side of the campus. It is difficult to see the merit of this, at 
proposed expenditure levels, rather than merely attempting to evenly distribute future 
traffic growth to and from campus. 

2. From conversations with your staff (very knowledgeable and patient with our 
questions, by the way) at your 9/14/94 meeting at Ml Vernon College, I got the 
impression that your studies of existing traffic flow AM and PM rush hours seriously 
underestimate, or have not examined, the flows from MacArthur and Reservoir that 
create huge bottlenecks (especially AM) at Foxhall and MacArthur. Backups that often 
extend from Foxhall and MacArthur back to MacArthur and Elliot Pl. or farther begin 
most weekdays at about 7:45 a.m. and often continue until 9:30 a.m. or later. Adding '1. 
GU-bound cars a minute to this would possibly bring bumper-to-bumper to a standstill. 
AM rush hour is far worse-because 7, and possibly 8, educational facilities use Reservoir, 
MacArthur or Foxhall to get students to school at roughly the same moment: Our Lady of 
Victory (MacA.), St John's Development Ctr.(MacA), The Lab School of Washington 
(Reservoir near Whitehaven Pkwy), Georgetown Day School lower school (MacA), 
Hardy School (Q at Foxhall), a private drug treatment day facility and the pending 
reopening of the Psychiatric Institute of Washington (MacA.near Foxhall). Hundreds of 
students arc involved. This fall, Georgetown Day School began opening at 8 instead of 
8: 15 a.m., because backups have been a serious problem in the neighborhood for years. 

3. Even under the most elaborate option, wouldn't traffic northbound from the GU 
campus 10 other parts of Georgetown have to turn back through Georgetown streets (e.g. 
M St. to the nonhgoing advance-green light allowing a left turn onto 33nd Street) once it 
has exited to the south via Canal? Imagine what this will do to evening rush-hour traffic 
coming west along M to either NW DC or Key Bridge, and (on Friday through Sunday 
nights) coming from VA across Key Bridge into Georgetown from late ~ernoon on. M 
St./Key Bridge/Canal Rd/exit from Whitehurst is already a huge choke point both AM and 
PM rush hours. 

4. There seems a lack of coordination between what FHA proposes and wl:at GU itself 
might do, on campus, to relieve congestion and speed entrance and exit flows. An 
FHA staff member explained that you have no authority to look at anything but solutions 
on federal property (?). However, it seems merely common sense to sit down with GU 
authorities and see what might be done to redistribute flows rather than to dump all of 
them southward onto already-crowded Canal Road. Item: The medical school and 
hospital, I understand, would continue to enter and exit by Reservoir Road. Yet there is 
an access road (now partially impeded) from the GU lower campus up to the medical area 
(I have used it after playing on the tennis courts at the lower campus) that might be 
adapted with a key-card system to facilitate traffic flows to all exits, not just Canal. 

5. I realize that neither the federal nor the DC government is likely to have funds to 
realize our worst fears of the massive expansion of essentially residential streets or the 
breaching of historic areas such as the C&O Canal park and Canal Road. However, our 
neighborhood wants to be on the record that, whatever the solution in this situation, no 
solution will be acceptable that adds pressure for the "frcewayization" of MacArthur or 
the doubledccking of Canal Road at some future date. 

Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the proposed alternative plans. We look 
forward to the meeting on October 12. 

Copies to Tom Silverstein, President, Georgetown Reservoir Neighborhood Assn.; 
Janet Nash, VP: James Pagel, Treasurer. 

::a::er·· .... 



Nr, Tom Silveratein 
Pr••ident 

January 23, 1995 

Georgetown Re•ervoir Neighborhood 
A••ociation, Inc. 

4621 Q Street, NW 
Wa•hington, D.c. 20007-2508 

Dear Mr. Silveratein: 

BPO-DC.1 

Thie ie in reaponee to Me. Dollenmayer•• letter of September 28, 
f!::~ri We will try to reepond to the comment• in the order of the 

1. The Propo•ed Action include• the recon•truction of the 
Canal Road entrance and the anticipated cloaure of the 
Proapect Street entrance. The Canal Road entrance would 
then be the only entrance to the Main Acad-ic campu• A 
re• ult of the Propoeed Action would be to rediatribut~ the 
travel patterns of driver• to and from the Main Campua 
The impact of thia rediatribution on. the atreet• on th~ 
weet •ide of the Campua variea by the hour of the day. The 
impacts are greater in the morning peak hour. The benefit• 
of the redistribution on the •treat• on the ea•t aide of 
the Campua al•o vary by the hour of the day. The benefit• 
are greate•t in the afternoon peak hour. 

Several alternetivea which would ahift the di•tribution of 
traffic have been •uggeated during the informational 
meetings held in September and October of 1994. such 
alternative• have included the alternative• conaidered in 
the 1982 Bnvironmantal Aaaeeament (ll.A) a• wall a • 
variation• of th••• option•. The current baai• of our 
analyaia, which include• the cloaing of Proapect Street and 
tn reetrlction of ace••• between the Medical Campu• and 
the Milin Acad-lc Campua, i• in reapon•e to perceived 
concern• frca the community about the 1982 n. Any of the 
•uggeated n- alternative• would have to include another 
entrance to the Kain Academic Campua. Thi• could be 
provided by either leaving the Proap•ct Street entrance 
open or changing the intra-Campua aov-ent•. In any ca• e, 
it appear• that theae alternative• - a• well a• tho•• 
previoualy atudied - would require modification of current 
ruling• and direction• by the Board of Zoning Adjustment 
:!~e:::~rding operation of the entrancea and intra-Campus 

- more -
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2. We have al-y• included the NacArthur/Poxhall interaection 
and other major int•r•ectiona -•t of the univeraity in our 
analy•i•. We believe our traffic figure• accurately 
reflect the • hifting of traffic anticipated aa a reault of 
our propoaed project. our analy•i• to date -• alao ba•ed 
on our beat ••timate of th• background growth of traffic 
with or without our project. In r••pon•• to neighborhood 
concern• about traffic, this i• being revi._d once again. 
Additional traffic count• have been collected, including 
information on queuing of traffic on Nae.Arthur Boulevard 
and Poxhall Road during peak period•. The analy•i• 
presented will be revi-•d in light of th••• cow:t•. 
Additionally, we will probably UH a higher ••timated 
background traffic figure ba•ed on a more con•ervative 
(i.e. worst case) ••ti.mate, ju•t for the • aka of argument. 

3. The vehicle trip• you refer to are tho•• to the northeast 
uaing Wi•con•in Avenue or local •treat•. During the AM 
peak hour, about 105 vehicle• currently exit the Kain 
Academic Campu• and about 450 vehicle• exit in the PM peak 
hour. Of the••• 12,4\ u•• Wi•conain Avenue or local 
•treat• to the northeaat. Thi• tran•latea into 13 vehicles 
in the AM and 56 vehicle• in the PM peak houra. With the 
cloeing of the Proapect Street entrance and the 
rediatribution of traffic, it i• estimated in•tead that 
9. 8\ of the vehicle• exiting from the Canal Street an trance 
would uae Wieconain Avenue or local atreeta. Thia amounts 
to about 10 vehicle• in the AM peak hour and 44 vehicle• in 
the PM peak hour. It ia projected that half of th••• would 
turn weat and half would turn eaat from th• entrance. In 
th• PM peak hour, for example, about 22 vehicle• would 
potentially be turning north on 33rd Street. However, aome 
of th••• could continua •a•t on N Street and u•• other 
road• to travel north. Thi• traffic ha• been already 
included in our ••ti.mate• of Laval Of Service for the M 
St./ltey Bridge interaection for all alternative•. 

4. We have gotten information from the univer•ity to the 
extent nec•••ary for development of the Draft SIS. What 
you characterise a• lack of coordination i• ju•t a 
aituation where we cannot ll&kt, the Univeraity nor the D.C. 
government do anything J,y fiat •. Additionally, BZA ~ 
~oved certain reatrictiona on_th• GU cuipua ola,i-b~• ... 
e_n perceived neighbornood concern•. ~ lffladge Eiier6fore, 
invol.vea .-ny pare-tws and• ~n amount of aoapromi••· 
It would thu• be neceaaary to clarify the Univeraity' • 
willingn••• to teat and hq,1-ent any auah option• before 
any analyaia could be completed of the poaaibl• traffic 
pattern• and loadinga. It would alao require coordination 
between the Univeraity and the Bll. 

- more --
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Pollowing are the initial r•11pOD••• of the Qeorgatown 
Univer• ity to a • iailar que• tion fr01111 the Citisen•' 
A•• ociation of Qeorgatown. Canal Road U• aga - All part of 
the authorisation of the Laavay Center garage (Podium A), 
the Campu• Plan and the BZA Order• authorising oon• truction 
required the in• tallation of a tran•portation aanag-ent 
ay• t- which would prohibit free-flow traffic and aaintain 
the balance of traffic flow H it a,d• ted at the tillle of 
conatruction. A ltey card •y •t- -• in• talled to -intain 
the balance of traffic a• it exi• ted at the time of 
con• truction. 

Patient• are not now and 110uld not be allowed to ace••• 
th• Medioal Center from the South SD.trance. To the 
extent that faculty and • taff currently u• e the Pro•pect 
Street and Canal Road entrance•, i.e., tho•• who live in 
Virginia or Southern Karyland1 and acce•• the Medical 
Center parking in the Leavey Center by u• ing the key 
card ace••• •y • t-, th••• people would continue to 
acce• s the Medical Center parking area• by using the 
South Bntrance. 

Pree exchange - The Univer• ity believe• that the impact 
of allowing free and unrestricted aov-ent of Univer• ity 
employee traffic would be minimal. However, thi• cannot 
be validated until the South Bntrance i • con• tructed. 

Primary Road - The future plan of the road network with 
primary entrance• de• ignated at th• South Sntrance and 
Bntrance• one and Pour, along Re• ervoir Road, i • • till 
envisioned. currently, and a • aentioned above, the 
trniver• ity i • precluded fr01111 permitting fr•• flow 
traffic. However, with BZA concurrence and at the 
reque• t of the c~ity, the univer• ity ia willing to 
te• t thi• option. 

5. Your concern about fre--yisation or double-decking of 
approach roacS. will be noted in th• DBIS, in th• chapter on 
•c~t• and Coordination.• 

Sinoerely, 

~ >,< ~ 
....C:.-Arthur ff. Bill, P. Iii. 

Division Adllini• trator 

cc I vifr. Jim Sinnett, IDLH 
Rr. bon Goffredi, DBCA, BTCS, DID 
Nr. Jeff Jtnoedler, NPS 
Na. Judith Dollenmayer 



oov&.'-IMFNl' OF THE DISTRICT OF coLJmlA 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 
2E 

3265 S St. NW - Washington, D.C. 20007 
Telephone 202· 

October 11, 1994 

Mr. Arthur Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaza, Suite 750 
820 First Street. NE 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

Fax 202· 

I received the packet containing the assun1ptions being used to assess the impact of an overpass on 
canal Road for Georgetown University. 

I have the following comments: 

I. You are assuming that full-time equivalent enrollment will increase by 340 students. 

~ What about part-time students, night students or any type of student under a 
classification other than full time? 

2. You are assuming that faculty and staff at the University will increase by 700 people. 

~ What about the increase in people at the Medical Center? The Medical Center is 
going to add 984,992 square feet to its existing building requiring additional staff. 

3 . You are assuming that the square footage of the campus will increase by approximately 2.6 
million square feet to "replace obwlete space, relieve overcrowding, provide dormitory 
space and to supply needed suppon space such as additional library space and athletic 
facilities." 

According to the campus plan, the University intends to add 3,896.622 million gross 
square feet to their campus between 1989 and 2010, (Campus Plan, page 71). You have 
underestimated the development by approximately 1.3 million square feet The OSF figure 
should be used unless lhe space is going to be med .2Dlx for storage. It is my contention that 
the Urtiversity is measuring each building from Resevior ROid and claiming that ~erything 
down to Prospect Street is "underground." Obviously, the space is [IQ! underground 

3,896.622 million GSF is larger than some "city" developments in Vir~nia. Clearly the 
use goes well beyond "relieving overcrowding." The list or new buildings in the campus 
pl~ ~rms this ~tention. In fact,. ANC 2~ docs not have a copy of the campus plan, 
~t 1t 1s my ~llection that~ ''nl~ve" podi~~ ~ be constructed specifically have no 
intended use in order to provide "maximum" Oe,ubihty to the University. 

__ BURLEITH / FOXHAlL-MACARTHUR / OEORGErOWN / Hill.ANDALE __ 

COMMISSIONERS: 

DiUDe Sawaya, District I Ted Jacobs, District 3 
Oscar Turner, Dislrict 2 Westy Byrd. Di,uict 4 

Beverly Jost. Dislrict 5 Rod Jobnslon, Dislrict 7 
Ed Schwanz. Dislrict 6 Craig Oavitian, District 8 

4. You are assuming that the BZA set a cap of 4,00 parking spaces for the campus. 

First, in a review of the campus plan, the existing ~ng spaces (after decommissioning 
surface lots) is 2380, (pege 71). The total University future parting facilities is listed at 
2275, (page 71). This adds up to 4,655 total parking spaces which is 1) at odds with your 
number of 4,00and 2) at odds with the University total which is listed at4,480 (page 71). 

Second, you assume the University is going to abolish valet parting in orda' to keep the 
nwnber of cars coming to the campus al a minimum. Would you point to the Btetion in the 
campus plan which states they are prohibited from continuing valet perking? 

~rd. y: misui: !3' ~ m!:i:l.,~ ::~: ~s'!1: ~~ .:::!5~~ 
s:ts w~ive Nolf campus" can part in the neighborhood while attending school and in 
some cases, have "neighborhood parting sticlcers" which is evidenctd by the number of "out 
of state" cars with Zone 2 stickers. Faculty and staff parlc in our neighbomood. One 
staffer told me that she moves her car every 2 hours. A professor might have a 2 hour 
lecture enabling him to park "wony fiec." Medical staff are seen regularly in their green 
suits parking in the neighborhood. If they receive one parking ticket a week at a cost of 
$20.00, this is probably cheaper than the rost of parking on the University campus. 
Hundreds or cars park in our neighborhood and the University affiliated persons walk to 
campus. 

The assumption that the number of cars in the neighborhood associated with lhe University 
is limited by the number or perlting spaces on the campus in ~ Traffic counts taken 
at the entrance IO the University would not take into account the number of University-related 
vehicles parking in our neighborhood. 

5. After assuming a) an increase in enrollment, b) an increase in faculty and SfJlff, c) a massive 
increase in square footage and d) an increase in the number of parking spaces, you conclude 
there will be 1!Q increase in "University-generated vehicular lrips" through 2016. 

This conclusion is based on the faulty assumption that all University generated vehicular 
traffic will park on the campus. 

I ~ould .~nainly appreciate an oppoi:tunity to di~Wl! these comments with you. Any EIS done 
us111g this 111correct data and assumptions would 1nev1tably come to a faulty conclusion. 

Sincerely, 

w....,..-i, ~~!IIO) 
W~tyByrd 
Commissioner 2&04 

cc: The Honorable Beanoc Holmes Norton 
The Honorable Betty Hager Francis 
District or Columbia City Councilmembers 
ANC 2E Commissioners 

__ BURLEITH I FOXHALL-MACARTHUR I GEORGETOWN/ Hill.ANDALE __ 

COMMJSSIONERS: 

Dianne Sawaya, District I Ted Jacobs, District 3 
~ Turner, District 2 W~ty Byrd, District 4 

Beverly Joet, District 5 Rod Johmtoo, District 7 
F.d Schwartz., District 6 Craig Daviti1111, Disuict 8 



January 24, 1995 

Ms. Westy Byrd 
Co=nissioner ANC 2E-04 
3265 S St. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Dear Ms . Byrd: 

RP'O-DC .1 

Thank you for your October 11 letter on the proposed project. We 
will try to respond to your comments in order: 

1. in its 1990 ruling on the Bicentennial Master Plan, 
the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) ruling on page 
set a cap on the increase in student enrollment in 
terms of undergraduate Full Time Equivalent students, 
and also defined what is not included in that figure. 

'The BZA requires enrollment to be calculated in terms 
of Pull Time Equivalents (FTIU • Thia relates the 
course load of part-time students to the normal full­
time course load of the individual students of the 
University. Thus, there are more total students taking 
courses than PTE students, although the PTB cap 
indirectly also limits these other categories. We 
estimate there are currently about 9600 students total 
and page 9 of the BZA ruling shows a projected student 
enrollment of 10,000. 

2. The 1990 BZA ruling on the increase in faculty and 
staff for the University included both the Medical 
Campus and the Main Academic Campus. 

3. The Georgetown University Bicentennial Master Plan 
proposes to add, by the year 2010, approximately 
270,000111' [2.9 million gross square feet (GSP)] to the 
Academic Campus and about 84, 000m' [0. 9 million GSP) to 
the Medical Campus. Thia amounts to about 354, 000111' 
(3. 8 million GSP] . Based on the SZA anal.ysis process, 
the proposed square footage was also shown adjusted to 
Applicable Zoning Area (AZA) . Thia decreases the GSP 
by the areas not counted in the zoning calculations 
(roughly those floors below the ground level adjacent 

- more -
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- 2 -

to each individual building - not everything below 
Reservoir Road). Note, for exampl.e, Building Dl. On 
page 58 of the Master Plan, it is entirely below the 
Reservoir Road elevation, but on page 69, AZA is still 
indicated. The resulting AZA area is mentioned in the 
BZA ruling as approximately 240, ooom• [2. 6 million 
square feet) AZA. We had mistakenly referenced that 
lower figure earl.ier without expl.anation, but agree 
with you that the gross square foot number gives a more 
realistic representation of the extent of building 
size. 

A• noted on page 9 of the BZA ruling of November 1990, 
•the bulk of the projected growth in building apace 
results in the need to replace obsolete facilities, to 
relieve over-crowding of existing facil.ities, and to 
provide needed apace for the hospital and patient 
nesds. A significant portion of the new development 
will be dormitory space to meet the request of the 
community that the University provide 925 additional 
beds on campus. Finally, needed support space 
including additional library space and athletic 
facilities ..• are also included in the new space 
projections.• Our own analysis shows that roughly 28\ 
of the additional GSP (through 2050) is for 
dormitories, 21\ is for parking atructures, 25\ is for 
Educational Support, and 26\ is for Bducation Uses. 

Since our proposed improvement to the Canal Road 
entrance does not increase traffic onto the campus, but 
merely redistributes the travel paths, the primary 
factors affecting vehicular trips to the University 
Campus are the projected nwnber of students, ataff and 
faculty, and the cap on parking. The projected 
increase in floor space has a secondary and minor 
impact on vehicular trips to the University campus, and 
is indirectly included in the background traffic 
asaumptions which will occur with or without our 
proposed Canal Road improvement project. 

The cap of 4,080 parking spaces -s agreed to by the 
University. as part of the 1990 SZA ruling (See page 17 
of the BZA ruling). This takes priority over the 
University• s original proposal refl.ected in their 
Master Plan. 

Valet parking is not discussed in the BZA ruling. its 
use and subsequent abolishment was discussed in 
conversations with the University. 

- more -
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The current study does not directly address the issue 
of parking in the Georgetown neighborhood. The 
limitation on trip making by the cap on parking refers 
only to trip• to and from the University Campus itself. 
The focus of our study ia only on the vehielaa that 
enter and park on the Campus. Since the Proposed Build 
Actions do not affect the number of people who arrive 
by vehicle and park on local streets, these trips were 
not analyzed in detail aa part of the traffic atudiaa. 
These parkers are anticipated to occur even if there ia 
no change in aeceaa to the University. 

5. The • tudy did not conclude that there would be no 
increase in •univeraity•generated vehicular trips• 
through 2016. Aa noted in the reeponae to the previous 
question, thia refers only to tripe to the University 
Campus itself. Thia distinction will be clarified in 
the Draft Environmental Xmpact Statement and the 
Traffic Technical Report. 

/ 
I 

I 
cc: ','Mr, 

Mr. 
Mr. 

The traffic studies made do not assume that all 
University generated vehicular traffic will park on 
campus. 

Sincerely, 

~~< 4---
...,,;.. Arthur .r,'~lill, P.R. 

Division Administrator 

Jim Sinnette, BPLH 
Don Goffredi, DBCA, BTCS, DED 
Jeff Knoedler, NPS 



TO 70368:l6146 P.02/03 

C. O. Fesl(e 
Vice Pfesl~ent 
HOR Engineering 
103 OronQCO Street 
Ale>Clndrf~ Va. 22314 

O..S/r: 

Da. THOMAS STAUPPEa 
1640 JSTR STUIT, N.W. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20007 

October 13, 1994 

We are conoemed about several of 1he .iatements made to us yesterday which appear 
either to be Inconsistent or undocumentable. 

1. 

2. 

(202) 

(lOl) 

YO\t atated that GU had Hid to you that It could not, or would not, build new 
dOl'tnltortea becau.e auch were tied to the financing from the power plant. 
Sl~c• that prof eel was defeated, no dormitories could or would be bullL 

What was the source of that Information - when and where were you so 
advised, and by whom? 

~• you checked that statement against: 

a) The BZA ruling and/« the Campus Plan documents. 

Please provide us with the appropriate citations. 

b) The language of the University's latest bond Issue, together 
· with the conditions thereupon stipulated by the DC 

Council. 

Please provide us with the appropriate citations. 

You • lated elsewhere that the 2.6 mllllon aquare feet of proposed 

Tclu: 49910· 
TkSTAU 

~-IJ-1994 11•29 FRCJ1 STl'I..FFER loRSHJ= TO 

s. 

( l 

COl'istructlon lncludH eome 500-800,000 aqu1re fHt of dormltClf)' •~· 
Since, you declered, such does noc Involve lncr.ued c.mpua traffic. you 
ataied that thent - no need to feetor UM propond dormitory apace Into 
any tntfflc profec:tlon. 

a) Have you checked earlier projecllons from the prior C•mpus Plan agllnat the 
actual developments? 

Please llW(e •¥lllla>le wort<shffls or mllTIOrSld• lhoWlng 1he muffs of 
.achtests. 

b) Please raconcle your lbltemenl that no dOnnltoriel wll be construc:ted v.ith 
1he abOll'8 statement basing the traffic analysis upon construdlon of 600,000 
plus squ .. feet of donnltorles. 

Reflecting theff conoems, we uk that we be given the further, addition• ! 
lnfonnltlon 1bout your firm •nd Ha acttvltlH: 

1. How much of your business In the last three years ha been with 
11owmment tnlltiel? 

2. -How much of that business has been with the DOT, the FHA, or related 
agencies? 

3. l<Jndly prO'<lkle a Dst of all EIS' pnapated by your linn In the last two y..-a, 
Indicating the Jurisdictions lo which they were used. 

4. w .. 1111V of the EIS' perpared by HOR CWt the last§ years used 119 ...,.clenoe or aubJect to a-oss 91(8111JnatJon In any evidentiaty h8Mlngs? 

If so, please provide a list Including the s9l'lllce list such hearings. 

We are Nndlng a copy of this ~uest to DOT with a request that this and 1111 related 
COIJNpondenoe be added to the record which Is to be avallable for public scrutiny. 

TOTR.. P.03 



November 14, 1994 

Dr. Thoma• Stauffer 
1640 35th Street, lftf. 
Washington, D,C. 20007 

Dear Dr. Stauffer: 

Bl'O-DC.1 

This i• in response to your October 13, 1994 letter to 
Mr. Dave P••k• of BDR llngin• aring. Thi• con•ultant -• hired to 
provide • ervice• to the Federal Highway Admini• tration1 - feel 
it appropriate to nve official re•pon••• come in• taad through 
our office. I will re•pond to your qu•• tions in order: 

1. The c011111ent about the dormitorie• and power plant financing 
-• -de by Kr. Richard Pifer in a telephone cODver•ation 
with Nr. Pe•ke on Augu• t 31, 1994. It -s part of a 
conversation to di•cu•s linkage 1U110ng • 1-ent• of th• Ma• ter 
Plan. During the conversation, Mr. Pifer indicated that 
there -• linkage between income from the co-generation plant 
and the cOD• truction of the dormitories, Be indicated tbt 
• ince the co-generation plant-snot going to be built, the 
Oniversity -• not in a po•ition to conatruct the dorm.a at 
this time. 

The BZA ruling includes the following stat-ent1 •The 
financial ability of the university to provide th••• n- beds 
i• based upon tax exempt bond financing, alternate financing 
and the con• truction of the cogeneration facility.• (BZA 
Final Order dated October 12, 1990, page 10.) 

We do not bve a copy of the Oniver•ity'• late•t bond i••ue, 
and have not compared the above atat-ent to any language 
contained therein. 

2. We have not checked wbt be been built since the 1983 Campu• 
Plan with what -• propoHd in that Plan. The 1990 BZA Pinal 
Order does mention facilitie• that bd been built • ince the 
1983 Campu• Plan. (BZA Final Order dated October 12, 1990, 
page 4.) 

- more -

- 2 -

Th• Traffic analyai• a• 11U111e• th• potential developaent over 
th• next 20 year• a• included in th• Na• ter Plan. Th• 
potential axi• t • for the funding for the dondtorie• to 
become available over that period of time even if it i • not 
available currently. Thu•, the potential for their 
con• truction i• included in our analy• is. 

3 • A• you are aware, - have hired BDR to help WI with BIS• BDR 
e • timat•• that approaimately 99\ of their bu• in••• in the 
la• t 3 year• b • bean with governaent entities. [Thi• 
applies to their Virginia office• (in Aleaandria and Virginia 
Beach) not their natiODWide office•. J Approximately 60\ of 
their bu• in••• b• been with DOT' •, PBlfA, or related 
transportation agencies. 

BDR(VA) ha• worked on 5 BIS' • (or -jor enviromuntal 
• tudie•) in th• la• t 2 year•• Th••• -r• for: 
•- Orleans Airport BIS, 'MIST (Boulder CO) BIS, MXST 
(Gaitberburg IID) BA, West Virginia DOT Bnviromaental Reports, 
and Richmond Airport Bnviromumtal Report•. :rn th• last S 
years, no BIS' • that BDR worked on, -r• on projects subject 
to lawsuit• (we pr• auae thi• is what you bad in mind by 
•evid• ntiary hearings•). 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
~ Arthur J. Bill, P.B. 

Division Adlllini• trator 

Bnclo• ure 

/4'c, xr. J-e• SinDette. JYLB 
iit", tom Roth, DBCA, IITCS, DBI> 
Nr, Jeff Knoedler, MPS 



Ms. Maria Tyler 
949 25th Street, NW. 
Washington, D.C. 20037 

Dear Ms • Tyler: 

HFO-DC.l 

October 18, 1994 

I am sorry you missed the two informational meetings this fall on 
the proposed improvements to the Canal Road entrance to 
Georgetown University. Attached are copies of all newsletters to 
date as you requested. You specifically wanted to know which 
Congressman introduced legislation to start this project; 
newspaper accounts contemporaneous with the 1987 highway act 
(which authorized the project) mentioned Rep. Jim Oberstar as the 
sponsor. 

Based on comments received, we will continue work on the draft 
environmental impact statement for the project, which we hope 
will be out by the end of this year. You will have the 
opportunity to comment on the draft EIS and at the formal Public 
Hearing which will be held after the draft is released. 

Thank you for your interest in the project. 

Sincerely, 

&~~ ~--/4-
-,.,,f,,- Arthur,,_,, J. Hill, P. E. 

Division administrator 

Enclosures 

f' 
cc: Mr. Jim Simlette, BFLH 



TiiE PALI::sADES CIDZENS' ASSudATION 
POST OF'FICE BOX 40603, PAUSADES STATION, WASHINOTON, DC 20016 

Gary L. Klinedinst 
Division Engineer 
Eastem Federal Lands Highway Division 
21400 Ridgetop Circle 
Sterling, VA 20166-6511 

Dear Mr. Klinedinst 

October 18, 1994 

On behaH of 1he Palisades Citizens Association, I am writing to express our 
assodation's concems about the proposed new Csnal Road EnlranCe to the 
Georgetown University campus. 

We welcome your recent assurances that you will re.fflU(!y 1he traffiC impact of the 
proposed new intersection/intef' upon MacArthur Boulevard and Fo,cnaJJ Road. 
We believe that 1he traffic impact will be far greater 1han estimated In your 
"Transportation Technical Report" of November, 1993. We would seriously challenge 
1he assertion that the various "build alt9rnalilles" would result in 'no change in 
cperatlons along Foxhall Road and MacArthur Boulevard." (page 25, repcrt of Nov. 
1993) 

Our concem is further reinforced by your study results. The lnterseCtlon at FolChall and 
canal Roads (as well as Foxhall and MacArthur) already is a choke point in travel to 
downtown Washington. As acknowledged In your November Sludy, with the additional 
Georgetown University traffic, delays at that intersection would likely deteriorate from 
"Intermittent" to 'extensive.• 

The conoems of our Association in detailed below based on our expectation of the 
llkely Impact on traffic flow, traffic congestion and our neighborhood environment 

1. MacArthur BouleYard and Foxhall Road converging at Canal Road form 1he 
principal IOUl8 U9ed by reeldenls of the Palisades nelghbOmoods to drive lo and 
from downlowl I W.li ,gkin. Dmng ruah hours (ni oft8n throUghout the day) 
the rou1a ahady Is congested with traffic. The construcllon of a new c.iai road 
access to Georgetown Unlverslly (particularly one with a traffic light as 
contemplaled in AllernallYe 2 and which would probably be necessr,y wfth 
All8maliYe 38) must necessarily Interrupt traffic flow on the roul8. To what extent 
will this entrance impede access by Palisades residents to downtown 
Washington? 

2. MacArthur Boulevard and Foxhall Road would become access routes for drivers 
seeking to enter or leave the George1Dwn UnlYef'slty campus via the new 
Interchange. During the moming rush, ttaffic already is backed up on MacArthur 

Gary L Klinedinst 
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Bouievard and Foxhall Road, often beyond a Street. Additional cars using ~ 
new access to GeQrgetown UnlYenlity would inewably add to ll1ldllc a,ngesliOn. 
The result would be ina"eaSed pollution from Idling cars on long etrelCheS of 
MacMhll BouleVard and Foxhall Road Hned by t,omes, apartment buildings, 
small buslneSse9 and schOOls. Have you studied and repol18d In an BS (as 
required by the National enwonmental Policy At:.t • NEPA) on the effect of fumes 
on Bk qua»ty in 1tle surrounding neighborhoods. What would be 1tle effect of 
tumes on residents, pedeStrianS, int bikers? can you certify the effect of lheSe 
emlsSlons on the migralOry blrdS who take SS'1CtUa'Y at the~ 
AesefV0ir? Will these fumeS affeCt our water quality at the AeseMlir? 

3. we are fearful that the reduced access to downtown combined with increaSed 
pollution frcirn traffic would diminish the value of houSing in our neighborhood. 
The city can ill afford further depstures of taxpayers from livable and affordable 
nelglbomoods. While this may be difficult to torecast. can you assess the impact 
(pemaps from other urban commu1llr route constructionS) on property values? 

In summary, the net effect of the new access would be to shift the burden of trafffic 
congestion and pollution from the streets of Georgetown to the streets of the PalisadeS 
and Foxhall. OUr Association questions whether 1het'e is a pressing need for the 
PallsadeS and Foxhall neighborhoOds to assume such a burden created by 
Georgetown Univel'Sity. 

We trust that these concerns will be addressed in 1he Envln:)nmental Impact Statement 
that you are now drafting. we would aJso like to state that in view of the fiscal 
constrail11S faced by our city and the nation, our Association would question the 
advisability of appropriating addi1ional funds for the GeorgelOwn access project. 

We appreciate !his oppoounity to express our Asaocialion's views, and hope that you 
wtll keep us informed as your dellberations proceed. 

Sincerely Y0lM'S, 

-r,~ .,,,7 &6-­
M.-cla M. Allen 
President 

cc: Mhur Hill, DMslon AdminlsnlDr 
Federal Hlgt,way AdminlstrallOO 

Eleanor Robef1S Lewis, ANOOD 
Scott Polk, Acting President 

Foxhall Community Citizens Assoc1a1ion 



Hs. Marcia H. Allen 
President 
Toe Palisades Citizens' Association 
P .0. Box 40603 · 
Palisades Station 
Washington. D.C. 20016 

Dear Hs. Allen: 

JAN 281115 

Refer to: HPC-15 

We have received-your letter dated October 18. 1994, concerning the propos 
project to f""rove the entrance to GeorgetM! University fran Canal Road. '111::==­
you are aware. the Federal Highway Adninlstratlon (F~A) is in the process 
preparing a .draft Environmental lqiact Statement (EIS) to analyze three 
alternatives to iqirove the entrance and the no action alternative. At thi 
time. we would like to respond to your carments. 

As requested by ment>ers of the Georget<Mfl conm.m1ty. the traffic forecasts ~=~-
1ff'4:)acts have been revie'1ied by the Fl-MA and our consultant. A higher est1ma 
background traffic figure wt 11 be used. based on a more conservative estimauth=--­
to present a worst case scenario. The Technical Transportation Report w111 
clarified regarding the operation of Foxhall Road and Canal Road and their ...,.,,.,.,,,,...._ 
Intersection. While the operation of Foxhall Road outside of the intersect 
will not be changed. the operation of the intersection with Canal Road will..,,,,,.,.,...--­
decrease under a bu1ld alternative. 

The pealc direction travel time for existing and future conditions was 
estimated for the roadway segment between the Intersection pf Reservoir Roa~-=,.... 
and Foxhall Road to the intersection of Canal Road and Key Bridge. This 
segment is about 1.2 miles long and was taken to represent a portion of a t,...,...._ __ 
for a c00111Uter passing through the Canal Road area to or fran cl<Mntown 
Washington. Currently, a trip fn the eastbound direction during the morni~'ltl,=-­
peak hour takes about 7.2 minutes. A trfp in the afternoon peak jlour. tn t ' 
peak westbound direction. takes about 5.4 minutes. 

For the no action altemattve. by the year 2016. the travel times would 
increase by 22 seconds for eastbound traffic 1n the morning peak hour and b .,,,,_ 
2 seconds tn the afternoon westbound peak direction. These increases are 
projected to occur based on the increase 1n the area ·s traff1c with or wtt"r.:r::---
the proposed changes at the Cana 1 Road el)trance. . 

In 2016. for the signalized intersection alternative, travel tiine would 
1ncrease by 94 seconds eastboun<I in the noming peak hour. and by 79 second --
westbound fn the aftemoon peak hour. This is due pr1mar11y to the delay a..,_ __ _ 
the proposed s1gna11zed tntersect1on. When coopared to the no action •Ar• 
alternative. this alternative will add 72 seconds to the eastbound travel t ___ _ 
in the morning peak hour and 77 seconds to the westbound travel t1me in the 
afternoon peak hour. 

In 2016. for the two grade separated altemat1ves. the increase 1n travel tl~ 
ts estimated to be 50 seconds in the morning peak direction and 10 seconds irf ···- ··­
the afternoon westbound direction. This ts due to the add1t1on of weaving hmu.r 
conflicts associated with the proposed grade separated 1ntersect1on at the I 
entrance to the University. When coopared to the no action alternative. thesfia-­
alternatfves wll1 add 28 seconds to the eastbound travel time 1n the ,oorn1ng 1 
peak hour and 8 seconds to the westbound travel time in the afternoon pealc i_ 
hour. 1--
Hofse and air quality ill',>acts are being studied and will be presented tn the~ 
draft EIS. Sites have already been studied at MacArthur Boulevard. m--
Foxhall Road. the C&O Canal Tow Path. the entrance at canal Road. and I 
Prospect Street. These studies w111 be in accordance•with the National ~ 
Environmental Polley Act (NEPA) and FHWA guidelines. I 

. '---
For this type of urban enviroment. property value can .. lie affected by 1-­
transportation iff'4:)rovements in several ways. They may decrease because of 1-&;.­
"negative spillover" effects due to decreased accessibility. noise. safety I°" 
hazards. and air_pollution. They may increase in value due to greater '-­
accessibility. The assessment of these changes in property value effects is 1 =-. 
highly subjective. Ass~tions have to be made regarding the potential eff~ 
on property values of negative spillovers such as air and no1Se pollution asi 
well as positive opportunities created by 1~roved accessibility. In · '--
addition. these are only severa 1 factors that may affect the property va 1 ue. I a,,T( 

Other factors. such as the overall cynamics of the stucy area etOllOll1Y and 1t5i~ 
real es~ate market ~Y have greater affects. Given these limitations and 1 
uncertainties for th1s type of project. it 1s not possible to obJect1vely hiiwiiir 
assess the noise and air pollution il1l)acts on property values for any of the I 
proposed alternatives. l-zinr-

1 
Your concerns w111 be addressed in the upcoming draft EIS for the project in'­
the chapter on "Con-rnents and Coordination.· lf you need additional 1- -
1nfonnat1on. please contact Hr. Jim Sinnette. Environmental Planning Enginee~ 
at {703) 285-0085. I' 

Sincerely yours. ~ 
c'!/J.~·'-r ~ 
Gary L. K11ned1nst 1 --

cc: fl Division Engineer 1 

Hs. Harian Guggenheim. Chair, ANC 3D. Washington DC ~ 
Hrwa~V~~t:~\x:Acting President. Foxhall Conm.mity Citizens Association. ~ 

Hr. Don Goffredi. DC Department of Publi~ Works. OECA. BTCS. OED. WashingtonF 
OC w/ copy of 1nc001ing .__ 

Hr. Robert G. Stanton. Regional Director. National Capital Region. NPS. IDlT( 
Washington O.C. w/copy of incoming L--

Hr. Arthur J. H111. D1v1sion Administrator. F!JIA. Washington DC 
Federal Highway Admlnistration • 
HPC-15 :JSinnette: 50085: 1/24/95: X: \usr\pcshare\ken\gtwn\pallas. ltr 
cc: EFLHD. Chrono. P&C. P&C Rdg. Program Specialist 



'Mr. Gary l<Jinedinst 

Q)•cmmcnt or the District of Columbia 
ADVISORV NEIGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 3-D 

' P.O. Box 40846 
Palisades Station 

Washington, D.C. 20016 

October 30, 1994 

"Division Emgineer Eastern Federal Lands Highway Division 
21400 Ridgetop Circle 
Sterling, VA 20166-6511 

Re: Environmental Impact Study at Georgetown University Entrance on Canal Road, 
N.W. 

Dear Mr. l<Jinedinst: 

At their last monthly meeting, Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3D was briefed by 
representatives of Georgetown University and environmental planning engineers from 
your office regarding plans for the entrance to Georgetown on Canal Road, N.W. The 
Commissioners were briefed on the 4 proposed options; overpass, underpass, at grade 
intersection, or leaving the entrance as Is. 

ANC .3D represents citizens in the Palisades are of Nothwest Washington. McArthur 
Blvd. and Foxhall Road are major arteries through our neighborhood, as well as major 
commuter routes. The Commissioners of ANC 3D and the citizens of this area have a 
number of concerns regarding Georgetown's plans. Canal Road is already very 
congested and any type of traffic control will only further congest this major commuter 
route and back onto MacArthur Blvd. and Foxhall Road. Besides adversely effecting 
commuters from ANC 3D who use Canal Road as a major commuter route, residents 
from Montgomery County, MD. would be Impacted as they try to make their way 
downtown. Fairfax County , VA. residents would also feel the squeeze as they attempt 
to come across Chain Bridge onto Canal Road. Rush hour on these major thoroughfares 
Is already very slow and citizens are concerned that long term construction and 
ensuing traffic controls would force neighbors out of their normal "in-town• routes. 
Currently, traffic in and out of Georgetown is "scattered" out of a number of different 
exits, this modification would make Canal Road a major thoroughfare to the 
University. Residents of ANC 30 strongly feel that this neighborhood would be 
unfairly effected by these proposed changes. 

The Commission and residents also question the proposed traffic figures supplied by 
the University during this study. It is believed that these numbers are low, and many 

more cars then projected will be usin these 
Commission would like to know wh:re th ~~in~ ne~ ~enly years. The 

ese c pro.iection figures were generated. 

In addition to the traffic congestion concerns increased . 
cars on McArthur Boulevard and Foxhall R~d . pollution from increllsed idling 
KhooJs Jine- these roads and air quality uJd / a i:eal co~cem. Many homes and 
neighborhoods. wo etenorate m the surroundong 

Advisory Neighborhood Commlossion 3D ks th 
Environmental Im act Stateme as at these concerns be addressed in the 
this ANC informJas the nt Thank you for your consideration, and please keep 

process proceeds. 

Sincerely, 

i/ewvv, ~J.~ /. tA..! ~ J 
Eleanor Roberts Lewis / f'6" 
Chair 



Ms. Marion Guggenheim 
Chair 
Advisory Neighborhood Coomlssion 3-0 
P.O. Box 40846 
Palisades Station 
Wash1ngton. D.C. 20016 

JAN 26 1995 

Refer to: HPC-15 

--
Dear Hs. Guggenheim: 

We have rece1ved Hs. Eleanor Roberts Lewis· letter dated October 30. 1994. E concerning the proposed project to i~rove the entrance to Georgetown 
Un1vers1ty from Canal Road. As you are aware. the Federal Hi hway 
Administration <FHWA) is in the process of preparing a draft ~nviroonental 

1 I""act Statement (EIS) to analyze three alternatives to 1~rove the entrance 1 

and the no action alternative. At this time. we would like to respond to y~TI 
coornents. 

The proposed build alternatives consist of reconstructing the Canal Road 
entrance to the GeorgetC1flll Un1versity and subsequent closure of the __ 
Prospect Street entrance to cOOllllter and vis Hor traffic to the Univers1ty .. 
The Canal Road entrance would then be the only entrance to the Hain Academic G\TI 

Ca~us. A result of the proposed build actions would be to redistribute the 
travel patterns of drivers to and from the Hain Academic Call'(lus of the 1 ....,......,. 
University. The in.,act of th1s redistribution on the strel'!ts on the west si<E 
of the Campus varies by hour of the day. The i~acts are greatest 1n the 1 __ 
morning peak hour. The benefits of the redistribution on the str~ts on the 1 
east side of the Campus also vary by hour of the day. These benef1ts are lam­
greatest in the afternoon peak hour. The draft EIS wm include a detailed , 
description and analysis of these 1~acts and benefits. I imi.....,. 

I 
None of the traffic volume projections was provided by Georget<M11·Un1vers1ty .1 _ 
The basis for the forecasts is outlined in the Technical Transportation 1 
Report. dated Novemer 1993. and prepared by the FHWA consultant. As .b;;.;r-
requested by members of the Georget(MO COO'llUl1ty. these traffic forecasts ha\1e 
been reviewed by the f\W. and our consultant. A higher estimated bacl:groun~~ 
traffic figure will be used, based on a more conservative estimate. to presem 
a worst case scenario. If necessary. revisions will be made to the Technical~ 
Transportation Report and incorporated in the draft EIS traffic analysis. t:t , ... ~, 
Noise and air quality tmpacts are being studied and will be presented in the 1 
draft EIS. Sites have already been studied at HacArthur Boulevard. 
Foxhall Road. the C&O Canal TCM Path. the entrance at Canal Road, and 
Prospect Street. These studies will be in accordance w1th the National 
Environmental Policy Act <NEPA) and FtMA guidelines. 

All of your concerns will be addressed 1n the upcoming draft EIS for the ,_ 
project in the chapter on ·conments and Coordination.· If you need add1t1on~ 
1nforrnation. please contact Hr. Jim Sinnette, Env1ronmental Planning Engineert"•---... 
at <703) 285-0085. ~ 

Sincerely yours, 

C<#"-1..----c..<>'r-
m Gary l. Klfnedinst 
q Div1sion Engineer 

I 

I-n-
I , __ 
I ·-­' l-&r-
1 

cc: :""­
"'. ""' Goff redl. OC """'"""' of P,b 11c WoNC,. DECA. BTCS. DED. wa,h!,,,too I:.:. DC w/copy of incoming. 

Hr. Robert G. Stanton, Regional Director. National Capital Region. NPS, 
Washington O.C. w/copy of incoming 

Hr. Arthur J. Hill. 01vi~ion Mninistrator. Fl-ltlA, Washington DC , __ 

Federal Higtrway Mn1nistration 
HPC-15:JSinnette: 50085: 1/24/95; X; \usr\pcshare\ken\gtwn\anc3d. ltr 
cc: EFLHD. Chrono. P&C. P&C Rdg, Program. Specialist 
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Mr. Arthur Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Adminislration 
Union Center Plaza, Suite 7 50 
820 First Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 

Re: Georgetown University Canal Road Entry Project 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

October 30, 1994 

The following questions have arisen from various sources as a result of meetings and 
revi~wo~the EIS Transportation Technical Report(Nov. 1993) prepaced byHDR 
Engmeen~, Inc. for the Federal Highway Admlnlstralion. While not definitive they wiU 
be helpful 1n addressing some of the aspects concerning the various alternatives for the 
Canal Road Entry Project. Some of the questions (and answers) will Inevitably overlap, 
some no doubt have been asked by others and some require further information from 
Georgetown University. Whatever the case, we trust that all the questions will be 
addressed In your respqnsc. 

The basic intent of these questions is to clarify aspects of the analysis and 
recommendations contained in the repori so that we can all better understand the project. 

A. GENERAL 

I. How does this project differ from the similar project proposed in 1982-83. 
Wha_t was the final result of.that review process? Have criteria used for evaluation 
(et1vtron'?l~ntal, tra~c. etc) changed significantly? How do the traffic patterns and 
loads anllcipatedlproJected by FHA in 1983 compare with today's actual figures? 

2. Please confinn the total amount ofaddilional square footage the Uoiversily and 
Medical Center plan to build, the types and numbers of occupants as well as the 
traffic (parking and trips) the FHA expects will be generated. 

3 • Are the traffic paHems and loads generated by the Medical Center pertinent or 
relevant to this project? Would it be appropriate and helpful to consider all of the 
traffic generated by Georgetown University on all of the streets In the neighborhood? 
If such an enlargement of the study/report were found to be appropriate could it be 
done with the existing funding or would more funding be necessary? ' 

4. Will the Canal Road entrance be used by the Medical Center? The Technical Repon 
precludea this option. What would be the effect of allowing free or limited 
interchange of traffi~ between the Medical Center and the University (I.e. allowing 
Campus traffic to exit onto Reservoir Road and Medical Center to enter and/or leave 
via Canal Road)? 

The 19~9 GU Bice~tcnnial Master Facillllea Plan (Draft No.2, Dec. 29, 1989 • Map 
No. 13 future Vehicular and Services Circulation with Parking") designates 
!le~ervotr Road entrances No. I and 4 as well as the New South Entrance as 
Pnmary entry". 

Mr. Arthur Hill 
October 30, 199,. 
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Additionally it sho>n these three entrances connected by a "primary vehicular route." 
This would presumably allow for movement Inquired about above. Is this future 
design atUI anticipated and If so how has It been lncorporaled into the future 
projections of uaffic patterns and loads on the respective entries and adjacent 
roadways? Memben of the committee have heanl from community rep~ntatives 
(Georgetown and beyond) that this may result In preferable traffic patterns and loads 
for all concerned. The University has indicated it would be open to testing this 
option. 

5. Would It be possible for the FHA 10 make the Information In its files available for 
review by the general public? To funher the exchange of Information we would like 
to establish a complete set of files on the project at the Georgetown Public Library, 
Peabody Room, making then readily accessible to the community. Would you 
provide a full set of correspondence between FHA and community or university 
representatives as well as data and information provided to those representatives? 

6. Is a new parking garage being planned? If so where and when will it be built, bow 
many vehicles will it serve and what surface parking will it replace? 

7. What are the current plans for the project to rehabilitate the ends of the Whitehurst 
Freeway that was included in the Transportation Improvement Plan for 1993-98? 
Are funds Included in current appropriations? Are matching dollars identified? How 
would this project impact upon the Canal Road alternatives under consideration? 

8. The last paragraph on Page 3 of the Transportation Technical Report is not clear. 
Could you please expand on this and relate it to specific evaluations or results 
contained in the repon? ("This analysis was based on ... ") 

9. Are there matters pending before other regulatory bodies (Zoning, Commission of 
Fine Arts, EPA, etc.) that could affect or have an impact on this project? lfso what 
are the ramifrcatiom of each? 

B. DATA COLLECTION 

I. In addressing the following questions, please state the age, reliability, level of 
accuracy and/or margin for error, etc. of the relevant data. 

2. What data was collected independently by the FHA, what data was abstracted from 
either the Campus Master Plan or the BZA ruling on that Plan and what data was 
abstracted from the D.C. Council of Governments studies? Respectively, when was 
the data collected and for bow many years is it reliable? 

3. What ls the relative Importance of the above three (FHA, GU/BZA and COG) 
categories of Information. What weight was each given in the preparation of the 
Transportation Technical Report? 

4. The arrlvaVdeparture study cited In the draf\ EIS appears to be baed on Information 
supplied on 375 lnfonnatlon cards returned from some 1,100 cards dlstn1>Uted at the 
Prospect Street entrance. How reliable are conclusions dtawn from such a sample? 
Is there a way to secure more comprehensive information from all the vehicle 
operators entering and leaving the campus? 

5. What arc traffic counts for Prospect Street on Figure 15 (PM peak hour)? 

6. More_ information is necessary on 0/D patterns and traffic count for traffic travelling 
cast (me. nonheast and southeast) of the University in both present and future 
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conditions. Specifically It has been suggested that there would be a substantial 
increase lo PM peak hour loads of vehicles uavelllng north on 33rd Street. 

C. PARKING 

l. According to the Technical Report, the current BZA-maodated maximum number of 
parking spaces is set at 4,080. The combined total ls presently at 3,608, with the 
University occupying 40% and the Medical Center 60%. 

2. Where will the remaining 4 72 allowable spaces be located and which entrance will 
serve them? 

3. Would It be advisable lo increase the BZA maximum number of allowable parking 
spaces to accommodate undergraduates now parking off-campus? Has the 
University studied the impact of such a change? 

4. Is car pooling encouraged? How does the car/employee ratio for the Univenily 
(and Medical Center) compare to other latJe businesses in D.C? Has the Univenity 
used to the fullest extent possible satellite parking lots, distance learning, electronic 
networking and other methodologies researched by the Department of 
Transportation. How does 115 utilization compare with that of the private sector? 

5. Could G. U. make parking available 10 the general public at night and on weekends in 
conjunction with the proposed overall Georgetown parking plan ( could use GUTS 
shuttle service). Would the shuttle bus sewice be able to support such parking? 

6. Why are undergraduates not allowed to park on campus? Has the University 
considered allowing this? What were its findings? 

Would it make sense to have more vigilance to monitor students parking Illegally 
ming temporary pennlts? Would it be appropriate for the Unlvenity to design and 
implement an independent parking enforcement service (in conjunction with DC 
DPW) to address this problem? Has the University considered any methods of 
reducing Illegal parking by students or employees on area residential streets? 

D. TRAFFICPATIERNSANDWADS 

I . What are the various levels of closure possible for the Prospect Street entrance? 
How are emergency and service vehicles dermed7 ls !here any possibility that the 
entrance would in fact oot be closed? Is so, under what conditions and with what 
results? 

2. Concerns have been ntlsed about the consequences of closing the Prospect Street 
entrance and forcing anyone commuting 10 or from the areas nonh and east of the 
University to arrive and leave by way of the Canal Roed entrance, thus adding to the 
key Bridge 1raffic at each rush hour. 

Other than the reference In the Draft EIS lo the fact that District residents will "have to 
drive further to the Canal Road entrance through a somewhat circuitous route" has 
this changed traffic burden been studied? If so what were the coocluslons? 

3. What Is to be the status of the O Street entrance? 

4. How much additional congestion is anticipated at Key Bridgt/Canal Road/M Street in 
the Build Alternatives and how will this affect the performance of that intersection? 

Mr.ArthurHill 
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s. Page 4 of the Technical Report refers to Foxhall Road as a 4-lane arterial. This Is 
only true south of Whitehaven Street ~ this impact any of the calcu~tlons or 
results stated in the report • specifically the additional carg (Build Altemattvcs) 
referred to in Figure 14 (AM Peak-Hour)? 

6. WUI signalizallon be adecpately coordlnated at Canal Road lntenecdoos with Key 
Bridge Whitehurst, Foxhall, and MacAnhur lntenec:tlons? Will It be able to 
mJnimk the congestion andclpated by aoy of the Build Alternatives with 
lntenectlons further east and west? la this coordloatioo. able ID be accurately 
predicted and canled out? Is D.C.'s traffic control system able sustain the 
l)erl'onnance levels Indicated lhrouah the next two decades? 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Would !here be any traffic pattem change to the north side (Reservoir Road) of the 
campus ocher than the approximate net oo-change referred to OD page 21, para. 17 

With respect to new traffic pattern, east of the University occurring with any of the 
build alternatives, has the FHA reviewed the effect of a full time (all day) or limited 
(evening rush hour only) left movement of traffic headed eastbound on Canal 
RoadlM Street turning left OD Wisconsin? 

DC DPW seems to have precluded this option at other times but perhaps II should be 
reviewed again In llsht of the increased eastbound traffic movement. Was any 
consldenttion given to any change In eastbound traffic turning left at the intersection 
of Mand 33rd Street, particularly commercial traffic? 

Was an alternative considered that included an at-grade Intersection with left tum 
from the University to Canal Road but with no left tum from Canal Road into the 
University? 

IO. What ocher interim measures or limited traffic movements could be considered as a 
flDal alternative, phase-In process or on a short-tenn trial basis so that the tmffic 
burden could be distributed more evenly among the surrounding neighborhoods? 

E. 

I. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

COSTS 

What would be the estimated cost of the three alternatives under consideration? 
Which of the proposals has the best value (i.e. cost vs. perfonnance)? 

How much of the Federal funding has already been appropriated? For what 
purposes was ii allocated (analysis ancYor construction)? How much has been 
spent? How much more has been eannarkcd? 

What matching funds would apply? How much will D.C. pay? h this a typical 
U.S/D.C. 90'10 or 8.YIS split? 

Are there any other fmanclal contributon to the project? How much matching funds 
have been committed or expended and from what sources? 

5. Who maintains the roadway now and who will maintain It In the future? What use 
and zoning restrictions would apply? 

The Citiz.ens AAsociatlon of Georgetown has not taken a position on the current (1993) 
version of this project at this time and needs to understand better the nunlflcallons of the 
various alternatives before doing so. While our mission Is to preserve the historic quality 
of Georgetown and in general to promote the interests of Georgetown residents, especially 
In this ca,e the reduction of traffic congestion in our narrow streets, we are also concerned 
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about the Impact of any changes beneficial to Georgetovm which might adversely Impact 
on our neighbors to the west and north. · 

On behalf of Stephen Ku1Z01an, tbe current President of CAO, and the membets of the 
CAO Traffic and Parking Committee, I would like to thank you for addiaalng these. 
quest1005• We are certainly gmteful for the FHA's objective rote In the review of thts 
project. 

At tbe recent cpl8rterly meeting between Georgetown University and community 
groups 11 was suggested that It would be helpful to convene a meeting to addms the above 
questions on the project. ANC commissioners, representatives (three maximum?) from 
each civic association and Georgetown University will be invl~ to participate In an ~­
the-record session with representatives from the FHA. We wtll consult with other CJVlc 

groups to convene such a meeting in the next three weeks. 

I have spoken with Mr. James Slnette, FHA, about this and he said It w011ld be best If 
the meeting could be scheduled after November 14. He indicated that between Nov. 7 and 
Nov. 14 the FHA and Its consultant& would be fOCU!lng on trying to address the.questions 
they have received to date. It would be helpful If you could send us and all the mterested 
patties the responses B! soonaflcryourNov. 14 deadline u possible so that we can have a 
chance to review them before the meeting. 

Accordingly we will try to schedule a meeting on Monday or Tuesday, November 21 
or 22, assuming the answers can be made available to us by November 16 or 17. 

If further study and review of the project (sec questions above} is warranted, we 
assume that the due-date for the drafi EIS will be moved back accordingly to provide 
adequate time for the additional review. I can be reach~ at 202-337-4~26 if you_ have any 
questions or comment!. I have taken the liberty of send mg a copy of th15 letter directly to 
Mr. Sinnette. 

We look forward to your earliest reply. 

Sincerely, 

Ou~~t.~ 
Chalnnan, CAG Traffic and Parking Committee 

cc: Oscar Turner, Otair, ANC-2E 
David Jory, Chair, ANC-3B 
Rossalyn Doggett, Chair, ANC-3C . 
Eleanor Roberts Lewis, Chair, ANC-3D 
Peter Pulstner, Burlelth Citizen's Association 
Scott Polk, Foxhall Citizens Association 
Steve Hopkins, Cloisters of Georgetown Association 
Max Sporer, Cloisters West Homeowners Association 
Tom Silverstein, Georgetown Reservoir Neighborhood Association 
Jack Everett, Glover Park Citizens Association 
Marcia Allen, Palisades Citizens Association 
Michael Kelly, Georgetown University 
Linda Greenan, Georgetown University 
Stephen Kuaman, Citizens Association of Georgetown 
CAG committee members 

DO-DC.1 

1foveaber 4, 1994 

lb:-. Out•rbridg• llor•ey 
Chail: .. n, Tb• Citisen• Aaaociation of O.orgetown 
Traffic and Parking C~tt•• 
3222 R Street, R.1f. 
1fHhingtoa, D.C. 20007 

Dear Mr. Horaey, 

Thank you for your letter dated October 30, 19H aonaerning th• 
GeorgetOWD tJDiv•r•ity Canal Road lbltranae Projeet. Aa you have 
cli•cu•aed with Mr. Jia Sinnett• of th• h•t•rn J'ederal Land• 
Bigh-y Diviaion office of th• J'ederal Highway Adaini•tration, -
are pla1ming to -•t with our con1111ltant •oon to cli•au•• all of 
tha public and agency c-.nt• and queation• received to date. 
1f• have fox,,arded a copy of your letter to our con•ultant to 
include in thi• cli•cua•ion. 

Ba•ed on the cc:mprehen•ive nature of your queationa, - will not 
be able to provide you with a reapoDa• prior to your tantative 
-•ting date of Jfovab•r 21, 22. W• will not -•t to go over our 
reapona-, WJ.til that •-- -ek. 

We realise that thi• will delay your -•ting, however, - believe 
that th• additional ti.a• uaed to an.-r your letter will reault 
in a ac,re ac:mplete reapon•e that will better clarify the i••uea 
that your latter rai•••· 

We appreciate tha tiae you have taken to thoroughly revi- the 
propoaed project. If you have any queationa, pl•••• contact 
Mr. Gerald Yakowenko at 202-523-0169. 

Sincerely 



17032850011 P . 02 
11-10-1994 10:27~ Fro-1 

TO 

m1cmUNs 
ASSOCIATION 

If GEOllGETOWN 

OfflClll! a,,u-..,, ,..., _...,. 
l•Vllt-

-1.'1'-•· 
W\la,_ 
i..-.o.­N\._,_ 
-II-' _, 
),1,,,0 ........ -llllllCl'OU 

a..1-1•c."""' 
..... 1..lwo.\ 

°"""'-'-----t'OI/PINI, 

)ly0-

• I! 

ADfflOIIY 
COMWtTffl 

A .. lll.llkl.a. 
,....t,.M,coalcr,C,,,,. ,. .......... 

ri-.,i,wt, 
M--'-"'• 

"""°""""'"' Llo,IO.lt, 
(.'4,,,ffH. 1"'9itlt: ,..,,.,.._ , ... ~1,o-,..~.Clo,,oll""""' 

l111ti.'""'A M f"-8 
DmV H• r1t.}t. 

~r~· 
lrml,)M t.11,.,..K,,li ... 

'-'""•-1.clonJ ,_.,...,l ... 
c.i..•-...1-n 
lt•. Ot. bt.,...__ 
t.,,O . ......... .......... --· ,.... ..... . 
_._, ... ,h ("....,.,....,_ ,....,.Ai..T-_,.__._, Al­-.'l'-d 

n•n 
~••••-o•" 1_,_ 

JlllN"-N.W. 
w..w..,..,DC20001 
m,zcn. 
PAX, ?01 

( 

Mr.ArlhutHill 
Division Admllllauator 
Fedenl HlahwaY AdmllllltnltiOD 
Union Cea1er Plaza. Suite 7 SO 
120 Fl.111 Smet, NE 
W111hlnaton. DC 20001 

Re: Oeorsetcnm University Canal ROlld Entry Ptoject 

DearMr. Hill: 

Navanber 8, 1994 

By fax: 202-523-0181 

Tbank YOU for your letter orNavanber 4, 1994 concemlnl the lilt of q11eltl0111 
tubmlttcd to your office by CAG, 

We~• the attention the FHW A Intends to give to die cpesdons and Mly 
unclcnaod the need ror addldonal time. However, we would llke to request• firm date 
by which we wlll ffeelve yow- .-po!lle so that we can pioceed with 1he neceuary 
amnaemenll (mcclfni place mervatloo, notification etc.). · 

In epe•klnl witb Mr, Y•kowenko, we agreed that YoUr i111W1Ct of• written ftlpOlllle 
on or before November 30, 1994 would alvc us time to drculate it In prepandlon ror • 
meeting on Tuead&Y, December 6 or Wcdoetday, Decanber 7, 1994. 

Your earllelt connrmatton of lhla date (Fax 202-337-0658) would be pally 
~ed. . 

Sincerely, 

Ou~~ 
Chairman, CAO Traffic U1d Parldng Committee 

Bl'O-DC,l 

November 9, 1994 

lb:. OUterbridge Bor• ey 
Chairman, Th• Citisena A•• ociation 

of Georgetown 
Traffic and Parking C-1tt•• 
3222 N Street, N.'tf. 
'tfa• bington, D,C. 20007 

Dear lb:. Bor• ey1 

ThanJt you for your letter dated Hoveab 8 1 
Georgetown tJ'Diver• ity Canal Road Sntr.::. P o~94t concerning the 
diacu•• ed with Mr. Jim Sinnett• of the•• tr •;.«! A• you have 
Highway Divi• ion office of th• Ped• ral Bl:~ ~r11 Landa 
and Mr. Jerry Yakowanko of tbia offi i n • tration, 
queation• rai• ed in your October 30 c~99:-l :tend to re• pond to 
buain••• on 'tfedne• day November 23, i994. • ter, by th• clo•• of 

'tfe tru• t that tbia will allow you aufficient time 
our re• pon•• among yo ,._ i i to circulate 
during the fir• t w••ku~f n:~:.:t on ;-i,•r• prior to• •••ting 
intere• t your A•• ociation ha• •=~ f• ag~•ciate the time and 
!;;~s;;:of&;~tion•, pl•••• contect Nr~raera~dp;~t=~oI!tyou 

Sincerely 

~-4 ✓,--
-,,;;.. Arthur J. Bill, P.a. 

Divi• ion Adaini• trator 

~I :: =~l~; Jtlinecllnat, Diviaion DginHr, l'BQ-llJJID 
lteya, DC DP'tf - OPP, Transportation Sy• t--
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

,..,_.Highway 
Admlnlltnltlon 

Mr. Outerbridge Horsey 

November 30, 1994 

Chairman, The Citizens Association 
of Georgetown 

Traffic and Parking Committee 
3222 N Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

Dear Mr. Horsey : 

NIIIPI.Y-lt•. 

HFO-DC 

Following are responses to the questions raised in your letter 
dated October 30, 1994. These were in response to the traffic 
analysis prepared for the proposed changes to the Canal Road 
entrance to Georgetown University . This analysis is part of the 
studies being prepared as backup for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS). The questions from the Citizens Association of 
Georgetown are shown in italics, and our responses are shown in 

, regular text. Since some of the questions were addressed to 
University operations and policies, the University was contacted to 
provide input to the responses. Their responses are indicated in 
bold. 

In reviewing the responses, it is important to keep in mind the 
scope and purpose of the DEIS and the environmental process. The 
purpose of the DEIS is to identify and evaluate the relative 
impacts associated with the proposed action to reconstruct the 
Canal Road entrance to provide for all movements in and out of the 
University. The DEIS is not intended to be an action plan to 
correct transportation capacity limitations in the Georgetown 
neighborhood. We are also not attempting to revisit zoning 
decisions concerning development of Georgetown University reached 
in 1990. Also, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is not in 
the position to direct the University to implement any changes in 
the access to, or changes to the operation of roads within the 
University property, or to direct the D.C. government to take 
certain actions on the rest of the transportation system. 

A. 

1. 

- 2 -

GBNBRAL 

How does this project differ from the similar project proposed 
in 1982-83. What was the final result of _that review proce~s? 
Have criteria used for evaluation (environmental, traffic, 
etc) changed significantly? How do the, traffic patterns ~nd 
loads anticipated/projected by FHWA in 1983 compare with 
today's actual figures? 

The current project is different from the 1982-~3 study in 
several areas. First, it is studying mor~ alternatives. In the 
previous study only an at-grade intersection was evaluated. Th~ 
current study is also looking at two grade-separate 
alternatives. Second, in the previous study, bot~ the O St7eet 
and Prospect Street entrances were assumed to remain open. Since 
then the o Street entrance has been closed. And as part of the 
curr~nt study, it is anticipated that the Prospect Street 
entrance would be closed if the Canal Road entrance is expanded. 

The final result of the 1983 review process was a Finding of ~o 
significant Impact (FONSI) by the U:ban Mass Transit 
Administration on October 26, 1992. This was based on an 
earlier Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) and 4 (fl Statement· 
The FONSI said •Based on the attached Environmental Assessmei:it, 
it is the Urban Mass Transportation Administration's . find1.ng 
that there are no significant impacts on the ,envir~nmen; 
associated with the development and operation of this P;OJe~t ­
However, the project did ,not proceed beyond this po1.nt 1.nto 
final design, or construction. 

The evaluation criteria used in the current study hav:e 1;ieen 
expanded from those used in the 1983 f!tudy. The p:r:inciple 
criteria used previously inclu_ded traf,fic, noi~e, air, and 
historic resources. These criteria are be1.ng used in the current 
evaluation in preparation of the DEIS. In addition, however, the 
FHWA is also looking at potential impacts in appr~ximately 20 
categories in preparing the DEIS. Also, the evaluations for the 
DEIS are in greater detail than required in a EA. ~or example, 
in the 1982 EA no assessment was made of the historic resourc7s 
in either direction along canal Road. Also, the traffic 
analysis was less detailed. 

Because of the difference in assumptions relative to the O 
street and Prospect Street entrances being open or.closed, the 
traffic patterns and loads between the two studie~ a;e not 
comparable. Also, the 1982 EA only looked at the traffic in 1982 
and did not make any projections for future years. 

- more -
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- 3 -

Please confirm the total amount of additional square footage 
the University and Medical Center plan ti;' build,. the types _and 
nwnber of occupants as well as the traffic (parking and trips) 
the FHWA expects will be generated. 

The Georgetown University Bicentennial Master_ Pl~n dated l June, 
1990 proposed to add, by the year 2010, 2 . 9 million. gross square 
feet (GSF) to the Academic Campus and about O .,9 ~ill ion GSF to 
the Medical campus. Thia amounts to about 3 . 8 m1_llion GSF [Note: 
Some figures in that document are internally inconsistent, so 
these figures are our best estimate.}. Based on the Board of 
zoning Adjustment (BZAl analysis proc~ss, the p_roposed square 
footage was also shown adjusted to Applicable Zon1~g Area (AZ~l • 
This decreases the GSF by the areas not counted in the ~oning 
calculations(roughly, those floors below ground level adJacent 
to each building). 

The BZA ruling in November 1990 approved the addition of 2.6 
million square feet (AZA) . This BZA ruling app~oved the squ~re 
footage according to the following sev7n functional cate~ories 
of land use. These categories had initially been listed in the 
1983 plan and were· used as the basis for the 1989 plan. 

Educational 

Educational 
Mixed use 

Educational 
Support 

Medical 

Medical Support 

Recreational 

Residential 

ED 

EDMU 

ES 

M 

MS 

REC 

RES 

classrooms, administrative, and faculty 
offices 

residential, educational and decentralized 
recreation 

parking, utility plant, and 
miscellaneous auxiliary uses 

Hospital. clinic, staff, etc. 

parking and miscellaneous uses 

recreational 

residential 

Commercial C comme7cial 

As noted on page 9 of the BZA ruling,• the bulk cf the projected 
growth in building space results in the ne7d ';O repl~ce obsolete 
facilities, to relieve over-crowding of existing ~acilities, and 
to provide needed space for the hospital and patient needs• 

- more -

- 4 -

A significant portion of the new development will be dormitory 
space to meet the request of the community that the University 
provide 92S additional beds on campus . Finally, needed support 
space including additional library space and athletic 
facilities ... are also included in the new space projections.• 

Aleo in the BZA ruling on page 9, the total faculty and staff is 
projected to increase from 6,800 in 1989 to 7,S00 through 2010 
and an additional 500 visitors are projected to come to the 
Campus. Also, an additional 925 students are projected to live 
on the Main Academic Campus. The ruling also set a cap on the 
increase in student enrollment of 340 i?ull Time Equivalent 
undergraduate students. The BZA requires enrollment to be 
calculated in terms of Full Time Equivalents (FTE) • Thia relates 
the course load of part-time students to the normal full-time 
course load of the individual students of the University. Thus, 
there are more .t.Qtil students taking courses than FTE students. 

The BZA ruling also put a cap on the number of parking spaces on 
the University to 4,080 (see page 36.) This cap is intended to 
limit the number of vehicular tripe to the Academic and Medical 
~- This cap was originally shown in the 1983 
Comprehensive Plan. While this cap may limit the number of 
vehicle trips into the Campus, there may be additional taxi 
trips to the University or auto trips by drivers who park on 
Georgetown streets. As part of the overall traffic analysis, 
•background" traffic was projected to increase. This increase is 
intended to provide, in general, for growth due to additional 
non-University development, changes in travel patterns, general 
growth in vehicular trip-making etc. Thus while this growth in 
•background traffic• does not specifically enumerate the 
increase in University-related traffic, it does provide a method 
to address this situation. 

We generally used the development order of magnitude as 
envisioned by GU for 2010, or as specially approved by BZA, 
through 2000, as our best estimate of conditions over the 
traffic analysis period (l.996-2016) of the project, rather than 
the projected 2050 build out. 

3. Are the traffic patterns and loads generated by the Medical 
Center pertinent or relevant to this project? Would it be 
appropriate and helpful to consider all of the traffic 
generated by Georgetown University on all of the streets in 
the neighborhood? If such an enlargement of the study/report 
were found to be appropriate, could it be done with the 
existing funding or would more funding be necessary? 

As noted in the introduction, the purpose of the DEIS is to 
evaluate the. impacts associated with the changes at the canal 
Road entrance. 

- more -
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Currently, the access between the Medical Center and the 
Academic Campus is restricted to those with keycards. With this 
restriction, the traffic at the Medical Center is not considered 
pertinent to the analysis of access to the Academic Campus 
resulting from changes to the Canal Road entrance and the 
anticipated closing of the Prospect Street entrance. 

The focus of this study is on the vehicles that enter and park 
on the University's Main Academic Campus. Since the Proposed 
Action does not affect the number of people who arrive by 
vehicle and park on local Georgetown streets, these trips were 
not analyzed as part of the DEIS. These parkers art: anticipated 
to occur even if there is no change in the access to the 
University . 

However, the total traffic on local streets is relevant to the 
evaluation of overall operations and traffic volumes on the 
local streets . Thus as noted in t he previous response, thi s 
traffic is addressed by the growth of •background• traffic on 
local streets which includes traffic to the Medical Center. 
This growth in background traffic also includes not only 
vehicles bringing people to either the Medical Campus or the 
Academic Campus but also vehicles parked on Georgetown streets. 
It should noted that GUTS usage has increased over the last 
decade, indicating this is the most reasonable option for people 
considering the cap on campus parking and the lack of on street 
parking . 

We do not consider expansion of our study necessary. 

Will the Canal Road entrance be used by the Medical Center? 
The Technical Report precludes this option. What would be the 
effect of allowing tree or limited interchange of traffic 
between the Medical Center and the University (i.e. allowing 
Campus traffic to exit onto Reservoir Road and Medical Center 
to enter and /or leave via Canal Road} 7 

The GU Bicentennial master Facilities Plan (Draft No. 2, Dec 
29, 1989 - Map No . 13 "Future Vehicular and Servicea 
Circulation with Parking"} designates Reservoir Road entrances 
No . l and 4 as well as the New South Entrance as "Primary 
entry" . 

Additionally .it shows these three entrances connected by a 
"primary vehicular route". This would presumably allow for 
movements inquired about above. Is this future design still 
anticipated and if so how has it been incorporated into the 
future project.ions of traffic patterns and loads on the 
respective entries and adjacent roadways? Hembers of the 
commi t tee have heard from community represen ta ti ves 

- more -
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(Georgetown and beyond} that this may result in preferable 
traffic pat:t:erns and loads for all concerned. The University has 
indicated it would be open to testing th.is opt.ion. 

It is up to Georgetown to indicate their willingness to test and 
implement this option before any analysis could be completed of 
the possible traffic patterns and loadings. It would also 
require coordination between the University and the BZA. 
Following are the initial responses of the University to these 
questions . 

Canal Road u• age-- A• part of the authorization of th• L•~v•y 
Canter garage (Podiua A) , th• Campu• Plan and BZA Order• 
authorizing con• truction required th• in• tallation of a 
tran•portation -agUlent ay• t- which would prohibit free-flow 
traffic and -iDtaln the balance of traffic flow•• it exi• ted 
at th• time of con• truction. A lteycard • y • t- -• iD• talled to 
-intain the balance of traffic a• it exi• tad at the ti.ma of 
con• truction. Tb• 11nivar• ity i • precluded by BZA order fr0111 
permitting fr•• flow traffic between the north and • outh • idea 
of campua. The flow traffic i • controlled with gate a1'11111 
located on th• aa• t and - • t aide• of the Leavey building. The 
gate arm.a are aonitorad with TV a-era• and controlled remotely. 
Approximately 600 parker• have key card• which permit th- to 
pa•• through the control gate• • Hew parker• a •• lgned parking 
which would require them to pa•• though a control gate are 
i •• ued ltay card•. 

Patient• are not now and would not be allowed to ace••• the 
Medical Canter from the South llntrance. To the extent that 
faculty and • taff currently u• a the Pro1pact Streat and Canal 
Road antrance• 1 i.a. tho•• wbo live in Virginia or Southam 
Nary land I and ace••• Nadical Center parking in the Laavey Can tar 
by u• ing the kaycard ace••• •y • t-, th••• people would continue 
to ace••• Medical Canter parking area• by u • ing the South 
llntrance. 

Pree exchange--Th• Uni-.rar• ity believes that th• impact of 
allowing frff and w,ra• trictad aov..-nt of trnivaraity employee 
traffic would be ailliaal. BOW9Ver, thie cannot be validated 
until the South Jlntrance is con• tructed. 

Primary Road--Tha future pl1111 of the road network with primary 
entrance• designated at the South llntrance uad lbltranca• Ona &Dd 
Pour, along Re• ervoir Road, i• • till envi• iOllad. ~antly, &Dd 
a• mentioned above, the trniver• ity i • precluded free permitting 
free flow traffic. Bowaver, with BZA concurrence and at the 
reque• t of the comunity, the trnivar• ity is willing to teat thi• 
option. 
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would it be possible £or the FHWA to make the information in 
its files available for review by the general public? To 
further the exchange of information fife fllould like to establish 
as complete set ot tiles on the project at the Georgetown 
Public Library Peabody Room, making them readjly accessible 
to the convnrlnity. Would you provide a full set of 
correspondence between FHWA an community or university 
representatives as well as data and information provided by 
those :representatives/ 

The information in the FHWA files is available for review baaed 
on formal written request for the documents subject to normal 
Preedom of Information Act limitations . We are willing to 
provide select resource information, backup reports, and the 
DEIS at the Library. The DEIS and the FEIS will contain 
listings of the various community and agency c?mments and the 
written responses (including letters such as this one. I 

Is a new parking garage being planned? If so where and when 
will it be built, how many vehicles will it serve and what 
surface parking will it replace? 

Parking garages are shown in the 1989 Bicentennial Plan included 
in several multi-level structures stepping down the elope of the 
University; these structures are referred to as 
•podium". These parking spaces are as follows--

Podium B 
Podium E 
Parking Garage III 

Total 

300 
675 

l, 300 
2,275 

The Univereity confirmed that an- parking garage i• planned a • 
tb• foundation of Podium B (current location of th• ba• eball 
field). The zun, garage i• projected to hold approximately 1,000 
car• and replace th• e1d•ting •urface parking area of Lot 3. 
They al•o noted that: the Cu,pu• Plan highlight• the area 
currentl.y u • ed a • the · ba•eball fiel.d. •• t.be f-uture location of 
the n- garage (d.ir•ctly •outh of th• -i•ting Leavey Center) . 
Th• ••ti-ted •tart date of the con•truction i • at l•••t •everal 
year• away and ia dependent upon th• identification of • funding 
aource. 

What are current plans for the project to rehabil:J. tate the 
ends of the Whitehurst Freeway chat was :J.ncluded in the 
Transportation Improvement Plan for 1993-98? Are funds 
included in current appropriation? Are matching dollars 
identified? How would this impact upon the Canal Roac 
alternatives under consideration? 
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Final design plans for the completion of the ends of Whitehurst 
Freeway are going through their last review now. with luck, it 
will be advertised by the end of the year. Federal funds were 
obligated for this project in September 1991. You should ask 
o.c. the status of their matching funds - as you are aware, the 
D. C. government is undergoing a cash flow crunch, so they have 
been delaying the start of many previously authorized 
construction projects. 

If it is possible to provide a third eastbound Canal Road 
approach lane at the Whitehurst Freeway intersection, this would 
provide for more efficient flow of vehicles travelling eastbound 
through this intersection. At present, the through traffic is 
restricted to the inn~r lane while the outer lane is only for 
vehicles turning right onto the Whitehurst Freeway. Two through 
lanes would reduce the queuing and congestion at this 
intersection in the morning peak hour. This would not help the 
afternoon peak hour. However, it is unclear if there is enough 
space to accommodate a third lane, and the DC government would 
have to agree to this modification. 

Last paragraph on Page 3 of the Transportation Technical 
Report is not clear--please expand on this and relate it to 
specific evaluations or results contained in the report? (This 
analysis was based on ... ?) 

This relates to such analysis of factors such as the queuing and 
Level of Service {LOS). For example, the intersection at Canal 
Road/Whitehurst Freeway operates currently at LOS "F". Thie 
means that the intersection is accommodating more vehicles than 
its calculated capacity. Thus there is congestion and major 
queuing at the intersect ion during both peak periods. The 
specific qualitative methodologies, therefore, can not measure 
the changes that would potentially occur with the alternatives 
and/or changes in the future. With any increase in traffic, the 
Level of Service will still he LOS "F". In this case, travel 
time comparisons were developed to provide a measure of 
operation. 

Are there matters pending before other regulatory bodies 
(Zoning, Commission of Fine Arts, EPA, etc.) that could affect 
or have an impact on this project? If so what are the 
ramifications of each. 

We are not aware of any of other third party issues, 
developments, or other matters which would affect or impact the 
proposed project. No major development projects are proposed for 
the area that would affect background factors or which would 
change the traffic growth projections. 
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In addition , as part of the overall environmental process 
dictated by the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 
various federal and local agencies were contacted at the initial 
as well as later phases of the study to identify issues and 
areas of concern. During these meetings, they normally would 
take the opportunity to notify the FHWA of potential actions 
that could affect the project. 

These same agencies will review the DEIS and make formal 
comments. These include such agencies as the Environmental 
Protection Administration (EPA), the National Capitol Planning 
Commission (NCPC), and the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO) for the District. These comments must be addressed in the 
Final EIS (FEIS) . In addition, any comments from the public at 
the Public Hearing must be addressed in the FEIS . These are part 
of the factors that the FHWA takes into account in making a 
decision on an alternative. The ramification of the comments on 
the final alternative selected would likely depend on the 
alternative selected . 

For example, the comments from the NCPC would have more impact 
on the two interchange alternatives as compared to the No Action 
and the at-grade intersection alternatives. Also, with regard to 
historic resources, the SHPO will be contacted to determine the 
degree of impact and possible mitigation to any historic 
resources for all alternatives being considered . Thus, the 
comments from the SHPO would only have ramifications if an 
alternative having an effect on historic resources were 
selected. 

B. DATA COLLECTION 

1. In addressing the following questions, please state t he age, 
reliability, level of accuracy and/or margin of error etc. for 
the relevant data . 

In transportation planning, the data used, the analysis and 
methodology techniques employed, and the forecasts prepared are 
pri ncipally evaluated using a •reasonability check" . This 
results from the number of different factors involved in the 
process, the variations in data and trends , the difference in 
the sources of data, and the limited amount of follow analysis . 
Withi n this framework, the concepts of level of accuracy and 
margin of error are not used . Rather, the test is whether the 
results •appear reasonable" compared to results in studies with 
similar conditions , inputs, and forecasts. In addition, the 
results can be reviewed to assess the •sensitivity• of the 
reeul ts to changes in any of the input factors . 

- more -

2. 

-10 -

What data was collected independently by FHWA, what data was 
abstracted from either the Campus Master Plan or the BZA 
ruling on the Plan and what data was abstracted from the DC 
Council of Governments studies? Respectively, when was the 
data collected and for how many years is it reliable? 

Data was collected for several main areas--projected development 
at Georgetown University, current and related trip making, and 
traffic volumes on streets in the vicinity of the University . 

Development - All information on projected development was 
obtained from the Campus Master Plans and the BZA ruling on 
November 1990. Both the 1983 and the 1989 Campus Master Plane 
were used in determining the projected total development at the 
University . The 1989 Campus Master Plan included projected 
development through 2010 and onto 2050. The BZA ruling included 
approval of three items that were used in the planning process. 
These were an approval on the amount and type of floor space, a 
cap on the number of parking spaces at 4,080 spaces, and a cap 
on the increase in enrollment of 340 Full Time Equivalents 
(FTE) . The approval still requires that the University to go 
before the BZA to get approval for each building they construct 
on the campus . 

The BZA ruling is the key element and the basis for the 
forecasts of trip making at the University. This ruling sets a 
strong legal framework for development at the University. Any 
changes in the Campus Plan would have to be approved by the BZA . 
Each building has to be shown to be consistent with the BZA 
ruling before it can be approved. The BZA ruling only approved 
the Campus Plan through the year 2000 . Besides approval of the 
total square footage, the BZA ruling only approved the floor 
space according to seven types of development space. (These are 
listed in response to A. GENERAL, Question 2 . ) According to 
discussion with DC planning staff, this limits the type of space 
to these uses. These aspects of the BZA ruling are considered to 
make it a reliable, reasonable basis for future planning of t r ip 
making at the University. 

Trip and Travel Data - Data on trip making and travel volumes 
was obtained from several sources. Previous studies of traffic 
conducted by the University in 1982 and 1989 were used to obtain 
historical information on the vehicular travel in and out of the 
University. These reports also contained information on parking . 
Information was also obtained from the 1982 Environmental 
Assessment. 
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With regard to traffic and trip making, the primary information 
obtained as part of the FHWA field surveys and data collection 
was the basis for evaluation and analysis of current and future 
conditions. It also was the basis for the determination of the 
impacts associated with the changes in the access to the Main 
Academic Campus. The conclusions of these analyses were 
considered further substantiated since they were in agreement 
with those found by Dr . Carter in his report for ANC 38. 

4 . The arrival/departure study cited in the draft EIS appears to 
be based on information supplied on 375 information cards 
returned from some 1,100 cards distributed at the Prospect 
Street entrance. How reliable are conclusions drawn from such 
a sample? Is there a way to secure more comprehe!lsive 
information from all the vehicle operators entering and 
leaving the campus? 

Based on the traffic counts taken at the same time as the Origin 
& Destination (O&D) Study, between 3,300-3,400 vehicles enter 
the Main Academic Campus on a typical day . The origin­
destination cards were handed out to drivers entering both the 
Canal Road and Prospect Street entrances . The 1,100 cards 
represent about one - third of the entering drivers. The 375 
response cards used in the study represent over one-third of all 
the cards handed out . This response is considered a 
statistically adequate response rate and the resulting data 
within the acceptable range for traffic studies. The Manual of 
Uniform Traffic Studies, published by the Institute of Traffic 
Engineers states that 25-30\- response rate is adequate. Thus, 
the results are considered reliable for determining the existing 
travel routes to and from the Main Academic Campus. In addition, 
the resulting routes are consistent with the travel patterns 
projected by Dr. Carter based on the location of owners of 
parking permits at the University. 

As noted, the results of the survey are considered statistically 
adequate for planning purposes. Other methods to gather 
information could have included having interviewers collect the 
information from people directly at the entrances; or, a 
complete survey of all faculty and staff , students, and visitors 
to the University could be undertaken to obtain information on 
the mode of travel - -the so called •modal split•--of all trip 
makers to the University. However, this is the type of 
information that would be necessary if a complete impact 
transportation needs study were being completed . This 
information is not considered relevant for the type of analysis 
to be completed for the DEIS. This analysis focuses on the 
change in vehicular patterns associated with the Proposed 
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specific information on current travel to and from . t~e 
university was obtained in January 1993 . This included an On.gin 
and Destination Study, traffic counts of vehicles in and out of 
the Academic Campus, and traffic counts on some streets in the 
area. We also used the information and analysis developed by 
Dr . Everett Carter in hie study of the proposed entrance :oad 
project for ANC 3B dated 30 June 1991. Data was also ~bta1'.1ed 
from the University on the usage of the Georgetown University 
Transit Service (GU'I'S) buses over the last several years. 

Background traffic data was also obtained from the DC Department 
of Public Works (DCDPW) from some traffic counter locations in 
the area. This provided data on the growth of traffic on Canal 
Road by direction and peak hour for different months over the 
last several years. DCDPW also provided traffic flow maps for 
the entire District streets for 1991 and again for 1993. 

The historical data from the different sources was compared and 
evaluated. Actual volumes and figures as well as trends were 
found to be val id and reliable. These were used to develop 
forecasts for the area. These are considered to be reliable for 
the time span of the study for a couple of reasons. First, '_10 
major land developments are projected for the area. The area ie 
developed and the projected background changes are anticipated 
to have only minor to modest impact on traffic in the Georgetown 
area . Second, trends in growth of traffic volumes on some 
streets in the area have shown a leveling off over the laet 
several years. Third, no roadway projects which would add major 
roadway capacity are planned for the area. 

What is relative importance of these three (FHWA, GU/BZA and 
COG) categories of information. What weight was given to each 
in preparation of Transportation Technical Report? 

The importance of each set of data varies according to its use 
for the DEIS. The purpose of the DEIS is to measure the impacts 
of the Proposed Action--the improvement of the Canal Road 
entrance and the anticipated closure of the Prospect Street 
entrance. Again, as noted in the introduction, the DEIS is not 
intended to be a study of the traffic impacts of the University 
and ite potential development on the Georgetown streets. Thus 
some aspects of University traffic that would not be affected by 
the Proposed Action are not considered pertinent to this study 
and are not quantified. 

With regard to development, the BZA ruling was the basis for all 
future traffic forecasts. Its critical elements were the 
designation of the floor apace- -total and by category- - , the 
limit on the number of FTE students, and the limit on the number 
of parking spaces on the University. 
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Action. For this analysis, the information obtained from the O&D 
survey is considered adequate and sufficient for currently 
accepted engineering analysis. 

s. What are counts for Prospect Street on Figure 15 (PM peak 
hour)? 

6. 

c. 

1. 

2. 

In - 150 and Out - 315 for a total of 465 vehicles or 10. 7\ of 
the daily total. 

Hore information is necessary on 0/D patterns and traffic 
count for traffic traveling east (incl . northeast and 
southeast ) of the University both present and future 
conditions. Specifically it has been suggested there wcu~d be 
a substantial increase in PM peak hour loads of vehicles 
travelling north on 33rd Street NB. 

The vehicle trips affects are those to the northeast using 
Wisconsin Avenue or local streets. During the PM peak hour about 
450 vehicles exit the Main Academic Campus; 12\ (56 auto) of 
these use Wisconsin Avenue or local streets to the northeast. 
With the closing of; the Prospect Street entrance and the 
redistribution of traffic, it is estimated that 9. 8\ of the 
vehicles existing in the PM peak hours from the Canal Road 
entrance would use Wisconsin Avenue or local streets. This 
amounts to about 44 vehicles. It is projected that half of these 
would turn west and half would turn east from the entrance. 
Thus, about 22 vehicles would potentially be tu!ning north on 
33rd Street. However, some of these could continue east on M 
Street and use other routes to travel north. 

PAJUtING 

According to the Technical Report, the current BZA-mand~ted 
maximwn number of parking spaces is set at 4,080. The combined 
total is presently at 3,608, with the University occupying 40t 
and the Medical Center 60t. 

Where will the remaining 472 allowable spaces be located and 
which entrance will serve them? 

Then- garage would eliminate Lot 3 (780 apace•>• The building 
of• 1,000 car facility would, therefore, account for 220 (1000-
780) of the 472 allowable apace•• Th• r-ining 252 allowable 
11pac•• would be placed in future building con•truction (•uch a• 
Podium B ae highlighted in the cuipu• plan) • Lot 3 today is 
••rv•d by the entrance• of Proapect Street and Canal Road. 
Podium e would be ••rv•d by the South Bntrance . Podium II would 
•l•o be eerved by th• south Bntrance. 
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Would it be advisable to increase the BZA maximum number of 
allowable spaces to accommodate undergraduates now parking 
off-campus? Has the University studied the impact of such a 
change? 

The response to this question- - as well as several others in this 
section- -involve coordination between and decisions by the 
University and the BZA . As noted in the introduction, the 
University was requested to response to such questions . Their 
responses follow: 

Th• tJniver•ity do•• net believe it would be advi•able to 
increa•• the BZA cap to accOlaOdate undergraduate •tudenta. In 
compliance with pa•t comunity reque•t•, the t7Diver•ity 
eetabliehed a policy which di•couragee undergraduate etudente 
f!rom bringing car• to the aetropolitan area. Purther, the 
Univer• ity ha• neither the •pace nor the funding to con•truct 
additional parking facilitiH for this purpoH, 

No specific •tudi•• have been -de to a••e•• the impact of 
rai• ing the BZA cap . 

Is car pooling encouraged? How does car/employee ratio for the 
University (and Medical Center} compare to other large 
businesses in DC? Has the University used to the fullest 
extent possible satellite parking lots , distance learning, 
electronic networking, and other methodologies researched by 
the Department of Transportation? How does its utilization 
compare to the private sector? 

Car pooling i• greatly encouraged by the tJnivereity. Incentive• 
to promote carpooling include a greatly reduced rate for two­
per•on carpool parker• ($180 annually compared to $732 for a 
Main Caapu• •ingle parker and $950 annually for a Medical 
Canter/Ho•pital eingle parker). Three or 110re per•on carpool• 
are free. Additional incentive• include free after-hour• 
parking, guaranteed ride home progr ... , and a liaited number of 
free all-day parking • ticker• provided c!uring the year. 

Th• UDivereity do•• not lcnow how it• car/aiployee ratio compar•• 
to ratio• ill the area. 

Tb• UDiver•ity ha• thoroughly revi--4 th• po••ibility of ueing 
•atellite parking faailiti••. The co•t• a••ociated with •uch 
operation• are exorbitant and not currently within the 
'Oniver• ity•• financial capabilitie•. 

Tb• univ•r•ity do•• have a emall percentage of th• work force 
involved in electronic networ'k.iug and at-hcae work progr1UU. 
Di•tance learning i• not being actively aon•idered for 
impl-entation at thi• time. 
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The 1J'Diver• ity ha• initiated aa aiployee-acmmute progr- Jmown 
a• the C11JB:rpr••• on which aiploy••• ara traa• ported froa park 
aad ride loaatioa• aear their haiae aad aove to aad fram the 
1J'Diver• ity eaah day. Thi• progrQI i • de• igaed to reduce the 
• iagle driver vehicle iapaot oa aeerby • treet•• The progr- he• 
one bu• operating frOlll Karylaad, aad the tluiver• ity ie exploring 
the po•• ibility of adding additional route•• 

The 1J'Divereity doe• not Jmow how thi• utilisation compare• to 
the private • eator. 

5. Could GU make parking available to the general public at night 
and on weekends in conjunction with the proposed overall 
Georgetown parking plan (could use GUTS shuttle service). 
Would the shuttle service be able to support such parking? 

Th• 1J'Diver• ity doe• not believe t:htt.t making parking available to 
the geaeral public i • ia the beet intere• t of the neighborhood• 
or the Univer• ity. The 17:niver• ity could neither aoatrol nor 
identify patron• u• ing the parking faciliti•• aad there i • no 
guarantee that parker• would u• e a • huttle ey•t- even if one 
were available. Open parking create• additional • eaurity 
probl-• for everyone and increa••• potential di• ruption• 
because of increa• ed traffic, noi•e, aad tra•h. 

Th• GT1TS • huttle • y • tem i• chartered to provide ••rvice to 
U'Diver• ity-a-•ociated individual•• The 17niver• ity i • not in• ured 
nor funded to provide thi• type of expanded • ervice. 

6. Why are undergraduates not alloa,ed to park on Campus? Has the 
University considered this? What were its findings? 

Would it make sense to have more vigilance to monitor student 
parking illegally using temporary permits? Would it be 
appropriate Eor the University to design and implement: an 
independent parking enforcement service (in conjunctions 
with DC DPJIJ to address this problem? Has the University 
considered any methods of reducing illegal parking by students 
or employees on area residential streets? 

Th• Univer• ity doe• not allow undergraduat-• living on the 
aampu• to have • vehicle on the cempu•• The extr-•ly liaited 
number of • paaee mu• t aca~t• facility, • taff, and vi• itor• 
to the 1J'Diver• ity and patient• to the Jledical Ceater, and 
a~ting • tudent•• The Univer• ity ha• neither the • pace nor the 
funding to conetruct additional parking facilitie•• 

The 1J'Diver• ity ha• not con• idered allowing atudenta to park on 
auipue. The Univeraity hae never coneidered or • tudied thie 
option. 
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T•• it wou1d aake • enae to vigilantly -itor • tudent• parking 
illegally. However, the Univer• ity Departaent of Public Safety 
1• not authorised to enforce Di• trict regulatiOllll on public 
• treat• and thi• • ervice 1111et be provided by the Di• trict' • law 
enforc...at agencie•• 

It would not be appropriate for the Univeraity to independently 
enforce parking regulation•• Univereity di• aua• ion• with the DP1f 
have indicated that the Di• trict do•• not de• ir• to authorise 
private aganai•• or organisation• to enforce Di• triat law•• 

aowwver, the Univer• ity ha• aoa• idered other -thod• to reduce 
illegal parking. l'or • tudent•, the Univer• ity • tringently 
revi- th• proc••• by which • tudent• obtain valid Zoa.e parking 
penait•• By D.C. 1-, full-till• • tudent• who reeide in an off­
auapu• location within the Di• trict are authorised to obtain a 
zone parking pendt. The t7niver•ity require• that each atudent 
reque• ting a Zone permit fir• t go to the Offiae of 
Tranaportatioa Nanag-t (OTII) to be ecreeaed for local and oa­
cuapu• addr•••••· U• iag the Univer• ity Bou• ing data ba••• the 
-•kly updated hou• iag ro• ter published by Student Boueing, aad 
the on-line directory of • tudent addr•••••• 0TH per• oanel check 
th••• data ba••• agein• t the addr••• li•t•d on the etudent' • 
application for a Zone parking penlit. If the • tudent•• addr••• 
doe• not -tch the addr••• li• ted on the application, the 
application ie pulled and the • tudent i • refu• ed the right to 
apply for a Zoa.e parting pendt. If the addr••• data ba• e 
aatch-• the off-ouapu• addre-• li• ted oa the application, the 

application i• ccmpleted by OTN and the • tudent i • directed to 
th• Regietrar' • Office for validation •• a full-tiae etudent. 
The 1)nf Parking Service will not iaaue a Zona parking permit to 
a Georgetown Univer• ity • tudent without the aoncurrenoe/proper 
paperwork from OTM and the Regi• trar'• Office. 

Por employ•••• the t7aiver• ity routinely reque• t additional 
diligence from the DP1f Parking Service to aggre•• ively eaforca 
neighborhood parking regulation•• The la• t r • queet -• aade in 
April, 1994. 

TRAl'l'IC PA'l'TBRHS ARD LOADS 

What are the various levels of closure possible for the 
Prospect Street entrance? How are emergency and service 
vehicles defined? Is there any possibility that the entrance 
would in fact not be closed? If so, under what conditions and 
with what results? 

The current plan call• for the entrance to be olo• ed completely 
to all a.on--•rgenay and eervice vehicle• traffic upon 
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completion of the South Bntrance. Th••• vehiel•• are D.C. 
police, fire, and -•rgeney vehicl••• a• -11 aa tJniveraity 
-intenance and -ergency vehicle•. 

:If requeated by the cmmunity, the Proapect Street s,ate could 
accommodate limited traffic, e.g. during • elected hour• and/or 
day•1 or could continue to operate aa a fully functional acceaa 
point to the Univeraity. 

2 . Concerns have been raised about the consequences of closing 
Prospect S t reet entrance and forcing anyone commuting to or 
from the areas north and east of the University to arrive and 
leave by way of the Canal Road entrance, thus adding to the 
Key Bridge traffic at each rush hour. 

Other than the reference in the Draft BIS to the fact that 
District residents will whave to drive further to the Canal 
Road entrance through a somewhat circuitous route" has this 
changed traffic burden been studied? If so what were the 
conclusions? 

These changes have been studied. See response to B . DATA 
COLLECTION, Question 6. 

3. What is the status of the o Street entrance? 

currently, the O Street entrance serves only as a ceremonial 
entrance . As noted in an earlier response, this was closed after 
the 1983 EA was completed . That study showed this entrance open. 

4. How much additional congestion is anticipated at Key 
Bridge/Canal Road/M Street in the Build Alternatives and how 
will this affect the performance of that intersection? 

The intersection for both the No Action and Build Alternatives 
is estimated to operate at Level of Service E. This indicates 
that the level of congestion would remain comparable to the 
current situation. Several changes in traffic patterns would 
affect how vehicles travel through the intersection but the 
number of University-generated traffic would remain about the 
same . The biggest change would be for traffic going to Virginia 
via the Key Bridge . Instead of having to arrive via Prospect 
Street/34th Street/M Street and making a left turn onto Key 
Bridge, they would be coming from the west from Canal Street and 
making a right turn onto the Bridge. This would potentially 
result in a qualitative improvement in operation of the 
intersection. The change, however, is too small to be 
calculated by the mathematical models. 

- more -
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s . Page 4 of Technical Report refers to Foxhall as a 4-lane 
arterial. This is · only true south of Whitehaven Street . Does 
this impact any of the calculations or results stated in the 
report--specifically the additional cars (Build Alternatives) 
referred to in Figure 14 (AM Peak-Hour)? 

6 . 

This does not affect the redistribution of traffic as shown in 
Figure 14. Also it does not affect the determination of the 
Level of Service since this is based on the current 
configuration of the intersection of Foxhall Road and MacArthur 
Boulevard. During the field survey as part of the initial data 
collection, it was noted that this had four lanes with two of 
these: as parking lanes to the north. This should have been 
clarified in the description provided. However, as noted i t was 
considered in the calculations and assessment of impacts . 

Will signalization be adequately coordinated at Canal Road 
intersections with Key Bridge, Whitehurst, Foxhall, and 
MacArthur intersections? Will it be able to minimize the 
congestions anticipated by any of the Build Alternatives with 
intersections further east and west? Is this coordination able 
to be accurately predicted and carried out? Is DC ' & traffic 
control system able to sustain the performance levels 
indicated through the next two decades? 

Yes, these intersections along Canal Road and the Foxhall/ 
MacArthur intersection are coordinated as part of the District 
Master Traffic Control System. The critical intersections in 
this corridor are the intersections of M Street/Wisconsi n Avenue 
and M Street/Key Bridge . 

Traffic can not move more efficiently through the network than 
it can through these two intersections . 

Up to a certain point, efficient timing of intersections in a 
corridor can handle extra traffic . But only so much traffic can 
be pushed through an intersection, so additional traffic beyond 
that level, regardless of source, causes backup. The DPW Bureau 
of Traffic Services does a fine job of coordinating the signals 
in the city and would fine tune the signals in the corridor to 
accommodate any build alternative as efficiently as possible . 

7 . Would there be any traffic pattern change to the north side 
(Res Road) of the campus other than the approximate net no­
change referred to on page 21, para . 17 

No. There would be some changes in the volumes by direction but 
the overall two-way peak hour traffic volumes would remain 
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approximately the same. Any other changes in these traffic 
patterns would be related to any changes in operation of the 
road connecting the Medical Campus and the Main Academic Campus. 

With respect to new traffic patterns east of the University 
occ1,1rring with any of the build alternatives, has the FHWA 
reviewed the effect of a full time (all day} or limited 
(evening rush hour only) left movement of traffic headed east 
bound on Canal Road/M Street turning left on Wisconsin Ave? 

DC DPW seems to have precluded this options at other times but 
perhaps it should be reviewed again in light of the increased 
eastbound traffic movement. Was any consideration given to any 
change in eastbound traffic turning left at the intersection 
of M and 33rd Street, particularly commercial traffic 

The DPW Bureau of Traffic Services has no plans to allow left 
turns at Wisconsin Ave . because of the volume of traffic using 
that intersection (a left turn would lengthen the intersection 
cycle length too much for efficient operation) . We understand 
D. C. is planning on keeping the left turn at 33rd St . and will 
encourage traffic to then turn right on Prospect St to get to 
Wisconsin Ave by signalizing the Prospect St/Wisconsin Ave 
intersection to indirectly handle the left turns you are 
concerned about. 

Was an alternative considered that included an at-grade 
intersection with left turn from the University to Canal Road 
but with no left turn from Canal Road into the University? 

To date this alternative has not been evaluated . However, as 
d i scussed in the response to next question, such an alternative 
could potentially be evaluated. 

10 . lo/hat other interim measures or limited traffic movements could 
be considered as a final alternative, phase-in process or on 
a short- term trial basis so that the traffic burden could be 
distributed more evenly among the surrounding neighborhoods? 

Given the current working assumptions in our analysis, no other 
measures have been considered to date. With the anticipated 
closure of the Prospect Street entrance, the Canal Road entrance 
would be the only entrance to the Main Academic Campus. Other 
options could be considered only if this assumption were 
changed . 

Such alternatives could include the alternatives considered in 
the 1982 EA as well as variations of these options . However, 
the current basis of analysis which includes the closing of 
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Prospect Street and the restriction of access between the 
Medical Campus and the Main Academic Campus is in response to 
perceived concerns from the community about the 1982 EA. Any of 
these new alternatives would have to include another entrance to 
the Main Academic Campus . This could be provided by either 
leaving the Prospect Street entrance open or changing the 
restriction on intra-Campus movements. In any case, these 
alternatives--as well as those previously studied--would have to 
be approved through the BZA approval process. 

B. COSTS 

l . What would be the estimated costs of three alternatives under 
consideration? Which of the proposals has the best value (i . e. 
cost vs . performance}? 

These are rough estimated costs - including prelimi nary design 
costs and construction engineering costs, but not including any 
right-of-way or utility relocation costs: 

Alternative 2 $1.7 million 
Alternative 38 $11.3 million 
Alternative 3H $17 . 3 million 

"Best value• is a subject i ve opinion. We will look at all 
impacts of the alternative (both quantitative and qualitative) 
throughout the environmental process . Each of us here have 
different opinions as to best alternative, as I'm sure many of 
your neighborhood groups do. Each of us places different 
emphasis on different measures and view any project through 
different sets of eyes, so the final alternative selected will 
necessarily be a compromise among these differing values . 

2. How much of Federal funding has already been appropriated? For 
what purposes was it allocated (analysis and/or construction}? 
How much has been spent? How much more earmarked? 

Approximately $6. 6 million was appropriated by the 1987 highway 
act for this project. It can be used for anything related to 
the improvement of access to the University at the Canal Road 
entrance - environmental studies, design, construction , right­
of-way, etc. As of October 31, approximately $880 thousand has 
been authorized for environmental studies of which $462 thousand 
has actually been expended so far. 

3. What matching funds would apply? How much wjll DC pay? Is this 
a typical 90/10 or 85/15 split? 
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- 21 -

D. C. will not provide any funds to construct this project. The 
normal 20\ share to be provided by D. C. will be considered 
provided when Georgetown University dedicates 2. S acres of land 
to the District as permanent scenic easement (which will then be 
transferred to the NPS) . 

4. Are there any other financial contributors? How much matching 
funds have been committed or expended and from what sources? 

As mentioned in the previous answer, the legislation for this 
project provides that Georgetown satisfies the •matching share• 
requirement by providing property to the NPS. In addition, in 
the case of any NPS property needed for the project, Georgetown 
University would grant a scenic easement, or other interests in 
land, that is approximately equal in value to the access 
easement needed across NPS land; Georgetown University will 
provide any University property needed for the project. These 
transfers have not happened yet since the exact needs of the 
project are not yet known. 

5. Who maintains the roadway now and who will maintain it in the 
future? What use and zoning restrictions would apply? 

The D.C . government maintains Canal Road currently. Georgetown 
University maintains the entrance north of the right-of-way line of 
Canal Road. Assuming a build alterative is selected, The D.c. 
Department of Public Works would then take over responsibility to 
maintain the signalized intersection, or any overpass/underpass 
structure. It remains to be worked out how far up the entrance the 
northern limits of their responsibility would end . There would be 
no •use or zoning restriction" - if by that you mean restrictions 
on type of vehicles or time of day usage . 

. ,w. 
&C'i.\d~~L.-?r.Ai 1, P. E. 

inistrator 

✓ 
®.,.'_.ciH ... r~•w.T.iJ1 rnw.....S.z.i..,n""nwe;..itJt.se,..._.E11:FJ.Lff!ll_ __ 

Mr. Jeff Knoedler, NPS 
Mr. Tom Roth, DECA, BTCS, DED 
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Mr Arthur HIii 
Dlvl•lon Aclmlnl1tntor 

JOHN J MCGINN 
5522 MACAR1HUR BLVD NW 

WASIDNGTON, DC 20016 

Federal Hlp-y Admlnlllb'atlon 
Union Center Plaza, Salte 750 
820 Flnt Street NE 
Wublngton, D C 20002 

Dear Mr. HIii: 

November 7, 1994 

I am a Pallaada Community raldent and have Hved for over 10 years on 
Mac:Artbur Blvd. My eKperlence commatlnt, at one time or another, to 
Arlington, downtown la the K Street area, to the Penca,on, and now to Capitol 
HIii baa pven me 90me penpec:dve on .,_ traffic problem .. 

Attached I• an explanation of how I 11ee the problem and a propo..t for action. 

I have been world~!! '¥Ith Jim. Slnnette, of yo!lr office, on thl• and be bu been 
very helpful. 

Thank yoa for your con•lderatlon, 
S~c,rely, 

Subject: Traffic Congesdon In Geor,etoWD/PallAdea Area 

To: Mr Arthur HIii 
Dlvl1lon Admlnlllb'ator 
Federal Hlgb-y Admlnlltrlldon 
Union Center Plua, Salte 750 
820 Finl Street N. E. 
Wublngton, D. C. 20002 

ft.lKmSE:_Tbl• paper I• offered In coulderatlon of yoar propoeal1 to 90lve 
traffic~• la the Geor,etown raldendal area lo the vlclnlty of the 
University. 

fJlEEACE To anpty puktq Iota and aet more traffic on alftllcly colllffled 
road• may only -nen m.at1111 traffic boldenecb. 

Any action on Canal Road to alleviate the Geor,etowo c:oaceetton 
wblc:h -nem tbae dlffkalt traffic condltlona wlll aienerate a 9troq reaction 
from Palleade area raldent-. And not only Dl91rlct people bat aleo tbo9e from 
Vlralnla ( Arlington and Maclean) and Maryland( Bethe.eta and Potomac) who 
commute dally to Geor,etown, K Street, Capital IDII, National Airport, Roulyn, 
the Peotaton, Oki Town, Cry9tal City- and return. There I• an area wide traffic 
problem , u I• addl'a9ed below. 

eB.OBLF.M: To develop and tat and demomtrate. aa neceaary, a eolatlon to the 
traffic confe9tlon problem lo the Geor,etown raldentlal area and aloq Canal 
Road lo the Geor,etown Unlvenlty vicinity. 

QEFINl]JON• 
• Traffic collfe91ed area are: 

~Geor,etowil raldeodal area In vicinity of Unlvenlty, partlcalarly In 
the evenlq rn•b boar 

~M Street between Key Brltfee and Wl11eonalo Avenue, molt of tbe time 
~Key Brldte ,utillll "~ ..... ~~ boar,• 
~Canal Road from Key Bridge ~ Cbaln Brldfe Road darlDI all ru1b 

boan 
•Mac:Artbar Blvd. froll\ inlft'9ectloo with Fomall Road to Arizona 
- Avenae dartq all r:u.tl bni;ln 
Yollhall Road from loten.•~o with Mac:Arthar to Raenolr Road 

darlnt all ruab boan 
~Wbltebant Freeway d•rlni all rn9h boan 

• Bottlenecb: 
~On Vlralnla and Dl91rlct end• of Key Brldfe dartq all raab boan 
~n~on• vlclnlty of Canal Road, MacArthur, and Fomall d• rlq 

all rn9h boon 
~Cbaln Brldfe darlq all ra9h boon 
~Wbltebam FfteWay at Canal Road at P.M. nu.II boar and at K Slrftt 

A.M. ru1b boar 



Pl5CJJSSIQN: 
~• Is clear from the deftaldon, an areawide trafflc problem exlet& 
~y eolatloa lo thae problems should consider the area traffic 

condition• and not attempt lo nx one wbJle poulbly ..,.....,.uac other 
edstlng problems. 

~Key Bridge Is a very loq-recoplzed bottleneck. Efforts to reeolve that 
by wldealnt It to elx lanes and balldlnt another brtdfe apllream at 
Thl'ft Slaten Rocke have proved fraldeea. lbe bottleoeck rmaalna. 

~Sabarban development, partlcalarly In Northern Vl'llnla aod to a 
lesser extent In Maryland, baa eevemy tu:ed the area road aetworb 
aod al• entrances Iulo the District. 

~Other solutloa. flextime for employeea. other putlnt llftU and 
atlranc:a to the Unlftftlty, car poole, pabllc tramportatloo, tnfflc 
control meuare. need to be coneldered. 

~Do not aaderatlmate commuter and community.,. thoald a 
eoladon reault In aa,avated traffic conditions, btcreued polladon 
and other conditions dec,adlnt community qaallty of Ille. 
~ teat and demonstnadon of any propoeed eoludon to vutfy and ehow 

lte vlablllty 11 eseeotlal. Teet conld be elmalated and ma.t be 
creditable. 

PROPOSALS• 
• Ell:tend the traffic study area to Include the follQwlng: 

~Georgetown realdentlal area In the vicinity of Uadvenlty 
~M Street from Key Bridge to Wlsconeln Avenue 
~From lnllenedlons vlclnlty of Canal, Fo&hall and MacArthur 

-oat Canal to Chain Bridge 
-oat MacArthur to Arizona Ave 
-oat Foxhall to Raervolr Rd 

~Key Bridge lncladlnt both Dlstrld aad Vl'llnla ,Ides 
~Whltebant Freeway from Canal Road to K Street 

• Uelng the abon f..,Ja, make a <':;mpnheoelve .tady of area traffic probleme. 
This should Indeck r,ew u--~~ rrofectloaa and other pertinent condition, 
provided by George_to- Unlvenlty, the Dl.trlct and Arlington, Fairfax and 
Mont,omery C'.oondee. 
• Identify area tnfflc problr.nia and develop a comprehellllve plan to eolve 
them. Plan elloald ~~coordinated aad prioritized 1o 1h eevereet 
problem• early, not penallze an;; county OI' aro•P and make wise aee of 
available fund• federal, district, county or etate. 

SUMMARY• A comprellenelve approach to oar area trafflc: problem• 11 the 
earat, falrat and mo.t economlcal way to get It rlpt. Some modlftcatlon to 
Ihle proceu may be appropriate bat It provides a framework within which to 
proceed. 

BPO-DC.1 

Daceabar 6, 1994 

Nr • John J. llc<Ji.nn 
5522 NacArtbur Blvd. NW 
w .. hington, D.C. 200016 

Dear Nr. NcGiDD I 

Thank you for your lat tar of November 7, 1994. Wa took th• 
lU,arty of •anding a copy to th• D.C. Department of Pu!:llic Work•, 
who ha• th• reapon•U,ility for th• aurfaca tranaportation • y • t­
in th• city, and to th• Waabington Council of Qova:nment•, who 
ha• certain ragionwid• raapon•ibiliti••· W• will raca.aand to 
th- that enough paopl• have c-t•d on traffic i••u•• to th• 
oaorgatcnm neighborhood to -rrant further •tudy by th-. 

The •cop• of our project and anviro-antal • tudy ia liaitad to 
tha general vicinity of th• propo•ad canal Road entrance -
atudying t.be relative effect• of th• propo•ad action on the 
axiating •y•t-, i.a. taking th• axi•ting • y • t- a• a given. 

wa will con•idar your raca.aanclation• in development of th• Draft 
Snvironmantal Impact Stat-ant, but we do not anticipate 
extending th• •cope to • ••• develop(ing) a c0111prehan• iva plan,••• 
aa you racOlllllanded. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Divi• ion .ldmini• trator 

~Cl Nr. Jam•• SiDDett•, SPLB 
Nr. Jett ltiioadlar, RPS 
Nr. Tom Roth, DC DPW 
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• oo· tNNeigbborhood Comm1ss1on 
Advisory '.2E 

3265 s St. NW • WuhinRIOR, D.C. 20007 

Tet~of.Ol 

No1ernber 8, 1994 

Mr~~'::!~.u-lDr . . 
~ Highway /utmlmttration 
Unic:>n Cenlel' Plu.a. Suite 750 
820 Flf91 Su-eel, NB 
Wuhlngton, D.C. 20002 

Dear Mf. HIii: lhe Citlvons Atl90ci•1l~ of 

NC 
26 

n:ceived • copy of the teller d•'ti ~:,O~~!~in~\f ~::"wlll t,e 1cheduled for et1her 
~corgctown. We loolc forward to alien n 
November l l •l or 22nd. 

J IJ add lhe following: 
. b c/\O were excellent an wou 

We thOU&hl lhal lhe quesuon• po,cd Y , eiudenta and their parting and 
Wha; conaidcration!I have you made for pBrt-lirnc or evcrung 

1. 

l. 

3 . 

4. 

commuting Impact? 
1
~ in propie at the Medical Center? 

ClOllllideff.lions have yuu mlllle aboul the do 
Whal , b 2 6 million i,quarc feel. H~ 
YOUI' u,wnptlon I• that~ Uni~etlh•:::e ~~~~J:~~n ~vhlch allows for 3,896-622 million 
you recoMile that 119911mpllon WI 

,quu,, reet'l . rki and lhc c,,lflCCpl c,J valet 
What a,cump(ions arc you making abou• on C$11lpos pa ng 

parting? 

Thank you ror romhlering these question!. 

StncerdY, 
o ...... ~-r.,.,._,_.__._<.dtS.) 
()ecarTumtt 
C11ah111an 

cc: commltslonen 
OEJ'Owt-1 / HJU,ANDALE~­

~URl.EITH / roXHAU.-tMCARTHUR / Of.OR 
' -~ COMMISSIONERS: 

Rc•MY Jotl , 0111nd !I 
J;,19chw""t.Dbttlt16 

Jlr. R.od Jolm•ton 
Chairman ANC 21: 
3265 S St. Ntf 
Wa•bington, D.C. 20007 

Dear Jlr. JohDBtODI 

BPO•DC,1 

January 25, 1995 

Poraer Chainuan Turner'• November 8 letter •ugge• ted additional 
que• tion• on the propo••d Oeorgetown Southern BIi.trance project. 
We will try to r••pond to bi• comment• in order of hi• 1 

1 . W• have focu• •d on peak hour traffic implication• of 
•hifting exi•ting and anticipated future traffic from the 
Pro•p•ct Street entrance to th• aov~t• at Canal Road,•• 
limited by BZA cap• on PTB and parking • pace•. Since th••• 
are typically th• ao• t conge• ted period•, it i• a••IDll•d 
impact• (with or without project) would be l••• at other 
hour•• Our traffic count• of ezi•ting condition• talc• into 
account part-ti.ma and evening •tudant•. B••ed on th• BZA 
cap•, the•• are not expected to •uh•tantially incr•••e. 

2. In it• 1990 ruling on the 1989 Bicentennial Ma•t•r Plan, 
th• BZA noted an incre••• in faculty and •taff for the 
Univer•ity of 700 per•on• which included both the Medical 
Campu• and the Main Academic Cuipu•. It i• noted that 
travel between the two campu••• i• re•tricted by keycard 
BY•t-. 

3. Th• Georgetown Univereity Bicentennial Ma•t•r Plan propo••• 
to add, by the year 2010, approxiaat•ly 270,000M• [2.9 
aillion gro•• •qu•r• feet (OSP)J to th• Aoad.aic Cuipu• and 
about 94,000M1 (0.9 aillion OSPJ to the Medical Cuipu•. 
Thi• amount• to about 354,000M1 [3,8 aillion OSPJ. Ba•ed on 
the BZA analy•i• proc•••• the propo•ed •quare footage -• 
al•o •hown adju•ted to Applicable Zoning Area (All) • Thi• 
deer••••• the OSP by th• •r••• not counted in the soning 
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calculation• (roughly tho•• floor• below the ground level 
adjacent to each individual building) • The rHulting All 
area i• mentioned in th• BZA ruling a• appro:d ... tely 
240, OOON 1 (2. 6 million •quare feet All] • We bad ai• takenly 
referenced that lower fl!JUr• earlier without explanation. 
Thi• will be clarified in the draft BIS. 

However, thi• clarification will not affect the ••tiaat•• 
of trip -king and travel. Since our propo•ed improvement 
to the Canal Road entrance doe• not iDcr•••• traffic onto 
the c • -pu•, but -r•ly redi• tribut•• the travel path•, the 
primary factor• affecting vehicular trip• to the Univer•ity 
Campu• are the projected number of •tudent•, •taff and 
faculty, and the cap on parking. Th• projected increa•• in 
floor • pace h•• only a ••condary and ainor impact on 
vehicular trip• to the 'D'niver• ity eampu•• 

4. The • tudy a •• umed a cap of f, 080 parking •pace• a • agreed 
to by the University a• part of the 19510 BZA ruling. (See 
page 17 of BZA ruling) Valet parking i • a•• umed to be 
eliminated after a total of 4,080 • pace• i • con• tructed. 

CCI /4. 
Nr. 
Nr. 
Mr. 

Sincerely, 

GERALD YAKOWENKQ 

Arthur J, Bill, P.B. 
Divi• ion Admini• trator 

Jim Sinnette, BPLB 
Don Ooffredi, DBCA, BTCS, DBD 
Jeff 11'.noedler, NPS 
o• car Turner 



nsa National Stone Association 
1415 Elllot Place. N.W. • Washington, D.C. 20007-25'9 • 2021 

RE GEORGETOWN ACCESS on CANAL ROAD 

I. Mac and Fox also provide a major access to N. Va. and well as the Daito Richmond 
Corridor. 

2. Morning traffic now on Canal, at the current entrance, is now completely saturated with 
the incoming traffic from ·two main routes: Foxhall/MacArthur and the inbound Canal from 
N. VA and MD. Putting a traffic light on lower canal would cause the flow to be disrupted 
from these two routes : Which route would get the priority and correspondingly which would 
be disrupted ... 

3. ANY traffic problem on either parkway (MD or VA) causes overflow onto MacArthur. 
the new entrance would exacerbate this ... 

4 . The new entrance will significantly increase traffic on Canal Road. That section of road 
is currently in preuy bad shape. Where is the study of the impact on the STRUCTURAL 
STABILITY of Canal Road and the Canal? 

5. Increased congestion on Mac will increase safety hazards. Two schools arc in that area. 
What about the safety of the school children'!?'! 

6. lmpro,•ements to western Canal Road will increase the traffic on lower Canal. How 
accounted for??? 

CHARLES A. PRYOR JR .. P .E. 

NATIONAL StONt 
ASSOCIATION 

,.,, t\\,01"'- lt.C I ,..,. 

••• -•00tOC toc,,o1 

March 14. 1995 

Hr . Charles A. Pryar Jr .. P.E. 
1415 Elliot Place, NW 
Washington, D. C. 20007 

Dear Hr . Pryor: 

HFO-DC.1 

Thank you for yaur undated letter recei~ed here January 4th . We will take 
yaur cooments into consideration as we review the s1gn1 ficant environnental 
impacts associated with the proposed improvement to the Canal Road entrance . 
Here are pre11m1nary opinions on your points: 

1. MacArthur, Foxhall and Canal Roads are. indeed, arterial streets. 
As such, they do carry traffic to major centers of development 
throughout the region . 

2 . Introducing a new light would stop inbound traffic on Canal to allow . 
gaps to occur to permit the few morning left-turners frOIII the 
University to access Canal. Upstream of this, the relative green 
time between Foxhall and Canal would be metered at their 
intersection as it is now • proportional to the1r -volt111es. 

3. Major d1srupt1ons on any major facility will frequently impact other 
major facilities . This would occur with or without this proposed 
project . 

4. Our traffic analysis does not show a significant increase in the 
amount of traffic due to the University along Canal Road for the 
build alternatives. We project an increase in the growth of 
back.ground traffic there anyway . This background traffic is the 
major determinant of the pavement condition (now and in the future) . 
Any incre1t1ental increase in traffic on the road due to shifting 
entrances would be offset as a burden to the District by incremental 
decreases on other streets leading up to the current Prospect St. 
entrance. Pavement condition is not a significant relative impact . 

A technical report has been prepared specifically addressing the 
Canal wall. It is anticipated that this report would be available 
at local libraries for review at the time the Draft EIS 1s 
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available. This report is not a detailed structural analysis. It 
recoa111ends that addit1onal studies be perfonted during the 
prel i111inary design stages to detena1ne whether the existing wall 
should be upgraded to 111eet current AASKTO and AMA standards . It 
also recommends that the existing wall not be subjected to 
additional loads by the proposed entrance i111prove111ents (1.e .. any 
new structures be self-supporting). This concern would COIie 110re 
into play ,for either the overpass or underpass structures (which 
would change structural loadings) and to inuch lessor extent for a 
s i gna 11 zed intersect ion. 

5. We are aware of the schools 1n the area. We are aware of current 
congestion. Again, the incremental change in traffic related to the 
shift in entrance locations (both voluwe and speed) is saall either 
way. Therefore. it is not apparent that the proposed project is the 
cause of any increased safety hazard. 

6. Any change in capacity to approach roadways (Clara Barton Parkway?) 
could increase trafflc to downstreut sections. We are not aware of 
any plans to increase capacity on the Clara Barton Parkway . The 
long range plan for the Region includes 4-laning of a 2- lane section 
near Glen Echo , but this would merely replace the 2- lane reversible 
operation there now • relieving Park Police of daily operation 
duties • but not adding capacity . 

f ee: Hr . Jim Sinnette , EFLH 

Sincerely. 

Arthur J. Hill, P .E. 
Division Adni nistrator 

- --------,r,;-: Don Goffredi . OEcA. --mts. OED 
Hr . Jeff Knoedler . NPS 
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May 17, 1995 

Mr. Arthur Hill 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Union Center Plaz.a 
820 First Street, N. E. 
Washington, D.C., 20002 

RE: OPPOSITION to the FHWA-Canal Road Entrance Project 

Dear Mr. Hill: 

I appreciate your sending me lhe Newsletters on !he above project, including the latest one, 

Number 4, dated March, 1995. 

Having served as a publicly elected and overwhelmingly re-elected non-salaried official in 
the District of Columbia since 1980, I wish lo express in the strong~! terms my opposition to 
the above project, on !he following grounds. 

I. In essence, the proposed "solutions" to a problem that affects a private institution and a 
small area of residents, transport the problem to another residential area. Currently Georgetown 
University (GU) traffic has only a few residential blocks lo traverse to reach commercial 
Wisconsin Avenue from where it has access to the areas it currently cannot reach from the Canal 
Road entrance. The proposed project would shill some of such eastbour:d traffic onto the 
residential streets c,f Foggy Bottom, including but not limited to th~ heavilv !''!"•h•~rl ~SOI' a..'1d 
2400 blocks ofK Street, N.W. It should be also noted that the above 2400 block is in the purely 
residentially zoned Foggy Bottom Historic District. These residential street blocks of Foggy 
Bottom are already overburdened with traffic and air quality and noise are seriously worse than 
specified by federal standards. What is needed in Foggy Bottom is respite from traffic not the 
redirection of additional traffic into it. 

2. In pure traffic terms, ignoring the problems of residential areas, the "solutions" shift the 
burden which GU commuters now face to the much larger number of other commuters currently 
using the Canal Road corridor. An at grade intersection would create obvious delays. Other 
alternatives providing for an elevated road and/or underpass would also create delays, although 
lesser in extent, because of merging problems. Moreover, these build alternatives with smaller 
delay increases would require much larger expenditures and involve large engineering projects 
adjacent to the sensitive and historic National Park Service property, the C. and 0. Canal. With 

any "solution" it is doubtful if there would be a significant net reduction in average trip time per 
commuter and there might be a net increase. 

3. It is also relevant that Georgetown itself vigorously opposed an improvement in public 
access to its area when the Metro subway system was being designed. A subway station in 
Georgetown would have eased the "burden" which automobile traffic now creates for its 
residents and businesses. Having refused to look at solutions in the past, Georgetown now wishes 
to export its problem elsewhere. 

4. The cost of the "solutions" imposes a burden on the tax payer to benefit a fow individuals 
and a p•ivate ins!itu•ion, in each ca:;e !a th.: d~i.iment of ;;l:,"r.;. 1bis sl,ould not occur, 
especially at a time when the AdUJinistration and the Congress nre both pressing for economies 
in government spending. The argument that the project is of long standing and Iha! lhe funding 
has already been approved by Congress is not convincing. The call for economies has arisen 
because authorities were excessively expansionary in the past, and in any case, the cut of an 
already approved e:i:pendilure has lhe same effect as any olher move lo reduce the budget 
deficit. Moreover, alternatives other than an at grade intersection would almost certainly require 
the approval of additional funds. 

5. The fact that this is a "demonstration" project, which could provide an example for the 
future, leading to additional expenditures on other public works, is yet another reason for 
opposition. The proposal exports problems with litlle or negative net gain lo the community as a 
whole. It benefits a small group at the expense of others. A demonstration project should be a 
case of clear-cut advantages and no disadvantages. The present one does not have these 
attributes. 

In summary, the project and the use offederal funds lo finance ii are inappropriate. 

Yours sincerely, 

.tti,t,,i Mt..­
MariaTyld 

Commissioner, ANC-2AO3 
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WELCOME 

To the 

PUBLIC HEARING 
for 

Improvements to the 

CANAL ROAD ENTRANCE OF GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY 

Dace: 
Location: 

September 19, 1995 
Eckles Library Auditorium 
Mount Vernon College 

Time 

• 6 p.m. to 7 p.m. is an Open House Forum 
Q11es1io11s and answers wilh Projecl Team 

• 7 - 7: l5 p.m. Break to rearrange room 

• 7:15 - 9 p.m. is Formal Oral Testimony 
Auditorium-style, public statements only 

Project Team Representatives are available to answer your questions during the Open House Forum. 

Your comments are important. Comments can be provided in any of the following three ways: 

I. An oral statement during lhe formal porlion of !he public hearing. A speakers· 
sign-up list will be localed at the greeting table. Oral recorded s/alemenls are 
expected to begin al 7: 15 p.m. A courl repor/er will also be available to record 
testimony between 6 and 7 p.m. 

2. Wnllen comment forms 10 be deposued m a designaied box 01 1he pubiu: 
hearing 

3. Wrillen comment forms or other lellers lo be submi//ed by mail no later than 
September 30, /995, and mailed lo the address provided. 

Federal Highway Adminislrnlion -Districl of Columbin Depanmcnt of Public Works -
N:llion:-il Park Service ~ National Capital Pbnning Commission 

Georgetown University Canal Road Entrance 
Federal Hig/Jway Adninisrratian 

PROJECT PURPOSE 

The purpose of the project is to consider improving the entrance at Canal Road of the Georgetown 
University. It is a demonstration project funded by the US Congress; as such, it is not intended to 
address internal circulation or other access to the University, or eliminate traffic congestion on local 
residential streets. 

PROJECT HISTORY 

In 1976, the United States Congress authorized a study of the intersection of Canal Road and the 
Georgetown University entrance. The entrance is to the university's Main Academic Campus 
Parking Lot. Federal Urban Mass Transponation Administration funds were authorized. 

In 1982, an Environmental Assessment study was published. A signalized intersection was 
recommended, but was never implemented due to public concerns about traffic impacts to Canal 
Road . 

In I 987, Congress authorized the current project in the Surface Transportation and Uniform 
Relocation Assistance Act of 1987. Funding of approximately $ 6 million was appropriated for the 
project. The 20 percent local matching share required for Federal funding is to be provided by 
Georgetown University in the form ofa scenic easement on 1.01 hectares (2 .5 acres) of land 

Several agencies share responsibility for planning and implementing this project They include the 
District of Columbia Department of Public Works (DCDPW); the U.S. Department of Interior, 
National Park Service, National Capital Region (NPS); and two divisions of the Federal Highway 
Administration: the District of Columbia Division (FHWA-DC) and the Eastern Federal Lands 
Highway Division (FHW A-EFLHD). These agencies and the Georgetown University negotiated a 
Memorandum of Agreement, signed in December 1991. 

PROJECT PROCESS 

In accordance with the Memorandum of Agreement, the FHWA-EFLHD is responsible for the 
project environmental documentation and design. In October 1992, a coordination meeting was 
held to initiate the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process. Detailed information on 
existing conditions, development of possible alternatives, and assessment of potential impacts of 
alternatives to numerous environmental factors have been performed. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement was approved for distribution in late July, 1995. 
Several Technical Reports support the infonnation summarized in the DEIS. These reports include 
Traffic and Transportation; Air Quality; Noise Analysis; and, Analysis of the C&O Canal Wall. 
In addition, an appropriately detailed Phase I archeological inventory and assessment was 
conducted and presented to the District of Columbia State Historic Preservation Office and to the 
U.S. Department oflnterior 



Gt1orgetown University Canal Road Entrance 
Fddt1n! Highway Admffistratior, 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

There has been an on-going program of coordination with the public on this project. The public 
invol_vement program has consisted of newsletters, presentations to community groups, and public 
meetings to proVJde a forum for community residents to voice their concern and share their ideas. 
A Project Mailing List was developed early in the study efforts. Add'1tionally, written comments 
;~~~-received during the study process to date; the letters and responses were presented in the 

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES 

j ~l!eryiatiye:md ~ 

FGeometrics 
Alternative I 
No Build 
Alternative 2 
At-Grade Intersection 

Directional Movement 
at Canal Road 
Right-i.rvRight-out 

All directions 

Alternative 2A All directions -

Status at Prospect 1 Construction 
Street Ent111nce Costs ( est.) 

Same None 

Closed $1.7 m. 

Same $I.7m. 
At-Grade Intersection With Left tum restrictions during 

r-P_r.c...os..,.;p..c.,ec.:..:t-=S:.::trc:.ee.:..:t-'0:..c•o:::,en"---- ··t-Al':--M:':-":'o:..:•e_ak.::..o.:..:u:.:.t-=:ocfG_=-·:..::U:.:.. --+--------l.----__J 
Alternative JB All directions Closed $11.Jm. 
Westbound Elevated Ramp 
Alternative 3H All directions 
Grade-Seoarated Interchange 

PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 

Closed $20.2 m. 

• 

A number of preliminary alternatives were considered for the project. . They are discussed in 
Cha~ter 2 of the _ DEIS , and i~cluded various roadway intersection and interchange concepts, mass 
transit, pedestnan and bicycle alternatives, Transportation Systems Management and 
Transportation Demand Management techniques. These were evaluated for their ability to meet 
the project purpose and need . 

Five alternatives were selected for further study. They are: 

• Alternative 1, the No Action Alternative. Maintains the existing entrances to the academic 
campus of Georgetown University from Canal Road and Prospect Street. 

• Alternative 2, the A1..(Jrade Intersection with Prospect Street Entrance Closed Consists of an 
at-grade intersection lo allow for all movements to and from the University. Traffic signals at the 
intersection would control access into and out of the Main Academic Campus. The Prospect 
Street entrance would be closed. 

Georqetown Universit.y Canal Read Entrance 
federal Highway AdtTinistratkJn 

• Alternative 2A, the At-Grade Intersection wilh Prospecl Street Entrance Open. Identical to 
Alternative 2, except the Prospect Street entrance would remain open and prevent left turns out 
oflhe University in the morning peak period. 

• Alternative 3B, Westbound Canal Road Elevated. Elevates the westbound lanes of Canal 
Road at the location of the entrance road. These westbound lanes would cross over an access 
road connecting the Canal Road's eastbound lanes to the University entrance. Eastbound Canal 
Road is kept at the ex.isting grade in its existing location. The Prospect Street entrance would be 
closed. 

• Alternative 3H, Canal Road Underpass. Depresses both the eastbound and westbound lanes 
of Canal Road below existing grade level. There will be a bridge over the depressed lanes, 
connecting the eastbound Canal Road lanes to the University entrance. The Prospect Street 

entrance would be dosed. 

Alternative 2A was added specifically as a result of public and community meetings in the Fall of 
l994 . tt is identical with Alternative 2 for alignment , but it restricts left turns during morning peak 
hours from the Canal Street entrance; additionally, it maintains the entrance/exit at Prospect Street. 

The construction costs have been estimated for all alternatives in 1995 dollars. 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS CONSIDERED 

Numerous environmental factors have been considered in the evaluation of alternatives for this 
project. Among the issues considered are: aesthetic, natural, physical, socio-economic and 
historic/archeological impacts. 

Aesthetic features are considered important in this wooded area, abutting National Park Service 
Property and national historic resources such as the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal and Towpath .. In 
addition to the C&O Canal, the National Park Service has responsibility for the Potomac Palisades 
(either side of Cana\ Road), the Glover Archbold Park, and, across the Potomac River in Virginia, 
the George Washington Memorial Parkway. All of these properties are visible lo and from the 
project site. All of the build alternatives will require some retaining walls. The DEIS describes the 
views and aesthetic considerations of each build alternative. 

Natural impacts include reduction in wooded areas and related habitat . All four of the build 
alternatives have about the same loss of grassy area, but Alternative '.lH impacts the most wooded 
area. Potential runoff and water quality concerns are nominal except during construction of any 
build alternative. Best Management Practices would be applied during construction to minimize 
these impacts. 
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