
Citizens Association of Georgetown 

Testimony regarding: 
BZA case #16566 - Georgetown University Campus Plan (plan) 

Introduction (Barbara Downs) 

18 July 00 

CAG has a history of supporting Georgetown University (GU) and appreciates their 
contributions to the City. However, their presence in the community has harmful 
impacts, to which GU seems oblivious. The many month process of reviewing and 
discussing options to the proposed plan has been little more than a gesture, as GU 
has made no substantive revisions to the plan as the result of community comments. 
Further, GU has not been forthcoming with information requested by the community. 
GU needs to be more responsive to our concerns, as follows: 

Traffic and Parking (Douglas Rixey) 

1. The plan has no traffic or parking study for West Georgetown as required by 
submission standards. 
2. Without an existing traffic and parking baseline, it is impossible to assess the further 
negative impacts that will result from the proposed plan. Examples of concern are: 
a. The plan proposes three major additions/expansions of public assembly space that 
will have significant parking and traffic impacts: the new performing arts center (500 
person capacity), the McDonough Gym expansion (3000 person additional capacity) 
and the Harbin Field expansion (1300 person additional capacity) for a total of 4800 
additional occupants. These facilities should require 480 additional parking spaces 
per DCMR Zoning, and yet they are not provided in the plan. Instead, the plan 
suggests that traffic and parking demand will be alleviated via "scheduling", though no 
specific schedule has been provided for proposed events. 
b. The plan projects a parking deficit of 1150 parking spaces (see GU Traffic and 
Parking analysis, Table 10), apparently based on the occupant load of the balance of 
the 1.3 million sf of proposed expansion. There is no provision for their 
accommodation. Inexplicably, the plan simultaneously predicts " ... no increases in 
parking demand, in fact the expectation is that campus traffic and parking demand may 
decrease ... " (see GU plan Appendix L, page 7). This sort of contradictory information 
is not uncommon in the plan. Other examples are the GU assurance to the community 
(GU matrix page 1, question 12) that no increse in graduate enrollment is anticipated, 
followed by the revised Traffic Study (page 20, Table 6) that projects a 49% graduate 
enrollment increase, or 1284 students; and the testimony given by GU at the last BZA 
hearing that they own no rowhouses off-campus, followed by a revision to their 
testimony that they own some unspecified rowhouses, as compared to their previous 
admission (GU matrix, page 9, question 87) that they own 1408-1424 36th Street NW. 
They now admit to owning many more rowhouses on Prospect Street NW and 36th 
Street NW (Wilkes Artis clarifications dated 11 July 00), though they still do not specifiy 
which ones. 
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c. The plan does not address recently disclosed information that Medstar has 
absorbed approximately 706 parking spaces from the South Campus allotment (GU 
revised Traffic and Parking study), with no provision for their replacement. We have 
also just learned that GU has added 465 parking spaces - 404 over their allowable 
cap of 4080 - to accommodate temporary overflow from Medstar (University Medical 
Center Memo). 
d. The University has already moved two major facilties off-campus ( contrary to the OP 
report, page 18), the Business School in the Car Barn (occupant load approximately 
2000 students plus faculty and staff), and the Public Policy Institute, which is proposed 
to be moved again to the Wormley School (occupant load approximately 170 students 
plus faculty and staff) and assumes that at least some of those students, faculty and 
staff do and will park on campus (see GU matrix page 6, question 57). This demand is 
not accounted for in the plan because the University does not consider such "off. 
campus" impacts relevant (see GU matrix page 4, question 34) and because there is 
no traffic study within which they could be included . 
e. The plan does not address the impact of proposed increased "G.U.T.S." bus traffic, 
and erroneously states that those buses currently only use the Reservoir Road and 
Canal Road entrances to the University (see GU Traffic and Parking analysis, page 
13). The buses also use the Prospect Street entrance, which currently generates 
significant traffic in the West Georgetown neighborhood. 

Enrollment and Housing 

1. GU has abandonded the goal in their current plan of housing 100% of their 
undergraduate students on-campus, as well as a " ... commitment to the surrounding 
neighborhood to move student residences ... out of the local community and onto 
campus." (see OP report page 7, Sec. 1342.1 (b) of the Ward 2 Plan), as no sites are 
provided in the plan for future dormitories. 
2. The Southwest Quad (SWQ) is not a part of this proposed plan. The suggestion that 
upon completion of that project large numbers of students will vacate group houses in 
West Georgetown and Burleith is a fallacy, as the SWQ is for sophomore students 
(who do not live in the community). Only juniors and seniors are allowed to live off. 
campus. As seniors graduate and move away, it is logical to assume that juniors and 
new seniors will move in, or that those vacated houses will be occupied by others 
(such as graduate students) who may wish to live closer to GU. 
3. GU currently owns many single-family row houses both on-campus (meaning "east" 
campus) and off-campus, some of which they have converted to Georgetown housing, 
or essentially, dormitories administered by the Student Housing Office (see GU matrix 
page 9, question 87). Others appear to be offices/seminar rooms. GU now admits that 
approximately 100 of these off-campus "beds" are included in on-campus bed counts 
for housing calculations (Wilkes Artis clarifications dated 11 July 00). This is an 
inappropriate and misleading change of use and should not be allowed without 
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zoning exception. GU needs to demonstrate that their off-campus facilities are in 
compliance with zoning. 
Houses owned by GU off-campus that were previously single family dwellings include 
(see exhibit board A) : 
a. 1410-1440, 1409 and 1421 36th Street NW (18 houses x 5* students per house= 
90 occupants) 
b. 3611-3631 Prospect Street NW and 1227 and 1229 37th Street NW (13 houses x 
5* students per house= 65 occupants) 
c. GU also owns 6 condo units in the Cora Building at 1301 33rd Street NW, which 
could conceivably house 24 or more additional students. 
* This totals 179 or more potential off-campus "beds", not the 100 that GU admits; the 
count of 5 students per house is from the Wilkes Artis letter of 13 July 00 (we had 
assumed only 4 per house); of course, this could be increased to 6 per house, as 
allowed by DC. 
4. Group houses have very significant negative impacts on the community, including: 
a. Disruption of community development due to the transitory nature of inhabitants 
(see exhibit board B) 
b. Deterioration of Historic fabric and housing stock due to absentee landlords and 
lack of tenant care (see exhibit board C, and OP report page 7, Sec. 1361.2 of the 
Ward 2 Plan) 
c. Massive trash problems due to higher than desirable occupancy (see exhibit board 
D) 
d. Behavior problems due to immaturity, lack of accountability and alcohol (see 
testimony and letter from Tom Schneidermann dated 13 July 00 with recorded tape). 
e. Life-safety issues due to illegal rental units 

"East" Campus 

1. The so-called "east" campus actually includes a significant amount of public space, 
as well as some privately-owned properties (see exhibit board A, and GU plan, fig. 06). 
This may be being used to allow GU a higher than normal FAR on the campus proper 
due to distribution. This is difficult to check, as GU refuses to disclose building and lot 
areas. The BZA should consider a realignment of the campus boundary to the campus 
proper, with any and all University owned or operated properties outside of that 
boundary controlled by special exception. 
2. GU acquired two properties (3517 and 3519 Prospect Street NW) during the current 
plan (see GU plan Appendix B and Appendix D) that caused their total site area to 
exceed what was allowed by the previous BZA order . While the area involved was 
modest (2,325 sf), the precedent of allowing GU to acquire houses in our 
neighborhood to be used for any purpose the University wishes without public hearing 
is alarming. 
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Conclusion 

Georgetown University currently has an unacceptable adverse impact on the 
community. The proposed plan will only increase those impacts and should not be 
approved. The various community groups involved in this lengthy and difficult 
process with GU are unified in their positions, and should be supported by the BZA. 
Our proposal includes: 
a. establish a 5 year term limit to the plan (in the spirit of the OP proposal to stagger 
campus plan submissions, OP report page 17) to allow pending GU impacts (SWQ, 
Medstar, performing arts center, etc.) to be fully and properly assessed 
b. no undergraduate enrollment increase 
c. a cap of 200 additional graduate students 
d. restrictions on further construction (specifically phases I and II only of the proposed 
plan, see GU plan Appendix 8) 
e. implementation of thorough and complete traffic studies to be updated annually and 
reviewed by the community 
f. development of stringent impact assessment standards (involving the community 
and OP) to be applied to any future plan submissions 

An alternative solution would be to delay approval of any part of the plan, per recent 
action on the George Washington University plan (see OP report dated 21 April 00, 
BZA case # 16553 and the Foggy Bottom News, June 2000), until means to eliminate 
all of the negative impacts related to the presence of GU in our community are 
identified and enforced. As a means of clarifying and assessing impacts, the BZA 
could separate the plan into two parts: a 3 year term limit for the Medstar/University 
Hospital portion of the plan (as Medstar is only able to project three years in advance) 
and a 5 year term limit to the "academic campus" portion of plan. 
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CLINICAL CENTER 

Staff 

Faculty/Physicians 

POB Physicians 

POB Staff 

Clinical Center Total Staff 

Hospital Visitors-Patients 

POB Patients 

Total Visitors-Patients 

Supply Factor (I 0% of demand) 

Required Spaces 

Clinical Center Inventory 

Excess Spaces 

ACADEMIC CAMPUS 

Facul /Staff 

Under aduate Students 

Graduate Students 

Medical Center 

Visitors 

Academic Cam us lnvento 

Parkin De zcit 

Table 10 
Future Parking Demand 

I Existing I July 2000 

1,143 1,143 

235 291 

0 0 

0 0 

1,378 1,434 

436 596 

0 0 

436 596 

Traffic and Parking Analysis 
May 18, 2000 

2002 2010 

1,143 1,251 

291 291 

0 76 

0 129 

1,434 1,747 

601 706 

0 91 

601 797 

181 203 204 254 

1,995 2,233 2,239 2,798 

=~;...·)_l:r.17_· ~-2~,5;..;,0..;;.0_,1,..-...;;2~,8;;..;;,0..;;.0_,1,..---iil1Jl111I1l_ 

99 267 561 2 

1,227 1,227 1,266 1,436 

48 48 49 53 

100 100 108 150 

361 445 459 521 

46 46 48 55 

153* 187 193 222 

2,053 2,123 

1,580 1,280 

0 -473 -843 
* Current supply factor is 8. 6% 

29 

Gorove/Slade Associates, Inc. 1§!1 



APPENDIXL 

The Western Service Road, which currently ends north of McDonough Gym and south of Yates, will be 

extended to allow service vehicles to move north-south through the campus away from the central area. The new 

West Drive will be gated at all times and access restricted to service vehicles and emergency vehicles. 

Shuttle Bus and Metrobus System 

The University will continue to supplement the public bus system by operating GUTS in heavily used 

corridors and locations not directly served by Metrobus. No immediate changes in routes or service frequency 

are planned; however, the present routes may be adjusted to achieve maximum use. An additional on-campus 

bus stop will be located at the new Southwest Quadrangle development. 

As part of the campus transportation management plan, the University will continue to encourage use of 

Metrobus and rail for access to those parts of the metropolitan area which are not served by GUTS. 

Other Modes of Transportation 

The University will continue to promote and encourage walking and bicycling between home and the 

campus by its students and employees. The 2000 Campus Plan creates significant enhancements to the network 

of pedestrian paths and bicycle paths which will make walking on campus easier and more convenient. 

Parking on Campus 

in fact, the expectation is that campus 
-~;>:>' ~::1 =~d trends in GUTS ridership. Therefore, the current campus parking ca~ wi~ ~-=~ ~ :d:::t:

0

:::::~ ' ~ "°- · 

2010. Significant changes· in parking are the construction of the Southwest Quadrangle project which includes a , ~.;1;:,;, ~< 
major parkmg structure which will put 815 surface spaces bel_ow grade and make a significant aesthetic _ . ' { ~ 
improvement, and the construction of a new parking garages m the northeastern part of the campus to ehmmate · ,~,;,',t"l ~":! · · . ' ~ WcS,•,·· 
the need for valet stacked parking and thereby improve the quality of parking service. These projects replace · ·!,v· 

existing parking spaces and do not add to or change the location of the supply of parking. Therefore, these 

changes will not create any traffic pattern changes. 

Campus Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities Network Improvements 

The goal of the 2000 Campus Plan is to make walking and cycling on campus easier, safer and more 

convenient On-campus conflicts between pedestrians, cyclists, and vehicles will be reduced by concentrating 

vehicular traffic on Center Drive, continuing to control through traffic, and locating the majority of parking in 

structures. 

The Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation Diagram illustrates pedestrian and bicycle entrances to campus 

and on-campus circulation for these transportation modes. Pedestrian and bicycle entrances to the campus will 

be located on 37th Street, P Street, Prospect Street, Canal Road, and Reservoir Road. On-campus roads that will 

be shared by bicycles are Prospect Street, TondorfDrive, the new road north of the Southwest Quadrangle, the P 

Street entrance drive behind White-Gravenor Hall, and the 38th Street entrance drive, and Center Drive and its 
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Traffic and Parking Analysis 
May 18, 2000 

Table 6 
0 a-campus Population Projections 

Population Cate2orv Existine Future (2010) Growth 
MAIN CAMPUS 

Undergraduate Students 5,627* 6,127 9.4% ,_ _ ,_ _, _ 
Graduate Students 2,589 3,873 49.6% 

Total Students 8,216 10,000 

Academic/Research Medical Fae/Staff 500 586 17% 

Faculty/Staff 2,534 2,968 17% 

Faculty/Staff Off-campus (350) (410) 17% 

Contract Employees 500 586 17% 

Total Staff 3,184 3,730 17% 

University Visitors 407** 488 20.0% 

NORTH CAMPUS 

Hospital & Clinical Staff 2,129 2,329 9% 

Faculty/Physicians 308 308 0% 

POB Physicians 0 80 

POB Staff 0 240 

Total Staff 2,437 2,957 21% 

Hospital & Clinical Visitors 2,243 2,460 9.7% 

POB Visitors 0 540 

Total Patient Visitors 2,243 3,000 34% 

* 5,627 represents existing cap 
**The average number of University visitors was derived by applying transportation mode 

choice factors to the number of daily parking events. 

Future Traffic Generation 

The parking demand on north campus is planned to increase from 2,175 spaces (see Existing 
Parking Demand section of this report) to 2,291 spaces (90% of future north campus parking 
supply of 2,545 spaces) in the future. This represents a 5.3% increase (see Future Parking 
Analysis for greater detail). Existing traffic volumes that are generated by the north campus are 
expected to increase at a similar rate. However, a conservatively high 10% north campus growth 
rate was used for this study. Traffic volumes summarized · ab · 

of this re ort were increased by a rate of 
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To University Medical cencer yarKers: 

Th~~ mess.age is sent as a r9"1der that beginning 
Monday, July 3rd, new parking arrangements will be in 
effect. Accordingly, there are three 
important points that we would like you to know. 

First, University Medical Center parkers (those 
remaining with Georgetown University) are reminded 
that your parking will be in a new location, Lot 3, on 
the southwest portion of the campus. We are confident 
that 
Lot T (former baseball field) will be paved and reagy 
fo r use on July 5, increasing the number of parking 
s paces by 465. s huLtle bus will run between Lots 3 
ana T n Lombardi Circle from 7:00 am until 10:00 
am and from 5:00 pm until 7:00 pm. If you have a 
mobility difficulty, you may call the Office of 
Transportation Management at 687-4372 for assistance 
at 
other times. Please remember to hang your yellow 
parking permit on your rear view mirror. 

Second, three entrances are available for your use: 
Entrance #1 on Reservoir Road, the Prospect Street 
Entrance, and the Canal Road Entrance. 
See below for directions to the three entrances. 

Third, we ask that you inform your visitors that there 
will be no visitor parking available in Lot 3. 
Visitors should instead be directed to hourly parking 
in P-1 Leavey. 

We also wish to remind you of the incentives we have 
offered to parkers who volunteer to park at nearby 
sites in Rosslyn. The first site to be offered 
is the parking garage at the Key Bridge Marriott , and 
shuttle service is already beginning for volunteers 
who have signed up. Current parkers who volunteer to 

park in these sites will pay 50% less to park, receive 
free 
shuttle service to and from the campus, receive 
individual service to the off-site location in the 
event of an emergency, and receive three months of 
free parking. Visit the Office of Transportation 
Management at P-2 Leavey for more information or to 
sign up as a volunteer. We hope to have a Maryland 
satellite site available to offer within the next few 
weeks. 

As you know, a second set of parking changes will go 
into effect early in the fall semester, when 
excavation begins for the Southwest Quadrangle. At 
that time, there will be a reduction in available 
on-campus spaces 
and some current parkers will not be able to park on 
campus. We hope that through our incentives program 
we can avoid requiring people to park off campus. 

We want to assure you that we are committed to making 
this transition as smooth and efficient as possible. 
We will be working closely with faculty and staff to 
monitor and improve the process as we move forward 
during this period of transition. We appreciate your 
support in making this transition successful. 
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elieves that the University 
raffle impacts ar 

rom the Department of Public Works. The 
proposed a strong traffic management program to address potential traffic 
impacts. Continuing efforts in this regard will be necessary. Some issues of traffic 
flow and circulation on and near Reservoir Road will need additional study and 
work involving the University, MedStar, the Department of Public Works and the 
community. A start has been made on these additional efforts. 

The big question is the impact of additional students, especially undergraduates, 
on adjacent communities. This issue is discussed at length elsewhere in this report 
and an approach is suggested to address the issue. 

210.3 Compliance with maximum bulk requirements 

The property within the Campus Plan boundary is zoned R-3 and C-1 zoning 
districts ( only a very small part of the campus is in the C-1 District). The 
University indicates that the additional gross square footage and the existing 
square footage result in an overall FAR of 1.41, below the 1. 8 FAR permitted. 

210.1 ~ l:'.,~pplicant shall submit to the Board a plan for developiq~ "' 
i .wifflfe~~:t<,~ I 
.,,.. ,,~.;,,_-.~-· s-r..;.:: "\. \}v \ V l jtrv.,-,\ I 

The applicant has submitted a plan for the campus. The Office of Planning 
believes that the revised urban design approach indicated in this plan is a major 
improvement for the future development of the campus. 

210.5 The Board may also permit the interim use of land ... 

210.6 

The University is requesting permission to locate up to eight temporary trailers 
south of Dahlgren Library for the temporary location of the School of Nursing 
and other programs while facilities are being renovated. The Office of Planning 
believes this is a reasonable request. The location of the trailers is shielded from 
the community north of Reservoir Road. 

Georgetown University ~e,--• campus plan does not include any 

pt:r~o:tp~o~sa::!l_:t~o~m:,:::o:.:.v:.e _:an::;.y~?aF/-.;:::.:..:,:_::.::.=~:---~cam=~us~.=-The Office of Planning 
notes that the comm um e course of the campus plan discussions, has raised 
questions about the Uni ity's future use of the Wormley School in the 3300 
block of Prospect Stree a block east of the eastern campus boundary. The 
Wormley School is not art of the campus plan application. The BZA will 
consider that proposal in a eparate proceeding. 
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The results of the analysis can be summarized as follows: 

Traffic and Parking Analysis 
May 18, 2000 

• The Reservoir Road approach at each of the four GU entrances currently operates 
at a LOS "B" or better. 

• All intersections currently operate at acceptable levels of service, except the 
Reservoir Road/Foxhall Road intersection. This is consistent with the levels of 
service reported for this iritersection in the Canal Road EIS. The Washington DC 
Department of Public Works is aware of the failing conditions of this intersection 
and is currently examining changes to improve its overall operation in connection 
with other traffic and signalization along the Foxhall Road area. 

Existing Transportation Alternatives 

The University advocates the use of alternative modes of transportation. This is evident through 
it's effective Transportation Management Plan (TMP). The details of the TMP are included as 
part of the 2000 Campus Plan. Two major components of this TMP include the following: 

• The University maintains an off-street parking cap of 4,080 spaces. This is a 
traffic demand management measure in that the traffic volume generated by the 
University is a factor of its parking supply. ' . ~ _ ~ a'"iit_ 

7
~>,;c'"7=,, ~ ' -~~uitat~fltlt1i~~1kJt:,;;;,;, .,.i_,..,~6 """·"~,;.'" •. ,~,;,,.,!:""''·· /fTf"«•: a 

• The University Transportation System (GUTS), of 

years. 

A recent transportation mode choice survey was conducted on campus to determine the existing 
transportation mode split for individuals arriving to the GU campus. Interview surveys were 
conducted on Wednesday March 15, 2000, Monday March 20, 2000, and Tuesday March 21, 
2000 from 8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. at the following north and main campus locations: 

• Leavey Center 
• Medical Center 
• Lombardi Cancer Center 
• Bunn Intercultural Center 
• Ryan Administration 
• Conference Center 
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• Southwest Quadrangle, the major new residential complex now expected to be 
completed and occupied by Fall 2003 (BZA Order No. 16427) 

• Renovations to St. Mary's Hall (the BZA deci~ed this case on June 7, 2000). 

Denlopment in Surrounding Areas 

Georgetown University is a large complex and changes in the campus built environment 
tend to be larger and more visible than in surrounding areas, which are primarily 
residential, smaller in scale and built-up. Change therefore tends to be small-grain and 
incremental, so change is less visible than at the University. However, if viewed in the 
same period as the present campus plan, the amount of development and change could be 
significant. This includes residential renovation in surrounding neighborhoods and some 
new residential infill development such as the completion of the Hillandale 
neighborhood, the new townhouses at Reservoir and Foxhall roads and the new 
residential infill development further west, south of MacArthur Boulevard. There have 
been institutional changes, such as the opening of the Washington International School in 
the former buildings of the Levine School. New commercial development and renovation 
has taken place further east and southeast in the commercial areas of Georgetown 

City Goals (Comprehensive Plan) 

The Comprehensive Plan, especially the Ward 2 Plan, contains a number of references 
directly or indirectly to Georgetown University and adjacent and adjacent neighborhoods. 
Sec, l 02 in Chapter l of the Comprehensive Plan includes general references to 
improving neighborhoods, and also mentions the role of institutions in neighborhoods. 
Chapter 2, Economic Development, includes a number of sections relating to economic 
development actions, including interaction between universities and the business 
community (Sec. 203.2(d). 

Plan notes that George Washington 
in Ward 2 and notes that 

Sec. 1361.2 includes the note that "There is co1nt1miimg concern about conversion of 
residential property to group houses, which threatens the historic quality of life in the 
neighborhood." Sec. 1362 deals with Foxhall/Georgetown Reservoir neighborhood. Sec. 
13623 states "The Foxhall/Georgetown Reservoir community is concerned about the 
impacts of unrelated individuals living in a single-family residence and wants to be 
included in any zoning overlay to address the problem." 
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TOTAL LOT COVERAGE 
TOTAL SITE AREA 
GROSS FLOOR AREA• 

LOT COVERAGE 
FLOOR AREA RATIO 

APPENDIX B 
PFfOPOSED BUILDING SUMMARY 

1,194,668 2,044,171 124,462 
4,375,890 4,375,890 2,325 
4,280,324 7,250,603 626,310 

28% 47% 3% 
0.98 1.66 1.12 

• 6,817,064 GSF Referenced in BZA Order No, 15302; 7,250,603 GSF in Campus Plan Document 

AA1 Future Academic/Admin 
AA2 Future Academic/Admin 

AA3 Future Academic/Admin 
AA4 Future Academic/Admin 
AAS Future Academic/Admin 
AA6 Future Academic/Admin 
AA7 Future Academic/Admin 

SUBTOTAL AA 

RCA1 Future Athletics 

RCA2 Future Athletics 
SUBTOTAL RCA 

MHC1 Future MedicaV Health Care 
MHC2 Future MedicaV Health Care 
MHC3 Future MedicaV Health Care 

MHC4 Future MedicaV Health Care 

MHC5 Future MedicaV Health Care 

20 Kober-Cogan Demolition 
SUBTOTAL MHC 

TOTAL PROPOSED 

AA1 Future Academic/Admin 

AA2 Future Academic/Admin 
AA3 Future Academic/Admin 

AA4 Future Academic/Admin 

AAS Future Academic/Admin 

AA6 Future Academic/Admin 

AA7 Future Academic/Admin 

RCA1 Future Athletics 

RCA2 Future Athletics 

MHC1 Future MedicaV Health Care 

MHC2 Future MedicaV Health Care 

MHC3 Future MedicaV Health Care 

MHC4 Future MedicaV Health Care 

MHC5 Future MedicaV Health Care 

20 Kober-Cogan Demolition 

Addition 
Addition 
Addition 
Addition 

Addition 

Addition 
Addition 

Parking 
Parking 

Addition 
Addition 
Addition 
Addition 

Addition 

Addition 

Addition 

Parking 
Parking 

98 
85 
97 
40 
75 
85 
16 

45 
58 

73 
52 
97 

4 
68 
61 

1,580,186 
4,378,215 
6,166,470 

36% 
1.41 

20,400 
61,400 
15,000 

16,400 
23,200 

136,400 

6,000 
31,200 
37,200 

23,200 

15,000 
34,300 
23,000 
(8,044) 
87,456 

261,056 

• The numbers in this spreadsheet are projections regarding phasing which is subject to availability of funds, 
University needs, and further BZA approval. 

1,751,286 
NIA 

7,880,787 

40% 
1.80 

121 ,000 
305,000 

97,500 
22,200 
55,300 

127,600 
10,500 

739,100 

12,000 
76,500 
88,500 

112,800 
102,000 
90,000 
34,300 

138,000 
(44,864) 

432,236 

1,259,836 

171,100 
NIA 

1,714,317 

4% 
0.39 

0.17 

0.02 

0.10 

0.29 

··-.,,_ 
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APPENDIX D 
PROJECTS FROM 1989 THROUGH 1999 
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1 3617 & 3619 Prospect Street • 
2 Perinatal Building 
3 Medical Research Building 
4 LXR addition 
5 lntercuttural Center addition 
6 Medical Center Projects -
7 Heating & Cooling Plant addition 
8 Darnall Hall addition 

GSF Constructed through 1998 

9 Southwest Quadrangle 

10 Leavey Center Bookstore 

GSF Approved through 1999 

Less GFA not constructed in #6 MC Projects -

Total 1989-1999 

Purchased two townhouses for residential use 
(16,879 GSF) not built 

#15435 
#15519 
#15701 
#15790 
#16075 
#16101 
#16100 

#16427 

#16510 

2,325 3 stories 
98.9 
59.5' 

41-66' 

74' to 106' 

2,216 739 
36,750 

160,000 28,800 
4,843 
7,821 

23,429 17,055 
12,348 12,348 

3,405 3,405 

250,812 62,347 

379,650 72,780 

12,727 

643,189 135,127 

(16,879) (10,665) 

626,310 124,462 
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Office of Planning Re~rt on Georgetown University Campus Pran, 2000-2010 
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Student Behavior 

The University has a very strong program Off-campus Student Program. Even so, there 
are impacts on the community from students who live there e ecially in Burleith West 
Georgetown. The University has indicated tha · · nt some additional 
programs to address student behavior problems. 

Period of the Campus Plan 

Georgetown University is requesting approval of the campus plan for a ten-year period, 
2000-2010. Two other universities, George Washington University and American 
University, are also submitting campus plans this year. The Office of Planning notes that 
this convergence of three major campus plans is creating a major crunch in terms of time 
and staff resources, and also results in a strain on the communities involved. 

The Office of Planning recommends that the Board of Zoning Adjustment look ahead 
about ten years and arrange for the next round of campus plans for these three 
universities to be spaced differently. The Office of Planning sug ests t)lat one approach 
would b ... ~~~~pprove one of the plan fo A;-.rwifY.~, another fgi\,sbi~lfs and another for 
. NS,\m order to arrange an over oaa oh ampus plans m one year. 

IV. ZONING REGULATION COMPLIANCE 

~ ~t!":~:f-"M,.f.~ 
The applicant, Georgeto¥.11 University, is_s~eking,;~ -see.eittft~'¾E:tptfomun~ S~ iicfifo~ilO~c.¼? 
of the Zoning Regulations for the update i~p'f;t&veatt';~fptt;"pra}{Itac~ordance with 
the special exceptions procedure of Section 3108 

Section V of the Campus Plan (pages 34-40) outlines zoning regulation compliance. The 
Office of Planning offers the following comments on zoning regulation compliance. 

210 Colleges and Universities (R-1 and other R Districts) 

210.1 ·Use as ·~r-college ·or uninrSit)•; -whkn7sao·academic··1nstihitioif of-higher 
learning ... · 

210.2 

Georgetown University is an academic institution of higher learning, established 
in 1789 and 



George Washington UmM1>ity Campus Pl.an, 2000-2010 
BZA Application No. 16553 
April 21, 2000 
Page2 

Summary Recommendation 

Actions taken by the BZA on the George Washington University Campus Plan will set 
the direction and tenor of development, or lack thereof: in the Foggy Bottom and West 
End neighborhoods for the next ten years and beyond. Consequently, the Office of 
Planning believes that adequate time and consideration must be given by all parties 
involved in this matter to ensure that clear direction is established, that benchmarks are 
put in place, and that effective measurement and monitoring methods are agreed upon 
now, at the beginning of the decade, rather than through piecemeal, time consuming and 
expensive conflict over the next ten years. Therefore, OP respectfully requests that the 
BZA keep the record open in this matter between the April 26 BZA hearing and the May 
24 BZA hearing to allow the parties to negotiate terms of a new agreement. At the May 
24 hearing, OP will present to the BZA its recommendations. 

The Office of Planning (OP) finds many positive points in the proposed updated campus 
plan. However, there remain unresolved two separate but related issues related to 
neighborhood impacts: 1) the physical expansion of tlie University beyond the campus 
boundary in order to meet its university-owned housing needs, and 2) the impact of 
students not in university-owned housing on nearby communities who put added pressure 
o the local housing market. Recent consultations between the University, the community 
and the Office of Planning have been productive and discussions need to continue even as 
the hearing process-begins. OP seeks to ensure that a policy of no or very limited impacts 
on the fragile Foggy-Bottom and West End neighborhoods is reflected in the Campus 
Plan. 

In review of the GW campus pl.an, the Office of Planning has identified five issues of 
concern: 

• Projected enrollment increases will inevitably put pressure on the neighborhoods 
surrounding George Washington University. The Campus Plan purports to 
provide "guaranteed" housing fo_~~Q percent of undergraduates, however, this is 

-below the current number of students housed by the university and does not 
adequately account for mitigating the full impact of this pressure. Without a 
major commitment for additional on-campus housing, continued increases in 
enrollment will further compound impacts on the Foggy Bottom/West End 
community. 

• Presently, there is insufficient housing within the boundary of the campus, and 
new housing will be needed. If GW continues to purchase land outside the 
campus plan area, and the number of students living in the Foggy Bottom 
community continues to increase, the residential community will reach a "tipping 
point" where the Foggy Bottom community simply transfopns into a "University 



BZA ~puseian 
;;, Hearing Postpone.d 

Thank Y.Thimk 
You-Pa~ . 

We had a lot of help this 

·<roii'ce ana 
-~tMay .M1 

. year, for _whicb the FBA gives . . . · At the May 22 Fog 
The May 24 hearing on the GWU Cainpus p~ continued thanks. Many bol,p.~\vj»tthe ., :~ from tl}c Mctroj,ot;l 

from· Aprit 26, has bee11 postponed at the · request of the News,. especially ,Plga '~~ :· i wffr ·cover current' :itc~ 
D.C. Office of Planning (OP). As of the printing ·of this ·as ad man·a,ge~ < .. Joan ::· m~tirig will be .held 

· issue, the second hearing has been set tentative)y for Robinson who did_ in.ost_ of ... ·PinD$)'1vania Avenue, l 
September 12. Notices wiJJ be posted around the ate.a,· and the the ad billing, an4 all -cx:>n_lrib- . : . The Fire Departmf 
new date will be announced on the ANC answering machine~ uton.. Marifra.n ~~t's . . :. B.-,fS Lee, will p~n' 
736-lns. . · · ' · . p~6.!:·\ of her f~~~n~. sen- ; ~lltes, ~n~,~ ~~ s_i 

Andrew Altman, Di~or of the .Office of Planning, has It:. 10r:~µend$ we1y -~ ~ -. Jreat, . .. '.Q~Cways to prof«t o 
quested the postP,onement to. allow for more time to work out · and ai:ticl~s · . by M,Jch_ael . . . : The Commander 

. what he feels arc
1
problcms with ~ ·. cuneni_plan. The. OP re- ·11t()mas, Barb·~ :tc.iliow, ·::: ~lmala: his first visit 

port. filed with_ the BZA on Ap~ 21,_ stated that the ~ZA ac- Robert.·. : . »• r;<: · Jti;ri · • . ~pointment car~~r tl 
~on~ •;~11 set fu,e dire.ction and tcno~o(dev~opm~_nt,.·_:or !,a~k. •. _t.lc~~-,~.n~:. J,.Jy:1;,9~~~-_· ,.-.~ ~~--1~~} 
. th~f, in:th~.Foggy Bott.om and ~r.Bnd:~l>o~oods :for :·· kept. ~ ·. n_e.ig}>:~r1J~t:}~-:.:.:, ·iin~ J.olin Rtichi-. __ '.Ilii>i 

. · .. ::~~~~;.;:.~;~~·~~ ;;~;;~~=,;~;-. :tti7¥~-~~~~~i>i~~~:~~in~-~~ :-
. ~on is.established that benchmarh1U'e · tfa 1acc· arid tliat · ,news ·arti~es ai,ld_t~J~>ggy Y · National 7.oci '' ''· ·.~ • . . .. '· :. ' ·. • _.• pu _ p t . . • . , . ·. · .• ' _,, ,·.... . ·.•i\ ·,l"•'' •:.• .. • -~·'·.· 
effectI~ measure~ent and.momtonng n,_ethods are ~greed .. _Bottom •. ·: · _.fQ~~~~tl~.• <,., a¢ alfo~ to, ~t.Q 

. upon now, at the ·beginnhig• of the decade;rather-tlwl't.hrough -C'.om)nn~-~~ 'lwblil; . '· i~f iilso be held .ot) •11 
picccme.al, time 'consuming and expensiYe conflict ·over thene.iu . and iothers. 'Wh?~e· •. idf ptjtics ~ ... responsibilities~ pie: I 
ten years." - · we arc "guardii>J '.Y,'lth our . . . . ·. 
. The Planning staff found two issues relating to neighbor• . . lives." And we ·"41,~_!ioJ · forget . .- ., You Are Mol'f] 
hood impacts to be unresolved: "the physical tJ(.pansion ... be- the writers of m.),lnyJ~ts ·to ._. _Here is sof!)e 
yond the _~pus boundary ... " and "the impact of students the editor. They/ kept lJS ~n- ·· Pepartmen~ of Pu)>lic 
not in university-owned housing on nearby communities who formed on whar Foggy . ~h items, and the JI 
put added pressure on the local housill8 market" _· . . Bottom is thinki~g. · . : . date for collectiori ~: 

Further, the .planning official said.his office ''.seeks to en·- , · And all tho~e involved in . ~ses .. Thc reg~r t 
s~e that a policy of no or very limited impacts on the fragile distributio·n: F~t :lo _ Dona_.· five items per b~ 
·Foggy Botto~ and _\Vest End neigb'.borh'oods is reflected in the M~s_trad~, whQ_ ~J'Qvides the . ·: aooomrnodate IaJje ~-i 

~ Campus Plan." · ·debvery hst and l"b-~Js each . . Good planning" 
~ Coincidental~ the S,ierra Cub's ''Restore.the Core"· program month. Thc.Ncwspet¢~s who bcing ·left out in ~ew 'j. spo.nso~:·a ·tour of Foggy Bo~m on May 13, and despite - . fait~fully ._ ~df 'theit ·:aJ>- :.· -:o~d.~asll.day,Fri(f:e.j 

. the 'heat .abo,_ut 2S j,e,sons ..partici~ted."En_titlcd, ~Academic · .. : ._PO~~ ·.!QU.~ds; ·,~~-~-8:net ; . \~ :~ ·material, .ai ill( 
Sprawl: .Town-Gowp Relations in .Foggy Bottom,'' the tour .Axtell;Gall~~cl,0 $.1tlidra : -~-,. < . . . ·'· 

. i . !:itu:! !:~~~i=~:;:~~~~~~rn::!v~:;a::;: : .. ,~ ·'6:~¢=.~: ~- ,h; :FOGGY;:D 
S ~ of _the ·'"Savc_,pur __ Scholl's·: campaign. FBA ·Vice · President Bamrk'k, Anne C~ and , 
:;;z ::s- Micbacl_, Tho~"and ANC Comm.issioner Richard Shechey Pa~rick C.ody. . Add1t1onal · . 

. ~ were quoted in the-article. It resulted in a rare \'hshit)gton Post. routes . are . co~ .· by Don · · A 

j . story reporting the community .. s 11nbappiness with the expan- . -Tobey, DaneJF~ey and . . . ': . . . ··... 4 
. _sion_ -0f GO()rg~, \Yashfogton tiruversi~ into their. residential . Mel Maeda, ~eyl'Srewste~ . : . . ~. · a- neighborhood. ··: ,,.,:,, u- ,. · · · . · · · ·' ·• ,.- ,, , • • Tom Bower·aJid Ridl 'Pol~ · :· '-'•U.• 

ei-.JriJ!~f~~~f.:~~: 1:"1s.;...~~hU&<i.rn. · ... 't 
:3 bccau_sc -another.case was 1n~~ mto · the ·agenda . . The,0 - -;-· • .,., •. ,. , - " ~

1~~ge~ ·; -l>:;:"::-\:'.' ..... ·-. _· ~I 
~ j . University , -~e • .-:. p~cn~ 'bt · Wllkts Artis . ~ttorney · - - . ~ . . . 

Q.. 'Mau~ .-~ ~--~n4 ·several .:witnesses, lasted .untt1 iabout .. ~0
• •. ,.:v, · • . . , .. ·,1' 

. . " 
24301 

. 6:00 p.m; - · ... . · · .. : ·· . · · · · · - ·, -,. SEE INSIDE: 
. . Approximat~ly ·30-49 . reside.~ts. ·:attcnd.cd · the· · April ·24 
h~~; the: second _hearing in S~ber, wh~n ·th,e ()()mtnUnity 
-will be heard, wi,J be·of even·.more inte~st and as many resi-
dents as possible 'should attend and support the .ANC an~ other . CnJHS of~ Botloin, ·p. 7 

·.wibiesses. 
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