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1 am sending the attached Reconsideration order at the request of Barbara Zartman. 
In partictllar, please see the language of Condition 18. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can be of further assistance. 

';!ili?/lf---
Grant Felgenhau~) 

Thia facsimile mcn~11s1;i i:i b1;>ins :si:.nt by er on behalf of a lawyer; it is intended fbr the exclusive use of lhc addressee named obove 1md may constitute 
informalion I.hut is privileged or confidential or othenvise leg111ly cicompt from disclosure. Jf you h11vc: rr:ccived this facsimile message in error, please do not 
read, copy or disseminate. Notify us iinmediorely by b::lcphonc and rotum t11e original facsimile to us by mail. 
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GOVERNMENT OF. THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Board of Zonlag Adjustment 

Office of Zoning 
}1G1rJ1ibit No. c), t, . · ... , 

Application No. 165'~ of the President a.tad Direaton or GeargetowD College, purswsnt o 
11 DCMR § 3104.1, for a speoial execpdon·. for the revi~ and approval of the University 
Campus Plan - years 2000-2010 under Section 210 in the R•3 and C·l Districts at premises 
bounded by Glover Archbold Parkway· to ·the west. the National Park Service propeey. along the 

· Ch~e & Ohio Canal and Canal Road to the siu~ lS°' Street, N Street to 361h Street, and 
3~ Stn,et to P .81r'eet to the eAit and.R~sc:rvoir Raad to the: nonh. (Square 1222, µ,is 62; 801-
810; Sqµare 1223, Lo1s·ss~S6~ 107-810, 111815, 826, 827, 831, 834, 846-847, 852-853, 8S5. 
and -8S7-858;-Square 1226. Lots 91. 94-101; 104-lOS, 803-804, 806, and.8·11-815; Square 1248, 
Lots 122:-1250 150-157, 800-802, 804-806. 829-131, and 834-835; Square 132·1, Lots 815-817.} 

SEARING DA TES: June 13, and July 18, 2000 

DECISION PA TES: September S., November 8, and 
December S, 2000 

ORDER DATE: MDlCh 29 •. 2001 

RECONSIDERATION DECISION DATES: June Sand July 31, 2001 

ORDER QN RECONSJDEMDPN 

PRELIMINARY MATTERS: 

By Order iss'i.ied March 29.·. 2001,. the Bo~d· af1p•1)Ved · the University Cau1pui Plan :until 
December 31, 2010, subjec,t to conditions intended ta mitigate ·any adverse impacts potentially. 
arising from· the _location· of a university in. a residentially mn~ ·district. In addition tothe 
President and Direc~o~ of Georgetawn Col~ge (hereinafter uuniversity" or ... Applicant"), parties 
to the proceeding. were Advisory Neighborhood .Commission (ANC) 2E, the Burleith Citizens 
Association '•Burleith"). Citizens Association of Georgetown ('~CAO"), Cloisters in Georgetown 
Hameowner'a Associa1ion ("Cloisters"), Foxhall Comrnwuty Citizens As~ciation, Oeorgetown 
~idents Alliance; and Hillandale Homeowners Association r~Hillanclale"). 

O1i Aprill t, 2001. CloisterS submitted a timely request for· reconsideralion of the Order~ seeking 
.olarification · of conditions concemiD;g parking;· student vehicles, and the· parties' o~rtunity to 
·comment on the.·revised camp~ plan submitted by the Applicant to conform to the B~ard's 
Order. By responses dated May .10, 2001,· ·CAO aud Burleith supported reconsideration of the 

. ' 

441 4 .St..-N.-W., Scilte 210-S, Washin1ton, P,C. 20001 
&-Mall Address~. JPDiDI IDfR:l:d£92.dSJ1!v,pr,, Web Site; www.daa.de1ov.ora 
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three iSNn specified by ·Cloisters, while Hillandale recommended in favor of reconsideration of 
the ~ondition COJ1'eming on-campus parking spaces. Also OD May 10, 2001, the Applicant filed 
a ~nsc that -1dressed Cloistm' motion for reconsideration and ·raised additional "questions 
and concerns" about the Order conditionally approving the Canipua ·Plan. 

The Department. of Public Works ("DPW') flied a n:sponse May 9, 2001, and the Office of 
Plannina (•'OP") submitted comments on May l 0, 2001, whi~h went subsequently revised hy 
supplemental comments submitted May 31, 2001. 

FINDIN~S OF FACT: 

1. Condition No. 14 of 1he Order, amon1 other. things, directed. the Applicant (a) to require 
stµdents to register their vehicles in the DistriQt of Columbia or obtain a reciprocity 
stick~, (b) .to withhold.,·.~& privileges to stUdenU who do not comply with D.C. 
registration or reciprocity .requirements. ind (c) to consider a student's failure to resister 
his or her vehicle in the District or to obtain a reciprocity sticker a violation of the Code 
of Stud~t Conduct. 

2. Cloisters noted that reciprocity stickers were eliminated for srudem vehicles in hish• 
impact areas around the University, and sousht clarification of Condition No. 14 to ~void 
"creat[ing] the impression that returning to reciprocity stickers for students would be in 
ID)'WllY bencfidnl to 1h11 impacted communities." 

3. The Office of Planning recommended revision of Condition No. 14 "to elimim,te any 
confusion, about reciprocity stickers." noting that students living in the ANC 2E area 
cannot obtain reciprocity stickers while students Jiving elsewhere must register their cars 
or obtain a J"eelproclty sticker. 

4. Burleith and CAG stared that reciprocity stickers for undergraduates would be hannful to 
the communities impacmi by the University. 

S. Condition No. 15 of the Order directed the Applicant to maintain at least 4,080 off-street 
parkina spaces within it& .campus boundary to avoid encouraging ad4irional cars aft 
campus; 

6. Cloisters. l'C(}1:lestid reconsideration of whether the Board intended· to lift me paikm; ca1i 
established in the Applicant's prior campus plan. Cloisters stated that the t?affic studies 
and ·transportation management plans submitted to the Board were based on retention of 
the prior cap. and that Cloisters would hav~ argued against an increase in the-parking cap. 

7. Burleith and CAO ~lso staiaj that they were not ~ware of a request to increase the on­
campus parking, and would have argued'agwnst·.sucb a request. 

8. ,HiJlandale asserted-that Condition No. 15 was·-erroneous because the ·previous campus 
plan order established 4.080 .parking spaces as .the ~imum number that'the Applicant 
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could provide on-ampus, and the Applicant bad proposed to continue lhat cap as a major 
component of it~ Traffic Manaseniem Program.in limiting the amount of vehicular traffic 
rhat the 'Uni varsity would generate on Jocal streets. 

9. HlllandaJe ~ended _revision of Condition No. ts to state that :me Applicant must 
not provide more • 4ifll0 off.street parklng. spaces Within the campus, so as to avoid 
excessively stimtal~ng vehicular traffic to and from the campus, and must also generally 
~tai-n at least 4,080 otf-st?m parkjlJB fiP1CCS within the eampus boundlly, to avoid 
eneouragisig the parking of additional cars off-campus. Hillanclale also proposed that a 
reasonab~e· numl,er of off-street parking spac.es, not to exceed one percent of the 4,080 
cap at anY. one time .. could· be taken ouc of service temporarily for ihe limited i,urpo~ of 

. expeditiously performing maintenance an~ making repairs. 

10. OP recommendai that the University's parking cap should remain at 4s080 Epaces. 

11. DPW commented·that a parking cei1ing .of 4,080 appc:m5 to be a reasonable peak parking 
demand.- DPW did not recommend ~y increases in the parking ceiling, so es to avoid 
1\uther. encaurasins stl:ldents, faculty,~ staff to drive to the campus rather than use 
mass transit or the University shuttle bus system: 

12. The Applicant stated .that Condition Ne. 1S was a sound response · to concerns about 
availability of on-street parking in the neighborhoods surrounding the University. 

13. Condition No. l& of the Or®r dire;tad· rhe ·Applicant to prepare a revised =npus plan 
consistent with the Order, and to submit the revised plan to the Board. along with a table 
of dlanges liming each page on which a change appears. Pursuant to Condition No. 18, 
the Board would certify the revised copy as the approved campus plan, copies of which 
would be maintained in the Office of 1.oning and the Office of the Zoriing Administrator. 

14. In its request for reconsideration, Cloisters sought clarlfication ofmc parties• opponunity 
to comment on any changes made by the Applicant in rewriting the campus plan to 
confonn with the Board's Order. 

1s. Burleith -and ~G 11110. 10ught ~issio~ 10 ~mmem -on any ~ges made by the 
University in rewriting the campus plan. 

16. Hillandale contffldad that Condition No. 18 should-have allowed the other partics·to the 
proceeding a reasonable time to respond to the Applicant's revised plan. Hill~dale 
recommended revision of c;ondition No. 18 to require the Applicant to serve copies of its 
proposed revised plan OJ1 the other parties~ who would have 30 days to submit comments 
and recommendations to the Board. 

17. The Board; on · us own· motion. bas recomidcied the Order and deiermined 1hat 
clarifl~d011· is wamnted with respect to the enforceme_rrt provision set forth in.Condition 
No. 19 and with respect to the possible modification of the approved campus plan in eaae 
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CONCLUSIONS or LAW: 

+202-974-1999 T-950 P.05/10 Job-010 

Pmsuant to the Beam's Rules of Practice and Procedure.. thlll any party may file a motion for 
rccomideration or rehearing of any decision· of lhe l3o~~ provided that the motion is filed with.in 
l O days &om the issuance of.a final written order. 11 DCMR. ·§ 3126.2. The prescribed 10-day 
period js extended by three days to account for service by mail. 11 DCMR . § 3110.2. In this 
ease. the written .orderwas·issued and mailed to lb parties on Mateh 29, 2001, and, accordingly, 
·timely motions for reconsideration or rehearing were due by April 11, 2001. 

The Board may ,waive certain or its procedural rules for good cause shown and when the waiver 
will not prejudice the rights of any pany and is not otheziwise prohibited by law. 11 DCMR § 
llOl ,6. However, 1he Boatd declines to waive the 10-day dad.line to 1:ansider the ·1ssues and 
concems,; raised by the Applicant's submission, purportedly in response to the· timely 'Cloisicrs 
filing. The Applicant .makes no showiqa of good cause as to why its request for reconsideration 
was not timely. and the Board;s consideration of the Applicant'& submission, beyond that ponion 
llmt responds to the Cloisters motion, wowd prejudice the rights of 1he other parties, who did not 
have an opportunity to respond to the Applicasit's tiling. 

With ·reprd to Condition Na. 14, the Board concludes that some clarification is wan-anted to 
avoid creatins· any jmpression tut· wl University undcr;raduatcs should be eligible t'or 
teeiprocity stickers. Condition No. 14 direc1S ihe Applicant to 1ake certain steps intended to 
ensure student compliance with District of Columbia Jaw governing the ~gistration of vehicles. 

Ol!Derally, a person who is enrolled as a full-time student engaged in higher education and who is 
not a resident or the Distriot af Columbia is "empt from D.C. 1U1tU1es and reguJallons goveming 
motor . v~icle registration. pro~idecl that the student has complied with the laws of another 
juri5diction au~ provided that the student obtains a valid reciprocity sticker. D·.C. Code 40-
303(e). Student reciprocity stickers ara'valid for one y~ and are renewable Annually with proof 
tha1 t)ie stLldent is a full-time student. D.C. Code 40-30.3(e)(2). Thi! statute specifically exclll;des 
"full-time st;ucients who reside within the boundaries of Advisory Neighborhood Commis~ons 
2A and 2E" A-om eligibility for the student reciprocity sticker. D.C. Code 40-303(e)(4). 

It is not ,the ·role ot the Boaid of Zoning Adjusun~ to inierpm atatu~ that apply w other 
agencies, in this case 1Jie~Department of Motor Vehicles. Ralher, ~ondi1ion No. 14 was intemled 
to ~re that me Applicant's stu4ents comply with the Djstrlct's laws ·concerning the registrJtion 
of motor vehicles. Condition No. 14 was not intended to, nor cmdd it, alter the .statutory· scheme 
~oncmµng stud~- eligibility for reciprocity slickers. Accordingly. consistent with the 
recommendation of the Office-of Pt~s, ~ ijcwd clarities Condition No. 14 by reiterating its 
intent that the Applicant· will.· ensure student compliance with all District of Columbia laws 
governing m~tor veltj.cles. · 

To clalify its intent with reprd_to student vehicles,. the Board revises ConditiQn No. 14 to r=d as 
follows~ · 

I 
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14. The Applicant. through its Office of the Registrar, shall maintain an. accwate 
record of the license plate numbers of motor vehicles kept by all University 
studaa.ts. The .Applicant shall direct its st\ldcmts to register their vebioles in the 
Dlsnict of Columbia, or o~ a ieciprocity sticker if eligible to do so, and shull 
eonsult with the .D.C. Ilepa$1ent of Motor Vehicles to detcmrlne whether such 
reaistration is cam.pl~ed or such stickers are obtained. The Applicant shall 
withhold parking privileges to· students who do not comply with D.C. registration 
iequircmcn~. Failure to abide by District 11:1,w concerning registration of student 
vehicles shall constitute & violation of the Code of Student Conduct. ~-

With regard to the-supply ofparldng spaces on ~pus, the Board, upon rec,;>n:sideration, concurs 1 
with the neighborhood associations, OP, and DPW that Condition No. 1S mould be tevised to 
reflec; tbat the suppJy:of off-street parking spaces on campus should not exc~ 4,080. While ~ 
larger parking supply could alleviate any potential for campus-related parking tlnlt miaht spill ~, ', 
over into the residential communities surrcimding the campus, the Board notes that an excessive 
suppl)' of off'-strNt parking an campus would likely discourage the use of 1he University shuttle 
bus system, mass transit, and other altcmative fonns of transportation. To ensure that the 
TJnivenity will continue. to provide an adequate supply ·of on-campus parking, the Board will 
adapt Hillandale's recommendation that no more than one percent of the on-campus parking 
inventory can be taken out of service at any one time. Accordingly, Condition No. IS of the . , 
Order conditionally opproving th~ Appli\.ant"s ~pu5 plWl i5 hereby n;:vised to ·read as follows: / / 

IS, The Applicant 5ball maintain a parldng lnvenl<JIY of 4,080 off'•&ueet ----.J__ £ 
parking spaces within the campus boundary, and shall ~ure that not more ' 
than one percei3t ot d,e parking inventory is taken out of service at any one 
time. 

~ 
With regard to lhe revised campus p,an to be submitted by the Applicant, the aoard, upon 
recc:,nsideration, ooncW'B with the neighborhood assocjAtions thmt the ·other parties in the 
proceeding should be given n:aao1Ulble opportunity to submit comments on. whether the rel'i5ions 
submined by the: Applicant are consistent wilh the conditions adopted by the Board in approving 
the new campus plan. A~rdinaly. the· Board adopts !he recommendation of Hillmdale and 
revises Condition No. 18 to read as follows: 

1 $. The· Applicant- shall prepare 8: revised campus plan -tba~ is consistent with • -
this Oriler, accompanied by a table ·of ~hangcs ~t lists each page on 
which a change appears and describes each change. The Applicant shall 
submit an original and· 10 copies of the revised plan to the Board no larer 
'than 90 days ft'.om the effective date ofthls Order, and shall,.on the.same 
day, serve a copy of the revised plan and table of cha,nges on each party to 
~is ·proceeding. &eh party sbaII have 30 days in which ·to submit io the 
Board..:and 10 ~erve on all other parties, its comments on ~c Applicant'.s 
proposed cltanaes. Commenu on the ievisions shall be strictly limited to 
whether the revis~ons correctly and clearly reflect the Order. After ~view 
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of the· Applicant's proposed revised plan and the parties' comments, the 
Board shall delelmine whether further proceedings are wammted or shall 
certify the revised. p1- aa the- approved camp\\l plan. 'Iha reviaeci plan J 
~I be dciemcd approved 60 days after submission, ~bsent action by the f 
B~ard before. lhll1 date. Copies of the approved plan lhall be-maintained in 
the O.fli~ of l.oning and· the Office of the Zoning Administtator. 

In its Order gonclitionally approving the new CIDlJHII pJ.m. the Board adopted CQadition No. 19 
for the purpose of emuring tbe Applicant's sub•tial compliance-with the provisions of'tbe 
Order for the duration ufthe apprqved campus plan. Condition No. ·19 is intended to apply to all 
buildms perm.its and certificates of ODWp~ issued to the Applicant pursuant to the newly 
approved plan, and not to apiy building permits or certificates of occupancy already issued to the 
University pursuant to prior ~pus plans. Upon reconsideration. the Board concludeis that 
Condition No. 19 .should be clarified to better express its intent; accordingly, Condition No. 19 is 
revised to read as·follows: · 

19. No special e~ception application filed ~ the University . for further 
processing under this plan may ~ granted unless the University proves 
that it has consl!Jtently remained in substantial compliance with Conditions 
l through 18 set forth in this Order. Further, any violation of a condition 
of this Otder shall be wounds far the denial or revocation of any buildlng 
permit· or certificate of occupancy applied for by, or issued to. the 
University for any University building or use approved under this plan, 
and may result in the impo1ition of tines and pemlties pursuant to. the 
CiviJ Enforcement Act, D.C. Code §§ 6-2701" to 6-2723. 

As stated in.the Order, the new campus plan was approved for a ienn that will expire December 
31, 2010. However, the Board notes that circumstances may change to an extent that renders the 
new plan, or. a eondition of it:s approval, in· some way out of date or iimppli'1ablc:, On 
reconsideration~ the Board concludes that Condition No. 1 shauld be modified to specifically 
state tltat the campus pl~ may be modified before it would otherwise expire, upon a finding f)f 
good cause by the Zoning Commission. Such modifications could i~clude, but are not limited. to, 
increases in student enrollment based. upon facts not presently in the record. Accordingly, 
Condition No. 1 i5 nvised to read as follows; 

l. The Applic~t's _propase.d campus plan is approved until Dec~mber 31, .2010, 
subject to the following couditiOJ1$ · intended 10 mitigate any adverse impacts· 
potentiallY. arising from the location of a • university use in a residentiaµly zoned 
district, or until such time prior to December 31, 201 0 as 'the 2.oning Commi~sion 
determines that concUUons. warrant submission of an updated campus plan or 
grants a reque~ to amend ·the. plan. 

Ac~ordingly, it is ORDERED that ~emotion for reconsideration is GRANTED. 
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VOTE: 3-0-2 (Sheila Cross ~id, Anne M. Ren~w, and Herbert Fran.1clin to gnmt; 
Susan Morwan HinJOn·•and Oeotftey H. Griffis not heanns the case, noi 
voting.) · 

Acccrdingly~ it is ORDERED tba1 the Board's motion to reconsider Condition No. I and 
Condition No. 19 is APPROVED. . 

VOTE: .3-8-2 Slieila Cross Raid and .Anne Mohnkern Renshaw to grant; Herbert M. 
Franklin to griftt by proxy; Geoffrey H. G~ffis and David Levy not hearing 
the case, mrt VWDf) . 

DV ORDER OF THE D.C. BOARD 01' ZONING ADJtJSTMENT 

Ea.ch concurrina memb.er approved tht issuanee of this Order. 

Fmal Date of Order: All • I 1111. 

PURSUANT TO 1 i DCMR §3125.6,. nns ORDER WILL· ,BECOME FiNAL UPON rrs 
PILJNO IN THE-RECORD AND SERVICE UPON THE PARTI£S . . UNDER 11 DCMR 
§312S.9, THIS· ORDER WILL BECOME EFFECTIVE 1 O DAYS . AFTER IT BECOMES 
FINAL. 

PURSU>J~T TO 11 DCMR. § 320S, FAILURE· TO .A.BIDE BY THE CONDITIONS IN nII$ 
ORDBR, IN WHOLE OR 1N PART, SHALL BE .. GROUNDS FOR THB REVOCATION-OF 
ANY BUILDING PERMIT OR CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY ISSUED PURSUANT TO· . 
THlSORDE!t. 

THE APPLICANT SHAU, COMPLY FULLY WJffl 11-IE PROVISIONS OF THE HUMAN 
RIOHTS ACT OF ·i 97-7. D.C. LAW 2•38, AS AMENDlID, CODIFIED AS CHAPTER. 2S IN 
TITLE 1 OF TH£ D~C. CQDE .. SEE D,C. CODE § 1-2531 (1999). nns ORDER. JS 
CONDmONBD UPON FULL COMPLIANCE·WITH THE HUMAN RIGHTS ACT. nm 
FAILURE OR REFU:~AL OP THE APPLICANT TO COMPLY SHALL·BE A PROPER BASIS 
FOR THE REVOCATION ·OF THIS ORDER. 
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'All A-. Dimnor of the Office of Zioning, I . hereby certify and attest that on 
• I JIii a copy o:t the order entered on that date in th!s manor was mailed first class, 

postage prepaid or d:elivcted via inter-agency mail, to each_ party who appeared and participated 
fa the public hearing eoneemins the matter.,.~ who is listed bele>w: 

Maure~£. Dwyer, Esquire 
Shaw Pimnan 
2300 N SVHt, N.W. 
Washinaton, D.C •. 20037~1128 

Peter Pulsifer, Chairperson . 
Advisory Neiahborhood Commission 2E 
Saint John's EpisCGpal· Church 
3265 S S=et, N. W. 
Washington, DC 20007 

Scott Anderson, General Manager 
Hillandale Homeown81'8 Assooia1ion 
3939 Hillandale Coun, N. W. 
Wasblngtem.,, D.C. 20807 

Charles R. Braum 
Hillanclale Homeownms Association 
4030 Chancery Comt, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007•2144 

Barham B. Downs,-Ptesldent 
Cit!tens Association lri Oaorgerown 
3222 N Street, N.W. 
Washipaton, DC 20007 

Patri~ia Scol.-o, Pr,sident 
Bwleith Cidiens·Associalion 
1807 3,zti Street; N. W. . 
Washington, D.C. 20007 

441 4di St., N.w.; Suite iro-s. Washlriston, p.c. 20001 
Ttltpboa,: (ZOZ)" '121..Ql 1 £•Mall Addtm: teojng t,1ro@f£H,dSffll'!·o'"- Web Sitci www,doa.dcgov,or,: . . 
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Georserown Residenis Alliauce 
Dmi W. Crockett. Esq., Cbainnan 
3070 Q Streast, N,W. 
Wasbinato~ D~C .20007 

RD. Andrew, President 
Foll.hall ·community Citimis Association 
1,13.Foxhall Road, N.W. 
Washington, D.C, 20007 

Stephen A. Hopkins. President 
Cloisten·.in Georgetown Homeowners' 
~on,Inc. 
·3524 Reservoir Road, N.W, 
Washington, DC 20007 

Michael J,;,hns~·&ning_Admimstraior 
Dept. of Consumer and Reaulatory Affairs 
Buildins and Land Reswaiion Adminiatration 
941 .North Capitol Street. N.E., Suite 2000 
Wasbba~ DC .20009 . 

Kenneth a. Lader1t Administrator 
District Division of Tramponarion 
Department of Public Works 
2000 '14th streei, N.W. 
Wushingto~ D.C. 20009 

Ellen McCarthy 
Office of PJanning·. 
801 ~Orth Capitol S1rects.N.E. 
4th Floor 
Wuhington; DC 20002 
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