
Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

, .l c:J 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 

alt 

find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zonin~ Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 
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Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 

c·) 

C1 

•, 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
ZoninR Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

-

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

CJ 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

! 
..[.:: 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site (only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 

·-Let~ 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 

. .. .; 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site (only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract I 02-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site (only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 

; 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
ZoninR Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site (only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, \ 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, ~ taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High schoo 1 participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 
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Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to bmld } 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and w ::.,:, 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 '""-'' t.:_·, 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site (only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 

~::_~~·-



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I an1 ttn adult, voting taxpayer, who support, the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 
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As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zonin~ Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely,G?D'd\ 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
alon this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadru led in this-time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown ramatically. Men and women participate m nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. ft has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, h,j, ~ ~,...,. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
ZoninR Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zonin~ Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed;insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the . 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 

May 30, 2003 
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Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

··• .. ) 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

D 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown Uni·.,,-ersity boathouse is ail integral pdl"t nf 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zonin~ Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to li!9ld ,.::;: 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and ,,, 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincere~ 

{Jeff-~~ 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zonin~ Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
''viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zonin~ Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 41 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4 Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 

C:J 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 
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Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be ofreasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours ofrecreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 
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" .. } 

, 
' -:: 

... 

:::;? ....... 

~ 
0 

""° 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands oflocal students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zonin~ Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 

Dear Madame Chair, 

-
"'" 

I 
-:...::-

""'? -. .,,, .. -
~ 
C) 

--0 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and tl}.ousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you ~re aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site (only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 

Sincerely, 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer,~ supports the effort of Georgetown University t'o build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of. 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use of land for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to 'l5uild:: 

a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoninf Commission 
441 4t Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
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May 30, 2003 

Re: Case 02-30, Georgetown University Boathouse 
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Dear Madame Cha1r, l h (re_ c vlf 1--o lU r-.J 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer,~supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 
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(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak ( and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality of recreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 



Ms. Carol J. Mitten 
Chair 
Zoning Commission 
441 4th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

May 30, 2003 
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Dear Madame Chair, 

I am an adult, voting taxpayer, who supports the effort of Georgetown University to build 
a boathouse along the Potomac River on Tract 102-114. My family participates in and 
supports scholastic (high school) rowing in the DC area, an activity in which more than a 
dozen local public and private schools-and thousands of local students--have achieved real 
excellence by all national standards. As you are aware, playing fields for scholastic athletic 
use are one of the greatest deficiencies of our city and its neighborhoods, and the Potomac 
River provides a constantly renewable natural resource for our schools and students. The 
approval of Georgetown University's application will in a very direct and real manner, as 
described below, promote local high school rowing, and thus contribute to the well-being of 
our students and our schools. 

As you no doubt know, the new Swedish embassy will be soon constructed on K Street on 
an open-air site currently used by many local high schools to house their rowing shells. You 
are further aware that members of the scholastic rowing community (including school 
administrators, high school athletic directors, parent volunteers, and scholastic rowers 
themselves) have worked for many years with governmental agencies (such as the National 
Park Service and the Georgetown Waterfront Commission) to develop a comprehensive plan 
that respects the many uses that the waterfront must serve. This carefully and thoughtfully­
phased plan assumes that 1) the high schools dislodged by the Swedish embassy 2) would 
find space in Thompson's Boat Center 3) made available by the relocation of the Georgetown 
University crew program to its own facility. With the imminent commencement of 
construction of the Swedish embassy, it is imperative that the Georgetown University Boat 
house be approved without delay lest our students be shut out of their rowing programs. 

It is very clear that Georgetown University's zoning proposal is appropriate and in the 
public interest. The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the wider public interest. 



(1) This zoning proposal is appropriate and in the public interest. 

The Potomac waterfront has historically supported a variety of uses. At one time there 
were as many as six boathouses along the Georgetown stretch of the Potomac River. The 
sport of rowing has become very popular in the last two decades. High school participation 
along this stretch of the Potomac has more than quadrupled in this time, and college and adult 
participation has also grown dramatically. Men and women participate in nearly equal 
numbers at all these levels. It has been estimated that 1500-2000 people participate actively 
here. Rowing accounts for more people-hours of recreational river use per year in this location 
than any other activity. Obviously, the only place that you can put boathouses is along the 
river. Use ofland for boathouses along the river is therefore both appropriate and in the public 
interest. 

As the Commission is aware, the Georgetown University boathouse is an integral part of 
the overall Georgetown Waterfront Commission redevelopment plan. Without the 
Georgetown University boathouse as it is envisioned, the rest of the plan would not hold 
together and the public interest would not be served. Not only would the entire rowing 
community (including the high schools) suffer, but other members of the public would also be 
impacted if boathouse space must be relocated where it would be more intrusive on other 
waterfront uses. 

(2) The objections that have been raised are poorly informed, insubstantial, late in 
the process, and not in the public interest. 

A small number of citizens have lately seized upon this zoning decision as an opportunity 
to oppose the Georgetown University boathouse without regard for the interests of the full 
range of park users. They have made arguments that are weak (and in some cases wrong) and 
that are not sufficient to deny the request for zoning that would permit a boathouse on the 
currently planned tract. The boathouse that is envisioned would be of reasonable size in view 
of future projected need for this rapidly growing sport; would not unduly obscure public 
"viewsheds"; would be non-polluting; and would not create any regular vehicular traffic to the 
site ( only occasional service vehicles). The dock would not be in the way of other river users. 
The planned site would preserve park space east of Key Bridge for other uses. 

The Georgetown University Boathouse will enhance the quality ofrecreation, education, 
and opportunity for students in our area, benefiting high school students even more than 
Georgetown University's immediate community. The details have been worked out in years 
of very transparent public negotiations. Where were those who are now raising eleventh-hour 
objections? To give serious weight to their misguided comments would not be in the public 
interest. 

I urge the Commission to approve this request for rezoning to permit Georgetown 
University to build a boathouse according to the plan that they and many others-including 
our public and private schools-have worked so hard to accomplish. 
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