Gouernment of the Bistrict of Calumhiy
ZONING COMMISSION

September 24, 2003

Nathan W. Gross, AICP
Cynthia A. Giordano, Esq.
Amold & Porter

555 12" Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

Re:  ZC Case No. 02-32 (Georgetown University Performing Arts
Center) Return of April 9, 2003 Letter

Dear Mr. Gross and Ms. Giordano:

The record in the above-cited application was closed at the conclusion of
the public hearing on January 16, 2003, except for specific information requested
by the Zoning Commission (Commission) at a subsequent decision meeting. On
April 9, 2003, the Office of Zoning (OZ) received the attached letter from you,
including a request that the Commission reopen the case record to allow the letter
into the record. The Commission had not requested the information contained in
the letter and did not act on your request to reopen the record to accept the letter.
For this reason, the OZ is returning your letter to you.

Please call Sharon S. Schellin on (202) 727-6311, if you have any questions
relevant to the foregoing.

SINCERELY,

Director, Office of Zoning

Isn
attachment
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A RN O L D & P O RT E R Nathan W. Gross, AICP

Zoning and Land Use Specialist

Nathan_Gross@aporter.com

202.942.5956
202.942.5999 Fax

Apl‘i] 9, 2003 555 Twelifth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20004-1206

Not Engaged In tha Practice of Law.

Carol Mitten, Chair

D.C. Zoning Commission
441 4" Street, N.W.

Suite 210

Washington, D.C. 20001

Dear Chairperson Mitten and Members of the Commission,

Georgetown University respectfully requests that the record in the captioned case
be reopened to allow this letter to be included. The University received the post-hearing
submission of Ms. Barbara Zartman on behalf of the Citizens Association of Georgetown,
dated March 31, 2003. The letter contains a number of inaccuracies about the
University’s enrollment that the University feels compelled to correct, as discussed
below. While there are other misstatements in her letter, the ones mentioned herein are
simply too misleading to let stand.

Ms. Zartman’s submission states that in fiscal year 2000, the University was over
the enrollment cap. The University, as stated in earlier submissions, has never been over
the enrollment cap. In the 2000 campus plan case, the University reported that the
averaged enrollment number for FY 2000 (fall 1999/spring 2000) was 5516. Ms.
Zartman inaccurately refers to 5516 as the number for the spring semester only, wlien it
was actually the averaged enroliment number for the entire fiscal year. The FY 2000
number of 5516 was given verbally and in writing to the community by the University
Registrar at a community meeting in April 2000, which was devoted exclusively to the
enrollment numbers and how they were derived. The handout given to the community at
that meeting contained a chart captioned "FY 2000 Undergraduate Enrollment” and the
number shown as the “Average Traditional Full Time” enrollment was 5515.5, or 5516
when rounded up. The handout was made part of the record of the 2000 campus plan
case, and was attached to Ms. Zartman’s submission. (See Exhibit A.)

Ms. Zartman's letter goes on to say that “our records indicate the fall 1999
semester enrollment was 5840.” This is incorrect. The 5840 number was the fall 2000
traditional enrollment number, not the fall 1999 number. This number was given to the
community and the BZA in response to specific questions raised at the BZA campus plan
hearing in 2000. (See pertinent pages in Exhibit B, attached.)

Ms. Zartman then proceeds to average the already averaged FY 2000 earollment
number of 5516 with the fall semester number for the next fiscal year (FY 2001), to
arrive at a figure of 5728, which she states is 101 over the cap. Not only is the math
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wrong, but she has used two different sets of numbers from two different fiscal years to
come up with her inaccurate averaged number for FY 2000. Every number presented in
paragraph 2 of her enrollment piece is wrong and misleading.

The University stands on its previous submissions which clearly demonstrate that
the University has been averaging its enrollment numbers for many years, and that the
averaging methodology was fully discussed and disclosed to both the community and the

BZA.
The University appreciates the Zoning Commission’s consideration of this request

to correct the inaccuracies in Ms. Zartman’s letter.

Respectfully submitted,
ARNOLD & PORTER

W/bézéb

Na;hanW Grogss,

Attachments

Cc:  Advisory Neighborhood Commission 2E
Cloisters in Georgetown
Burleith Citizens Association
Citizens Association of Georgetown
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GECRGETOWN UNIVERSITY FY 2000 ENROLEMENTS
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Ms. Sheila Cross Reid, Chairperson =
District of Columbia Board of Zoning Adjustment R
441 4® Streer, NW o
Suite 210 o~

Washingon, DC 2000}

Re: Georgetown University Campus Plan
BZA Applicadon No. 16566

Dear Ms. Reid and Members af the Board:

At its Seprember 5, 2000 public meeting, the Board pastponed a decision on the
above-referenced case pcndmg rtcexpt of addmonal mformanon from the Agphcaur. 'l;llct

by p int r:spnnse chart with amchcd cxhﬂms Wlth this filing, the Apphcanr m.:ss that
it has fully responded 1o the Board®s request for additianal information and thas the
application can be approved by the Board at its November 8, 2000 public meeting. Both
the University and MedStar have critical projects that arc awaiting the decision of the
Board before maving forward.

With the filing of these additional marerials, the University believes that i has
fully addressed the issue of impacts from its srudents off campus sa as to enable the
Board 10 approve the increase in enrollment Spec;ﬁcally, the attached marerials
demonstrate that even prior to the Board’s decision meeting of Seprember 5%, the
University had begun implementation of its new off campus housing program  The
message had been sent to 2]l smdents by President O’Donovan and University staff were
already taking the proactive measures proposed in the new program, including student
orientaton, dissemination of informarion on the changes to its Code of Conduct, as well
as the University absorbing the cost of privare trash collection to ensure that the moving
in of smdents at the start of the fall semester would not adversely impact the community.

One of the primary goals of rhis campus plan and, indeed, the focus of the
University’s efforts, is 10 re-center student life on campus. For that reason, the plan
proposes the creation of new on campus spaces for smudent acrivides including the new
Perfmm Center, the McDanough Arens and the Harbin Field redesign, as well as
otherre areas for informal student use. Each of these projects will soon be
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tdenlity how thr
scheol's Board of
Review operales.

As evidenoed by the atlached leiter, the Umversity's Board of Witsctnis is ehiii Gy progstans 11 pracent and 8 canmmiised (o providing the LR
needed (o ensure its successul implementstisn. (Exhabif Py

This cammitment will survive any change in [eadesship 2ad will ensure that the progiam conftirmes 83 86 ebligation of the lumtititton,

Provide an up-1o-date
cauns of tradilionsl
students, profemional
students, foreipn
students, efe.

The jollowing wpdaies ihe infonnaiiu already provided in Appeadix E 10 1he Campus Flan:

» TheFall enioliment number of tiadsiional full-time undoi graduate siudente is 5840 This compares with Jast year's Fall enoliment mumber of 5744
Fall and Spring enrollment orc averaged to refloct the ecademic year. Hinorically, Spring numbers tange from 6~ (6% less then Fell numbers due
(0 students sludying sbrosd, mid-yeas gradustion, withdrmwals, etc. When (he projected Spring numbers arc svesaged with Gie Fall smbes, the
projection is 5603 which is Jess than the prajection of $577 previously included in Appendix E (o the plen,

¥ Excluded from irsditianal full-lime stdeni numbers re 188 non-tadifionsl studenis, such a5 velemns, sfudents aves the age of 25, commulies.

» The graduate number is 2,467 FFTE which is lest than lest yesi®s 2,589 in Appendix E of the Campus Plan

Have the Studen
Councl] address how is
{atends (o reach oul (o
sludenls who bave
disciplinary problems.

The Qeosgetown Universify Student Assaclstion (QUSA) will be sepamately filing its own 1espanse 1o the BZA.
Student jcpresenislives wei¢ intluded in the Unsversisy Task Force, which developed this program (Exhibit ©)

Addilionally, the pew Vice President for Student A ffajrg — Di, Jusn Gonzalez ~ has mief o severs] otcasions with studeat sepresentatives o review the
changes snd 10 u\m:_n the afudeni community's inpuf.

Ydenstfy how heleop(er
Righls wil) be
monitored 1o ensure
thaf they are used
eyclusively for madical
emergencies,
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McdSisr coordinaies and monitors the helicopser fansporis and musé have the discretionto piovide for tanspon based on the health rocds of the patients.
The helipad is used for trmunia snd Issnsplant patienss as welt o5 oihei types of patients, primanly cusdiac sad neuro-patlent 0 ansports.

In the Campus Plon case, il was estimated thar usage would be approximeiely 12 uips per week, SinoeJuly 1, the 1ol number of tansporis has been 23,

N3



