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P-R-O-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-S 

1:26 p.m. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  The hearing will please come to 

order.   

  Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.  This is the October 1st 

1997 hearing of the Board of Zoning Adjustment of the District of Columbia.  I'm 

Susan Morgan Hinton, your Chairperson.  Joining me today are Laura Richards, 

Vice Chair, Betty King, Sheila Cross Reid, and no one representing  the zoning 

commission.   

  Copies of today's hearing agenda are available to you.  They're 

located to my left near the door.  All persons planning to testify either in favor or 

opposition are to fill out two witness cards that are located on the table in front of us.  

Upon coming forward to speak to the Board, please give both cards to the reporter 

who is sitting to my right. 

  The order of procedure for special exception and variance cases 

will be as follows:  Statement of witnesses of the applicant; government reports 

including the Office of Planning, the Office of Zoning, the Department of Public 

Works, and the ANC; persons or parties in support; persons or parties in opposition; 

and closing remarks by the applicant. 

  Cross examination of witnesses is permitted for persons with a 

direct interest in the case.  The record will be closed at the conclusion of the case 

except for any materials specifically requested.  The Board and the Staff will specify 

exactly what is needed. 

  The decision of the Board in these contested cases must be 

based exclusively on the public record.  To avoid any appearance to the contrary, 

the Board requests the persons present not engage Board members in 
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conversation. 

  Due to the Jewish holiday, which is starting this evening at 

sundown, the Board will be concluding this proceeding at 5:00 p.m.  We're going to 

make every attempt to finish what's on our agenda prior to that time.  If not, at that 

time we'll discuss when we might have to continue. 

  At this time the Board will consider any preliminary matters.  

Preliminary matters are those which relate to whether a case will or should be heard 

today, such as request for a postponement, continuance or withdrawal.  If you're not 

prepared to go forward with the case today, or if you believe the Board should not 

proceed, now is the time to let us know. 

  Does the Staff have any preliminary matters? 

  MS. ROSE:  The Staff does not. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Staff does not. 

  Anyone in the audience?  Seeing non we'll move -- oh, I almost 

missed you. 

  MR. WATSON:  Matthew Watson representing-- 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Please turn the microphone on, sir.  Just hold 

the green button until the light comes on and stays on.  Yes, that one.  It's on. 

  MR. WATSON:  I'm color blind. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  It's on. 

  MR. WATSON:  Matthew Watson representing the Advisory 

Neighborhood Commission.  It was at my request that we are terminating at 5:00 

o'clock this evening, but since we are starting late, the request now is could the 

order of the hearing be changed so that the wellness center is heard earlier in the 

evening, in this session, so that we might conclude.  If we could hear the Ward 2 

cases ahead of the others, it would be appreciated. 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I have to tell you I've already 

considered doing that, and I think probably the most efficient way to move through 

the agenda is to do the other two first.   

  So having said that, let's move ahead to agenda item number 

one. 

  MS. ROSE:  First, application 16256, the application of the 

Church of the Reformation pursuant to 11 DCMR 3108.1 for a special exception 

under Section 216 to establish church programs on the first floor of a structure in an 

R-4 District at premises 226 East Capitol Street, S.E. where 759, Lot 803. 

  Would all persons wishing to testify in this application please rise 

to take the oath.  Would you raise your right hand. 

  (Whereupon, all the witnesses were sworn.) 

  MS. ROSE:  You may be seated. 

  MS. IRMER:  I'm sorry, what do we do -- reporter.   

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Each of you give your name and 

address for the record please? 

  MS. IRMER:  My name is Cynthia Irmer, I-R-M-E-R.  My home 

address is 207 Garden Court, Falls Church, Virginia 22046. 

  MR. WEE:  My name is Paul Wee, W-E-E is the last name, 4517 

Peacock Avenue, Alexandria, Virginia 22304. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  We have the record that you submitted, and we understand 

you're asking to establish a non profit church program. 

  MS. IRMER:  Yes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  If you could just very briefly explain 

the church program? 
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  MS. IRMER:  Yes, we'd be happy to do that.  I also, excuse me, 

have printed out, if that's helpful to the Board at all, I can give you copies of that. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes.  Please hand them to the 

Secretary. 

  MS. IRMER:  The Lutheran Church of the Reformation is a 

church that's located at 212 East Capitol Street, and on that premises operates the 

church building itself, the church proper as well as church office and another building 

that is used for a residence and also for Sunday school and for tutoring children from 

southeast D.C.  Those buildings are not in question here, but that forms the major 

part of the church property. 

  The other piece of the property that is at issue here is located at 

226 East Capitol.  And I wrote 260 I just noticed on the notes I handed you.  I'm 

sorry, that should be 226 East Capitol.  It's a building that was donated to the church 

some 30 years ago by a member of the congregation on their death.  Since that time 

it has been used by the church for public service.  The folks who take care of the 

church live there, so it's also used as a residence.  They live there, they have them 

there, and they will continue to live there and take care of the church. 

  On the first floor of that building, in the past there was a church 

program operated out of there that was tutoring for kids, which we now do out of 

another building, but that was used for tutoring.  All volunteers ran it, and just for 

kids in the neighborhood and mostly in southeast Washington. 

  The program that is currently there, the church program currently 

there, we call Luther Institute.  And as you can see on the document that I handed 

out has three specific items of -- three specific things that it does in service to the 

surrounding community on Capitol Hill.  It sponsors what we call the public affairs 

sector.  I wrote "seminars."  It's a public affairs "sector," which is a discussion, a 
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deep discussion interrelationship between public policy, ethics, the community and 

the church.  And it's open to the community.  It's sponsored and set up by and 

serviced by all volunteers.   

  We've had Chief Justice Rehnquist, Eleanor Holmes Norton, 

Senator Paul Simon, folks like that from the D.C. Government, in the federal 

government who come and speak to neighborhood folks and members of our church 

who come and get involved in those dialogues. 

  It also arranges for the placement of college students from 

around the country, not at this building, but in different internships on a volunteer 

basis throughout the District with Congress, at the White House, and Amnesty 

International.  And also it founded and sponsors the annual Capitol Hill Achievement 

Awards which honors folks on Capitol Hill who have made specific contributions to 

the community. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you.  I think that that's clear. 

  MS. IRMER:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And I'm glad to see that you've 

actually gone through and addressed each section of the regulation -- 

  MS. IRMER:  Yes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- because that's something else we 

need.  And instead of having you read it to us, why don't you just give us one minute 

to read it for ourselves. 

  MS. IRMER:  Sure, that would be great.   

  Is everybody done?  Very good. 

  You have addressed the regulations and you have explained the 

nature of your program.  You're here under special exception.  Is there anything else 

you need to add? 
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  MS. IRMER:  No, I think not. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, very good.  Are there any 

questions from the Board members? 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We'll move on to reports of the 

government.  We have no Office of Planning report.  We have no Office of Zoning 

report. 

  Is the staff going to make a -- 

  MS. DOBBINS:  I don't think it's required in this case. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Very good.   

  We do have a report from ANC-6B.  Is the ANC here?  No, okay.   

  This is ANC-6B September 22, 1997.  We had ANC propose the 

application in June because I thought it was here under Section 217, and its status 

here under Section 216.  They are in support of the application, and the letter seems 

to meet our regulations so that it will be given great weight.  That concludes the 

government reports.   

  Are there persons or parties in support? 

  Are there any persons or parties in opposition?   

  I believe there is no opposition. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I did not see where the ANC reversed 

its position. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  September 22nd, about a week or 

so. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Okay, thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, you can make closing 

remarks, if you need to? 
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  MS. IRMER:  I think everything has probably been said. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay. 

  MS. IRMER:  Unless there is some questions that you have that 

we need to address. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I think we have no questions. 

  Motion by the Board members? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I move that we grant the application. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  I second. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.  I note in the regulation that 

this would be limited to a period of three years, but the applicant can come back at 

that time to ask for renewal. 

  Having said that, all those in favor? 

  CHORUS:  Aye. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Opposed?  No. 

  MS. ROSE:  The staff will record the vote as four to zero -- the 

application with Ms. King, Ms. Reid, Ms. Hinton, and Ms. Richards to grant with 

conditions --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Summary, no conditions. 

  MS. ROSE:  No conditions, okay.  Summary order. 

  MS. IRMER:  Thank you. 

  MR. WEE:  Thank you very much. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Okay, Madam Chair, the audience has indicated 

that they are not hearing the Board very well, so we'd ask again that you please 

speak into your microphones. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, we will do that.   

  MS. DOBBINS:  And please make sure they're on. 
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  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Mine is one, but I can't hear people 

who are at the desk very well. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  I think only one of those microphones is on. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I'll check. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  And if your microphone is on, Ms. King --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Yes. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  -- when other persons are speaking, if you turn 

your's off, you have a speaker on your microphone. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I understand, but it wasn't working. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We're ready for the second case.  

The second case is application 16261 of Estelle Goldman pursuant to 11 DCMR 

3108.1 for a special exception under Section 2003 to continue to operate a retail 

grocery/delicatessen store with basement storage as authorized by Board order 

number 15526 dated September 2nd 1992 in the basement and first floor in an 

FBOD/R3 District at premises 912 New Hampshire Avenue N.W., Square 28, Lot 

122. 

  Would all persons wishing to testify in this application please rise 

to take the oath.  Would you raise your right hand. 

  (Whereupon, all the witnesses were sworn.) 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Would the applicant please come 

forward.  We need your name and home address please? 

  MR. SMITH:  My name is Adam Smith.  My home address is 704 

North Carolina Avenue, S.E. 

  Good afternoon, Madam Chairperson, and members of the 

Board.  I'm Adam Smith with the law firm of Arthur & Haddon.  I'm appearing this 
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afternoon as counsel to applicants Southland Corporation.  This application seeks a 

special exception for the continued operation of a grocery and delicatessen at 912 

New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Square 28, Lot 122. 

  This is the third time the applicant has requested a continuation 

of the special exception for this property.  The Board granted the special exception 

in 1982 and approved a continuation in 1984 and another continuation in 1992.  In 

its first order the Board found that the addition of a delicatessen use did not have a 

material effect on traffic congestion, noise or litter, and the location and design of the 

store were not likely to cause objectionable conditions in the area.  The Board 

concluded that the store is a neighborhood facility.  

  The Board reaffirmed these findings in its two subsequent 

orders:  The use, structure and operation of the property have not changed since 

these orders except for modifications required by the Board as conditions of 

continuing special exception.  Therefore, the applicant requests that the Board 

approve this application for a ten year period. 

  Our purpose today is to further supplement the record with 

additional testimony from the Southland Corporation and from the manager of the 

store. 

  To my left is Nancy Wade, the market manager.  Ms. Wade will 

briefly discuss the steps Southland has taken to address the concerns of 

neighborhood residents.   

  Ms. Wade is accompanied by Shahla Bahrami, on my right.  Ms. 

Bahrami is the manager of the New Hampshire Avenue Store who is here to discuss 

the operational procedures of the store. 

  First I'll call on Ms. Nancy Wade to testify. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, and before you start, the other 
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people who are here for this case, are there persons or parties in support? 

  Are there persons or parties in opposition?   

  MS. TYLER:  I will --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Tyler, you have to speak into the 

microphone.  You have to speak into the microphone.  I need to know if you're in 

support or opposition? 

  MS. TYLER:  I will be speaking on behalf of ANC-2A.  And we do 

not object to the exception subject to conditions that we have specified. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  MS. TYLER:  And I will specify them again. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Excuse me, could I ask you and Ms. 

Wade if the management agreement has been signed between the ANC and the 

Southland Corporation? 

  MS. WADE:  Are you talking about now, right now, a new 

agreement? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  We have a draft management which 

was submitted to us.  Had that been entered into? 

  MS. WADE:  Not for purposes of this application. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Do you anticipate that you will enter 

into it? 

  MS. WADE:  Yes, we will. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Are you satisfied  --  

  MS. WADE:  With conditions --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  -- the conditions therein are to bind 

you in this case? 

  MS. WADE:  -- yes, we agree with all of the conditions except 
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the length of time. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  The three year term? 

  MS. WADE:  The three year term. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Is there any other opposition in the 

room?   

  Okay, we can move ahead then with this.    Yes? 

  MR. TYLER:  Ma'am, I --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You need to come to a microphone, 

if you're going to speak to the Board. 

  MR. TYLER:  -- ma'am, I'm a Board member of the Foggy 

Bottom Historic District Conservency.  In terms of opposition or support, we would 

support conditionally the application, but not the period of ten years for the Board's 

approval. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, thank you. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Please state your name?  We didn't get your 

name for the record, sir. 

  MR. TYLER:  My name is Arthur Tyler, 949 25th Street, N.W. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, having established that there 

is no opposition we are going to move through an expedited hearing, which means 

you have submitted a very complete record and all the Board members have read 

that.  And we understand that your request is to continual the use that's been 

established of the property.  I'm going to ask you to stand on the information in the 

record unless there was anything additional that you felt you needed to submit at 

this time. 

  MR. SMITH:  I think, as you said, Madam Chairperson, that the 
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record is complete.  The only issue from our perspective is the time --  

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  I cannot -- I'm sorry.  Please speak 

into the mic or speak a little louder please.  We can't hear you. 

  MR. SMITH:  I'm sorry, Madam Chairperson.  I'm sorry.  I think 

that the only issue that we have from our perspective is the timing.  And the 

Southland Corporation has agreed to the conditions in the management agreement 

except for the timing issue. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You might want to address that now 

then. 

  MR. SMITH:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Explain why three years isn't --  

  MR. SMITH:  As I stated in my introduction this is the fourth time 

that the applicant has appeared before the Board for this location.  It's the fourth 

time in the past 16 years that the applicant has come before the Board.  And, as I 

said, there have not been any material changes in the storage use structure or 

operation during this period.   

  To require the applicant to return in three years not only clutters 

the calendar of the Board, but it is a burden on the time of other elected officials. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  Really, could you expand on 

that point, about the elected officials?  No, I'd love to hear the answer to this. 

  MR. SMITH:  Sure, Ms. Richards.  If you notice, some of the 

correspondence from the Foggy Bottom ANC was included in the material submitted 

on September 17th 1997.  There a series of letters, one to Ms. Wade, all from 

Commissioner Tyler, and each one of them contains a paragraph that mentions the 

time burden that this issue has placed on the ANC in the area who are elected 

officials, but uncompensated. 
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  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  Thanks. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  For the record could you specifically 

adopt the testimony that you just handed us as being the testimony? 

  MR. SMITH:  Yes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, very good. 

  MR. SMITH:  As well as the testimony of Ms. Wade and Ms. 

Bahrami. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That is actually what I mean. 

  MR. SMITH:  Yes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Are there any questions from the 

Board members? 

  Let's check for government reports. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:   I didn't see any. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I don't recall any. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  There is an ANC. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  No report from either office.  We'll 

move on to the ANC. 

  MR. SMITH:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We're moving to the ANC. 

  MS. TYLER:  Thank you, Madam Chairperson and members of 

the Board.  My name is Maria Tyler, and I've been authorized by ANC-2A to testify 

on behalf of this case. 

  ANC-2A at its regular public meeting on July the 16th with proper 

notice given and a quorum being present unanimously passed Resolution 97-A on 

case number 16261.  Copies of ANC-2A resolution with four attachments and a draft 

management agreement were filed with the Board on September the 22nd, and I 
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assume that the Board members have the submission of ANC-2A with the 

attachments. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We do. 

  MS. TYLER:  Thank you. 

  A small technical correction has been proposed on page one, 

paragraph three, line two of the resolution.  And that I would like to hand it over to 

you now.  It is in Italics, and it is just a minor technical correction.  The one on the 

third paragraph in Italics. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Did you have --  

  MS. DOBBINS:  Five. 

  MS. TYLER:  Thank you. 

  ANC-2A does not object to the application for a special exception 

provided the approval does not exceed a period of three years.  And the draft 

management agreement attached to the resolution is executed and incorporated in 

the BZA order. 

  Since the BZA hearing and decision in July 1991 on the previous 

application for a special exception the Foggy Bottom Overlay District was created by 

decision of the Zoning Commission and it came into effect in April 1992.  It is 

incorporated in a 11 DCMR in Section 1521.  The boundaries of the Foggy Bottom 

Overlay District coincide with those of the Foggy Bottom Historic District, a map of 

which is attached to our ANC resolution. 

  The building in which the 7-Eleven is situated is a contributing 

building in the historic district, being a townhouse of over 100 years old.  The 

Overlay District was created in order inter alia to protect and enhance the residential 

and historic character of the Overlay District. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Tyler, I hate to interrupt, but --  
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  MS. TYLER:  Specifically --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- we have read this.   Your report 

actually is very detailed and we have read it. 

  MS. TYLER:  Yes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And we do understand.  And I need 

you to bottom line --  

  MS. TYLER:  All right. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- this for me. 

  MS. TYLER:  Specifically it was down zoned or rezoned to R-3, 

which gives us much more protection. 

  I would like to refer briefly to the experience during the period of 

the special exception that has recently elapsed.  At the time of its approval --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Tyler --  

  MS. TYLER:  -- I would like to zero in on the fact --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- it's thoroughly documented in this 

report.  And I have to tell you when I read this, I was really impressed because it is 

so fair in the way that you have documented not only the good, but the bad, and 

that's very unusual.  Usually people come in front of us and, you know, it's one side 

or the other.  And I think that this is incredibly detailed as to not only the benefits that 

this has had, but also in terms of problems, and it clearly documents what the 

agency and other neighbors have done to try to enforce some of the conditions and 

try to eliminate the impact.  So I think we understand that. 

  MS. TYLER:  All right.  In that case I will just use my last 

paragraph to emphasize that we do need the three year time period.  And it will not 

create difficulties for the management, but it will protect the neighborhood.  And the 

final two paragraphs state the following: 
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  Another factor influencing ANC-2A's position with respect to the 

management agreement that the Overlay District is under continual pressure from 

the non residential development.   

  Let me quote from Section 1521 11 DCMR "The Foggy Bottom 

Historic District is a unique resource to the city and must be preserved and 

enhanced.  Given the high density development pressures caused by the proximity 

of the central employment area, the George Washington University, medical clinics 

and hotels, strong protection is needed to retain the historic district's low scale 

residential character, its human scale -- and is historic character.   It is important that 

the operation of the 7-Eleven is fully consistent not only with 11 DCMR 2003, but 

also with 11 DCMR 1521." 

  Since the issuance of the last order the protection afforded to our 

residential community, in other words, has been strengthened. 

  Finally, with respect to the granting of the special exception 

ANC-2A is convinced that the strict time limit is essential.  It is the combination of the 

management agreement and the strict time limit of the BZA order that provides the 

protection needed for the Overlay District.  Without that time limit, which was strict, 

relatively strict, it was five years, we asked for a one year at the time because the 

traffic situation was so unacceptable, but we were given five, but we are asking for 

three years because we feel that that is a reasonable request that will not impose a 

hardship upon the applicant. 

  Should any additional factors be brought up by later witnesses I 

would appreciate the opportunity to comment on them, if necessary.  I thank you, the 

Board, for affording me the opportunity to present the case for ANC-2A. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you.  You have made a very 

thorough record and we appreciate that. 
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  Are there any questions from the Board members? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  No.  Any questions from the 

applicant? 

  MR. SMITH:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Are there persons in support who 

want to speak?  Please come forward. 

  Because of o9ur severe time constraints this afternoon, we are 

going to ask all persons testifying to limit their comments to just a few minutes. 

  MR. TYLER:  Ma'am, I will speak very quickly.  My name is 

Arthur G. Tyler.  I reside at 949 25th Street, N.W.  I am a Board member of the 

Foggy Bottom Historic District Conservency. 

  The conservency supports the ANC position.  I would like to 

emphasize that in our view the question of the signing the management agreement 

is essential.  And that, as I understand the discussion, has been agreed to. 

  The other matter about which there is a difference of opinion is 

the question of the time limit of your own decision.  The applicant's representative 

stated that the correspondence that took place over various matters took up the time 

of public officials, meaning the ANC I presume, and therefore it was undesirable to 

have that.   

  Now, I may say that the problems that have arisen, which I am 

familiar with, were ones that had to do with the day to day running of the store, they 

had nothing to do with the question of how long the Board's decision was in effect.  

And indeed I would argue that, if the Board's effect had been for a matter of ten 

years, the conservency at least would have asked the ANC to bring the matter to 

this Board's attention because for the problems to go on for a matter of ten years 
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until the ten year period was up would have been too much. 

  I think to me that was a somewhat disingenuous argument, but 

I've given my reasons why I believe that.  So the conservency would support the 

application provided that there is a management agreement and provided that there 

is a limit to the time of the Board's order.  And ten years would, in the conservency's 

view, be much too long.  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  Are there any questions? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  None. 

  Are there any other persons in support?  

  Are there any persons in opposition?   

  Closing remarks, by the applicant? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  If you feel you need to make any. 

  MR. SMITH:  I will make it brief, thanks. 

  I just wanted to respond to the last remark made, and I feel that 

the letters from Commissioner Tyler speak for themselves and don't need to be 

interpreted.   

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I have a question for you. 

  MR. SMITH:  Sure. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  When will the management 

agreement be signed? 

  MR. SMITH:  The management agreement can be signed as 

soon as the timing issue is worked out.  Either if an actual year number can be 

agreed on by both sides, or whether it's taken out of the management agreement 

because, as I've stated before, the Southland Corporation and the applicant agree 



21 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

with all of the provisions in the management agreement and are ready to agree to 

that now, save the year issue. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay. 

  Are the signatories present today? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Ms. Tyler is here and the chair of the 

ANC is here. 

  MR. SMITH:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Southland Corporation is represented 

by officers and counsel. 

  MR. SMITH:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  So the answer is yes. 

  MR. SMITH:  The signatories from the applicant's side are here. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  Is the applicant's willingness to 

sign contingent upon a favorable time? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  No, he said the removal of the time 

from the agreement. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  I was wondering if -- the 

applicant didn't prepare for it.  Was the applicant, you know, what would the 

applicant's position be then? 

  MR. SMITH:  You're asking if the time, if the reference to a time 

period were eliminated completely? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  She said if the BZA puts a time limit, 

imposes a time limit? 

  MR. SMITH:  I would have to ask the applicant. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Well, the trick is the BZA --  

  MR. MOORE:  Good morning, Madam Chairperson.  Jerry 
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Moore, firm of Arthur & Haddon.   

  Ms. King, the applicant will abide by any order that the BZA puts 

on it with respect to the time limit.  The management agreement, there is no dispute 

with respect to the management agreement.  And the parties are prepared to carry 

that forward with one exception and that's the time period.  As soon as the Board 

decides on the time period of the application, then the management agreement can 

be signed. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, very good.  So all we need to 

do is decide the time.  I don't think we really need any other information at this point.  

I appreciate it. 

  Do I have a motion? 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Yes -- 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  -- approval with three years. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Second. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Approval on a time limit of three 

years and it's seconded. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  No, that was not part of my --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Well, Ms. King seconded. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  I didn't say three years. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Laura did. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Laura did. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Oh, oh, I'm sorry. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  And I seconded. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  So we have a motion on the table for 

approval with a time limit of three years. 
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  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Okay, thank you.  Can we have some 

discussion? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  I was persuaded by the 

showing made by the neighbors in making the motion and with putting in that time 

frame.  I thought that the record contained enough sort of adverse community 

impact to warrant --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Can you speak up? 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  -- I thought the record 

documented enough adverse impact over a period of years to warrant the short time 

frame. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I agree.  And we have seen that 

short time periods generally provide motivation for applicants to comply with 

conditions.  

  So any other discussion? 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Yes.  I would go on record as 

recommending a time year time frame.  Only because I feel that for the most part the 

applicant has complied.  There has been some situations wherein there have been 

some problems, but those problems seem to be ameliorated within the management 

agreement. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Can you speak up. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Those problems in regard to some 

litter -- oh --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Is that on? 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Okay, in regard to litter, some of the 

problems as far as traffic and the like, I contend that any business establishment will 
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have at some point some kinds of problems that are not going to operate perfectly.  

And I think you look at the willingness of the applicant to respond to and to comply 

with the wishes of the community must also be taken into consideration, so that's the 

basis for my recommending the five years. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.  And I want to note for the 

record that the applicant has agreed to sign the agreement. 

  MR. SMITH:  That's correct. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:   

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And having said that, all those in 

favor? 

  CHORUS:  Aye. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Opposed? 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Aye.  Only on the basis of the year. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Right. 

  MS. ROSE:  The staff will record the vote as three to one with 

Ms. Richards --  

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Or I abstain.  The motion is to approve 

for a three year period, that's the motion, you can't separate them.  Either you vote 

with that or you're opposed to that. 

  MS. ROSE:  The vote is three to one with Ms. Richards, Ms. 

King and Ms. Hinton to grant for a period of three years.  Ms. Reid opposed to the 

motion. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.   

  MS. ROSE:  And the order needs to acknowledge the existence 

of the agreement and the Board's understanding that the applicant is willing to sign. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, we can do a summary order. 
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  MS. DOBBINS:  Yes, there was no opposition. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Summary order. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  A modified summary order. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, that brings us to the last case 

we have. 

  MAN:  Three hours. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  But we're going to do it in two.   

  The last case is application 16276 of the George Washington 

University pursuant to 11 DCMR 3108.1 for a special exception under Section 210 

for further processing under an approved campus plan for construction of a health 

and wellness center in an R-5-D District at premises 2301 G Street, N.W., Square 

42, Lot 847. 

  Would all persons wishing to testify in this application please rise 

to take the oath.  Please raise your right hand.  Okay, everyone who wants to testify, 

please stand. 

  (Whereupon, all the witnesses were sworn.) 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  The applicant can come forward.   

  Are there any requests for party status in this case?  And, if so, 

you need to come forward to a microphone. 

  MR. WATSON:  The Advisory Neighborhood Commission is 

already a party having submitted? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes, automatically. 

  MR. WATSON:  If I could preliminarily, there has been an issue 

raised on notice in this matter, and that's particularly with regard to the Potomac 

Plaza Terraces Apartments. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  What you offered as a preliminary -- 
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once we get to the case. 

  MR. WATSON:  I though we had the case, I apologize. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We are going to do party status first.   

  Anyone requesting party status needs to come forward.   

  Ms. Miller, your name and home address for the record? 

  MS. MILLER:  I'm Dorothy Miller.  I'm Vice President of Columbia 

Plaza Tenants Association.  I live at 2440 Virginia Avenue, N.W., and that's 237 in 

the District. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And your seeking party status? 

  MS. MILLER:  Yes, I am.  And I had party status in the other 

cases as well. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  As an individual or on behalf of 

Columbia Plaza? 

  MS. MILLER:  To represent Columbia Plaza Tenants. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Association.  And this building is 

located in proximity to the site? 

  MS. MILLER:  We are just across the street. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Immediately across the street? 

  MS. MILLER:  They moved it 70 feet closer to us. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.  The party status is granted -- 

  MS. MILLER:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- for the Columbia Plaza Tenants 

Association. 

  MS. BECKER:  I'm Eleanor Becker.  I am the President of the 

Foggy Bottom Association, which is the largest civic association in the area of this 

case.  And we have had party status in past cases.  I live at 2528 I Street, N.W. 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.  Why can't your views be 

represented by the ANC? 

  MS. BECKER:  Because it's a different organization. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I understand that. 

  MS. BECKER:  I am supporting them.  I'm supporting their 

opinions, but it's a different organization. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I understand it is. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Which organization? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  She's saying Foggy Bottom 

Association is different than the ANC. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Is Foggy Bottom requesting party status as a 

party in support or in opposition to the application? 

  MS. BECKER:  In opposition. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  It was granted in the previous case? 

  MS. BECKER:  Yes, it was. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, so granted. 

  And, Ms. Miller, you were in support or opposition? 

  MS. MILLER:  Opposition. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Any other request for party status? 

  MS. TYLER:  My name is Maria Tyler.  I request party status.  I 

am Commissioner for ANC-2A03. I realize that our ANC chair is already testifying in 

behalf of ANC-2A, but I would like to testify just for my own district in opposition.  Is 

that possible? 

  MS. DOBBINS:  No.  Ms. Tyler can ask for party status as her a 

person, but the ANC has to speak as a concerted party. 

  MS. TYLER:  Right.  I would like to correct it then in accordance 
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with the guidance.  I would like to speak as a private person in opposition, testify in 

opposition. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  As a person and not as a party? 

  MS. TYLER:  Exactly.  Well, I would like to have party status. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, if you want party status as an 

individual, you have to show why you have a specific interest in this case.  Do you 

live within 200 feet of -- 

  MS. TYLER:  No, but my neighborhood is very badly affected by 

GW's expansion, and I would like to --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Right, and those issues would be 

covered under the ANC.  For an individual to get party status you have to show how 

this would impact you as an individual. 

  MS. TYLER:  My individual property. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- as an individual. 

  MS. TYLER:  Could I show that during my testimony, that my 

individual property --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You have to show it now.  We have 

to establish party status now. 

  MS. TYLER:  My property is just across the street from a 

cooperative which has been virtually totally taken over, the cooperative which 

housed D.C. taxpaying residents just a number of years ago through this incredible 

expansion of George Washington University beyond its campus boundaries de jure 

and de facto.  That property, the cooperative, has been virtually entirely taken over 

by students and the behavior of the students has created objectionable conditions --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  This has to be tied to the subject 

application, the application that's in front of us, not the general things that the 
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university is doing. 

  MS. TYLER:  I would say that this particular subject, namely the 

site that is under consideration before the BZA, should be used for student housing 

and not for further preempting the available land on the campus that is available to 

build, construct housing in order to get them off our neighborhood. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, okay, thank you.  I haven't 

heard anything that would indicate that you have a special interest in this -- property 

that would grant you party status as an individual, so you're going to be denied.  But 

you are free to speak as a person. 

  MS. TYLER:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Mr. Watson? 

  MR. WATSON:  Watson. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Mr. Watson, as a preliminary matter -

-  

  MR. WATSON:  As a preliminary matter, there's been an issue 

raised as to notice in this matter, particularly the Potomac Plaza Terraces 

Apartments.  The response from George Washington University was that notice was 

given to the proper party as listed on the tax roles of the District of Columbia.   

  We would like to submit as evidence contrary to that to the Board 

copies of the tax bill that comes to the Potomac Plaza Terraces as well as the 

assessment notice from beginning of 1995, more than two ago, indicating that the 

tax roles of the District of Columbia do not indicate the address to which notice was 

served. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Madam Chairman? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  As the Office of Zoning is responsible for notice 
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  Assuming that all of those are met, there is no indication that 

there was not notice given here.  Now, the law does not require that an applicant 

give any notice to any specific person like that, so the Board needs to make some 

determination.  And you don't have to make it based on what they've submitted to 

you, you make it based on the notice that was given by this office of this application. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Right. 

  MR. WATSON:  I would only state --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And the Board is going to make the 

determination that proper and adequate notice of this hearing has been --  

  MR. WATSON:  -- we would like this for the record, since the 

contrary is already in the record.  The --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  It's not necessary.  It's the Board's 

determination --  

  MR. WATSON:  -- I --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- the Board is making the 

determination. 

  MR. WATSON:  -- I understand.  We're just requesting that this 

be part of the record. 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Right.  And I'm saying no. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  What is --  

  MS. DOBBINS:  It really doesn't matter. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We don't need it, we don't need it.  

The Board is making a determination that proper and adequate notice has been 

given. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  But I'd like to see -- than include 

things in the record.  If he wants to make -- you should -- I wouldn't want to preclude 

a statutory party like the ANC from making the record they think they might feel is 

necessary to see this through.  So we might put it in the record. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Well, and when you're chairman 

you'll get to make those decisions.  I appreciate your input.  I don't see any reason to 

make this a large record than it already is.  It's the Board's determination whether 

notice was given -- 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  I'd like to vote since it's not, you 

know, a full determination.  I'd just like to register my position on it. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  Or at least have my opposition 

to the ruling noted for the record. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.   

  MS. DOBBINS:  If the Board chooses, the Board can vote on this 

matter and it would set the record fairly clear. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Why don't we vote? 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We would be voting on whether 

proper and adequate notice has been given? 
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  BOARD MEMBER REID:  That's correct, that's correct. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  We're voting on whether or not --  

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  That was what I wish to have, 

you know, clarified. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Yes, we're voting on whether or not 

the material that he requested be submitted for the record --  

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  That is my contention, you 

know, not that I don't -- I don't have a problem with the adequacy of the notice, I 

have a problem with not letting people supplement the record to preserve what they 

might feel is an appeal that I share.  And I'm perfectly happy to vote on that. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Either the Board would vote on it, or the chair 

would change her ruling. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Fine, I'll change my ruling.  Would 

you please submit it for the record. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Since we've gotten into such a hassle 

over this, I think it might be very useful for us to go on record as expressing our 

conviction that adequate notice was served in this case. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Is there a consensus by the Board that 

adequate notice has been given in this application? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Yes. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Okay, the record will reflect that it is the 

consensus of the Board. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, we're ready for the applicant.  
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I would like to get a sense of timing on this.  We are adjourning this hearing at 5:00 

o'clock.  If we don't conclude by then, we're going to have to continue.  I would 

prefer that we finish it by 5:00, so --  

  MR. MOORE:  As would the University, Madam Chairperson. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Pardon me? 

  MR. MOORE:  As would the University prefer to be finished by 

5:00. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And how much time do you think the 

applicant will need? 

  MR. MOORE:  The applicant will need approximately an hour. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Does that include the time for people 

to cross examine you, or are you going to be making a presentation for an hour? 

  MR. MOORE:  The presentation is an hour.  I can give you no 

estimate with respect to cross examination. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Let try to move through that as 

quickly as possible, and in under an hour, if we can do that. 

  MR. MOORE:  I'll be mindful of the Board's direction. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We have two parties in opposition.  

Could the parties let me know approximately how long their presentations will be? 

  MS. DOBBINS:  You need to come to the microphone please. 

  MR. WATSON:  The Advisory Neighborhood Commission is 

submitting testimony for the record, and we'll be short in our presentation.  However, 

I cannot predict what the cross examination will take, we'd be guessing. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We're asking you to predict what 

your presentation will be? 

  MR. WATSON:  The presentation is probably going to be under 
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an half an hour. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Half an hour is really an awful lot of 

time.  The applicant has the burden of putting on the record what the proposal is, 

and the other parties don't have to do that.  So do you have witnesses, does the 

ANC have witnesses that they're going to call? 

  MR. WATSON:  The ANC will call them.  We will attempt to do it 

shorter than that.  I'm giving you an estimate not knowing exactly what's going to be 

presented. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I need to have the shortest amount 

of time -- 

  MR. WATSON:  The shortest amount of time, probably 15 

minutes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Miller? 

  MS. MILLER:  My opposition to take 15 minutes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Do you have witnesses, Ms. Miller? 

  MS. MILLER:  No, but I have --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That's fine, thank you. 

  And Ms. Becker? 

  MS. BECKER:  I'll take about five minutes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  Okay, let's proceed and let's try the best we can to keep to these 

time limits so we can all be finished today. 

  MR. MOORE:  I'll do just that, Madam Chairperson. 

  Good afternoon, Madam Chairperson, and members of the 

Board.  I'm Jerry Moore, III of the law firm of Arthur & Haddon appearing this 

afternoon as counsel for the George Washington University. 
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  This application seeks further processing under --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  We can't hear. 

  MR. MOORE:  -- campus plan to authorize the construction and 

use of a new health and wellness center within the approved boundaries of the 

campus at the university at 2301 G Street N.W.  The proposed building will be used 

for intramural sports activities.  

  This proposed structure and use is consistent with the District of 

Columbia's comprehensive plana, generalized land use maps that designate and 

promote the site institutional uses.  The proposed building is also consistent with the 

underlying R-5-D, D as Delta, zone district which is mapped over the entire square 

and much of the neighborhood.  

  As you know, a university use is permitted in the R-5-D District 

with the special exception approval of this Board.  The use that is proposed herein 

fits within permitted zoning authority as to use, as to bulk, and as to height.   

  Our case consists of five themes which in some we offer as 

sufficient bases to merit the approval of the zoning relief that is requested.  First, the 

use is absolutely consistent with the designated use for the site and the university's 

approved and existing campus plan. 

  That plan clearly endorses the university's proposal to construct 

a support with residential structure on certain preferred sites within the university's 

downtown campus.  The plan also identifies Plat 847 in Square 42 as an appropriate 

location for the university to build some 75,000 and 100,000 square feet of gross 

floor area for that purpose.   

  This Board has found that Square 42 "contains a significant 

amount of vacant university-owned property and thus represents a development 

opportunity area" for the university to pursue that support with residential purpose.  
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In its final order approving the campus plan the Board also specifically found that 

Square 42 is a "preferred site for any one of five land use categories that are 

approved in the plan including support activities." 

  The support activity that was approved by the Board for this site 

clearly includes the athletic facility that is proposed here.  The approved campus 

plan goes to provide that "building requiring less accessibility including athletic 

facilities and support services will be located on the periphery of the campus."  The 

site proposed herein at 2301 G Street, N.W. is clearly on the periphery of the 

campus. 

  In BZA application number 15942 the Board reaffirmed its 

approval for health and wellness use on this site provided that the university met the 

special exception criteria of the zoning regulations as to impact on neighboring 

properties. 

  Second, the university has reoriented the access to the building 

away from St. Mary's Episcopal Church, reduced the bulk of the building and created 

a buffering plaza garden area so as to diminish the impact that the building will have 

up St. Mary's Episcopal Church.  The result of these actions as it affects the church 

property will be expressed into the record today by the university's architect and, 

we're pleased to note, by the representatives of St. Mary's Episcopal Church. 

  Third, the university has reprogrammed the uses it proposes for 

the health and wellness center by eliminating all health care facilities as directed by 

the Board. 

  Fourth, the university has obtained a traffic analysis which 

considers the traffic and parking issues associated with the campus plan, the actual 

traffic and parking related experience of the building approved since the campus 

plan, the existing traffic and parking conditions without the health and wellness 
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center, and the traffic and parking conditions that will obtain with the approval of the 

this center. 

  Fifth, the approval of this plan will not adversely affect the use of 

neighboring property because of noise.  We have an acoustical analysis.  Traffic, an 

expert traffic study is in the record.  The number of students, there is evidence in the 

record and testimony that will be given today substantiating the fact that the center 

will not cause anymore students that exist in the currently approved levels of the 

campus plan, or other objectionable conditions.   

  We are pleased that the university has earned the support of all 

the property owners within Square 42 as well as many of those owners in other 

nearby squares.  We will present evidence that this applicant has endeavored over 

the past three and one half years to gather the evidence and the support necessary 

to put a substantial case into the record.  

  We are hopeful that you decision will be made easier by the 

detailed land use and planning discussions that have already been submitted.  The 

written case will be supplemented and highlighted by the testimony and the exhibits 

that you will hear and see this afternoon.  The technical evidence will be offered by 

persons who this Board has recognized as experts in their fields in previous BZA 

cases. 

  Now, first, Dr. Al Ingle, the Associate Vice President for Business 

Affairs at the university, will present testimony on behalf of the board of trustees, the 

president, and the vice president and treasurer.  He will speak to the overall 

philosophy of the health and wellness center and of the extraordinary efforts that the 

university has made to effectively respond to the community and to Board concerns. 

  Second, Mr. Michael Peller of the university will discuss and 

define the uses that the university proposes with respect to the health and wellness 
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center. 

  Third, Mr. Eric Moss, AIA of the architectural firm of Ira St. 

Gross, a person who has been accepted by this Board as an expert planner and 

architect, will detail the physical attributes of the project, the project area, the land 

use considerations, and the planning merits of the proposed project.   

  Mr. Moss will be joined in his testimony by Michelle Honey, a 

registered architect who is Director of Architecture, Engineering and Construction for 

the university.  Ms. Honey also has been accepted by this Board as an expert 

planner and architect.  

  I think the Board is familiar with Louis Slade of Grove, Slade & 

Associates, who has undertaken a traffic and transportation analysis of the area in 

the context of the proposed use.  He too has been accepted as an expert witness by 

this Board.  He is ably assisted by Ms. Nicole White of his firm.   

  Gross Slate's report is in the record, but for your convenience 

Mr. Slade and Ms. White will highlight their findings and conclusions in testimony 

this afternoon. 

  We trust that you will find our evidence to be substantial, 

efficiently presented and persuasive.  In the absence of any questions, Madam 

Chairperson, I'm ready to call our first witness. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Any questions? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  No. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  No. 

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Please do. 

  MR. MOORE:  Thank you. 

  I'll call Dr. Ingle to testify.  Sir, would you give your name for the 
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record? 

  DR. INGLE:  My name is Al Ingle. 

  MR. MOORE:  And your home address, sir? 

  DR. INGLE:  933 25th Street, N.W. 

  MR. MOORE:  Are you employed, sir? 

  DR. INGLE:  I'm employed by the George Washington 

University. 

  MR. MOORE:  And are you familiar with this application? 

  DR. INGLE:  Yes, I am. 

  MR. MOORE:  Have you prepared testimony in support of the 

application? 

  DR. INGLE:  I have prepared written testimony. 

  MR. MOORE:  Would you give that testimony to the Board 

please, sir. 

  DR. INGLE:  Thank you. 

  First, I must apologize for this fall allergy.  I hope I make it 

through.  Good afternoon, Madam Chairperson and Members of the Board of Zoning 

Adjustment.  I am Dr. Al Ingle, Associate Vice President for Business Affairs at the 

George Washington University. 

  I am here today representing the board of trustees, President 

Steven Gerald Tractenburg of the university, and Vice President and Treasurer 

Louis H. Katz.  Collectively we are pleased to have the opportunity to present our 

revised and improved plans for the development of a health and wellness center on 

our campus. 

  This revised plan represents a collaborative effort among the 

board of trustees, the president, the owners of the properties on Square 42, 
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community property owners and residents, expert designers and architects, and the 

proud students of our university to respond effectively to the challenges that this 

project has presented.  The university has committed substantial resources to this 

proposal.  More than 50 staff people from the university have worked on 

development.  And more than $2,250,000.00 has been spent to date. 

  Today we are pleased and comfortable to present a plan that 

represents the highest and best use of our campus property at 2301 G Street, N.W.  

This property is included within the approved university campus plan and has been 

designated for institutional purposes in the District's Comprehensive Plan Act land 

use maps.   

  The site of our proposed building has been zoned for high 

density residential institutional use since 1958.  The existing surface parking use 

was first officially sanctioned by the BZA in 1959.  Thereafter the Board of Zoning 

Adjustment regularly granted the university continued authority to use this site as a 

surface parking lot as a quote "interim use."  The time has finally come for this 

interim dormant use to become a productive one.  

  Why does the university need a health and wellness center?  

Like the many other universities in our city and the region, our institution strives to 

remain competitive in the marketplace for the best and most diverse students that 

the market has to offer.  To do so the university is very mindful that it must offer both 

academic and support programs that offer students the very best university 

experience that the very best academic institutions in our region and country offer.   

  An organized health and wellness program has become a 

desired and necessary offering for competitive universities.  Other universities in our 

region like Georgetown University, American University and James Madison already 

offer their students a health and wellness center activity.  It was toward this end that 
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the university proposed and this Board approved the concept and location of a 

health and wellness center.  This site was proposed by the university and approved 

by this Board as an element of the campus plan for the year 1985 through the year 

2000.   

  As you know by a narrow vote of three to two the Board 

disapproved our previous building plan for the site.  At the public meeting in which 

this vote occurred, there was much discussion among Board members about the 

adverse impacts that the health and wellness center would have, as then proposed, 

on the structure of St. Mary's Episcopal Church and other neighboring properties.   

  Subsequently the university undertook to engage in earnest 

negotiations with church representatives to create a building design and usage 

profile that is mutually acceptable.  The university also closely read the concerns 

expressed by the Board in its final order of February 21st 1997, and consulted with 

other property owners on Square 42 and beyond.  Now, after extensive analysis, a 

revised traffic study, survey of student needs, and site and use evaluation, we are 

pleased to present a substantially revised and improved health and wellness center 

for 2301 G Street N.W. 

  Now, I would like to take just a moment of your time, if I may, to 

call your attention to this map or plot plan to my right which shows the western 

portion of the campus plan and the western portion of Foggy Bottom.  I think it's a 

good idea just to refamiliarize the Board with the location of this proposed site.  The 

blue are university buildings, the green are residential buildings, and the orange, if 

you will, are institutional buildings of other types.  

  You'll note that we have bulletized the site at 23rd and G Street 

being the center of our development site, and we have shown circles emanating 

from that bullet in 100 foot increments, moving outward in all directions.  We have 



42 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

taken considerable time to have sensitivity for those who are within the 300 foot 

radius or 100 yard radius of that building site, all of those on Square 42 that I will 

mention here today, as well as those across the street at the Remington South, as 

well as to the west, the Western Presbyterian Church and the Potomac Plaza 

Terrace.  These along with a number of residential properties in the triangle to the 

south are the property owners where we focused our attention as we looked at the 

impacts that may occur as a result of our construction. 

  I believe that the fruits of our efforts in this regard to effectively 

address the concerns of the property owners on Square 42 will manifest themselves 

through the testimony and letters of endorsement of those property owners close to 

the site.  We have had conversations with Mr. Peter Geolot, an officer of the Odd 

Fellows Association.  Mr. Geolot on behalf of the Odd Fellows has given his 

endorsement and has provided a letter of support to this record, and Mr. Geolot is 

here today to testify on our behalf. 

  Through meetings and presentations to the Board of Directors of 

St. Mary's Court, directly to the west, and their administrative leadership, the 

university and St. Mary's Court have entered into an agreement that ensures a 

positive position for St. Mary's Court, and it supports the project.  A letter of support 

has been submitted to the Board for the record. 

  Our discussion with Rabbi Serata and David Itkin of the Hillel 

Fellowship has led to a strong endorsement for the construction of a health and 

wellness and wellness facility.  This endorsement has been put in writing to the 

Board and Mr. Itkin is here today to testify accordingly. 

  Of course we are most pleased that the leadership of St. Mary's 

Episcopal Church, immediately to the north, and their legal counsel are here today 

to express their support for our project.   
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  All of us have worked very hard to create a building and use 

program that is consistent with our campus plan, not inconsistent with the 

institutional land use designated of the Comprehensive Plan, and respectful of the 

rights and needs of the surrounding property owners.   

  As they must, our efforts in this regard have extended beyond 

the boundaries of Square 42.  We have recognized the spirited concern with which 

members of some of the community groups at large have responded to the health 

and wellness at this location.  I can attest to you today that the university has made 

ever reasonable endeavor to present its plans to the community at large here and 

consider their concerns and incorporate those concerns into the design and use of 

the center.   

  We have met with the Western Presbyterian Church at 24th and 

G Street immediately to the west of the development site, as well as the residents 

and leadership of the Remington Apartments building at 24th and G immediately to 

the south, and with the Potomac Plaza Terrace residences at 24th and H Streets 

immediately to the northwest.  All of these bodies have expressed their written 

support to me and to this record of the Board for our revised plans. 

  I have personally overseen our effort at community outreach, 

extending our plans and asking for input from 3,816 residents of the area, including 

every registered voter of Foggy Bottom.  I offer here for the Board's review a typical 

copy of that notification and request.  In general the results of that outreach have 

been supportive.  This outreach included a letter of introduction, a number of things 

that the university has done with the community, a description of the health and 

wellness center, a chronology of events leading up to this hearing today, a list of the 

design modifications that we have proposed during this period of development, as 

well as your notice to the community and request on the part of the university for 



44 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

input from the people in the community related to the project, so that we may take 

appropriate actions. 

  The university has gone further in our outreach.  Collectively it 

has met numerous times with the Advisory Neighborhood Commission 2A and West 

End Citizens Association and the Foggy Bottom Association.  We have respectfully 

listened to the concerns expressed in those meetings and have endeavored to 

incorporate all corrective measures that are possible into our plans.  I submit into the 

record for your review a schedule of the many meetings, at least 25 such meetings 

about the health and wellness that are a part of our comprehensive effort to be a 

good and responsible property user. 

  Additionally, the university has canvassed on a door to door 

basis the residents of the triangle immediately to the south of Square 42 and has 

found much support and little opposition to our revised plans.   

  I also present here a folder that has been developed and 

supplied and presented to over 150 residents in the Foggy Bottom neighborhood.  

This folder explains our project and seeks each resident's input and support for our 

plans.  The folder contains much of the information that was sent to the voters, plus 

plot plans, elevations, and other information regarding the programming that we plan 

to take place within the building.  This information was given to residents in 

numerous meetings, particularly handed out in a door to door canvas to the 

residents in the triangle south of the property so that they could have an opportunity 

to respond to our development plans and to help us to move forward. 

  The project before you is extremely important to the students of 

the George Washington University.  And our student leadership have signed a 

resolution to the BZA in this regard, and that is available for you today for the record.  

And our student leadership is here today to testify regarding their resolution in 
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support of this much needed health and wellness center. 

  We have heard concerns with respect to campus security.  Non 

student users and visitors to the campus and traffic circulation to and on the 

university's property.  The university has responded by maintaining a strong and 

continuous security program as always to establish strict criteria for the use of its 

facilities and to work with the citizens and the government of the District of Columbia 

to maintain a reasonable vehicular and pedestrian traffic circulation pattern on our 

campus. 

  Both Mr. Peller, the GW Executive Director for Student Services, 

and Mr. Slade, our Traffic Analyst of Grove & Slade will speak to you today to the 

resolution of these issues that are before us.   

  The George Washington University is a modern and thriving 

institution that continues to provide educational opportunities to many of our citizens, 

city citizens and our nation's top students.  The university mapped that goal in its 

campus plan and presented it to the Board, this health and wellness center at this 

location, as a means of achieving that goal.  The Board approved our campus plan 

in 1993, and they approved the use of this site for the health and wellness in 1994.   

  In so doing, the Board has made it clear that the only question 

relating to this case of this site as the health and wellness center is the quality of the 

design and usage profile with respect to our proposal's impact on neighboring 

property.  We and other property owners on Square 42 and beyond have answered 

that question with our new and revised plans and our written support to this Board. 

  It is in this spirit and with the concern of the Board and the 

property owners of Square 42 and other residents of Foggy Bottom that our new 

plans for the health and wellness center have been conceived and presented into 

the record today.  Our purpose today is to highlight the evolution of the design and 
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use of our health and wellness center.  We are confident that we have demonstrated 

that the project should be approved and is in compliance with the District of 

Columbia's zoning regulations.  We thank you on behalf of President Tractenburg 

and Vice President and Treasurer Katz.   

  I am prepared now to answer any questions that you may have 

regarding this proposal. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Are there any questions? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  What I would like to do actually is go 

through all of the applicant's witnesses -- what I want to do is go through all the 

applicant's witnesses and then we'll have questioning at the end, and that will be for 

the Board members and for the parties' cross examination. 

  MR. MOORE:  That will be find, Madam Chairperson.   

  I would next like to call Michael Peller to the stand please. 

  Sir, would you state your name and address for the record 

please? 

  MR. PELLER:  Michael Peller, 5890 6th Street, Falls Church, 

Virginia 22041. 

  MR. MOORE:  And are you employed? 

  MR. PELLER:  Yes, I am. 

  MR. MOORE:  How are you employed, sir? 

  MR. PELLER:  George Washington University. 

  MR. MOORE:  Have you prepared testimony in support of this 

application? 

  MR. PELLER:  Yes, I have. 

  MR. MOORE:  Would you give that testimony please. 
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  MR. PELLER:  Good afternoon, I am Michael Peller.  I am the 

Executive Director for Student Academic Support Administrative Services.  I am 

responsible for the Smith Center, the Marvin Center, resident's -- operations, 

conference and event services, and I am the program officer for the health and 

wellness facility. 

  GW students lead active lives.  In addition to going to school full 

time, most are working 20 hours a week or more, supplementing both their 

classroom education and their pocketbooks.  After their study time and involvement 

in extracurricular activities, it equals a very full schedule.   

  One byproduct of an active life is stress.  While stress is 

necessary for growth, it can be distressing causing students to feel overwhelmed 

and unable to cope.  Trends observed by the university counseling center staff 

suggests that student stress is high and underlies many of the symptoms students 

present during their intake interview. 

  While the counseling center provides one avenue for students to 

learn to cope with stress, it is not the only resource.  Another more socially 

acceptable route for enhancing stress reduction is to exercise.  After all a sound 

mind needs a healthy body.  Remember that not all students have this particular 

interest and that our experience as demonstrated traffic report, student response 

and other surveys, show that our current usage will not grow significantly.   

  The Smith Center is overburdened by its need to provide not 

only an arena for competitive sports, classroom space for many exercise science 

classes, practice and training areas for the 17 intercollegiate sports and teams, play 

areas for the very active intramural program, our cardiac rehabilitation program, 

space for special events, and a facility open long hours to provide a regular program 

of informal recreational activities for the university community.  Thus it falls short of 
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providing the level of services that our students expect from GW.  

  In a recent survey of graduating seniors one in three expressed 

dissatisfaction with the Smith Center's facilities.  More specifically students wanted 

more space to increase and improve the weight training and aerobic equipment 

available for use, a more extensive intramural program, and an increase in the 

number of hours the building is operational for the use by the university community.  

The health and wellness facility is designed to meet these needs.  Moreover, it is not 

designed to serve as an entertainment or student activity center.   

  The Marvin Center, GW Student Union will continue to serve as 

the university's entertainment center and be the hub for student's extracurricular 

activities.   

  This state of the art facility will provide a healthy environment for 

students to develop the leadership, social and interpersonal skills they need 

throughout and beyond their years at GW.  Through a wide range of professionally 

administered recreational activities the new health and wellness center plans to 

provide a comprehensive recreational program for students, faculty and staff, and 

the general community who want to improve their physical and mental health.   

  Education about wellness will be an integral part of the center's 

mission.  And GW School of Public Health will serve as a resource for information 

about nutrition, fitness, environmental awareness, and personal development.   

  This comprehensive facility is carefully designed to provide 

opportunities for a wide range of recreational intramural activities.  However, 

because of space requirements from many of the intramural recreational sports, the 

building occupant capacity will be limited.  The ground floor will house four 

racquetball courts, a weight room containing three weight stations and exercise 

equipment, a classroom which can serve as a meeting space for clinics and 
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seminars related to recreational fitness, as well as an additional multipurpose room.   

  Additional racquetball courts are located on the second floor, as 

is a multipurpose area for aerobic classes to include high/low combinations, high 

impact and step toning and martial arts programs.   

  Gymnasium space which will accommodate a wide variety of 

intramural recreational activities include indoor soccer, floor hockey, volleyball, 

basketball, and ping-pong which will be located on the third floor.  Squash courts 

and additional racquetball courts will be there as well. 

  The third floor mezzanine will include a warm-up and cool-down 

area.  Additional squash courts and gymnasium space and additional aerobic 

equipment including stair-climbers, treadmills, upright and recumbent exercise bikes, 

cross country ski machines and rowing argometers.  An indoor track for walking or 

jogging will be there on the fourth floor.  Also included in the building will be a space 

for a reception area, offices, storage, lockers, a small laundry area, and a juice bar.   

  Extended hours of operations are necessary to meet the needs 

and schedules of very busy students.  For many late evenings are their only 

unscheduled time when they can use the health and wellness center to work out.  

Our experience in current usage show peak use at the noon hours, 12:00 to 1:00, 

and evening hours 5:30 to 7:30 p.m.  I'd like to add that our students are well 

behaved.  And the students which currently use the Smith Center have a particular 

interest at the Smith Center do not use it a means of exhibiting poor behavior.   

  The citizens of Foggy Bottom have expressed concern that by 

locating the health and wellness center on the periphery of GW's campus students 

will be more inclined to live within closer proximity to the center.  We do not expect 

the health and wellness center to have any impact on where they live and the 

general kinds of housing to change in the neighborhood.  Please remember that we 



50 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

have just completed a new residence hall on Square 42 which houses 444 students. 

  As GW approaches the 21st Century it behooves the university 

to provide a recreational facility with extended hours for all those who want to 

participate at times which will fit their particular schedules.  The health and wellness 

center is a necessity for GW to complete its mission of educating people.  Thank 

you. 

  MR. MOORE:  Madam Chair, with the permission of the Board 

I'd like to call Mr. Moss and Ms. Honey please. 

  Ms. Honey, you are a member of AIA and you are a registered 

architect in the city? 

  MS. HONEY:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  And you have been admitted as an expert before 

this Board in the past? 

  MS. HONEY:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  Mr. Moss, you are an AIA and a member of the 

firm of Ira St. Gross? 

  MR. MOSS:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  And you are a registered architect in the city? 

  MR. MOSS:  I'm a registered architect in Maryland and 

Delaware.  I'm represented as an architect for license in D.C.  

  MR. MOORE:  And you have been admitted as an expert before 

this Board? 

  MR. MOSS:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  Madam Chair, we would ask that the Board would 

permit both Mr. Moss and Ms. Honey as expert witnesses for the purposes of this 

application. 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We do. 

  MR. MOORE:  Ma'am, would you give your name for the record 

please? 

  MS. HONEY:  Michelle Honey. 

  MR. MOORE:  And your address please? 

  MS. HONEY:  3299 K Street, Washington, D.C. 

  MR. MOORE:  And are you employed? 

   

  MS. HONEY:  Yes, I am. 

  MR. MOORE:  And how so? 

  MS. HONEY:  For the George Washington University. 

  MR. MOORE:  And you're familiar with --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You need to speak up please. 

  MS. HONEY:  For the George Washington University. 

  MR. MOORE:  And you are familiar with this project? 

  MS. HONEY:  Yes, I am. 

  MR. MOORE:  And you have prepared testimony in association 

with this application? 

  MS. HONEY:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  I'd ask Mr. Moss, sir, would you give your name 

for the record? 

  MR. MOSS:  Eric Moss. 

  MR. MOORE:  And your address? 

  MR. MOSS:  327 Small Court, Baltimore, Maryland 21228. 

  MR. MOORE:  And your occupation is already in the record.  

Have you submitted, have you prepared testimony in support of this application? 
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  MR. MOSS:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  Would you give it please, sir. 

  MR. MOSS:  Okay. 

  MS. HONEY:  Madam Chairperson and Board Members, Eric 

Moss and I, Director of Architecture, Engineering and Construction at the George 

Washington University, will brief you today on a variety of technical aspects of this 

project, the site use, specifics of the building, solar issues, construction impacts, and 

end with a zoning summary. 

  Publications like U.S. News and World Report create a 

competitive environment for perspective college freshmen, encouraging them to look 

at all aspects of the colleges they wish to attend, and they do.   
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  MR. MOSS:  I would like lend my professional experience to 

support that finding.  We currently have a student health and wellness center under 

construction at Virginia Tech, which that institution found necessary to build to 

compete with peer institutions to attract students. 

  MS. HONEY:  Let me preface our comments by complementing 

Dr. Ingle on his in stating that to be competitive, today's institutions must meet 

academic challenges as well as provide facilities and services equal, if not better, to 

institutions in the quest to attract the brightest and best students as well as faculty.   

  At the same time GW, an urban institution, must coexist within 

out existing community.  GW must maintain a sensitivity to its neighbors.  And Dr. 

Ingle mentioned the neighbors within 100 and 200 feet, and I think Eric would like to 

point out the neighbors on Square 42 for us. 

  MR. MOSS:  Yes.  The gray area here represents the project 

site.  The Odd Fellows building is due west.  St. Mary's Court residence is also west 

of the site.  The New Hall, which is the residential hall that was recently completed 
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by GW, which we are also the architects, on the northwest portion of Square 42.  

The Derwood Center is on the northeast corner of Square 42.  And St. Mary's 

Episcopal Church is due north of the site. 

  MS. HONEY:  This revised building responds to zoning issues 

including use, height, bulk and design of the building.   

  Eric will describe the improvements to the sitting of the building, 

modified massing and programming uses.  Eric? 

  MR. MOSS:  Again this gray shaded area is the site.  We have 

put together the Lot 823 with Lot 847.  Sitting improvements are that in so doing we 

are able to create as 70 foot separation now between the north extent of the project 

above grade and St. Mary's Episcopal Church, that's more than twice the previous 

separation. 

  We have been able to do that by reducing the program, as stated 

before, with diagnostic and prescriptive components being removed from the project.  

Also by putting more of the program below grade.   

  The development of this garden, the intent is for use by all 

members of Square 42.  We re providing six parking spaces dedicated to the use of 

St. Mary's Episcopal Church.  We are developing this garden consistent with the 

landscape that you see at the New Hall.  We are using that as a buffer to separate 

and reduce the impact of this facility on the church.  One way that the university is 

trying to encourage the use of other groups on Square 42 to use the garden is by, 

under a separate project, building an accessible route through the physically 

challenged to negotiate the vertical difference between their parking and their 

parking spaces up on the alley, as well as access to there. 

  Another sitting improvement, as mentioned previously, is we 

have relocated the building entry to be off of G Street which further removes any 
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activities associated with building entry from St. Mary's Episcopal Church.   

  We also have vehicular entry here off of 23rd Street.  There is no 

intention by the university to use this alley to service the building.  All service will be 

through the below grade parking structure. 

  We also are separating the building from the Odd Fellows and 

too providing parking spaces dedicated to the users of Odd Fellows on our site.  And 

the public space is going to be developed also to be consistent with GW campus.  

None of these plans again are illustrated by the New Hall. 

  MS. HONEY:  Continuing to emphasize the university's 

sensitivity to the community, GW has reduced the height of the building from 90 to 

80 feet. 

  Eric, could you point that out please. 

  MR. MOSS:  All right. 

  MS. HONEY:  In order to scale the project to the smaller 

buildings on Square 42, including the church, Hillel and the Odd Fellows.  The health 

and wellness building is the same height as the new GW residence hall and St. 

Mary's Court, along with other nearby structures, Ross Hall and Funger Hall, if we 

could point them out.  Probably this drawing would be the best. 

  MR. MOSS:  Could we ask permission to bring a model -- 

  MS. HONEY:  Up to the table. 

  MR. MOSS:  -- up to the table. 

  MS. HONEY:  Would that be a possibility? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Sure. 

  MS. HONEY:  Great.  Photos of the model are already in the 

record. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay. 
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  MR. MOSS:  Maybe for purposes of glare and everything, let's 

go ahead and take this all out so we can point clearly.   

  For reference, this is the proposed site of the health and 

wellness center, this is St. Mary's Court, this is New Hall --  

  MS. HONEY:  Hillel. 

  MR. MOSS:  -- Hillel and St. Mary's Episcopal Church. 

  MS. HONEY:  And as I just stated, and I'd like to just point it out 

that health and wellness is the same height as New Hall, and it relates in height 

obviously lower than Ross Hall, Funger and the university parking garage. 

  This height reduction placed more program below grade, Eric, if 

you could point that out in the section please, as well as minimizing some of the floor 

to floor heights.  These spaces are now, many spaces are now located below grade 

and will sacrifice the benefit of natural light. 

  MR. MOSS:  I'd like to describe these illustrations for you.  What 

you see full rendered is project as presented last time, but you see what the red 

outline here is the new design overlaid on top of the old design.  So you can see 

from the church's perspective both by reducing the height of the building and 

increasing the separation and by vaulting a penthouse, softening the edge of the 

roof, that there's been a significant reduction in the scale of the project and a much 

better relationship to the church.  Along with that, we have moved the tower further 

away from the church.  We've also decreased the height of the tower. 

  MS. HONEY:  Do you want to talk a little bit about the program 

use on the interior, Eric? 

  MR. MOSS:  The terminology of floor levels is maybe a little 

confused by the fact that we've pushed this building further into the ground.  The 

entry level to the building is actually the second floor, which is the main level.  There 
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is a grade difference of about ten feet from 23rd Street to the garden.  What we've 

done in order to accommodate that is we depressed the lobby floor level down to 

meet the street to make a friendlier relationship to the streetscape.   

  We have located a control building university.  It's critical for the 

workings of this building and also for security measures to have one door in, and 

once you're in you see that there is a control desk there because this is a members 

only building.  All people must move through and demonstrate their membership 

before they can gain access to the rest of the building. 

  MS. HONEY:  And let me add that the university's policy is to 

provide perimeter security with one point of access to the building. 

  MR. MOSS:  The spaces on this level are multipurpose spaces 

used for aerobics, jazzercise and martial arts, etcetera, a juice bar for students to 

replenish themselves, and also a lounge --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We're getting into probably a little bit 

more detail than we need at this point. 

  MR. MOSS:  Okay, that's fine, that's fine. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  There is only 20 minutes left for the 

applicant. 

  MR. MOORE:  All right, we will skip ahead. 

  Madam Chairperson, a four by four analysis of the uses of the 

building is already in the record. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  And I just wanted to get it in by expert testimony. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Very good. 

  MR. MOORE:  Okay. 

  MS. HONEY:  Why don't we go to the elevations. 



57 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

  MR. MOSS:  Sure.  Is it worth it to go into the garage or not? 

  MR. MOORE:  No, the tract study will do that. 

  MS. HONEY:  Okay.   

  The exterior elevations, let me add that the exterior materials are 

consistent with the George Washington's current campus standard, and that is red 

brick walls, light architectural precast concrete trim, as soon as Eric gets the 

elevations, he can point it out, factory finished metal window frames with clear glass. 

  MR. MOSS:  Okay, the north elevation -- well, also all elevations 

are traditionally composed of base metal top.  We have reduced the amount of 

architectural precast concrete in response to hearing that that created a monumental 

scale that might be inappropriate in this neighborhood.  We've substituted those 

areas with brick.  Specifically the north elevation -- 

  MS. HONEY:  I was going to say why don't we just skip right into 

the solar issues since the information is on the record.  Maybe one thing you might 

add is the relationship again with the base metal top relative to the church. 

  MR. MOSS:  This is the elevation that faces the church, so this 

portion of that elevation is back significantly, 60, 80 feet.  So this is the only area that 

is facing the church.  And you can see too that because of the level of the garden 

and that ten foot grade change, this wall is effectively 70 feet above finished grade, 

rather than the 80 feet down on G Street. 

  Solar issues, we have a diagram here which is an elevation.  It 

shows dotted to profile the previous scheme.  This represents the current scheme.  

What we have is shadow lines taken on three, well four significant times of the year, 

the two solstices and the two equinoxes.  What is important in this diagram is that 

you can see this line here, which represents the equinoxes, full at equinox, both of 

them, these windows, stained glass windows that are such an issue, are fully in 
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shadow.  What we have done by moving this building back and reducing its height 

now more than six months out of the year there is no impact on the shading or 

shadow on those stained glass windows. 

  And also, if you take into consideration the way the sun moves 

throughout the day and changes during the season, what appears to be in shadow 

there is only part time during the day.  There are limited hours when that shadow, 

potential shadow is cast.  What you see in this diagram, yellow and the two-toned 

gray areas represent the full potential of sun to the stained glass windows.   

  Once you take into consideration the impact of our building, what 

you see here is the area of potential shadow on those stained glass windows.  Once 

you take into consideration the effect of weather in this climate, according to records 

the darker portion represents that amount of time throughout the year that the 

shadow could potentially fall on the stained glass windows.  And bear in mind that 

this area represents from the time it begins to touch the window sill and move on up.  

So I think this diagram shows the very limited area of time that we're talking about 

possibly casting a shadow on those windows. 

  MS. HONEY:  Eric, if you could just add acoustical issues and 

then we'll finish our testimony. 

  MR. MOSS:  Okay.  In our previous scheme we had two studies 

done by our acoustical expert.  Both studies bearing out that there would not be a 

detrimental impact of sound coming into the church.  That study has been revisited 

and by nature of moving our building further away from the church also reducing the 

amount of glazing to the multipurpose space where it was found that the aerobic 

music is the prime concern in our testing, that it not only was good back then, but is 

even better now. 

  MS. HONEY:  Thank you. 
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  MR. MOORE:  Madam Chairperson, the zoning summary as to 

FAR as to height and other zoning requirements are all in the record.  We would ask 

that Mr. Moss' testimony and Ms. Honey's testimony as respects the zoning 

summary be included as expert testimony into the record because it's already there. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  Thank you. 

  I call next Louis Slade of the firm of Grove, Glade & Associates.   

  Sir, your name is already in the record.  Have you done a study 

on the impact of this proposed application on the surrounding properties? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes, I have. 

  MR. MOORE:  And, sir, have you been admitted as an expert 

before this Board in the past? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes, I have. 

  MR. MOORE:  On many occasions? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes, I have. 

  MR. MOORE:  Madam Chair? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  So recognized. 

  MR. MOORE:  Thank you. 

  Would you give your testimony, sir. 

  MR. SLADE:  Madam Chair, Members of the Board, I'm Louis 

Slade.  I am a principal with Grove, Slade, and my home address is 3500 Quesada 

Street in D.C.   

  We were retained by George Washington University to conduct a 

study of the health and wellness center, and also to look at the comprehensive 

picture of development and changes in the transportation system that have affected 

the university since the master plan for the university was approved several years 
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ago. 

  And point by point what we looked at were changes on campus 

since the master plan was approved, changes in the transportation system over the 

last decade or so, the streets and highways and the Metrorail which might affect the 

campus, current conditions on campus, particularly in the vicinity of the health and 

wellness site, other development which may occur on campus, other development 

which is happening outside of the campus.  And then finally the health and wellness 

center itself, and I'll try and summarize this all very quickly, but we took a very 

comprehensive view of this because the Board in its past action on this was 

interested in what's happened on the campus since the master plan was approved. 

  There's only been two new developments on the campus since 

the master plan was approved approximately four years ago.  The New Hall 

residential dormitory, which was mentioned earlier which will have 444 beds in it was 

I believe just opened for this fall semester.  And that is in the same square on the 

northwest corner of the square.  The other facility in the last four or five years is a 

sport court, which is simply an outdoor paved basketball and other recreational type 

court that was put in place of a small parking facility. 

  The bottom line of these two developments on campus is 

probably a reduction in traffic.  With that many more opportunities for students to live 

on campus, it reduces the need for students to live off campus and therefore 

commute to the campus.  So we think it probably reduced traffic on campus. 

  There have been changes in the transportation system that could 

have affected the campus, modifications to the White Hurst Freeway which are 

under construction now, the closure of Pennsylvania Avenue at the White House, 

and the conversion of I and E Streets to a one way pair east of Pennsylvania 

Avenue.  We looked at traffic volumes on the campus streets that are recorded by 
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the District of Columbia on a year by year basis and could find no specific trend of 

change other than a small amount of growth over the past ten years or so.   

  So we don't see that any of the changes to the road network 

around the downtown area and the campus have affected traffic volumes on the 

campus.  

  The completion of the Metrorail system over the last decade 

though has.  The ridership at the Foggy Bottom Station has increased by 11 percent 

since 1985.  It was projected to increase about three percent when the master plan 

was done, so we think this is an indication that more students and faculty are using 

Metrorail than what was even anticipated.  And that was very high even ten years 

ago, it was 50 percent. 

  Next we looked at existing traffic conditions in the vicinity of the 

health and wellness center site, and we looked at seven intersections.  And I'll go 

into details on this, if you have questions.  I'm trying to go through this quickly and 

give you a good overview.  Those seven intersections are around the site and going 

down to Virginia Avenue which is several hundred feet south of the site, and of 

course is a major arterial in the area.  And what we found at those seven 

intersections, under existing conditions, that all of them are operating at level of 

service B or better with one exception, and that exception is 23rd and F Street, 

which is congested and failing during the p.m. peak hour.  We identified that 

mitigation can be implemented to improve that, and I'll talk about that when I get to 

my conclusions. 

  I just want to highlight what's happened with on campus off-

street parking.  At the time the master plan was approved there were about 2,850 

off-street spaces on campus. That number has changed only by seven spaces 

because of those two projects I mentioned, the New Hall and the sport court.  This is 
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within the range that was approved in the master plan of 2,700 to 3,000 parking 

space.  And all indications are that this parking is adequate.   

  However, George Washington University has some off-site 

parking at the Kennedy Center, so on days when there is excessive demand of 

students, faculty, staff, parents who are bringing students to campus can park there 

and there is a shuttle bus back and forth.  And this is fairly well utilized, and it's 600 

to 800 spaces which are available campus.  And that's between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 

p.m. on weekdays. 

  We projected future traffic on the campus in these intersections 

in the vicinity of the health and wellness center, and we did that by looking at six 

projects which are either recently constructed, under construction, about to be 

constructed, or they're seeking rezoning.  These are not campus projects, but they 

ring the campus to the north and the east, and I'll just read the names.  We have 

them mapped, but I think you know their location.  The IFC, the World Bank, the Red 

Cross, the IMF, the Associated General Contractor's Headquarters, and 2200 M 

Street.  As I mentioned, some of these have pending applications, they're not 

necessarily approved but they're, what we understand, are in the works, some of 

which are actually completed and occupied. 

  Then in addition there are three possible future on campus 

developments which could occur in the future.  The media and public affairs building, 

an expansion of the Marvin Center and expansion of the Law Center.   

  So there was a total of nine projects which either are definitely 

occurring or may occur in the future, and we looked at the traffic implications of 

those and forecast how they would impact the streets in the vicinity of the health and 

wellness center to set sort of a future background condition. 

  Finally, we looked at the health and wellness and the nature of 
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its traffic characteristics, and I want you to understand how this facility will operate 

and what it's really serving.  Currently the Charles E. Smith Center is the athletic 

facility, indoor athletic facility on campus.  It serves health and wellness needs, plus 

varsity athletic, intramural athletic and other athletic needs.  All of these things 

happening within a single facility.   

  It's our understanding that the facility in terms of square footage 

per student or any kind of a ratio you might look at is a very low ratio.  The campus 

is poorly served in that it doesn't have the kinds of facilities and the scale of facilities 

that its competitors have. 

  The intention of building a health and wellness center is to take 

those, what I call fitness activities that you've heard about in the other testimony, out 

of the Charles E. Smith Center and move them into a new state of the art facility.  

The remaining athletic activities will stay at the Charles E. Smith, they'll simply have 

more room, and scheduling problems and conflicts will no longer occur or will be 

significantly reduced. 

  So we're simply relocating activity that's currently taking place 

across a street intersection.  Charles E. Smith is at the southeast corner of 23rd and 

G.  Elton Wallis is at the northwest corner of 23rd and G.  It will be very easy to just 

walk across the street. 

  We do expect some expansion because the facilities will be 

better.  And we assume that there are about 2,200 visits a day at Charles E. Smith, 

and we expanded that by about ten percent for total athletic activities per day, and 

took the health and wellness activities and moved them over to the health and 

wellness facility.  So we expect around 1,300 or 1,400 people to walk in those doors 

of the health and wellness facility a day spread out over a period of quite a few 

hours. 
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  We did a survey, the university did a survey at our direction at 

the Charles E. Smith asking people, number one, did you come to campus primarily 

to use the Smith Center or are you here for another reason, classes, you work here 

and so forth and so on.  77 percent said that they were on campus for another 

reason and that coming over to the Smith Center was just incidental to their day.  It's 

as though when you're going to work you have to stop at your health club on the way 

to work.  But 23 percent did make a trip, which they said the primary purpose was to 

come to Smith Center. 

  Now, of course that was everyone at the Smith Center.  It could 

include varsity athletes and people who worked at the Smith Center and so forth.  

But nonetheless that was the split.  Then we asked them how they got to campus, 

and of those people, all of them who came to the Smith Center, 90 percent drove.  

Otherwise they too Metro, walked and so forth. 

  Let me talk a little bit about the health and wellness center site 

from a transportation standpoint.  It currently has 105 surface parking spaces on that 

site.  It's a surface parking lot.  The health and wellness will have 145 spaces within 

the garage.  The current users of the 105 spaces who are campus people, students 

and faculty, will continue to park there.  They'll be eligible to park in the health and 

wellness garage as they currently park on that corner.  The remaining capacity is for 

people who work at the health and wellness who choose to drive, and anyone who 

might be eligible with their campus permits to park in this facility.  Presumably some 

health and wellness visitors will park there. 

  We developed an estimate of the hour by hour arrival and 

departure patterns at the health and wellness center throughout the day, so we 

could take our total population of about 1,300 or 1,400 visits and spread it out 

through the day to look at traffic patterns.  We did this work this summer and we had 
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data from existing fitness facility, albeit it was a commercial facility in a dense urban 

setting where the market or the people using it were really office workers and 

residents in the area, not college students. 

  So the pattern of hourly demand that we used was from that kind 

of facility, not from Charles E. Smith.  But this fall we were able to go to Charles E. 

Smith and look at the patterns while I was at Charles E. Smith and we compared the 

two.  We did all our analysis using the first one and frankly I think we over estimated 

the level of demand that health and wellness will generate, but you'll see that the 

traffic volumes generated are very low. 

  What we found though when we looked at the hourly patterns at 

Charles E. Smith was that it had a lot more activity in the middle of the day between 

9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m.  That's logical because college students have more free 

time available in the middle of the day between classes than office workers and 

residents do.  So we expect more activity than you normally would have at a facility 

like this in the middle of the day which are the peak hours of campus activities, 9:00 

a.m. to 4:00 p.m.  There is another peak in the evening, and that's consistent with 

any kind of fitness facility, around dinner time.  Some people work out before and 

some people after dinner in a facility like this. 

  Based on all that information we estimated the volume of traffic 

generated by the health and wellness, and I'll just give you a couple of numbers, and 

you get some order of magnitude here.  I think the maximum accumulation of cars in 

the garage just for health and wellness would occur about 7:00 p.m., and that 

number is about 17 cars.  And the maximum arrivals and departures of cars at the 

health and wellness just for health and wellness activity was a dozen arriving and 11 

leaving during that peak hour at 7:00 p.m.  Throughout the rest of the day it ranges 

in less than ten vehicles arriving or departing in any one hour.  And we think these 
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are conservatively high numbers, and especially conservatively high because we're 

simply relocating the traffic from across the street to this location, but yet we assume 

in our analysis it was all new traffic. 

  Now, the bottom line is traffic impact, we looked at those seven 

intersections, and as I mentioned one was failing and the others were operating at 

very good levels of service.  When we added the development from the nine other 

developments that either are happening or may happen, those levels of service all 

still stayed within the acceptable range, except of the course the one that was failing 

continues to fail.  When we added health and wellness had almost no impact, 

measurable impact.   However, when we looked at the failing intersection, we 

determined that by re-timing the signals at 23rd and F and 23rd and Virginia, we can 

improve the operation of that signal and get it to work at a better level of service, C 

or D.   

  So we think that, first of all, health and wellness will have no 

measurable impact itself whatsoever because of the nature of the people that it 

serves and their very low use of automobile, and really just relocating them across 

the street.  There is one problem intersection that can be mitigated.  

  Let me talk about the site plan for a moment.  I just have a 

couple points.  As I mentioned 1445 cars will be the capacity of the garage.  The 

entrance to the surface parking currently is on 23rd Street, which is a two-way minor 

arterial.  We're moving the entrance to G Street.  We see advantages to that 

because 23rd has a lot of pedestrian traffic on it, whereas G Street has significantly 

less pedestrian traffic, so we have fewer conflicts with pedestrians. 

  Traffic will approach the new driveway much in the way it 

currently approaches from the north, south and east on 23rd and G, and all turn right 

into the new garage entrance because G is one-way westbound.  All that traffic that 
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departs will depart to the west with a right turn into that little street and will continue 

to Virginia Avenue which is the major arterial and leave the campus.  Or, if it's going 

east or north, it will go around the block using 24th Street and head back to the east 

or to the north on 23rd.  So there's really very little change in traffic patterns although 

the sort of micro activity at the driveway with the conflict with pedestrians and so 

forth will be improved. 

  One aspect of the garage is important to  note of the operation of 

the facility, there are no loading docks in this building on the exterior as we normally 

see them.  All loading will be within the garage.  And that's possible because the 

facility is designed to use state of the art small-sized trash compactor that can be 

picked up with a truck that can get in the garage, a very small truck, so we don't 

have a big trash truck picking up a big dumpster outside the building.  

  The deliveries are very limited to supplies for the juice bar and 

any janitorial supplies and an occasional maintenance that has to come in, all of 

which will be able to get into the garage.  And so the building is very clean from that 

standpoint. 

  In conclusion from the standpoint of traffic impacts, truck 

operations and pedestrian conflicts, we have determined that this building is really 

beneficial and that it will have no adverse impact on the campus or on the nearby 

community. 

  MR. MOORE:  Thank you, Mr. Slade. 

  Madam Chairperson, our witnesses are available for questions 

that any person may pose. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  Are there any questions from the Board members? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Yes.  While you're here, Mr. Slade, is 
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that correct? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  What plans are you making to mitigate 

the impact on the neighborhood of closing the 105 parking spaces while you're 

building the new building before the underground facility is available? 

  MR. SLADE:  I'm not sure I'm the right person to answer that.  

The construction --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Mr. Moore? 

  MR. MOORE:  We will have Mr. Ingle, Dr. Ingle, please? 

  DR. INGLE:  We have discussed this with the property owners, 

as we said, who we have met with, and we have made arrangements to provide 

parking at our lots as needed.  Anyone who has difficulty parking because we are 

closing spaces along G Street as construction --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Yes, I understand that.  But what I'm 

asking is where the 105 cars that presently park every day on this site, where are 

they going to go? 

  DR. INGLE:  I understand.  They will be in the university garage 

where we have some capacity, and at the Kennedy Center.  We have just recently 

signed an agreement with the Kennedy Center that's reciprocal, where our people 

will park on their 6-800 spots during the day from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., and then 

they will use our space in the evening for their patrons after 5:00 p.m.  And we have 

a shuttle bus that runs every 15 minutes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Would that arrangement include the 

140 spaces in the basement of the health and wellness center which is going to 

have heavy use after 5:00 o'clock in the evening? 

  DR. INGLE:  Those spaces, our campus is not real busy after 
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5:00 p.m.  We have a lot of excess parking. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  But we've just heard that you're going 

to have a very heavy traffic into this building in the evening, did we not hear that? 

  DR. INGLE:  No.  And we do have excess parking capacity in the 

garage in the evening, so. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  There are going to be spectator sports 

in this, I mean any of the sports that are carried out in there are going to have no -- I 

mean there is no room for spectators to watch the basketball games or anything of 

that nature, is that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  Well, Mike Peller is the director responsible for that.  

This facility is designed specifically for the students and the participants, there is no 

space.  When you look at the various levels, the gymnasium and the basketball 

courts barely fit in the space that's provided.  There is no space in the perimeter for 

that kind of activity, nor is there space in the weight room for spectators, or at the 

racquetball courts. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  So should this Board decide to place 

a restriction on any approval that we might give that there could be no spectators at 

any of the events that go on in the new center, you would have no objection? 

  DR. INGLE:  That wouldn't be a problem. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Okay.  Now, do I understand that only 

people associated, students, faculty and staff of GWU, are going to be using this 

facility, you will not be selling memberships to non GWU members? 

  DR. INGLE:  We have no membership plan.  We have to add 

alumni and also have to add people in the community on the square who we have 

agreed on a complimentary basis to allow them to use those facilities. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  So it will be, the users will be not only 
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GWU people, but people from a wider -- 

  DR. INGLE:  It will be students, faculty, staff, alumni and people 

from St. Mary's Episcopal Church and St. Mary's Court, as I -- 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  The alumni could come from 

anywhere --  

  DR. INGLE:  -- as I say, complimentary -- 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  -- in the greater Washington area? 

  DR. INGLE:  The alumni could.  There are very few alumni in the 

District, and they would have to come from outside the District to use that facility. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  But I mean Maryland, Virginia and so 

forth would be using it as well? 

  DR. INGLE:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Okay.  Another question, you very 

well documented your contacts with the institutional, St. Mary's and the other 

institutional people, but what about the neighbors across the street from the new 

entrance? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's the --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  And also -- 

  DR. INGLE:  -- Remington condominium has supported the --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  -- they are the only people across the 

street from your new entrance? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  And they have agreed, they are in 

support of your operation? 

  DR. INGLE:  They have supported in writing, yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  Ms. King, there is a letter that I submitted today 
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from the Remington in support of the application. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Okay, thank you.  I just wasn't quite 

sure.  It was a few minutes ago when we heard where everything was, and I wanted 

to make sure.   

  I have no further questions, Madam Chair. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I just have one question.  Could you 

pull up that site plan that has the buildings in blue and show me where Columbia 

Plaza is? 

  DR. INGLE:  Columbia Plaza is the green area that's south of 

Virginia Avenue.  And this is in 100 foot increments, so that we actually have -- we're 

just barely touching the other side of Virginia at this distance. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  It's --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  That's 300 feet? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- is 300 feet? 

  DR. INGLE:  300 feet. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Beg pardon? 

  DR. INGLE:  It's 300 feet.  The outer ring is 300 feet.  Those are 

100 foot increments, one, two and 300 feet.  I think the first one is 200, I apologize, 

200, and then 100 and two more increments. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  So Columbia Plaza is 400? 

  DR. INGLE:  400 feet. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you.  That's the only question 

I had. 

  We have cross examination by the parties.  And cross 

examination is simply for the purpose of clarifying anything that has been put into 

the testimony.  So, if something isn't clear, you can ask.  This is not the time to put 
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your case on the record. 

  Let me start with the ANC.  Any questions? 

  MR. WATSON:  Yes, do you want me to come to a microphone? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes.  Maybe we should put some of 

the Board's down and we'll let the parties come over to the lectern and use that 

microphone.  

  Mr. Moore, you might want to ask all your witnesses to come up. 

  MR. MOORE:  Sure. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Because I'm not sure where the 

questions are going to be going. 

  MR. WATSON:  Matthew Watson on behalf of the Advisory 

Neighborhood Commission. 

  I will try to identify the witness to whom we're asking the 

question, but if the answer is more appropriate for someone else, please indicate 

such. 

  Mr. Ingle, I believe you talked about the triangle below the 

building.  Other than the Remington apartments, who is the predominant owner of 

property there? 

  DR. INGLE:  The predominant, if I may put this back up to show 

the Board, the predominant property owner is the Remington and then a 

combination in the residential units.  You can see the blue are owned by the 

university, but they are outside the plan and rented to private citizens.  In this area 

here.  And then the green are private property owners and used for residential. 

  MR. WATSON:  How many properties have been demolished in 

that triangle over the past year? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  There was no testimony about that. 



73 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

  MR. WATSON:  There was testimony as to talking to the 

occupants of the triangle below. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes, and there was no testimony as 

to what was demolished.  So please move on, and you need to speak into the 

microphone. 

  MR. WATSON:  I'd like to know who they spoke to.  How many 

private property owners did they speak to below in the triangle? 

  DR. INGLE:  We visited and knocked on door and found 

somebody at every house on that triangle in one way or another. 

  MR. WATSON:  How many non GW property owners did you 

speak to, a number? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Mr. Watson, that question was 

answered, he said they talked to someone at every property.  You need to move on. 

  MR. WATSON:  Again, the question is how many they talked to. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I think the answer is clear enough.  

Move on. 

  MR. WATSON:  I respectfully object.  I don't understand how 

many. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Fine.  Your objection is noted for the 

record. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now you talked in addition to the fact that you 

were going to provide a buffer with a garden to the north of the property, is that 

correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  And what is currently there? 

  DR. INGLE:  There is parking, the university parking plus an 18 
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foot strip which is currently owned by St. Mary's Episcopal Church, a boarded up 

carriage house, and the church has some parking in front of that carriage house. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is the church a designated historic landmark? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  And does that include the outbuildings of the 

church? 

  DR. INGLE:  I don't believe so. 

  AUDIENCE:  Just a minute, he doesn't --  

  AUDIENCE:  Yes, it does. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We will have no comments from the 

audience please -- 

  MR. WATSON:  My question is, have you secured authority, 

have you secured authority to construct the garden you've talked about by 

demolishing a historically designated building? 

  DR. INGLE:  I'm sorry, Madam Chair, I don't understand 

question. 

  MR. WATSON:  He indicates there is a building there which 

belongs to a historically designated church and is part of the church complex.  I'm 

asking whether or not in order to provide the garden, which has been discussed, 

there has been approval granted of this demolition of the historically designated 

building. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Do you know? 

  DR. INGLE:  My answer is I don't know whether it's a historically 

designated building, so therefore I can't tell you or give a further answer to that 

question. 

  MR. WATSON:  Do you know whether GW has researched the 
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issue? 

  DR. INGLE:  I don't know that.  I can't tell you that from my own 

personal knowledge.  We have met extensively with the church and the church has -

-  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You need to just answer the 

questions that are asked, please -- 

  DR. INGLE:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- as briefly as possible. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, if we could clarify that you indicated as to 

the times this was used, and maybe the program manager is the proper person, can 

you tell me again what times the building was intended to be used? 

  MR. PELLER:  In my testimony -- 

  MR. PELLER:  Name please? 

  MR. PELLER:  Michael Peller.  In my testimony I said that the 

peak hours are between 12:00 and 1:00 and 5:30 to 7:30 I believe. 

  MR. WATSON:  That's not the question.  The question is, what 

hours will the building be open? 

  MR. PELLER:  We propose that the general hours of the building 

during the school academic year, which would be different from the summer, would 

primarily be Monday through Thursday approximately 7:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m..  On 

Fridays 7:00 a.m. to midnight.  On Saturdays from 11:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.  And on 

Sundays from 1:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m.  Which are the identical hours which the 

Smithsonian is open now. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is the Smithsonian now open until 1:00 a.m.? 

  MR. PELLER:  Yes, it is. 

  MR. WATSON:  If we can go to the capacity of this building, I 
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believe it was indicated there are two multipurpose rooms, is that correct? 

  MR. PELLER:  That is correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  Why don't we start with the one that's on the 

lower level.  Do you know what the size of that room is? 

  MR. PELLER:  I don't know that? 

  MR. WATSON:  Could we ask the architect then to give us an 

indication of the size of the room? 

  MR. MOSS:  This is Eric Moss.  I cannot tell you the actual size 

of the room.  It's easily identified and easy to calculate, but I don't have that answer. 

  MR. WATSON:  Do you know what the capacity of the room is 

for persons in the room? 

  MR. MOSS:  The capacity is designated by the university's 

intended use. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, do you know what the university's 

intended use is? 

  MR. PELLER:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  And what is the university's intended use? 

  MR. PELLER:  For a variety of programs such as martial arts 

programs and aerobics classes. 

  MR. WATSON:  What is the capacity of the lower level 

multipurpose room? 

  MR. PELLER:  I can't answer that, I don't know. 

  MR. WATSON:  Do you know what size an aerobics classroom 

will be? 

  MR. PELLER:  I don't know, it varies. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is it true the testimony here is that the use of the 
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lower level multipurpose is unknown by the applicant, what the capacity is, is that 

the testimony? 

  MR. MOORE:  It is unknown by these witnesses I believe is the 

testimony. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, we have here the architect, the program 

manager, the vice president, and we have a traffic expert.  Am I to conclude there is 

no way for us to find out how many people are going to be on the lower level? 

  MR. MOORE:  No.   

  DR. INGLE:  I think I can answer that.  I think the answers have 

been honest and truthful, because we don't have that committed to memory.  But let 

me make the point that we have the multifloor, multipurpose room which is 22 foot 

column to column, one, two, three, four columns, so we have an 88 foot long room 

and we have 50 foot with out to the outer walls, so the space is 88 foot by 59 gross. 

  MR. WATSON:  The architect I believe qualified as an expert.  

As an expert architect can you tell me what the capacity of that room would be in an 

auditorium setting? 

  DR. INGLE:  I think that depends.  I think I'm an expert in that, 

being an educator and having a doctorate in higher education administration.  And I 

will tell you that depending on whether it's aerobics, martial arts, dance or classes, 

instructing in forms of exercise physiology, that will vary and that's why it's difficult to 

say.  We know that, if it's a class in aerobics, that you need a lot of space.  Whereas, 

if it's a program in exercise physiology, it's something less. 

  MR. WATSON:  But would you tell me, if the class in aerobics 

were to fill that room, how many persons there would be? 

  DR. INGLE:  We can tell you that, approximate it.  I don't have a 

calculator.  It's approximately 80 to 100 people. 
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  MR. WATSON:  80 to 100 people.  And now there is a classroom 

when you come into the building on the ground level, do you know what the capacity 

of that classroom is? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's an orientation room. 

  MR. WATSON:  I guess I don't know what the difference 

between orientation room and classroom is. 

  DR. INGLE:  That room is 38 by 20. 

  MR. WATSON:  Okay.  If you were to have a class there sitting 

in rows of seats similar to in this room here, how many persons would be in that 

room? 

  DR. INGLE:  It's an orientation room, and I'm not sure if we want 

to quality it as a class because it won't be for a class, it will be an orientation room.  

But I think that we figure four to five square foot per station in the classroom setting. 

  MR. MOSS:  This is Eric Moss.  We've just calculated that room, 

again on the spot here, to be 20 by 40, which is 800.  You put tables and chairs in 

there, it's one person per 15 square feet.  So we can do the math.  

  DR. INGLE:  It's about 30 people, 35 people. 

  MR. WATSON:  About 30 people in that room.  Now, I 

understand on the next level up there is additionally another multipurpose room, is 

that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  And what is the size of that multipurpose room? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's approximately 4,000 square feet. 

  MR. WATSON:  And on the same basis of the type of use for 

aerobics or something else and was going to be in that room compared to the lower 

level room, is that bigger or smaller? 
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  DR. INGLE:  That's somewhat bigger, but not a whole lot bigger. 

  MR. WATSON:  So it would be something in excess of the 

number that was down there? 

  DR. INGLE:  We know that one to be 100 to 150.  We have 

talked about that. 

  MR. WATSON:  So you're saying there could be 150 persons in 

that room? 

  DR. INGLE:  Could be. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, if I can ask the traffic engineer, did you 

use these figures when you were doing your research? 

  MR. SLADE:  No, we did not. 

  MR. WATSON:  Isn't it true that you determined the maximum 

capacity of the multipurpose rooms was 50?  This is page 26 of your report. 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, would it change your view if you knew the 

maximum capacity of the building was some four times the size that you used in 

your numbers? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes, it would. 

  MR. WATSON:  And do you know what the reason is that you 

didn't use actual figures? 

  MR. SLADE:  The actual figures we used were, as reported in 

our report, were representative of activity that's anticipated in these rooms, not the 

activity you described. 

  MR. WATSON:  No, that's not correct.  On page 26 you 

determined the occupancy limits.  What does occupancy limits mean?  It says that's 

the maximum capacity. 
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  MR. SLADE:  In my terminology it was occupancy limits for traffic 

analysis.  I wasn't using it in a legal sense of the term, or the fire code sense of the 

term. 

  MR. WATSON:  You said that charges are that it would not reach 

the occupancy limits.  Now, what does occupancy limits mean then? 

  MR. SLADE:  These estimates that we refer on page 26, table 7 

in my report are estimates of typical activities within each of the rooms and the 

capacity that those typical activities, or the capacity of the room had for those typical 

activities.  So what we've represented is, if every one of these rooms was completely 

filled with the activity that will be usually used for, we could have 295 people in the 

building. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, how -- 

  MR. SLADE:  But of course this never actually happens either. 

  MR. WATSON:  -- how do you get that from the multipurpose 

room, that would be not even one room being used to its maximum? 

  MR. SLADE:  Well, the multipurpose room is principally going to 

be used for the athletic activities that we have described here, not for the activities 

that you've described. 

  MR. WATSON:  But, Mr. Ingle said it would be up to 150. 

  MR. SLADE:  For the activity that you described, which is not the 

purpose of the room. 

  MR. WATSON:  Mr. Ingle, did you not put out in the community 

that there would be a classroom there for 150 persons? 

  DR. INGLE:  No, we didn't.  

  MR. WATSON:  You didn't? 

  DR. INGLE:  We did not, we did not. 
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  MR. WATSON:  If I could present for you to look at, and I will 

introduce it, is this not your brief review of the program that was sent to community 

members? 

  DR. INGLE:  This was a brief that was done considerably before 

we redesigned the building. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, when did you redesign the building? 

  DR. INGLE:  During the past two years after meetings with the 

community.  This was something that was sent out back shortly after --  

  MR. WATSON:  Wasn't it actually sent out in March of this year? 

  DR. INGLE:  No, it was not. 

  MR. WATSON:  If I could introduce for evidence here, a copy of 

what the university had sent out. 

  MR. MOORE:  I believe the testimony is the university sent it out 

before this building was redesigned.  It is not associated with the application that's 

before the Board. 

  MR. WATSON:  I believe -- dates and -- he's under oath here in 

stating whether it was sent out --  

  DR. INGLE:  There's no date on this document, and I can attest 

that this was done --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We understand the question and we 

understand the testimony of the university. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, in going further in the use of this, Mr. 

Program Manager, how do you expect to be using these squash courts and 

racquetball courts, will it be by reservation? 

  MR. PELLER:  Yes, with -- 

  MR. WATSON:  And are they likely to have one reservation after 
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another? 

  MR. PELLER:  That's possible. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, at busy times is it likely that there are 

going to be people there reserving sequentially? 

  MR. PELLER:  Yes, that's possible.  Yes, I would agree with that. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, does that mean that there are going to be 

an overlap of participants? 

  MR. PELLER:  Absolutely.  At the end of one reservation, the 

next set of reservations, those people could be waiting. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, Mr. Slade, did you include in your traffic 

study the notion that there could be overlap of participants in the squash courts, 

racquetball courts? 

  MR. PELLER:  I think we did. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, didn't you actually just use two participants 

of reach squash court? 

  MR. PELLER:  Well, we have people in the warm-up room and in 

the cool-down areas.  Those could be squash participants who have completed a 

game or are waiting to start a game. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, what did you base that on? 

  MR. PELLER:  The size of the room. 

  MR. WATSON:  The size of which room? 

  MR. PELLER:  The warm-up, cool-down room. 

  MR. WATSON:  And where is the warm-up and cool-down room 

relative to the squash and racquetball courts? 

  MR. PELLER:  I don't specifically know where it is. 

  MR. WATSON:  But you assumed it would be used even though 



83 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

you don't know where the room is? 

  MR. PELLER:  Well, that's what its purpose is.  There is the juice 

bar and the social bar too,  you know, you would have a juice after your squash 

game to cool down. 

  MR. WATSON:  How did you count to the number of persons in 

the racquetball courts?  Do you know if any racquetball games would have three 

participants per game? 

  MR. PELLER:  Absolutely it's called "cutthroat." 

  MR. WATSON:  And you're expecting that's the normal time? 

  MR. PELLER:  We did an average based on that the normal 

game is two and some people play doubles, so we said three would be average. 

  MR. WATSON:  And when these are overlapping, those are all 

going to be in the warm and cool-down room and the juice bar? 

  MR. PELLER:  And the locker room and in various places 

throughout the building. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, you also talked about these being used for 

intramural activities, is that correct? 

  MR. PELLER:  That's correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  Does that mean there would be games between 

fraternities for instance? 

  MR. PELLER:  That's a possibility. 

  MR. WATSON:  And there might be games between dormitory 

houses? 

  MR. PELLER:  It's a possibility. 

  MR. WATSON:  And is it your testimony that when people come 

for this sort of game there would be no spectators, other fraternity members coming 
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to watch the grand rivalry between two fraternities? 

  MR. MOORE:  He did not testify to that, sir. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, I'm sorry I didn't use you.  I heard in the 

case from Mr. Ingle that there would never be any spectators here.  Is it your 

contention that when two fraternities are playing in an intrafraternity meet that you 

would have only the players and no spectators? 

  DR. INGLE:  In my answer to that question I was referring to any 

type of formal spectators.  Naturally there are people that may be in the warm-up 

area preparing to play or having just played.  There may be people at the juice bar 

or people in the area that will be watching.  There is no formal spectators for any of 

the events.  That is something that is controlled and it won't happen.  It doesn't 

happen at the Smithsonian and it won't happen there. 

  MR. WATSON:  And is it your contention that you don't expect 

that to come when people come to be playing in intramural competition? 

  MR. MOORE:  That was the testimony, sir. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, let us go further back to the traffic 

analysis.  I think there was an indication that you believed that these would not be 

trips to campus, but would be trips for people who were already on campus, is that 

correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  Okay.  Now, Mr. Ingle, when are the first classes 

in the day at GW? 

  DR. INGLE:  Well, the very first classes are at 7:00 or 8:00.  The 

primary core classes begin 9:00 to 10:00. 

  MR. WATSON:  What classes start at 7:00 o'clock? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That amount of detail is not 
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necessary. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, it is necessary because it has to do with 

the traffic testimony as to when people arrive. 

  DR. INGLE:  There are a number of classes that begin at 7:00 

a.m.  I don't have a list of those.  There -- 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That's enough, thank you. 

  DR. INGLE:  -- is not a large majority. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That's really enough. 

  MR. WATSON:  Okay, when do normal classes begin? 

  DR. INGLE:  I said the core classes begin at 9:00 or 10:00. 

  MR. WATSON:  At 9:00 or 10:00.  If an individual was coming to 

the exercise center before one of the core classes, when would they be likely to 

arrive at the exercise center? 

  MR. MOORE:  Do you know, sir. 

  MR. WATSON:  He's an education doctorate. 

  MR. MOORE:  I asked him did he know. 

  Do you know, Dr. Ingle? 

  DR. INGLE:  I have no specific knowledge of that. 

  MR. MOORE:  Thank you. 

  MR. WATSON:  You indicated though this was going to open at 

7:00 o'clock in the morning.  I'd ask Mr. Slade then again, if it opens at 7:00 o'clock 

in the morning, what are the substantial number of people doing who are coming at 

6:00 o'clock? 

  MR. SLADE:  The hourly distribution which we used was from a 

commercial fitness facility that opened at 6:0 a.m. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, that's fine, but this isn't a commercial 
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fitness facility.  It's opening at 7:00 a.m.  Do you mean, if we had a fitness facility 

that opened at noon, you would use the same figures at 6:00 for people arriving? 

  MR. MOORE:  That is not what he said, Mr. Watson.   

  MR. WATSON:  Well, I would like an explanation as to how he 

predicted the arrivals to this center at 6:00 o'clock.  And I believe he had 85 arrivals, 

isn't that it, in the 6:00 o'clock hour that would be coming to a closed center? 

  MR. SLADE:  Well, I think I explained that.  I don't know how to 

elaborate beyond what I said. 

  MR. WATSON:  Are you telling me that this chart doesn't bear a 

relationship to this facility? 

  MR. MOORE:  That is not what he said, Mr. Watson. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, then I don't understand what he said 

because this facility, it's claimed, is going to have persons coming there at 6:00 a.m. 

  MR. SLADE:  No, the facility doesn't open until 7:00 a.m. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, if you'll look on page 24, I take back the 

number I gave you, the 106 persons are going come in the 6:00 a.m. hour, what and 

who are those? 

  MR. SLADE:  We don't predict that people are coming in at 6:00.  

We do expect some coming before 7:00 a.m. because the facility does open at 7:00 

and there will be some early arrivals.  

  MR. WATSON:  Would the early arrivals leave before they 

opened? 

  MR. SLADE:  This distribution was based, as I said, on another 

existing facility, and we didn't shift it an hour to represent the differential, we just 

presented the information from the existing similar facility --  

  MR. WATSON:  Well, as an expert do you think that's a 
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reasonable method to try to give testimony as to who was arriving at a particular 

facility based on something else? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, let me ask a question then, if you use the 

1,355 number, don't those first 106 have to be spread throughout the rest of the 

day? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  But they weren't. 

  MR. SLADE:  We looked at the effect of that and it might 

increase the number of vehicles in a particular hour from three to four, which would 

have no material effect on the results of the study. 

  MR. WATSON:  You mean you've already looked at this, but 

didn't amend your testimony? 

  MR. SLADE:  We actually looked at, we did a traffic analysis with 

three times the amount of traffic, assuming 30 percent of the people rather than nine 

percent would come by car, and it had no material effect on --  

  MR. WATSON:  Can I go back to the number you gave so --  

  MR. SLADE:   -- on the --  

  MR. WATSON:  -- you said nine percent come by car or 90 

percent, what, it's not been clear in my hearing? 

  MR. SLADE:  Nine. 

  MR. WATSON:  Nine, okay.  Now, you also used for this analysis 

a 10:00 p.m. time.  What was the reason for that? 

  MR. SLADE:  The data we have from the existing facility was 

from 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 

  MR. WATSON:  So again the closing time has nothing to do with 
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this facility? 

  MR. SLADE:  Correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, what's your expectation as to how persons 

would arrive in the middle of the night to the center, do you have any data on that? 

  MR. SLADE:  We don't have any data on that. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, from --  

  MR. MOORE:  I don't believe, Mr. Watson, he testified that 

people would arrive in the middle of the night.  That is not his testimony, sir. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, it's going to be open after 11:00 o'clock.  I 

considered this, and I'll give you my definition, I consider between 11:00 p.m. and 

1:00 a.m. the middle of the night.  Do you expect anyone will arrive at that time? 

  MR. SLADE:  Before 1:00 a.m., but later than 10:00 p.m., yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  And do you expect they'll leave at that time? 

  MR. SLADE:  To go home, yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  And as an expert traffic engineer you expect 

that they'll park at the Kennedy Center? 

  MR. SLADE:  No. 

  MR. WATSON:  Where do you expect they will park? 

  MR. SLADE:  We don't expect they'll use their cars.  They'll be 

on campus and walk to the facility. 

  MR. WATSON:  Do you have any basis for that? 

  MR. PELLER:  I think we can use the Smith Center as a model, 

that are current trends for the students that use the building.  The limited that do at 

those hours are on-campus students. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay --  

  MR. WATSON:  Mainly you're going --  
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- excuse me.  We have spent an 

awful lot of time on cross examination, and we really need to move along.  Do you 

have any more important questions that you need to ask? 

  MR. WATSON:  Yes, I do, but I don't think we can have our time 

constrained on this.  It's quite an important issue and we have testimony by a traffic 

engineer that used numbers having nothing to do whatsoever --  

  MR. MOORE:  That is not his testimony, Mr. Watson --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  First of all, Mr. Watson, you can 

indeed have your time constrained, and that's part of the zoning regulations. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, if we can continue, I will move on to 

others. 

  Can you tell me what the student population is of undergraduate 

and graduate students at George Washington University?  Mr. Ingle, I assume you 

can answer that. 

  DR. INGLE:  It's approximately, the undergraduates are 6,300. 

  MR. WATSON:  Okay. 

  DR. INGLE:  Approximately.  I understand that.  What about 

graduate students? 

  DR. INGLE:  We have a full time equivalent of 18,800 or 

thereabouts. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, you say full time equivalent, and I know 

that's a very nice figure, but people don't -- 

  DR. INGLE:  I'm sorry, I have that backwards.  I'm going to say 

that we have 18,800 and some students, but the full time equivalent are down 

around 15-16,000.  So the total number of students, undergraduate and graduate is 

--  
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  MR. WATSON:  Just about 18,000? 

  DR. INGLE:  -- just below --  

  MR. WATSON:  Would all these be eligible to use the center? 

  DR. INGLE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  How many alumni do you have in the 

metropolitan area? 

  DR. INGLE:  I can't answer that. 

  MR. WATSON:  But does the university have that -- 

  DR. INGLE:  Yes, we do. 

  MR. WATSON:  Can we request that that be done, because 

you're telling us that they are going to be entitled to use the center too, is that 

correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  Alumni? 

  MR. WATSON:  Yes. 

  DR. INGLE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  I believe it would be beneficial then to the 

university as to how many faculty are there, and not full time equivalent faculty, the 

total number of faculty. 

  DR. INGLE:  I can't answer that. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, the indication was this was going to be 

"members only," is that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, do you expect the principal users will be 

students? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's right. 

  MR. WATSON:  What's the incidents of cancer among your 
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students? 

  DR. INGLE:  I can't answer that. 

  MR. MOORE:  What? 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, the statement in here is that it's "In 

cooperation with physicians located in other facilities, this program will develop 

initiatives for women with special medical needs including depression, cancer, 

hypertension, diabetes, chronic fatigue, cardiovascular diseases, pregnancy, 

osteoporosis, premenstrual syndrome, obesity, arthritis and orthopedic limitation."  I 

want to know among your principal members who are you offering these medical 

services to? 

  MR. MOORE:  None of these witnesses have testified at to that 

statement in the record, Mr. Watson.  None of them. 

  MR. WATSON:  The fact is it's in your application. 

  MR. MOORE:  But none of the witnesses have testified, and this 

is cross examination. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, are you willing to drop it from the 

application? 

  MR. MOORE:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Mr. Moore is objecting, and I am 

granting his objection. 

  MR. WATSON:  You gave an indication that you prefer a single 

entry point into the building, is that correct, Mr. Ingle? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's right. 

  MR. WATSON:  Would that be true of the garage as well? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's right. 

  MR. WATSON:  Would the garage be attended until 1:00 in the 
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morning? 

  DR. INGLE:  It may or may not. 

  MR. WATSON:  You don't know the operation of the garage.  Do 

you have an idea of what hours the garage will operate? 

  MR. MOORE:  Do you know, sir? 

  DR. INGLE:  I can't say specifically. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, do you or the program manager have any 

idea of when the garage will operate? 

  MR. MOORE:  Do you know, sir? 

  DR. INGLE:  No, I don't know. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, if the garage is not operating at midnight, 

where will people park? 

  DR. INGLE:  The garage will be open to people -- I think I know a 

way to answer that, and I don't know if it's the proper way.  The garage will be by 

card access.  If one has a card and has an appropriate business there, they will be 

able to access using their card. 

  MR. WATSON:  Will every member of the center have a card? 

  DR. INGLE:  Every member of the university and all the 

population have a card, but only certain people will have access to various places. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, will ever member of the university who has 

access to the members only club have access to the parking facility? 

  MR. MOORE:  Excuse me, I'm not sure, what's the members 

only club? 

  MR. WATSON:  It was referred this was a members only facility. 

  MR. MOORE:  I believe the testimony was that the people who 

would be eligible to use the facility are students, faculty and alumni that are in the 
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area of George Washington University.  There was no testimony this was a club. 

  MR. WATSON:  Members only wasn't my line.  It's in the 

testimony it would be members only. 

  MR. MOORE:  What is your question, Mr. Watson. 

  MR. WATSON:  My question is, will everyone who is entitled to 

use the center have access to the garage? 

  DR. INGLE:  No, they will not. 

  MR. WATSON:  And, if they don't have access to the garage 

when they are coming very late at night, where will they park? 

  DR. INGLE:  They'll park at other places where they have access 

to parking, or they'll park in the university garage and pay a rate that is for 

accommodations on an occasional basis.  They may park at a colonial parking 

garage, or they may park on the street. 

  MR. WATSON:  Late at night, are they likely to park on the street 

late at night? 

  DR. INGLE:  They may. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, does not the facility front on to non-

campus residential areas? 

  MR. MOORE:  What does that mean, Mr. Watson? 

  MR. WATSON:  I'm asking whether the front of this facility faces 

non-campus residential areas? 

  MR. MOORE:  What is a non-campus residential area?  I don't 

understand your question, sir. 

  MR. WATSON:  I'm asking whether you stand at the front door 

and look across, do you see university buildings? 

  DR. INGLE:  Well, you could see some university buildings in the 
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triangle across the street. 

  MR. WATSON:  And those are university-owned residences, is 

that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  Some of those. 

  MR. WATSON:  What is there that is university-owned?  Vacant 

lots? 

  DR. INGLE:  There are other things there.  There's the 

Remington. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is that university-owned?  It's a private 

residential facility, is that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  The Remington is, yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, Mr. Slade, I know you didn't look at 

anything after 10:00 o'clock at night, but can you give us an idea of the number of 

people who may be on that street after midnight? 

  MR. SLADE:  No, but I have been on the campus late at night on 

occasion, and it's a very, very small number. 

  MR. WATSON:  Yes, but this center hasn't opened yet. 

  MR. SLADE:  Well, the Charles E. Smith is right across the 

street. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, if an individual parked across the street 

from this center and started their car, is that a noisy event? 

  MR. SLADE:  I'm not a noise expert. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is it normally residential areas you expect even 

very light traffic in the very wee hours of the morning? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  In this same nature of across the street, what's 
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the ration, Mr. Ingle, or maybe the architect could answer, of the building that you're 

imposing here in the community at 80 feet as compared to buildings directly across 

the street on G Street? 

  DR. INGLE:  I don't understand that question. 

  MR. MOORE:  Would you restate the question.  I'm not sure I 

understand. 

  MR. WATSON:  You indicate this fit in, your testimony indicated 

this fit into the community there by comparing it to buildings to the north on campus.  

I'd like a comparison to the buildings to the south off campus. 

  DR. INGLE:  We've offered the site plan indicating what the 

environment is like, and I can't specifically address that issue. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, could the architects tell us what the height 

of buildings, what's the predominant height of building across the street? 

  MR. MOORE:  Across what street, Mr. Watson? 

  MR. WATSON:  Across G Street, the entrance to the building? 

  MR. MOORE:  Dr. Ingle, I think you can address that question.  

The question is what is the predominant use across G Street, the 2300 block of G 

Street, the triangle? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That's not a question of use, -- 

  DR. INGLE:  Residential --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- it's a question of height?  The 

question is about the height. 

  MR. MOORE:  Height. 

  DR. INGLE:  It's residential and it's a combination.  I can't -- I 

think that you're allowed to have along G Street up to 80 foot high building zoning-

wise, and I'm not sure what the Remington is, and I'm not sure -- and the other ones 
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are two and three and four level townhomes in the distance. 

  MR. WATSON:  And townhomes of two, three and four levels 

would be 30 to 40 feet, is that about right? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  So is it your testimony this building would be 

about double the height of the buildings across the street from it? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's not correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, then I don't understand what the testimony 

is. 

  DR. INGLE:  And I don't understand the question. 

  MR. WATSON:  You said there are townhomes across the 

street, is that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  No, I didn't say that. 

  MR. WATSON:  Then what is directly across the street? 

  DR. INGLE:  I provided the plot plan and I'm showing that 

triangle is outside the campus plan.  And I can testify here what the university has 

within the campus plan. 

  MR. WATSON:  About what percentage of that triangle does the 

university own? 

  MR. MOORE:  Do you know? 

  DR. INGLE:  I --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  There's been no testimony to that 

actually. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  What is the white on the map there?  

There is some green which is houses I believe.  What is the white, is that empty 

space? 
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  MR. MOORE:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  What is -- I mean it's just --  

  DR. INGLE:  That is an area that was purchased by the 

university during the last year to 18 months.  That was put up for sale and was for 

sale a number of years, and the university purchased it. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Are there any structures on that white 

part? 

  DR. INGLE:  No, the structures, more than 50 percent of the 

structures were a safety problem.  They were condemned, and it would have been 

difficult to take down some buildings --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I understand.  Go ahead. 

  DR. INGLE:  -- and we had to down the buildings down. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Those are all, in that, what we're 

referring to as a triangle, all of those green buildings are three to four stories high, is 

that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  These buildings, this building is the Remington. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  That's the Remington and that is how 

high? 

  DR. INGLE:  I believe it's eight floors.  I don't know the height. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Okay, thank you. 

  MR. WATSON:  What does the university intend to do with this 

vacant land? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  There has been no testimony to that 

effect, and he can't answer questions --  

  MR. WATSON:  There was testimony however to parking at the 

Kennedy Center.  Is the Kennedy Center part of the campus? 
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  DR. INGLE:  No, it's not. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is it included in the campus plan for the activity 

at the university? 

  DR. INGLE:  I believe it's in the campus plan that we will 

subsidize our parking with the Kennedy Center parking.  At that time it was a smaller 

number, 200 or 300. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, you did testify as to the land use shown on 

the campus plan and the maps to the campus plan.  And I believe you said this was 

support with residential, is that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  I said it was support/support with residential. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, I guess the Board can look itself.  It says 

here "Support with residential." 

  DR. INGLE:  I think it says "Support/support with residential." 

  MR. WATSON:  If the Board would look at page --  

  DR. INGLE:  Look at page 54 --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We have the record already, and I 

think your question has been answered. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, the area just to the north of that site, what 

is that designated as? 

  DR. INGLE:  You'll have to give me an area, I don't know. 

  MR. MOORE:  That's in the record, Mr. Watson. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, that's why I'm asking because I want to 

proceed from this.  The area just to the north -- 

  DR. INGLE:  I have to know, you have to tell me what area you 

mean, there is a lot to the north. 

  MR. WATSON:  No. 
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  DR. INGLE:  You need to point this out. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, there's your campus plan.  Here is the 

building proposed site.  Directly to the north is designated as what? 

  DR. INGLE:  In the case of this particular drawing on page 54 it's 

listed as "support." 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, is that a different category than the way 

the subject site is listed? 

  DR. INGLE:  On that particular drawing that's correct. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, would you go back to page 48A, is that the 

campus plan document? 

  MR. MOORE:  That is not the campus plan document. 

  MR. WATSON:  Here is the campus plan document.  In the 

campus plan document there is an area to the north.  What's that designated as? 

  DR. INGLE:  Sir, you're pointing out for me the location of St. 

Mary's Court and St. Mary's Episcopal Church, and you're asking a question that 

has nothing to do with what we're talking about.  These facilities are on that space, 

and I'm not sure why you won't accept the answer that I've given you, that it says 

support.  

  MR. WATSON:  GW designate --  

  DR. INGLE:  But that is a church and an old folks home. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is support a different category on the campus 

plan, that, then support with residential? 

  DR. INGLE:  Sir, I would like to answer that question by referring 

you to page 54 which clearly says that the site on Square 42 is "Support/support 

with residential."  That is the campus plan and that is the basis for this --  

  MR. WATSON:  Let's go back to the key to the campus plan.  Is 
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there a category of cross-hatching for support? 

  DR. INGLE:  I've already indicated that what you pointed out --  

  MR. WATSON:  I'm not talking about that location, I'm talking 

about the key to the plan --  

  DR. INGLE:  I've indicated that. 

  MR. WATSON:  -- and one category support, is one category 

support -- 

  MR. MOORE:  I think he's answered that question. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  There has been no, there has been 

no testimony about the other land use categories that are --  

  MR. WATSON:  I know.  What I want --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- excuse me.  There has been no 

testimony about the other land use categories throughout the campus, and this 

proceeding is not reviewing the campus plan.  This proceeding is reviewing this site, 

which there has been testimony what the land use designation is on this site, and 

that is what you are limited to in asking your questions. 

  MR. WATSON:  I respectfully suggest however that what I would 

like to ask now is what is the difference in the campus plan between support with 

residential category and the support category. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And there has been no testimony 

about that, so please move on. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, if I might object and explain why I asked 

him -- 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  No, you may not.  And if you don't 

move on, you're going to lose your opportunity to continue asking questions. 

  MR. WATSON:  I record the objection. 
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  One last question again to traffic engineer.  Did you make any 

estimates of the numbers of students who would arrive early for class? 

  MR. SLADE:  No, we did not. 

  MR. WATSON:  If classes normally start at 9:00 to 10:00 o'clock 

and they arrive early to class, would that push the student into the rush hour? 

  MR. SLADE:  The data that we used for the analysis, as I said, 

was based on another facility that was an existing facility because we did our 

analysis this summer.  Then this fall we obtained some data about arrivals at the 

Smith Center, and the predominant activity was actually during the 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 

p.m. period.  There are arrivals before 9:00 a.m., and those that arrived before 9:00 

a.m. definitely are in rush hour. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, if an individual normally would arrive at 

9:30 and now arrives at 8:00 to exercise, would that move that trip from the non rush 

hour to the rush hour? 

  MR. SLADE:  I mean we're not changing the availability of the 

facility.  The facility is currently available right across the street.  We're simply 

moving it into a new facility on the north side of the street. 

  MR. WATSON:  And there hasn't been testimony.  Have you 

studied how many exercise machines there are in the Smith Center 

  MR. SLADE:  No. 

  MR. WATSON:  So you don't know whether it's the same facility 

or not? 

  MR. SLADE:  It is a health and wellness facility which exists in 

the Smith Center that's being expanded into a new facility. 

  MR. WATSON:  But you're indicating they expanded.  What 

basis do you have for knowing it's being expanded? 
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  MR. SLADE:  Only that I've been told that the facilities are --  

  MR. WATSON:  And how --  

  MR. SLADE:  -- limited at the Smith Center. 

  MR. WATSON:  And these are going to be unlimited? 

  MR. SLADE:  No, the availability of facility does not satisfy the 

students' needs. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is it your estimate then there will be more 

students arriving? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes, we are estimating that there will be more 

students. 

  MR. WATSON:  Have you done any analysis of how many 

students will be pushed into the morning rush hour? 

  MR. SLADE:  We've estimated the traffic using the best 

information available, and there will definitely be arrivals and departures that affect 

the morning rush hour, yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, is that true also in the evening rush hour, if 

a student normally left campus at 4:00 o'clock, now having this center to exercise in, 

exercise in the early evening hours, say 5:00 o'clock, would that be likely to push the 

student into the rush hour? 

  MR. SLADE:  We have addressed in our study the impact during 

rush hours and have determined that it's insignificant.  And there is nothing about 

the new health and wellness center that's going to change the hourly patterns.  The 

hours are the same, but we have assumed there will be more people and have 

estimated the impact of that on -- 

  MR. WATSON:  But didn't you assume that there would not be 

additional trips because the users would already be on campus? 
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  MR. SLADE:  No, that's not correct.  That isn't what I said. 

  MR. WATSON:  Are you saying this will create more trips? 

  MR. SLADE:  That's what I testified to. 

  MR. WATSON:  There will be more trips.  Now, my question is, 

will there not only be more trips, but would some trips also that were not additional 

trips be pushed into rush hour? 

  MR. SLADE:  I don't think so. 

  MR. WATSON:  And what's your basis for that? 

  MR. SLADE:  The hours of the operation are unchanged.  The 

hours of available fitness facilities are unchanged. 

  MR. WATSON:  Are you familiar with what the hours at the Smith 

Center are now? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  And what are they? 

  MR. SLADE:  Same as Mr. Peller testified to. 

  MR. WATSON:  Will you tell me what the hours of this center 

are? 

  MR. SLADE:  They'll be the same as the Smith Center --  

  MR. MOORE:  Madam Chairperson --  

  MR. SLADE:  -- 7:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m., Monday through 

Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to midnight on Friday.  I don't recall the weekend hours right 

now, I'd have to check my notes, but they are less, they are a shorter time frame on 

Saturday and Sunday, and that's just during the school year. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, did you do any comparisons with people 

arriving to and from the Gilman Library? 

  MR. SLADE:  No, we did not. 
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  MR. WATSON:  Did you do any arriving to and from the Marvin 

Center? 

  MR. SLADE:  No. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, aren't those relevant as to students using 

campus facilities?  I'd like the witness to answer. 

  MR. SLADE:  I don't see the relevance. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, as a traffic expert let's consider this, are 

they not students using those facilities? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  And are they not the same students who will be 

using this facility? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  Now, are you saying that is less relevant than 

the relevance of commercial health club facilities somewhere is? 

  MR. MOORE:  That's not what he said, Mr. Watson.  Please 

don't put words in the witenss' mouth. 

  MR. WATSON:  Then let him tell me what he said. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Mr. Watson, about 20 questions ago 

you said you had one last question. 

  MR. WATSON:  This is an important issue. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I am simply reminding you of what 

you said 20 questions ago.  Now, how many more questions do you have? 

  MR. WATSON:  I am not totally sure.  It depends on what 

answers I am able to get, if at all, from the traffic expert as to why he picked a 

commercial facility.  And then I'm going to ask him where this commercial facility 

was. 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Well, in your previous cross 

examination you did ask those questions. 

  MR. WATSON:  No, he never indicated where the commercial 

facility was. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  No, but you asked him why he used 

it as a comparison. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And it's not significant where it is -- 

  MR. WATSON:  -- the Marvin Center or the Gilman Library. 

  MR. SLADE:  It's not a health and wellness facility. 

  MR. WATSON:  That is true, but is it a student facility? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MR. WATSON:  And you're saying the health and wellness 

aspect is more important than the student aspect? 

  MR. MOORE:  That is not what he said, sir. 

  MR. WATSON:  Well, tell me, is the health and wellness aspect 

more important than the student aspect? 

  DR. INGLE:  I'd like to respond to that.  The campus plan 

indicates that the Marvin Center and the Gilman Library are the high density type 

facilities that should be to the center of the campus.  That's on page 48 I believe of 

the campus plan.  And that other facilities such as athletic facilities, and the kind 

we're talking about here would be on a periphery.  That is the answer to the 

question.  That those facilities have a lot of people coming and going.  Some of 

those people may leave those facilities and go to the health and wellness center, 

and our survey says that approximately 22 percent will be on campus doing 

something else, and of those 22 percent nine percent will be by car.  I think that's the 
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answer. 

  MR. WATSON:  Mr. Ingle is not the traffic expert.  He seems to 

have put words in the mouth of the traffic expert. 

  DR. INGLE:  That is a university question and a campus plan 

question that relates to the types of facilities we put in the center of the campus and 

the types we put on the edge. 

  MR. WATSON:  Is the density of use of the Gilman Library 

greater or lesser than the health and wellness facility for the traffic --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  There's been no testimony about 

that, and I'm going to conclude this at this time, Mr. Watson.  We're going to move 

on to the next party. 

  Ms. Miller, Ms. Becker, do either of you have cross examination 

questions. 

  MS. BECKER:  I have one question. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Please come to the microphone. 

  MS. BECKER:  One question has to do with-- 

  MR. MOORE:  What's your name? 

  MS. BECKER:  Oh, Eleanor Becker.  My question has to do with 

what I know to be true, that the university has made a lot of overtures to the 

community, and considering the community concerns that they've heard about at 

various times, particularly in the hearings on the other case, and the feeling that 

many of the people in the neighborhood feel that it is not appropriate to the zoning 

that is classified for that block.  And I guess either, Dr. Ingle or Ms. Honey, did you 

examine other places with the campus more centrally located as alternatives to the 

site on the periphery, and if so, what locations were they and why did you turn them 

down? 
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  DR. INGLE:  Yes, we used the campus plan in reviewing 

possible sites.  Go back to page 54, it indicates preferred sites for this type of facility, 

and this is the only space, the only site that would house anything close to the size 

of facility we needed even, if we took it into the ground, no matter where we put the 

site. 

  At the same time we attempted, and I want to correct the page 

number for the land use, on page 44, where we considered very seriously the 

campus plan related to those kinds of buildings that should be in the center campus 

and those kinds of buildings that should be more appropriately on the edge.  So we 

did consider that, and there are no other sites of the one, two, three, four, five sites 

that are listed, this is the only site that could work. 

  MS. BECKER:  So my understanding is that part of the 

conditions -- in the center, not just -- on the athletic --  

  MR. MOORE:  I'm sorry, ma'am, I don't understand your 

question. 

  MS. BECKER:  I thought one of the conditions for the campus 

plan in some of the earlier documents that I've seen, if a building is to have an 

intense use and an impact on the surrounding area --  

  DR. INGLE:  I'd like to answer that. 

  MS. BECKER:  -- than they do on the center? 

  DR. INGLE:  I think you're right, Ms. Becker, on page 44 it talks 

about "Land use policies guiding the George Washington University through the year 

2000 and beyond are as follows," and on the fifth or sixth bullet it talks about 

"University buildings requiring the greatest level of access will be given the most 

central location with good access to interior circulation.  These include the Gilman 

Library, the Marvin Center, classrooms, laboratories and faculty offices."   
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  Skip down two bullets and then it talks about "Building requiring 

less accessibility will be located on the periphery of the of the campus.  These 

include some residences, administrative offices, athletic facilities, some parking 

facilities and support services."  We used this in our analysis along with the specific 

page related to support to support with academic in that analysis. 

  MS. BECKER:  So you do not believe that this really will have 

intense use or intense traffic, I mean people? 

  DR. INGLE:  As our traffic study and our programming indicate, 

there will be considerable use, but this does not qualify according to the campus 

plan or any reasonable, in any reasonable parameters to be intense use such as the 

Marvin Center, the Gilman Library or even residence halls. 

  MS. BECKER:  That's all I have. 

  DR. INGLE:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Miller? 

  MS. MILLER:  Mr. Ingle said that the police were well trained -- 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Could you please speak into the 

microphone. 

  MR. SLADE:  -- sorry.  I can't quite see sometimes.  You said the 

police were well trained.  Are you aware of the problems that the District police are 

having with your campus police such as cases that are getting thrown out because 

they removed things that shouldn't be removed --  

  MR. MOORE:  There has been no testimony --  

 CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Miller --  

  MS. MILLER:  Well, he said his police were well trained. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- you need to listen.  There has 

been no testimony regarding that. 
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  MS. MILLER:  Well, I can quote him.  He said "Our police are 

well trained" so they have security at night and on the center.  And I was just 

pointing out some of the problems that we're having with the campus police.  I'll 

move on. 

  Then he said his arrangement with the Kennedy Center, are you 

familiar with the renovation plans that are going to take four or five years that are 

currently underway with the Kennedy Center, that they're rearranging the whole 

thing and moving the entrance from the front to the side? 

  DR. INGLE:  I'm not familiar with that specific plan.  I know that 

they are undergoing renovation.  But that is not to affect specifically, in our 

discussions, not to affect our arrangement for the parking because they will continue 

operating and they will need parking for their patrons. 

  MS. MILLER:  The way they told us and the reason I bring this 

up --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Miller, you can't testify. 

  MS. MILLER:  -- all right, okay.  I'm just trying to explain where 

the traffic is going to go. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I understand. 

  MS. MILLER:  Okay.  Then he says he has a letter from the 

Remington.  I would like to have a copy of that -- 

  DR. INGLE:  We submitted that to the Board today. 

  MS. MILLER:  -- I'd like to have a copy of the agreement, he 

says he has an agreement with St. Mary's Episcopal Church and St. Mary's Court 

and it's not in the file, and I haven't seen it. 

  DR. INGLE:  We don't -- I didn't say we had an agreement with 

St. Mary's Episcopal Church, I said that they were here today to testify in support.  I 
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think if you read my testimony, that's what it will say. 

  MS. MILLER:  Now, you said that you took two years to come to 

an agreement with them in your presentation --  

  DR. INGLE:  I said we worked two years on various meetings, 

discussions, presentations, and we have reached agreement with all of the people 

on the square and they have in turn sent letters of support to the Board of Zoning, 

and they are available. 

  MS. MILLER:  Well, we would like to see what was in the 

agreement that you made with them because it seems that you're giving a lot of 

people -- 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Ms. Miller, they don't say that they 

have a written agreement.  They said they have come to an agreement and there 

are letters on file. 

  MS. MILLER:  Well, they had one when they did the dormitory, 

such as this, and they wrote it up, and I spoke with the pastor at the church and 

asked Mr. Netland for a copy and I looked in the file and it wasn't in any of those 

three places, and that there was an agreement made and an agreement written up.  

And we were just trying to get a copy of it. 

  And you mentioned that the houses across the street that you 

bought, and as I recall the newspaper said that they were done in the deal that 

brought you the woman's college over on Reservoir -- not Reservoir, but Foxhole 

Road and the 15 houses that belonged to the woman who left them to Georgetown, I 

mean you all picked up the --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Miller, you need a question. 

  MS. MILLER:  Well, the question I'm asking -- oh, let me get 

back to the question then, as to the houses across the street they bought, and I find 
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that a little incorrect.  Were you aware that they were part of the deal that you all 

made with Georgetown and not --  

  DR. INGLE:  They're not part of any agreement on any other 

property that was purchased or entered into agreement with the university. 

  MS. MILLER:  Well, I have to think on that.   

  All right, then I would like to ask Mr. Slade a couple of questions.  

I'd like to know first if he lives in Washington? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes, I do. 

  MS. MILLER:  And have you been following the problems at the 

City Council of the Georgetown and the George Washington student parking and the 

parking problems in Foggy Bottom? 

  MR. SLADE:  Yes. 

  MS. MILLER:  And you're aware that Foggy Bottom parking right 

now, before you put anything else down there, is 110 percent on the park? 

  MR. SLADE:  I'm aware of the parking problems. 

  MS. MILLER:  Because you seem to think people can find a 

place to park anytime, and that isn't quite true. 

  MR. SLADE:  I didn't testify to that. 

  MS. MILLER:  Then you --  

  MR. MOORE:  Wait a moment.  Just a minute.  I think Mr. Slade 

has to clarify his answer.   You're making a statement there that Ms. Slade doesn't 

agree with. 

  MS. MILLER:  Oh, all right. 

  MR. SLADE:  I didn't testify anything about parking in the 

neighborhood. 

  MS. MILLER:  You mentioned a couple of times that if they 
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couldn't get in the garage, they could park on the street.  I'm sure you did. 

  MR. SLADE:  It wasn't me. 

  MS. MILLER:  Well, someone did.  I'm sorry, I thought it was 

you.  And then you mentioned the buildings that are coming into the area, and 

almost all of them of course are non profit.  And the one that was the most 

interesting was the Red Cross which we were told that you all told, George 

Washington University told the Red Cross, that you all would be doing no 

construction before the year 2000.  Yet today you have mentioned that you're not 

only doing that, you're doing the renovation of the Marvin Center, and I think you 

said one other building. 

  MR. MOORE:  Just a minute.  Madam Chair, with all due respect 

to Ms. Miller, Ms. Miller is testifying here, and if she has a question --  

  MS. MILLER:  Well, I think --  

  MR. MOORE:  -- for these witnesses on the testimony that they 

gave, we'd be happy to answer it. 

  MS. MILLER:  -- well, I think the same person also did the traffic 

report for the Red Cross.  And what I'm trying to get to is --  

  MR. MOORE:  Is that correct, Mr. Slade? 

  MR. SLADE:  No, we did not. 

  MS. MILLER:  -- you didn't do that one? 

  MR. SLADE:  No.  

  MS. MILLER:  Well, they quoted your's, if you'd like to see it.  

They quoted as saying --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That's enough.  Any more questions, 

Ms. Miller? 

  MS. MILLER:  Okay, all right. 
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  Now, also in the original plan of the health and wellness center 

the use of it was going to be by approximately 3,000 people, isn't that correct?  Your 

original plan called for approximate use by 3,000 people? 

  MR. MOORE:  All right, let's talk about the plan before the Board 

now. 

  MS. MILLER:  The plan before the Board never spells it out, 

that's why I'm bringing it up.  I read your whole statement here, and you break it 

down.  You have the students using it, which you're saying there's about 18,000.   

You have the President's Club using it, which nobody has mentioned today, but you 

have mentioned that before, and they are certainly entitled.  The faculty.  And that 

you have made arrangements with St. Mary's Episcopal Church to use it, and you've 

made arrangements with the St. Mary's Court to use it.  And I'm wondering if you've 

also made arrangements with the Remington, if they have finally written you a letter, 

which I haven't seen, and they also use it. 

  MR. MOORE:  Is that a question? 

  MS. MILLER:  Are they allowed to use it, is that why they agreed 

to it? 

  DR. INGLE:  All of the people who we have met with, not just the 

Remington, but all the organization, organized apartment buildings, condominiums, 

co-ops, we have indicated on an as-available basis, if there is space available, we 

would welcome them to come to use the facility.  We used as a model, most recently 

discussed, was Northeastern where they have a standing policy of at any one time 

50 guess, if the space is available, may use the facility.  That is something like what 

we will do, and it's within our control. 

  MR. MOORE:  And this --  

  DR. INGLE:  So as a good neighbor that is what we have done. 
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  MS. MILLER:  -- and this is a part of your community outreach 

program? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  MS. MILLER:  What is Northeastern? 

  DR. INGLE:  Northeastern University. 

  MS. MILLER:  Where is that located? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's in New England. 

  MS. MILLER:  I didn't think it was in Washington. 

  DR. INGLE:  Well --  

  MS. MILLER:  I had one more question, but that one blew my 

mind.  One other thing you said was that there were 105 parking places on the 

current parking lot, is that correct? 

  DR. INGLE:  Yes. 

  MS. MILLER:  And you're going to have 145 parking places in 

the building, on the lower level? 

  DR. INGLE:  That's correct. 

  MS. MILLER:  And I think Ms. King asked about the people that 

were going to be able to use the parking, where they were going to park who are 

currently on the lot.  So that leaves you 40 places for all these people that you're 

going to have using your center, to be able to park in 40 places because there is 

certainly no parking places on the street. 

  DR. INGLE:  There will be 10 to 15 people who work there who 

will have an option to park.  All of them won't accept the opportunity --  

  MS. MILLER:  So that leaves 25. 

  DR. INGLE:  -- and we have already --  

  MR. MOORE:  17 was maximum. 
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  DR. INGLE:  -- there's 17 maximum, and an average of ten 

people an hour who will enter the garage, and that's how we anticipated establishing 

the 140 to 145 parking spaces. 

  MS. MILLER:  Well, that establishes the parking place, but not 

the use.  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  That concludes cross examination. 

  MR. MOORE:  Madam Chair, I would reserve five minutes at the 

end of the hearing for a closing statement, but our presentation is complete. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you.   

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You do get a closing statement. 

  MR. MOORE:  Beg pardon? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You do get a closing statement. 

  MR. MOORE:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We have three parties.  In addition to 

the three parties, how many people plan to testify?   

  So we're not going to be able to conclude today, which means 

we need to decide at what point we want to adjourn.  We can go to 5:00 o'clock.  I'm 

sorry.  We're not going to be able to finish today because we're adjourning in half an 

hour, and there's just not enough time to do all this in half an hour.  We still have a 

report from the Office of Planning, we have presentations from three parties, and 

then we have testimony from -- 

  MR. MOORE:  Madam Chairperson? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  MR. MOORE:  I would suggest that this is an appropriate time to 

end this particular hearing and proceed at the nearest additional date that the Board 
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can accommodate a hearing on this application. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  That sounds like a good idea.   

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.  Actually, I'm wondering 

whether we should get through the parties.  We can get through the parties by 5:00 

o'clock. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  How many parties? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  There are three parties.  One needs 

15 minutes and the others need five minutes. 

  AUDIENCE:  We only have the report of the Office of Planning --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You cannot ask questions from the 

audience.  If you need to speak to the Board, you have to come to a microphone so 

it can be picked up. 

  I'm kind of inclined to adjourn at this point.  Is there something 

that you need to add? 

  MR. ITKIN:  Madam Chair, I am one of the non party people who 

intends to testify. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We need your name? 

  MR. ITKIN:  My name is David Itkin.  I'm a member of the Board 

of Governors of George Washington University Hillel.  It strikes me that the non 

party witnesses who intend to testify, all intend to testify each for less than five 

minutes, while the party who intend to testify I suspect feel limited by 15 minutes and 

want to go even longer than that.  I'm sure there is no way we can get through them, 

but I'm pretty sure you can get through the non party people who wish to testify, the 

other neighbors on the block who have been here all day and who just want to give 

their five minutes and leave. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  How many is that? 
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  MR. MOORE:  The university has no objection to that, Madam 

Chair. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That will be taking our hearing out of 

order, which we --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I think it would unwise. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- you think that would be unwise.  

We've done that in the past. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Have we.  I mean I'll bow to you all. 

  BOARD MEMBER RICHARDS:  How many are there? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  How many persons are there again, 

could we see our hands?  One, two, three, four, five, six, seven. 

  MR. ITKIN:  That would be 35.  I was off by five minutes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Well, then each of these seven 

people, the applicants and all of the parties get to cross examine? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  No, there's no cross examination on 

persons. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We have seven.  Who among those 

seven people cannot testify in three minutes?  So we are going to do this in 21 

minutes, okay.   

  Can you wait? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Yes. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, 21 minutes.  I have to ask the 

parties, are the parties willing to take this testimony out of order? 

  MR. WATSON:  Will we have the Office of Planning today?  

You're saying we will not have the Office of Planning? 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We will not have the Office of 

Planning.  When we start the hearing we will have the Office of Planning first and 

then we have the three parties when we continue. 

  MR. WATSON:  We haven't received an Office of Planning.  I 

guess what I'm concerned with is, there is considerable discussion here as to 

documents introduced which have not been provided to parties. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, all the --  

  MR. WATSON:  We don't have --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  -- excuse me, I'm going to answer it 

right now.  All the information is in the record and the record is available, so anything 

that's come into the record today, all the parties have a right to come in and look at, 

and that's including the Office of Planning report -- 

  MR. WATSON:  Has an Office of Planning report been submitted 

is my question? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes, it is submitted and it's in the file. 

  MR. WATSON:  The Office of Planning report was made in a 

timely fashion --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Right, it's in the file. 

  MR. WATSON:  -- and we have no say if it was put on the record 

or not? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Right.   

  Is that no objection then from the parties? 

  MS. TYLER:  As a non party -- my testimony would be influenced 

by the report of the Office of Planning --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, it's available.  We'll let you 

read it and you can testify last, okay. 
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  MS. TYLER:  Yes, but my question is can I then testify the next 

time? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  No.  All the information from the 

Office of Planning is in the written report.   You have an opportunity to read it right 

now before you give your testimony. 

  MS. MILLER:  May I ask how long?  Can we ask how many 

pages it is and how long?  And is there only one copy that all of us are supposed to 

read at one time? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  It's in the record and the parties had 

an opportunity to review the public record before the hearing. 

  MS. MILLER:  I come down every week --  

  MAN:  It is four and a half pages. 

  MS. MILLER:  Huh? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  It's four and a half pages. 

  MS. MILLER:  Four and a half pages.  Because I come down 

every week and check everything in the file and it wasn't in the file and neither was 

the letter from the Remington.   And I got copies of all of the letters that were in the 

file, and a couple --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You're a party, Ms. Miller, and you're 

going to be presenting later.  You have until we continue to read the record. 

  MS. MILLER:  All right. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  That's not a problem for you. 

  Let's get started with the people that we have --  

  MR. ITKIN:  -- Madam Chair --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes, just let me this set up.  We have 

four seats here up front.  Mr. Moore, you don't mind vacating.  Let's get four of those 
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people up here.  We're going three minutes, okay. 

  MAN:  I just want to put -- September the 24th at 5:30 p.m. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thanks. 

  MAN:  In a timely fashion. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Here take mine.  Read it and return it 

to me, would you please? 

  WOMAN:  Thank you very much. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Please? 

  MR. MACMANUS:  Thank you.  Good afternoon.  My name is 

Patrick Macmanus, and I'm an Undergraduate Senator for the Student Government 

of the George Washington University.   

  I proudly rise before you today because I am representing the 

almost 6,300 undergraduate students of the George Washington University who are 

in support, full support of the proposed health and wellness center.   

  I bring with me today almost 500 letters of support for the 

proposed health and wellness center by students of the George Washington 

University.  In the upcoming weeks this Board will be receiving more of these letters 

of support by students.   

  I myself am not only a student, but a resident and a voter in the 

District of Columbia.  The proposed center is vital to the continued growth of our 

university as well as that of the Foggy Bottom community.   

  The Charles E. Smith Center currently is grossly inadequate for 

the needs of our community.  I have a report put together concerning the problems 

in the Charles E. Smith Center which has been composed by information of the 

students.  Although I do not have this information present with me today, I would like 

to inform the Board that the proposal is ten single-spaced pages long, I repeat that is 
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ten single-spaced pages long.  This information may seem insignificant, but I 

promise you it is significant because that is one long report of problems at the 

Charles E. Smith Center. 

  Many of the problems involving the Charles E. Smith Center can 

be resolved through the health and wellness center.  These would alleviate 

problems due to scheduling of the building, usage and size limitations.  As you know 

the Smith Center is a facility that provides services to faculty, staff, students, 

athletes, as well as many members of the D.C. community.  Therefore, the health 

and wellness center will be an addition that will be used by employees of the 

university, most of whom are residents of the District. 

  The Smith Center does facilitate many of the needs of the D.C. 

community.  The health and wellness center will be a fine addition to our Foggy 

Bottom community, and will continue to facilitate the needs not only of GW, but the 

D.C. community. 

  On behalf of the 6,300 undergraduate students whom I represent 

here today, I not only urge you, and I not only support this, but I strongly urge you as 

well to please support this proposal.   

  On a personal note, as a student residence senator and voter 

again in the District of Columbia, I believe that I can say that I represent the views of 

my colleagues, my constituents and my friends that it would be a gross injustice to 

the GW community if the proposal is not accepted and approved by this Board.  

  As GW students we accept the fact that we will be attending 

school in the heart of our nation's capital.  Furthermore, we recognize the fact that 

we must respect or at least attempt to respect our neighbors in our community.  I 

ask that our neighbors respect us equally as well and will support this facility 

wholeheartedly.  I thank you. 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  Before we move, any of these seven people who are going to 

testify, were any of you not sworn? 

  MR. BARNHARD:  I wasn't. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You weren't sworn.  

  Anyone else? 

  Would you please stand and raise your right hand. 

  (Whereupon, all the witnesses were sworn.) 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you.   

  Could you go next please. 

  MR. BARNHARD:  Okay.  How do you do.  My name is Dale 

Barnhard, and I've lived in Foggy Bottom for almost 20 years.  I am a resident and a 

property owner there, and I wish to strongly come out in support of the health and 

wellness center.  There is a number of reasons why it deserves the BZA support, 

and I'll just enumerate them very quickly.  The investment of George Washington 

University in our community has been a seriously mismanaged asset by both our 

elected and self-appointed representatives who would have themselves speak for 

the neighborhood.  The approval of the proposed exception is correct action for the 

following reasons:   

  As a matter of urban planning, mixed use in the same square is 

the essence of what an urban environment offers as an amenity.   

  Two, there does not appear to be any rational urban planning 

reason why this project should not be located at the proposed site except for a 

perceived need of those opposed to draw a line in the sand against George 

Washington University. 

  Three, the parties that share the square on which this proposed 
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project is sited support the project.  Indeed through this opportunity St. Mary's 

Episcopal Church can be renovated and the neighboring residents will have the use 

of a valuable facility. 

  This is the type of mutually positive rational outcome that the 

BZA should strive to achieve.  And in place of any reasonable representation from 

the neighborhood, the BZA, it is incumbent on the BZA to step in and mandate and 

rule for an outcome that is positive to the inhabitants of the square, positive to the 

neighborhood, and positive for the city. 

  And as far as this goes, if any member of ANC wants to play a 

game of midnight basketball with me, they're welcome.  The fact that apparently the 

opposition of this project find themselves debating things like whether there will be 

midnight basketball and what the percentage of cancer is amongst female 

undergraduate students shows that they are grabbing at picayune details that have 

nothing to do with very common sensical outcome here.  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  Next?  We need your name and please speak into the 

microphone. 

  MR. ITKIN:  May it please the Court, or excuse me, may it please 

the Board, my name is David H. Itkin, spelled I-T-K-I-N.  I'm a member of the Board 

of Governors for the Hillel Foundation of George Washington University. 

  Hillel is a national organization serving spiritual, social and other 

needs of Jewish students on college campuses around the country.  At GWU the 

Hillel owns and maintains the Geiord Center at 2300 H Street on Square 42 for 

these purposes.  I'm present today as a substitute for Rabbi Jerry Serata, GW 

Hillel's executive director and spiritual leader.   

  Preparations for this evening's celebration of Rosh Hashanah, 
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the Jewish New Year made it impossible for Rabbi Serata to be present today.  He 

did submit a written statement in support of the health and wellness center on Hillel's 

behalf in a letter to Ms. Dobbins and the Board September 12th 1997, which I trust 

has been or will be entered into the record here, and I have a copy of that letter with 

me today. 

  The purpose of my testimony today is to amplify and elaborate 

on Rabbi Serata's written comments on behalf of the foundation.  We've seen the 

proposed design for the health and wellness and in our view it will augment the 

safety, security and aesthetic qualities of our block.  In particular we're pleased to 

learn that the plan includes more parking spaces below the building than are 

currently on the surface.  We also think that the proposed open space and seating 

area will provide both an aesthetic improvement and a security enhancement when 

compared to the current parking lot. 

  The architectural design of the new residence hall which abuts 

our property is very pleasing for such a large building.  And we are encouraged to 

learn that the same architect would be engaged at this new property.  The open 

space should preserve the special character of St. Mary's Episcopal Church, which 

is really the jewel of our block, both aesthetically and historically.   

  For these reasons we support George Washington University's 

proposal.  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  MR. GEOLOT:  My name is Peter Geolot.  I am the Secretary 

and Business Trustee of Friendship Lodge Number 12 of the Independent Order of 

Odd Fellows, a fraternal organization.  We are --  

  BOARD MEMBER REID:  Excuse me.  They're asking in the 

back that you speak a little louder.  It's difficult to hear. 
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  MR. GEOLOT:  We are the taxpaying property owner on the 

southwest corner of Square 42.  We are the little building in the diagram that was 

sitting up here on the table that probably most of you couldn't see.   

  We support the building of the health and wellness center.  We 

have been in touch with George Washington University concerning the plans, how it 

would affect our building and how it would affect our structure.   

  We are particularly attracted to the fact that it will induce a little 

more pedestrian activity in our area, which we hope will abate a serious human 

problem that we have around our building, particularly in the late evening hours.  

And we feel that the more folks going, coming from the new residence hall walking 

down 24th Street and then east on G Street to the new center, and people walking 

west on G Street towards Virginia Avenue, a little more pedestrian activity perhaps 

will help resolve some of our problems. 

  And for these reasons, and in addition to the ones which I stated 

in the letter that we sent to you which should be part of the record, Madam 

Chairperson, we support this project. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  According to my count we have three more persons who wish to 

testify.  Could all three of you come forward please.  Are you both in support? 

  MR. TATUM:  Yes. 

  MS. McCARTHY:  Right. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Tyler? 

  MS. TYLER:  I am testifying against, so I don't know whether I 

should --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You should come forward and you'll 

go last.   
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  MS. McCARTHY:  Ms. Hinton, we did indicate that we could 

testify briefly, but given the centrality of St. Mary's to this case, if you -- there may be 

the possibility of cross ex.  If you'd rather us come back and testify at the second 

day of hearing, we're perfectly willing to do that.  Mr. Tatum and I are here both 

representing St. Mary's. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Why don't we do it today.  There is 

actually information in the record from St. Mary's so I think we understand your 

position. 

  MS. McCARTHY:  Okay. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  But we are going to be brief, right? 

  MR. TATUM:  Yes.  Madam Chairman, I am Bradford A. Tatum, 

the Senior Warden at St. Mary's Episcopal Church. 

  St. Mary's Church, a gothic revival edifice built in 1886.  It's on 

the National Register of Historic Buildings.  It was designed by the firm of Renwick, 

Esp, and Walden Russell.  James Renwick, one of the most prominent architects of 

his time designed other Washington buildings including the Smithsonian Castle, the 

Oak Hill Cemetery Chapel in 1850.  He renovated St. John's, Lafayette Square.  And 

it also built the Cochran Gallery now called the Renwick Art Gallery.  In New York 

City he was the architect of St. Patrick's Cathedral as well as another cathedral.   

  The new St. Mary's Chapel for Colored People as it was formerly 

called opened by the Bishop of Maryland in January 1887.  On the second day in 

Advent, December 11, 1893 the chapel was consecrated.  There have been only 

minor modifications of this of this Renwick design since that first service.  The first 

buildings on the site were donated to by Edward M. Stanton, Secretary of War in 

President Abraham Lincoln's cabinet.  St. Mary's Church contains a memorial 

window for Edward M. Stanton by the Tiffany Studios.   
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  St. Mary's has stained glass windows venerating the rich African 

influence of the founders of our historic church.  The Triptych window over the high 

alter featuring the saints of African decent was executed by the Loring Studies in 

Chartres, France.  it depicts St. Simon Cyrenian who was compelled to bear the 

cross.   

  Throughout its history this church has helped and served the 

people of St. Mary's, the people in the community.  Other church buildings were 

added in subsequent years.   

  I'd like to close by saying, let me get my notes together, by 

saying that St. Mary's has lasted or existed in the Foggy Bottom area for 130 years.  

Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  Ms. McCarthy? 

  MS. McCARTHY:  Good afternoon Chairman Hinton and 

Members of the Board of Zoning Adjustment.  I'm here this afternoon appearing 

before you on behalf of St. Mary's Episcopal Church in support of the application for 

George Washington University for the construction of a health and wellness center.   

  As some of you well know, three years ago St. Mary's opposed 

the university's proposal because of its impact on the historic church and the Board 

denied the application for the reasons stated by the church.  Unlike others who may 

oppose development project, St. Mary did not walk away from the issue with its 

position having been vindicated however, rather coincident with the change in 

personnel at the university St. Mary's believed that, if it was possible to do so, it 

would explore solutions to the university's dilemma because a solution for the 

university would be a solution for the community and the church. 

  St. Mary's took the unprecedented step, with the support of the 
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Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese, of hiring an architectural and planning firm, Aaron, 

Kranz and Extit, one of the top architectural firms in the country who specializes, 

among other things, in designing university structures and in working with historic 

buildings and settings, to see if the university's problem could be resolved.  After 

many months of meetings Aaron, Kranz and Extit developed a solution which St. 

Mary's then presented to the university.   

  As part of the solution Aaron, Kranz and Extit proposed that the 

mass of the building be moved from St. Mary's Episcopal Church by 70 feet, be 

removed by 70 feet with a garden separation, and that the mass and uses could 

function along G Street.  That solution was ultimately adopted by the university and 

to its credit it is that solution which is before the Board today for approval with the 

height of the center having been even further reduced by the university. 

  The proposed design by the university is sensitive to the 

historically and architecturally significant St. Mary's Church, is compatible with the 

mass of other structures in the area, requires no variances and responds to the 

church's concerns regarding noise, light and air, traffic and the use of the alley by 

shifting loading, mass, height and entrances to G Street. 

  Moreover, because of a change in uses within the proposed 

center, the proposal is not consistent with the campus plan.  And the garden 

proposed provides a community-wide amenity that could not be possible without the 

university's willingness to reconsider its position.   

  Accordingly, St. Mary's request that the Board grant the 

university's application and in its order as conditions provide that the university shall: 

  (1) Not construct any building in the garden area along 23rd 

Street, N.W. without St. Mary's approval as long as the church continues to be 

regularly used for religious services. 
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  (2) Limit construction on Sunday and on Wednesday between 

12:00 noon and 1:00 p.m. 

  (3) Provide a total of eight parking spaces, six parking spaces for 

St. Mary's at the rear of the open garden, and two more spaces for St. Mary's use, 

the location of which is yet to be agreed upon. 

  (4) Limit organized and group activities at the center to no more 

than 30 people before 1:00 p.m. on Sundays as long as the church continues to be 

regularly used for religious services. 

  Thank you for your consideration. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you.   

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Do you have a record copy of your 

testimony? 

  MS. McCARTHY:  Yes. 

  MR. TATUM:  You've got it. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Oh, I'm sorry.  Yes, you're right.  I 

thought this was Mr. Tatum's.   

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Ms. McCarthy, I didn't see your name 

on this. 

  MS. McCARTHY:  No. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  MS. McCARTHY:  Mr. Naylor is in court today, so he was 

originally planning on being here this afternoon. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  And he was going to give that --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I have it.  Thank you. 

  And we have one last person. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Can I ask Ellen a question? 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Matt Watson raised the issue of the 

destruction of a carriage house that's part of the historic landmark --  

  MS. McCARTHY:  Right. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  -- is anticipated? 

  MS. McCARTHY:  That carriage house is not part of the historic 

landmark of the church.  It was a garage.  It wasn't even a carriage house.  I believe 

we discovered before when we had done our research that it was built in the 1930s, 

but I can't tell you that for sure --  

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  But it's not part of the historic 

landmark --  

  MS. McCARTHY:  Right, it was originally the garage behind a 

townhouse that had existed there completely independent of the church.  It was just 

part of the row of townhouses which has originally been on that site, and it was 

purchased by the church at a later point in time.  But it was not at all part of the 

Renwick buildings for the church. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Ms. Tyler? 

  MS. TYLER:  Thank you, Madam Chair.   

  My testimony will be brief.  Number one, I'd like to state that the 

present campus plan which was mandated in 1983 and was approved only in 1993, 

by that time it was totally out of date.  In particular as it completely has failed to deal 

with the student housing problem and therefore the resultant spillover of the 

undergraduate student body into the off-campus residential neighborhood, creating 

objectionable conditions in violation of the Zoning Regulation 11 DCMR. 

  The zoning regulation specifically state that university operations 
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should not, shall not create objectionable conditions on neighboring properties in 

terms of noise, number of students, traffic and other objectionable conditions.  There 

is nothing in the zoning regulations which limits the creation of these objectionable 

conditions to just the abutting properties or just a square.  It is meant to be the 

neighboring properties which includes the residential neighborhood.  And I submit 

therefore that the university is already now in violation of the present zoning 

regulations.   

  I would also like to draw your attention, Members of the Board 

and Madam Chair, that in BZA's order number 1445 first approved in February of 

1988 and then in June 1988 in its conclusions the BZA itself in paragraph number 

one states in that order, states that "Approval of the campus plan shall be for a time 

period extending through the year 2000 or until such time prior to the year 2000 as 

the Board or its successor with jurisdiction over campus plans determines conditions 

for submission of an updated plan. 

  I have lived in Foggy Bottom for some 30 years, perhaps more, 

and I have been an ANC Commissioner since 1980 and I can attest to the 

enormous, drastic, adverse impact which the spillover of particularly the 

undergraduate student body into our residential and the displacement of D.C. 

income tax paying residents by out of state mainly, they're mainly out of state at GW, 

out of state students who do not pay D.C. income taxes, that enormous adverse 

impact that it has created, that to me is in direct violation of the D.C. Zoning 

Regulation 11 DCMR.  As I stated, they do not limit adverse impact to just a square 

or abutting property.   

  I therefore submit that we need in our neighborhood a breathing 

spell from this expansion.  GW has expanded de facto and de jure beyond its 

approved campus boundaries, approved as in 1993 and mandated in '83.  And we 
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need a breathing spell from any further GW construction so that we can make an 

analysis of what should be the proper land use policy.  We should not in isolation 

look at each sort of individual application as it comes because at the present time 

already the university is violating the zoning regulations.  And the breathing spell 

should allow for an overall analysis in terms of what should be the appropriate land 

use policy, taking into account the university's interest, the city's interest, and not 

just isolating it in one particular application one application at a time. 

  The BZA should mandate the reopening, should mandate a 

breathing spell.  It should mandate the opening of the campus plan so that the land 

use of this university can be examined appropriately and with informed judgement.  

Thank you, Madam Chair. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Thank you. 

  Are there any questions? 

  Okay, that concludes the testimony of the persons.  Let me 

briefly summarize what we're going to do when we come back here, that is the 

things that we haven't finished. 

  When we continue we will start with the Office of Planning 

Report.  Then we will go on to each of the three parties.  And then we will conclude 

with closing remarks by the applicant.  That's all we're going to do when we come 

back, okay.  We need to talk about when we can do this.   

  I would like to do it as soon as possible so everything is still 

fresh.  Are there any Board members that aren't available next Wednesday? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  Yes, I'm not. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You're not available? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I'll be out of town. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay.  Are you out of town the 
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Wednesday after, the 15th? 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  I'll be out of town every Wednesday 

except for the 1st -- 

  MS. DOBBINS:  We need to look at the agenda for the 15th and 

see if we can make a determination of whether it can be added to the agenda of the 

15th.  I have asked Mr. Demarco to being me a copy of the 15th agenda.  I think the 

Board was trying to give it an independent day, and that may not be possible.  The 

Board has full agendas through November 19th so far already. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  It looks the best time to schedule this 

is on the afternoon of the Board's next hearing date, which is October 15th.  It will be 

added to the afternoon agenda. 

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  At the end. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  At the end. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  And that starts at 1:00 o'clock? 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Yes.   

  BOARD MEMBER KING:  No, 2:00. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  2:00 o'clock, I'm sorry, 2:00 o'clock. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  2:00 o'clock. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Great. 

  MR. MOORE:  Thank you, Madam Chair. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  You can ask one question before we 

adjourn. 

  MS. MILLER:  That's the night of our regular ANC meeting. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  What time does that meeting start? 

  MS. MILLER:  So if we wait until last -- we meet at 7:30, and if 

you're going to put us last, that means that we have to change reservations.  We 
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meet the third Wednesday of every month, and the month started on the 1st, so --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We're not adjourned yet. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  What the Board probably  needs to do is 

indicate that this will be initially scheduled as the last case in the afternoon and 

determine when the time comes if something needs to happen other than that.  I 

think it's a little --  

  MS. MILLER:  We couldn't be earlier than the last case? 

  MS. DOBBINS:  Well --  

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  What's the latest you could leave 

here and still make your meeting? 

  MS. MILLER:  Well, it's a matter of preparing for it.  That's the 

main problem.  Because we have a staff assistant that I have been working with who 

I have to go with her to set up the hotel room and everything so that she knows. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  So there's a time --  

  MS. MILLER:  The time, well I usually try to leave about 5:30 or 

6:00, but there is a lot of preparation that goes into it ahead of that. 

  MS. DOBBINS:  The Board has already reserved the right to 

hear applications out of turn, and I think they can make that decision on the 15th. 

  MS. MILLER:  Oh, they could, so if we could be the first, we 

wouldn't have a problem, we could get home in time to get everything ready. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  We'll make an assessment that day. 

  MS. MILLER:  Thank you so much. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  And we will make every attempt to 

get you out of here in time for your meeting. 

  MS. MILLER:  I'd hate to miss an ANC meeting.  I've never 

missed one. 
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  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  I understand, okay. 

  MS. MILLER:  Thank you. 

  CHAIRPERSON HINTON:  Okay, that's everything.  We're 

adjourned. 

  (Whereupon, at 5:02 p.m., the meeting was adjourned.) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


