
goulston&storrs 
counsellors at law 

Paul A. Tummonds, Jr. 

ptummonds@goulstonstorrs.com 
(202) 721-1157 (tel) 

September 19, 2022 

Via IZIS 

Anthony Hood, Chairperson 

District of Columbia Zoning Commission 

441 4th Street, NW, Suite 200-S 

Washington, DC 20001 

Re: American University - Application for Further Processing of an Approved 

Campus Plan (ZC Order No. 20-31) 

Dear Chairperson Hood: 

The American University (“AU” or “University”) hereby files an application for further 

processing of the approved 2021 AU Campus Plan for the construction of an acoustical sound 

barrier wall located between the William I. Jacobs Recreational Complex and the property 

located at 4710 Woodway Lane, NE, and the replacement of the existing scoreboard adjacent to 

Reeves Field on the University’s Main Campus. 

The materials included in this package meet the filing requirements detailed in Chapter 3 

of Subtitle Z of the Zoning Regulations and includes: a statement detailing compliance with the 

special exception standards; an executed application signature form; an authorization letter from 

AU; a copy of the Notice of Intent and certification; plans/renderings/images depicting the new 

acoustical sound barrier wall and replacement scoreboard; and information detailing the 

satisfaction of the conditions of approval of ZC Order No. 20-31 (the ZC Order which approved 

the 2021 AU Campus Plan). Preprinted mailing labels and a check for the filing fee will be 

delivered to the Office of Zoning by hand delivery. 

The University looks forward to presenting this application to the Zoning Commission as 

soon as possible. Please feel free to contact the undersigned if you have any questions or 

comments regarding this application. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

ml ALT=. 
Paul A. Tummonds, Jr. 

1999 K Street, NW e Suite 500 ® Washington, DC 20006-1101 e 202.721.0011 Tel ® 202.721.1111 Fax ® www.goulstonstorrs.com



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on September 19, 2022, this further processing application was delivered via 

e-mail to the following: 

Jennifer Steingasser/Joel Lawson 

D.C. Office of Planning 

1100 4 Street SW, Suite E650 

Washington, DC 20024 

Jennifer.Steingasser@dc.gov 

Joel Lawson@dc.gov 

Aaron Zimmerman/Ted Van Houten 

D.C. Department of Transportation 

55 M Street, SE, Suite 400 

Washington, DC 20003 

Aaron.zimmerman(@dc.gov 

Theodore.vanhouten@dc.gov 
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ANC 3D 
3D@anc.dc.gov 

ANC 3F 
Commissioners@anc3F.com 

Paul Tummonds 

ANC 3E 
3E@anc.dc.gov 

ANC 3C 

3C@anc.d.cgov



BEFORE THE ZONING COMMISSION 

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Application of American University Z.C. Case No. 20-31A 

ANC 3D and 3E 

I Summary of Requested Action 

This is an application of American University (“AU” or “the University”) for review and approval 

of zoning relief required to: (i) construct an acoustical sound barrier wall located between the 

William I. Jacobs Recreational Complex and the property located at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W.; 

and (ii) replace the existing scoreboard adjacent to Reeves Field. The University submits the 

application for further processing special exception approval for the sound barrier wall and the 

replacement scoreboard (the “Application”) pursuant to Subtitle X § 101.1 of Title 11, District of 

Columbia Municipal Regulations (“Zoning Regulations). As discussed in detail in this statement, 

this further processing application is entirely consistent with the Zoning Commission’s approval 

of the 2021 AU Campus Plan in ZC Order No. 20-31 (“2021 Campus Plan”). 

11. Site Location and Context 

The proposed location of the acoustical sound barrier wall is generally consistent with the location 

that was presented to the Zoning Commission during the 2021 Campus Plan proceedings. Some 

minor changes to the location of the acoustical sound barrier wall were made in order to minimize 

impacts on the existing landscaped buffer area adjacent to the shared property line with the 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. property. The wall’s location varies from 21 feet to 40 feet from the shared 

property line. 

The replacement scoreboard adjacent to Reeves Field will be located in the same location as the 

existing scoreboard and is the same size as the existing scoreboard. In fact, the new scoreboard 

will use the structural steel supports of the existing scoreboard. 

The site of the acoustical sound barrier wall, the replacement scoreboard, and the entirety of the 

AU campus that is located west of Nebraska Avenue and south of Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. is 

located in the RA-1 Zone District. Single family properties, including the 4710 Woodway Lane, 

N.W. property, are located to the west in the R-1-A and R-1-B Zone Districts. 

111. Community Dialogue and Input 

Over the past several months, the University has worked closely with: the American University 

Neighborhood Partnership (AUNP) Facilities and Planning Working Group; the AUNP Steering 

Committee; the Community Liaison Committee (CLC); and the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane,



N.W. regarding the size, scale, location and landscape screening of the proposed acoustical sound 

barrier wall. Condition No. 19 of ZC Order No. 20-31 required AU to work with the owners of 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and their acoustics engineers regarding the design, siting, and 

appearance of the acoustical sound wall. A detailed description of AU’s satisfaction of Condition 

No. 19 of ZC Order No. 20-31 is attached as Exhibit G. In addition, AU’s satisfaction of all of the 

conditions of ZC Order No. 20-31 related to the design and construction of the acoustical sound 

barrier wall and the use of Jacobs Field (Condition Nos. 19-40) are addressed in Exhibit G. 

Prior to filing the Application, the University discussed/presented the proposed Application at: 

e the AUNP Facilities Planning Working Group on July 20, 2022, August 10, 2022, and 

August 22, 2022; 

e the AUNP Steering Committee on July 28, 2022 and September 6, 2022; 

e ANC 3D on September 8, 2022; 

eo ANC 3E on September 9, 2022; and 

eo The CLC on September 13, 2022. 

The University looks forward to continuing dialogue, as necessary, with all relevant community 

stakeholders prior to the public hearing. 

IV. Further Processing Approval - Project Description 

Acoustical Sound Barrier Wall. The acoustical sound barrier wall is approximately 360 feet in 

length and has a maximum height of 15 feet. The wall has been designed in consultation between 

the University’s acoustical engineer (Miller Beam Paganelli) and the acoustical engineer of the 

owners of the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. property (Phoenix Noise & Vibration, LLC.). The 

design of the wall is based on scientific standards and modelling and will reduce current sound 

levels at the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. property. 

The siting of the acoustical sound barrier wall has been carefully studied in order to minimize 

impact on the mature trees located within the University’s landscaped buffer area, while mitigating 

any objectionable noise impacts associated with the use of Jacobs Field. As noted previously, the 

location of the wall has been slightly modified since the approval of the 2021 Campus Plan in 

order to minimize damage to mature trees (consistent with Condition No. 22 of ZC Order No. 20- 

31). 

As depicted in the materials included in Exhibit H, a comprehensive landscape screening plan and 

tree preservation plan is proposed for both sides of the wall. This landscape screening will obscure 

the visual impact of both sides of the wall. After construction of the wall is complete, AU plans 
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to replace the number of trees that were required to be removed as a result of the construction of 

the sound barrier wall, and to plant approximately 25% more trees than currently exist within this 

portion of the landscaped buffer area. 

Replacement Scoreboard. The replacement scoreboard adjacent to Reeves field will be in the same 

location as the existing scoreboard, using the existing structural steel supports, and will not be 

oriented to the residential properties along University Avenue, N.W. Images of the existing and 

proposed replacement scoreboard are included in Exhibit I. 

Agency Coordination. The University will work with the Office of Planning and DDOT’s Urban 

Forestry Division to address any comments that they may have regarding the proposed acoustical 

sound wall and replacement scoreboard. 

V. Satisfaction of Subtitle Z §302.10 and Subtitle X §101 Standards 

The Campus Plan approved in ZC Order No. 20-31 (the “2021 Campus Plan”) included the 

information that is required by Subtitle Z, §302.10 (¢) — (I) for Campus Plan approval. The 

information included in this statement and the attached exhibits address the AU’s satisfaction of 

the various conditions of the 2021 Campus Plan and the satisfaction of the further processing 

special exception standards enumerated in Subtitle X §101 of the Zoning Regulations. 

A. College or University which is an Academic Institution of Higher Learning 

American University was chartered as an educational institution of higher learning by an act of 

Congress. 

B. The Use is Located so that it is Not Likely to Become Objectionable to Neighboring 

Property 

For the reasons set forth below, the construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall and the 

replacement of the scoreboard adjacent to Reeves Field are not likely to become objectionable to 

neighboring property. 

1. Noise Reduction 

The sole purpose of the acoustical sound barrier wall is to further mitigate noise impacts from the 

use of Jacobs Field on neighboring properties, in particular the impacts on the 4710 Woodway 

Lane, N.W. property. As detailed in Exhibit G, the University and the owners of the 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. property (along with their acoustics engineers) have engaged in analysis 

and consultation in order to design the acoustical sound barrier wall in a manner that will 

effectively mitigate noise impacts from the University’s use of Jacobs Field. 
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The video component of the replacement scoreboard will not have any sound capabilities, and the 
only sound that will be generated by the new scoreboard will be for clock starts and stops, 

substitutions, and at the end of each half and each game (consistent with the scoreboard’s current 

usage). 

2. Traffic 

The proposed acoustical sound barrier wall and replacement scoreboard will create no adverse 

traffic impacts on adjacent properties. There is no impact on the number of parking spaces 

provided on campus as result the development of these structures and no new vehicular trips are 

expected to come to campus as a result of the construction of these structures. 

3. Number of Students or Other Objectionable Conditions 

The proposed acoustical sound barrier wall and replacement scoreboard will not create any adverse 

impacts related to the number of students/faculty/staff, as the construction of these structures will 

not result in an increase in the student and faculty/staff caps that were established in the 2021 

Campus Plan. 

C. Compliance with the Maximum Bulk Requirement 

AU’s 2021 Campus Plan approved a total FAR of 0.91, which is well within the 1.8 FAR permitted 
in the RA-1 Zone. 

D. Submission of a Plan for Developing the Campus as a Whole 

The University’s plan for developing the Campus as a whole, as required under Section 11-X 

DCMR § 101.8, was approved by the Zoning Commission in Z.C Order No. 20-31, which is 

attached as Exhibit F. The approved Campus Plan includes details on buildings, parking, and 

loading facilities; screening, signs, streets, and public utility facilities; athletic and other 

recreational facilities; and a description of all activities and of the capacity of all present and 
proposed development. The construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall and the replacement 

scoreboard adjacent to Reeves Field proposed in this Application were both contemplated and 

discussed in the 2021 Campus Plan. 

E. Interim and Off-Campus Land Use 

No interim use of land is proposed as part of this Application. 

F. Compliance with the Policies of the District Elements of the Comprehensive Plan 

This Application complies with and advances policies and goals of the Comprehensive Plan that 
were identified in Zoning Commission Order No. 20-31. 
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Racial Equity. The Comprehensive Plan requires that the Zoning Commission evaluate all zoning 

actions through a racial equity lens. The issues that the Zoning Commission typically addresses in 

this analysis — impact on housing, environmental issues, job creation — are just not applicable to 

this rather specific Application (construction of an acoustical sound barrier wall and a replacement 

scoreboard). This Application is not expected to result in any negative racial equity outcomes. 

The University will provide additional information on this issue, as necessary, prior to the public 

hearing. 

G. The Proposed Buildings are within the Floor Area Limit for the Campus as a Whole 

The construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall and the replacement of the scoreboard 

adjacent to Reeves Field do not result in the addition of any new gross floor area. Therefore, the 

FAR for the Campus will remain within the FAR limit of 0.91, as noted in ZC Order No. 20-31. 

H. Referral to the District of Columbia Office of Planning, District Department of 

Transportation, and the Department of Energy and Environment 

As noted above, the University will meet with the D.C. Office of Planning and the District 

Department of Transportation’s Urban Forestry Division as necessary. In addition, the Application 

will be referred to all three agencies. 

L The Application is in Harmony with the General Purpose and Intent of the Zoning 

Regulations and Zoning Map 

As noted above, the Application is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Zoning 

Regulations and Zoning Map. 

J. The Application will not Tend to Adversely Affect the use of Neighboring Properties 

As detailed above, the construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall and the replacement of the 

Reeves Field scoreboard will not tend to adversely affect the use of neighboring properties. The 

acoustical sound barrier wall has been designed and sited in coordination and consultation with 

the owners of the adjacent 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. property and their acoustical engineers. 

The University has agreed to implement an extensive tree restoration and planting plan to mitigate 

the visual impact of the wall. The replacement scoreboard adjacent to the Reeves Field is in the 

same location as the existing scoreboard, will be the same size as the existing scoreboard, and will 

result in no change to the existing, minimal, noise impacts. 

VI. Satisfaction of Conditions of 2021 Campus Plan 

The Applicant’s satisfaction of the conditions of approval of ZC Order No. 20-31 related to the 

design and construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall and the use of Jacobs Field are 

addressed in the attached Exhibit G. 
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In addition, the Applicant’s satisfaction of the remaining conditions of approval of ZC Order No. 

20-31 are addressed in Exhibit J. 

VII. Exhibits 

The following exhibits are submitted in support of the Application. 

Exhibit A 

Exhibit B 

Exhibit C 

Exhibit D 

Exhibit E 

Exhibit F 

Exhibit G 

Exhibit H 

Exhibit I 

Exhibit J 

Application Signature Form 

Authorization Letter 

Building Plat 

Certificate of Notice and Copy of Notice of Intent 

Property Owner List 

2021 Campus Plan Order (Z.C. Order No. 20-31 and Z.C. Order No. 20-31(1)) 

Satisfaction of Conditions Related to the Design and Construction of the Sound 

Barrier Wall and Use of Jacobs Field 

Plans/Materials Depicting the Proposed Acoustical Sound Barrier Wall, Tree 

Preservation Plan and Landscape Screening Plan 

Images of the Replacement Scoreboard adjacent to Reeves Field 

Satisfaction of All Other Conditions of ZC Order No. 20-31 

VIII. Conclusion 

For the reasons set forth above, the Application meets the requirements for special exception 

approval. 

hd TS 
Paul Tummonds 
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EXHIBIT AEXHIBIT A 



{Revised 8/6/19) 

Facet BEFORE THE ZONING COMMISSION En 

— FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA —— 

FORM 100 — APPLICATION SIGNATURE PAGE 

All Zoning Commission applications shall be filed through the Interactive Zoning Information System (1ZIS). Pursuant to Subtitle Z §§ 300.5, 

301.4, and 302.4, please use Form 100 to provide the name(s), address(es), and signature(s) of each owner of property included in the area 

to be developed, or of the owner’s authorized agent. 

PUD: 0 1%tStage 0 2™ Stage 0 Consolidated Modification: 0 Minor QO Consequence Ql Significance 

i/We hereby certify that the information contained on the application for the relief filed with the Zoning Commission 

is true and correct to the best of my/our knowledge, information, and belief. Any person(s) using a fictitious name or 

address and/or knowingly making any false statement on this application/petition is in violation of D.C. Law and subject 

to a fine of more than $1,000 or 180 days’ imprisonment or both. (D.C. Official Code § 22 2405.) 

4400 Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20016 

  
      
     

     

  

      

     

  
  

A — 

ANY APPLICATION THAT IS NOT COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE INSTRUCTIONS ON THIS FORM WILL NOT BE 

ACCEPTED. 

  

   

   



EXHIBIT BEXHIBIT B 



September _6_, 2022 

Mr. Anthony Hood 

Chairman 

District of Columbia Zoning Commission 

441 4th Street NW, Suite 2108 

Washington, DC 20001 

Re: American University — Further Processing Application for Acoustical Sound 

Barrier Wall and Replacement Scoreboard — Agent Authorization Letter 

    

Dear Chairman Hood: 

As a duly authorized representative of American University, the owner of the property 

included in this Campus Plan application, I hereby authorize the law firm of Goulston & Storrs 

to represent American University in all matters concerning the above-mentioned application 

before the District of Columbia Zoning Commission. 

Sincerely, 

  

Bronté Burleigh-Jones, Ph.D. 

CFO, Vice President and Treasurer



EXHIBIT CEXHIBIT C 



  

Washington, D.C., August 25, 2022 

Plal for Building Permit of: SQUARE 1600 Lots B01 & B16 

Scale: 1 inch = 200 feel 

Recorded in Book A&T Page 3530 - E (Lot 801) 

Book A & T Page 3753 - B (Lot 816) 

Receipt No, ~~ 22-06697 Drawn by: AS. 

Fumished lo: DIANA HERNDON 

“I hereby certify that the dimensians and configuration of the lots) 
herean depicted arc consistent ith the revards of the Office of the 

Surveyor unless otheiwise noted, but may not reflect actual field 

measurements. The dimensions and configuration of A&T lots are 

provided by the Office of Tax and Revenue and rosy not necessarily 
agree with the deed deseription(s) 

—_—_—— 

Surveyor, D.C. 

SR-22-08697(2022) 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMENT 

OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR 

NOT INCLUDED 

SCALE: 1:200 

1 hereby certify that on this plat on which the Office af the Surveyor has drawn the dimensions of this lot, | 
have accurately and completely depicted and labeled the following: 
1) all existing buildings and improvements - including parking spaces, covered porches, decks and 
retaining walls aver four feel above grade, and any existing fece-on-line or party walt labeled as such, well 
as projections and improvements in public space - with complete and accurate dimensions; 
2) all proposed demolition or zz of existing buildings duly labeled as such; all proposed buildings and 
improvements - including parking spaces, covered porches, decks and retaining walls over four fect shave 
grade, any existing Ezce-on-linc or party wall labeled as such, as well as projections and improvements in 
public space and the improvements uscd la salisfy pervious surface or green arca ratio requirements - with 
complete and accurate dimensions, in conformity with the plans submitted with building permit 
application and 
3) any existing chimney or vent on an adjacent property that is located within 10 feet of this lou 
Lalso hereby certify that: 
1) my depiction on this plal, as detailed above, is accurate and complete as of the date of my signamre 
hereon; 
2) there is no elevation change exceeding len fect measured between lot lines; or if so, this elevation 
change is depicted on u site plan submitted with the plans for this permit application; 
3) 1 havehive not (circle one) filed a subdivision application with the Office of the Surveyor; 
4) 1 havelhave nu (circle one) filed a subdivision application with the Office of Tax & Revenue; and 
5) if there are changes to the lot and its boundaries as shown on Lhis plat, or to the proposed construction 
and plans as shawn on this plat, that § shall obizin an updated plat Gom the Office of the Surveyor on 
whith I will depict all existing and proposed construction and which | will then submit to the Office of the 
Zoning Administrator for review and approval prior to permit issuance 
The Office of the Zoning Administrator will only acecpl a Building Plat issued by the Office of the 
Surveyor within the two years prior to the datz DCRA accepts a Building Permit Applicalion as complete, 
I acknowledge that any inaccuracy or errors in my depiction on this plat will subject any permit or 
certificate of occupancy issued in reliance on this plat to enforcement, including revocation under Sections 
105.6(1) and 110.5.2 of the Building Code (Title |2A of the DCMR) as well as prosecution and penalties 
under Section 404 of D.C. Law 4-164 (D C. Official Code §22-2405) 

Signatwe Date: 

Printed Name: Relationship 10 Lot Owner: 

  

If a registered design professional, provide license number and include stamp below. 

 



EXHIBIT DEXHIBIT D 



CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE 

  

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the Notice of Intent to File a Zoning Application for 

Approval of a Further Processing Application of an Approved Campus Plan - American 

University was mailed to Advisory Neighborhood Commission (“ANC”) 3D, ANC 3E, ANC 3C, 

and 3F and to the owners of all property within 200 feet of the perimeter of the subject property 

on July 29, 2022, as required by the Zoning Regulations of the District of Columbia, 11 DCMR 

(Zoning), Subtitle Z, Section 302.6. A copy of the notice is attached. In addition, the Notice of 

Intent was also e-mailed to representatives of all of the parties that participated in the 2021 

American University Campus Plan (as approved in ZC Order No. 20-31) on July 29, 2022. 

Pursuant to Subtitle Z, Section 302.8, the proposed further processing application was 

presented to ANC 3D on September 8, 2022 and to ANC 3E on September 9, 2022. The 

University has also reviewed the proposed further processing application with the American 

University Neighborhood Partnership (“AUNP”) and the owners of the property located at 4710 

Woodway Lane, NW. 

Paul A. Tummonds



NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE A ZONING APPLICATION 

APPLICATION TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ZONING COMMISSION FOR 

APPROVAL OF A FURTHER PROCESSING APPLICATION OF AN APPROVED 

CAMPUS PLAN — AMERICAN UNIVERSITY 

July 29, 2022 

American University (“AU” or “University™) gives notice of its intent to file an 

application for approval of a Further Processing application on the University’s Main Campus. 

The University seeks approval of an acoustical sound barrier wall located between the William L 

Jacobs Recreational Complex (“Jacobs Field”) and the property located at 4710 Woodway 

Lane, NW, and the replacement of the existing scoreboard adjacent to Reeves Field. 

The 2021 American University Campus Plan was approved by the Zoning Commission in 

ZC Order No. 20-31 (which became effective on April 8, 20221). In accordance with Condition 

Nos. 19-22 of ZC Order No. 20-31: 

e The acoustical sound barrier wall is proposed to be approximately 15 feet in height and 

approximately 360 feet in length; 

e The siting of the proposed wall has been carefully studied in order to mitigate 

objectionable noise impacts on the 4710 Woodway Lane, NW property and to minimize 

damage to mature trees within the University’s landscape buffer area; 

e The University has consulted with the owners of the 4710 Woodway Lane, NW property, 

and their acoustical engineers, during the design phase of the acoustical sound barrier 

wall; and 

e The replacement scoreboard adjacent to Reeves Field will be in the same general location 

as the existing scoreboard, will include a no-sound video component and will not be 

oriented towards the residential properties along University Avenue, NW. 

This application will be filed with the District of Columbia Zoning Commission under 

Subtitle X, Chapter 1 and Subtitle Z, Section 302 of the District of Columbia Zoning 

Regulations, 11 DCMR (effective September 6, 2016, as amended), not less than forty-five (45) 

days from the date of this Notice, which is given pursuant to Subtitle Z, Section 302.6 of the 

Zoning Regulations. The land use counsel is Goulston & Storrs. If you require additional 

information regarding the proposed campus plan application, please contact Paul Tummonds 

(202-721-1157). 

  

1 A Motion for Reconsideration and Re-Hearing of the Commission’s Order in ZC Case No. 20-31 was denied, as 

evidenced by ZC Order No. 20-31(1) which was published in the DC Register on June 17, 2022.
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S UARE 

1507 

1507 

1507 

1507 

1507 

1507 

1507 

1509 

1509 

1509 

1509 

LOT 

15 

16 

28 

31 

809 

814 

817 

23 

27 

814 

819 

MAIN CAMPUS 
NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS OF THE OWNERS OF 

ALL PROPERTY WITHIN 200 FEET IN ALL DIRECTIONS FROM 
ALL BOUNDARIES OF THE PROPERTY INVOLVED IN THE APPLICATION 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4707 Woodway Lane NW 

4727 Woodway Lane NW 

4720 Quebec Street NW 

4703 Woodway Lane NW 

4710 Quebec Street NW 

4701 Woodway Lane NW 

4700 Quebec Street NW 

4855 Glenbrook Road NW 

4720 Woodway Lane NW 

4867 Glenbrook Road NW 

4710 Woodway Lane NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Katherine Engelhard Pingree, Trustee 
4707 Woodway Lane, NW 

Washington, D C 20016-3240 

James Doty& Joan Doty 

4727 Woodway Lane, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3240 

J. B. Whelihan & Alice Whelihan 

4720 Quebec Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3227 

Thomas F. Maxwell 111 & Kathryn T. Maxwell 
4703 Woodway Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3240 

Charles Undeland & Asyl Undeland 
4110 23' Street North 
Arlington, VA 22207-3921 

Charleen Corrado, Katherine Pirzadeh & 

Mehdi Pirzadeh 

4809 Woodway Lane, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3242 

Alexander P. Heminway & John Anderson 
4700 Quebec Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3227 

Sovereign State Bahrain 
4855 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3245 

Judith F. Heisley, Trustee 
4720 Woodway Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3241 

Karen Lee Egbert, Trustee 

4867 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3245 

Jessica Hertzstein 

Robert E. Hertzstein 

4710 Woodway Lane, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3241

1 

MAIN CAMPUS 
NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS OF THE OWNERS OF 

ALL PROPERTY WITHIN 200 FEET IN ALL DIRECTIONS FROM 
ALL BOUNDARIES OF THE PROPERTY INVOLVED IN THE APPLICATION 

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1507 15 4707 Woodway Lane NW Katherine Engelhard Pingree, Trustee 
4707 Woodway Lane, NW  
Washington, D C 20016-3240 

1507 16 4727 Woodway Lane NW James Doty& Joan Doty 
4727 Woodway Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3240 

1507 28 4720 Quebec Street NW J. B. Whelihan & Alice Whelihan 
4720 Quebec Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3227 

1507 31 4703 Woodway Lane NW Thomas F. Maxwell III & Kathryn T. Maxwell 
4703 Woodway Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3240 

1507 809 4710 Quebec Street NW Charles Undeland & Asyl Undeland 
4110 23rd Street North 
Arlington, VA 22207-3921 

1507 814 4701 Woodway Lane NW Charleen Corrado, Katherine Pirzadeh &  
Mehdi Pirzadeh 
4809 Woodway Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3242 

1507 817 4700 Quebec Street NW Alexander P. Heminway & John Anderson 
4700 Quebec Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3227 

1509 23 4855 Glenbrook Road NW Sovereign State Bahrain  
4855 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3245 

1509 27 4720 Woodway Lane NW Judith F. Heisley, Trustee 
4720 Woodway Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3241 

1509 814 4867 Glenbrook Road NW Karen Lee Egbert, Trustee 
4867 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3245 

1509 819 4710 Woodway Lane NW Jessica Hertzstein 
Robert E. Hertzstein 
4710 Woodway Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3241 



SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1509 820 4845 Glenbrook Road NW Hudai Yavalar & Mirat Yavalar 

4845 Glenbrook Road, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3245 

1513 5 3300 Nebraska Avenue NW Richard C. Blum, Trustee 

Eugene L. Gartland, Trustee 

909 Montgomery Street, #400 

San Francisco, CA 94133-4652 

1513 15 4608 Rockwood Parkway NW Francis B. Brogan 111 & Brooke H. Brogan 
4608 Rockwood Parkway, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3207 

1513 16 4604 Rockwood Parkway NW Rockwood 5 LLC 
3949 52" Street NW 
Washington, DC 20016-1925 

1515 33 3808 University Avenue NW Cesare DeCarlo & M.P. DeCarlo 
3808 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5620 

1515 34 4615 Rodman Street NW Vasudevan S. Jagannathan & 
Natalia Jagannathan 
4615 Rodman Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3232 

1515 809 3809 47" Street NW Gonzalo R. Navarro & Esther P. Ruiz 

3809 47" Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5611 

1515 821 4601 Rodman Street NW Mary Nell Lehnhard 

4601 Rodman Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3232 

1517 43 4801 Indian Lane NW A. Howard Metro 

7811 Montrose Road, Suite 400 

Potomac, MD 20854-3332 

1517 45 4850 Glenbrook Road NW Embassy of the Arab Republic of Yemen 
600 New Hampshire Avenue, NW #840 

Washington, DC 20037-2403 

1517 50 4831 Indian Lane NW Michael P. Galvin & Elizabeth W. Gavin 

4831 Indian Lane, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3203 

1517 51 4846 Glenbrook Road NW Jeffrey Stern & Jill A. Stern 
4846 Glenbrook Road, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3221 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

2 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1509 820 4845 Glenbrook Road NW Hudai Yavalar & Mirat Yavalar 
4845 Glenbrook Road, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3245 

1513 5 3300 Nebraska Avenue NW Richard C. Blum, Trustee 
Eugene L. Gartland, Trustee 
909 Montgomery Street, #400 
San Francisco, CA 94133-4652  

1513 15 4608 Rockwood Parkway NW Francis B. Brogan III & Brooke H. Brogan  
4608 Rockwood Parkway, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3207 

1513 16 4604 Rockwood Parkway NW Rockwood 5 LLC 
3949 52nd Street NW 
Washington, DC 20016-1925  

1515 33 3808 University Avenue NW Cesare DeCarlo & M.P. DeCarlo 
3808 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5620 

1515 34 4615 Rodman Street NW Vasudevan S. Jagannathan &  
Natalia Jagannathan 
4615 Rodman Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3232 

1515 809 3809 47th Street NW Gonzalo R. Navarro & Esther P. Ruiz 
3809 47th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5611 

1515 821 4601 Rodman Street NW Mary Nell Lehnhard  
4601 Rodman Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3232 

1517 43 4801 Indian Lane NW A. Howard Metro 
7811 Montrose Road, Suite 400 
Potomac, MD 20854-3332 

1517 45 4850 Glenbrook Road NW Embassy of the Arab Republic of Yemen 
600 New Hampshire Avenue, NW #840 
Washington, DC 20037-2403 

1517 50 4831 Indian Lane NW Michael P. Galvin & Elizabeth W. Gavin 
4831 Indian Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3203 

1517 51 4846 Glenbrook Road NW Jeffrey Stern & Jill A. Stern 
4846 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3221 



SQUARE 

1517 

1517 

1517 

1517 

1517 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

LOT 

52 

53 

56 

834 

839 

58 

59 

60 

61 

62 

64 

65 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4840 Glenbrook Road NW 

4819 Indian Lane NW 

4810 Glenbrook Road NW 

4820 Glenbrook Road NW 

4830 Glenbrook Road NW 

3701 Corey Place NW 

3705 Corey Place NW 

3709 Corey Place NW 

3713 Corey Place NW 

3717 Corey Place NW 

4700 Rodman Street NW 

4614 Rodman Street NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Lucy A. Cummings & Matthew L. Kendall 
4840 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3221 

Douglass B. Sosnik & Maria F. Jorge 
4819 Indian Lane, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3203 

Frederick J. Killion & Maureen Killion 

4810 Glenbrook Road, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3221 

Claire O'Donnell Trustee, Mary Anne O’Donnell 
Trustee, Kevin O'Donnell, Brian O'Donnell, 

Michael O’Donnell & Sheila O’Donnell 

4820 Glenbrook Road, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3221 

Christine Dieterich & Rogerio Zandamela 
4830 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3221 

Rory F. Quirk & Clare Amend 
3701 Corey Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

Peter Chepucavage & K. Chepucavage 
3705 Corey Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

Luke F. Grande, Trustee & 

Hope Grande, Trustee 
3709 Corey Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3218 

Robert J. Jr. & Roxanna Day 

3713 Corey Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

Iman Kennerly 
3717 Corey Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

Thomas S. Dagostino & A.C. Dagostino 
4700 Rodman Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3235 

4614 Rodman Street LLC 

107 Old Pittsboro Road 

Carrboro, NC 27510-2228

3 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1517 52 4840 Glenbrook Road NW Lucy A. Cummings & Matthew L. Kendall 
4840 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3221 

1517 53 4819 Indian Lane NW Douglass B. Sosnik & Maria F. Jorge 
4819 Indian Lane, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3203 

1517 56 4810 Glenbrook Road NW Frederick J. Killion & Maureen Killion 
4810 Glenbrook Road, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3221 

1517 834 4820 Glenbrook Road NW Claire O’Donnell Trustee, Mary Anne O’Donnell 
Trustee, Kevin O’Donnell, Brian O’Donnell, 
Michael O’Donnell & Sheila O’Donnell 
4820 Glenbrook Road, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3221 

1517 839 4830 Glenbrook Road NW Christine Dieterich & Rogerio Zandamela 
4830 Glenbrook Road, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3221 

1525 58 3701 Corey Place NW Rory F. Quirk & Clare Amend 
3701 Corey Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

1525 59 3705 Corey Place NW Peter Chepucavage & K. Chepucavage 
3705 Corey Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

1525 60 3709 Corey Place NW Luke F. Grande, Trustee &  
Hope Grande, Trustee 
3709 Corey Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

1525 61 3713 Corey Place NW Robert J. Jr. & Roxanna Day 
3713 Corey Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

1525 62 3717 Corey Place NW Iman Kennerly 
3717 Corey Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3218 

1525 64 4700 Rodman Street NW Thomas S. Dagostino & A.C. Dagostino 
4700 Rodman Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3235 

1525 65 4614 Rodman Street NW 4614 Rodman Street LLC 
107 Old Pittsboro Road 
Carrboro, NC 27510-2228 



SQUARE 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1525 

1556 

1556 

1556 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

LOT 

66 

67 

72 

73 

74 

81 

82 

821 

826 

63 

64 

65 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4610 Rodman Street NW 

3730 University Avenue NW 

3700 University Avenue NW 

4705 Quebec Street NW 

4711 Quebec Street NW 

3710 University Avenue NW 

3724 University Avenue NW 

3718 University Avenue NW 

3714 University Avenue NW 

4106 46th Street NW 

4104 46th Street NW 

4102 46th Street NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Louise Doumet & Kareem Salman 

4610 Rodman Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3233 

G.F. MacDonald & D.L. McDonald 

3730 University Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5618 

Dennis I. Paul & G.L. Paul 
3700 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

4705 Quebec LLC 

c/o Robert Ransom 

211 N Union Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314-2657 

Christopher T. Raczynski & 
Summer R. Herlihy 
4711 Quebec Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3226 

John Dalton & Margaret Dalton 
3710 University Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5618 

Jeffrey M. Puryear Trustee & 
Myriam Waiser Trustee 
3724 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

Blaine D. Carter & Nancy O. Carter 
3718 University Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5618 

Sander M. Bieber, Trustee & 

Linda E. Rosenzweig, Trustee 

3714 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

Deborah Fox & Alireza Honarkar 

2120 10" Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001-4010 

Nancy B. Kaplan 
4104 46th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5608 

Melissa L. Dornan, Trustee 

3463 Godspeed Road 
Davidsonville, MD 21035-1304

4 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1525 66 4610 Rodman Street NW Louise Doumet & Kareem Salman 
4610 Rodman Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3233 

1525 67 3730 University Avenue NW G.F. MacDonald & D.L. McDonald 
3730 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

1525 72 3700 University Avenue NW Dennis I. Paul & G.L. Paul 
3700 University Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

1525 73 4705 Quebec Street NW 4705 Quebec LLC 
c/o Robert Ransom 
211 N Union Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314-2657  

1525 74 4711 Quebec Street NW Christopher T. Raczynski &  
Summer R. Herlihy 
4711 Quebec Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3226 

1525 81 3710 University Avenue NW John Dalton & Margaret Dalton 
3710 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

1525 82 3724 University Avenue NW Jeffrey M. Puryear Trustee & 
 Myriam Waiser Trustee 
3724 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

1525 821 3718 University Avenue NW Blaine D. Carter & Nancy O. Carter 
3718 University Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

1525 826 3714 University Avenue NW Sander M. Bieber, Trustee & 
Linda E. Rosenzweig, Trustee 
3714 University Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5618 

1556 63 4106 46th Street NW Deborah Fox & Alireza Honarkar 
2120 10th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001-4010 

1556 64 4104 46th Street NW Nancy B. Kaplan 
4104 46th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5608 

1556 65 4102 46th Street NW Melissa L. Dornan, Trustee 
3463 Godspeed Road 
Davidsonville, MD 21035-1304 



SQUARE 

1556 

1556 
1556 
1556 
1556 
1556 
1560 
1560 
1599 
1599 
1599 
1599 
1717 
1722 
1722 
1722 

1560 

1560 

1560 

1560 

1560 

1560 

1560 

1560 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

820 

806 

29 

30 

31 

32 

800 

811 

812 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4601 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

NW 

Massachusetts Ave NW 

Quebec Street NW 
3801 Nebraska Ave NW 

Nebraska Ave NW 

Nebraska Ave NW 

4516 Van Ness Street NW 

4528 Van Ness Street NW 

4524 Van Ness Street NW 

4520 Van Ness Street NW 

4125 46th Street NW 

4532 Van Ness Street NW 

4105 46th Street NW 

4115 46th Street NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Sixth Church of Christ Scientist 

4601 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2361 

Mr. Peter May 

National Park Service 

US Government Property 

1100 Ohio Drive, SW 
Washington, DC 20024 

David Horniak & Heather L. Fritz 

4516 Van Ness Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5628 

Gretchen Peters 

4444 Chesapeake Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-4467 

Elaine V. Eagle & Jonathan McHugh 
4524 Van Ness Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5628 

Margaret P. Bagnoli & David Bagnoli 
4520 Van Ness Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5628 

Matthew J. Gialanella & Annie L. Gialanella 

2020 12' Street, NW; Apt 706 
Washington, DC 20009-7591 

Pamela Flattau 

4532 Van Ness Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5628 

Aygul Ozen 
4105 46th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5609 

Robert H. Laible, Trustee 

4115 46th Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5609

5 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1556 66 4601 Massachusetts Avenue NW Sixth Church of Christ Scientist  
4601 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2361 

1556 
1556 
1556 
1556 
1556 
1560 
1560 
1599 
1599 
1599 
1599 
1717 
1722 
1722 
1722 

820 
836 
863 
865 
866 
805 
806 
800 
801 
802 
803 
803 
800 
805 
806 

NW 
NW 
Massachusetts Ave NW 
NW 
NW 
NW 
NW 
NW 
NW 
NW 
NW 
Quebec Street NW 
3801 Nebraska Ave NW 
Nebraska Ave NW 
Nebraska Ave NW 

Mr. Peter May 
National Park Service 
US Government Property 
1100 Ohio Drive, SW 
Washington, DC 20024 

1560 26 4516 Van Ness Street NW David Horniak & Heather L. Fritz 
4516 Van Ness Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5628 

1560 29 4528 Van Ness Street NW Gretchen Peters 
4444 Chesapeake Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-4467 

1560 30 4524 Van Ness Street NW Elaine V. Eagle & Jonathan McHugh 
4524 Van Ness Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5628 

1560 31 4520 Van Ness Street NW Margaret P. Bagnoli & David Bagnoli 
4520 Van Ness Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5628 

1560 32 4125 46th Street NW Matthew J. Gialanella & Annie L. Gialanella 
2020 12th Street, NW; Apt 706 
Washington, DC 20009-7591 

1560 800 4532 Van Ness Street NW Pamela Flattau 
4532 Van Ness Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5628 

1560 811 4105 46th Street NW Aygul Ozen 
4105 46th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5609 

1560 812 4115 46th Street NW Robert H. Laible, Trustee 
4115 46th Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5609 



1597 

1597 

1597 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

27 

28 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

3910 44th Street NW 

4415 Springdale Street NW 

3922 44th Street NW 

3916 44" Street NW 

3901 45" Street NW 

4412 Springdale Street NW 

4408 Springdale Street NW 

4404 Springdale Street NW 

4400 Springdale Street NW 

4401 Sedgwick Street NW 

4405 Sedgwick Street NW 

4409 Sedgwick Street NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Hazel Edwards 

3910 44th Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2758 

John C. Powers & Heather Powers 

4415 Springdale Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2715 

Mariam M. Vasiliou 

1208 Merediths Ford Road 

Towson, MD 21286-1320 

Alan L. Book 
4210 Anthony Street 
Kensington, MD 20895-4007 

Judie De Winter 

3901 45th Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5604 

Eduardo Haim 

4412 Springdale Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2716 

David Friend & Brenda Friend 

4408 Springdale Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2716 

James A. Langley & E.S. Langley 
4404 Springdale Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2716 

Eva H. Baer, Barbary Baer & 

Alan Baer, Trustee 

4400 Springdale Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2716 

Frederico Amui & Maria Garcia Ruiz 

4401 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Chelsea L. Horne & Maria S. Horne 

4405 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Rita Delima, Trustee 

4409 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713

6 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1597 1 3910 44th Street NW Hazel Edwards  
3910 44th Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2758 

1597 2 4415 Springdale Street NW John C. Powers & Heather Powers 
4415 Springdale Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2715 

1597 27 3922 44th Street NW Mariam M. Vasiliou  
1208 Merediths Ford Road 
Towson, MD 21286-1320 

1597 28 3916 44th Street NW Alan L. Book 
4210 Anthony Street 
Kensington, MD  20895-4007 

1598 1 3901 45th Street NW Judie De Winter 
3901 45th Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5604 

1598 14 4412 Springdale Street NW Eduardo Haim  
4412 Springdale Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2716 

1598 15 4408 Springdale Street NW David Friend & Brenda Friend 
4408 Springdale Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2716 

1598 16 4404 Springdale Street NW James A. Langley & E.S. Langley 
4404 Springdale Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2716 

1598 17 4400 Springdale Street NW Eva H. Baer, Barbary Baer &  
Alan Baer, Trustee 
4400 Springdale Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2716 

1598 18 4401 Sedgwick Street NW Frederico Amui & Maria Garcia Ruiz 
4401 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 19 4405 Sedgwick Street NW Chelsea L. Horne & Maria S. Horne 
4405 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 20 4409 Sedgwick Street NW Rita Delima, Trustee 
4409 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 



SQUARE 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1598 

1599 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

LOT 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4437 Sedgwick Street NW 

4441 Sedgwick Street NW 

4445 Sedgwick Street NW 

4449 Sedgwick Street NW 

4453 Sedgwick Street NW 

4457 Sedgwick Street NW 

4461 Sedgwick Street NW 

4465 Sedgwick Street NW 

4469 Sedgwick Street NW 

4473 Sedgwick Street NW 

4477 Sedgwick Street NW 

4485 Sedgwick Street NW 

3825 45" Street NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Zehra Peynircioglu 
4437 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Mary Faith Burton Trustee 
4441 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Martin Kaufman & Silvana Kaufman 

4445 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Anurag Sharadendu & Angela Bansal 
4449 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Chaitanya Rao & Annie Rao 
4453 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Fransisco Jijon & Alissa D. Jijon 
4457 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Leigh A. Slaughter 
4461 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Jeffrey A. Banks & Stacie Baniks 
4465 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Nicholas B. Smiley & Jim Smiley 
4469 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Robert G. Kaler & Mary H. Kaler 
4473 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Ryan W. Grim & Elizabethann Garcia 
4477 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Ted Gayer & Rachel Gayer 
4485 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

Paul A. Lowe 
3825 45th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5602

7 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1598 21 4437 Sedgwick Street NW Zehra Peynircioglu  
4437 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 22 4441 Sedgwick Street NW Mary Faith Burton Trustee 
 4441 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 23 4445 Sedgwick Street NW Martin Kaufman & Silvana Kaufman 
4445 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 24 4449 Sedgwick Street NW Anurag Sharadendu & Angela Bansal 
4449 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 25 4453 Sedgwick Street NW Chaitanya Rao & Annie Rao 
4453 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 26 4457 Sedgwick Street NW Fransisco Jijon & Alissa D. Jijon 
4457 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 27 4461 Sedgwick Street NW Leigh A. Slaughter 
4461 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 28 4465 Sedgwick Street NW Jeffrey A. Banks & Stacie Baniks 
4465 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 29 4469 Sedgwick Street NW Nicholas B. Smiley & Jim Smiley 
4469 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 30 4473 Sedgwick Street NW Robert G. Kaler & Mary H. Kaler 
4473 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 31 4477 Sedgwick Street NW Ryan W. Grim & Elizabethann Garcia 
4477 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1598 32 4485 Sedgwick Street NW Ted Gayer & Rachel Gayer 
4485 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2713 

1599 1 3825 45th Street NW Paul A. Lowe 
3825 45th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5602 



1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1599 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

17 

18 

19 

20 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4468 Sedgwick Street NW 

4464 Sedgwick Street NW 

4460 Sedgwick Street NW 

4456 Sedgwick Street NW 

4452 Sedgwick Street NW 

4448 Sedgwick Street NW 

4444 Sedgwick Street NW 

4440 Sedgwick Street NW 

4412 Sedgwick Street NW 

4436 Sedgwick Street NW 

4432 Sedgwick Street NW 

4428 Sedgwick Street NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Carol Hill Lowe 
4468 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Robert Fabrikant 

4464 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Joel A. Guiterman 
4460 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Joseph H. Cascia & Giuseppina Fancellu 
4456 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Valentine C. Ponnamperuma & 
Roshini Ponnamperuma 
4452 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Gregorio Impavido, Trustee & 
Emma V. Impavido, Trustee 

4448 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2714 

P.D. Bilecky & Michael Bilecky 
4444 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Florence H. Saliba & Steve Saliba 

4440 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Zaza and Company LLC 
8624 Flower Avenue 

Takoma Park, MD 20912-6622 

Paul Khoury & Jane Khoury 
4436 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Harinder K. Malothra & Ashish Malothra 

4432 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Allan M. Pollock & Patricia B. Pollock 

4428 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2714

8 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1599 2 4468 Sedgwick Street NW Carol Hill Lowe 
4468 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 3 4464 Sedgwick Street NW Robert Fabrikant 
4464 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 4 4460 Sedgwick Street NW Joel A. Guiterman 
4460 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 5 4456 Sedgwick Street NW Joseph H. Cascia & Giuseppina Fancellu 
4456 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 6 4452 Sedgwick Street NW Valentine C. Ponnamperuma & 
Roshini Ponnamperuma 
4452 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 7 4448 Sedgwick Street NW Gregorio Impavido, Trustee & 
Emma V. Impavido, Trustee 
4448 Sedgwick Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 8 4444 Sedgwick Street NW P.D. Bilecky & Michael Bilecky 
4444 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 9 4440 Sedgwick Street NW Florence H. Saliba & Steve Saliba 
4440 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 17 4412 Sedgwick Street NW Zaza and Company LLC 
8624 Flower Avenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20912-6622 

1599 18 4436 Sedgwick Street NW Paul  Khoury & Jane Khoury 
4436 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 19 4432 Sedgwick Street NW Harinder K. Malothra & Ashish Malothra 
4432 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 20 4428 Sedgwick Street NW Allan M. Pollock & Patricia B. Pollock 
4428 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 



SQUARE 

1599 

1599 

1599 

1600 

1600 

1600 

1600 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

21 

22 

23 

810 

808 

10 

829 

830 

831 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4424 Sedgwick Street NW 

4420 Sedgwick Street NW 

4416 Sedgwick Street NW 

3850 Nebraska Avenue NW 

Nebraska Avenue NW 

4801 Glenbrook Road NW 

3825 University Avenue NW 
Massachusetts Avenue NW 

Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4500 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4500 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4637 Rockwood Parkway NW 

4641 Rockwood Parkway NW 

3401 Nebraska Avenue, NW 

4461 Westover Place NW 

4459 Westover Place NW 

4457 Westover Place NW 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Christina Cristaldi & Johnnie J. Cristaldi 

4424 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Andrew Harris, Jr. & J.B. Harris 

4420 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Tatjana Murashka 
4416 Sedgwick Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2714 

Temple Baptist Church 
3850 Nebraska Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2730 

Government of the Republic of Korea 
2370 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20008-2852 

Wesley Theological Seminary of the 
Methodist Church 
4500 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5632 

W.G. McKitterick & M. McKitterick 

4637 Rockwood Parkway, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3206 

Teresita C. Schaffer, Trustee 

4641 Rockwood Parkway, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3206 

Trustees of Metropolitan Memorial 
Methodist Episcopal Church 

3401 Nebraska Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2759 

Charles T. Privot & Wanda Privot 

4461 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5557 

Jennifer Kyriakakis & Roger A. Carlhammar 
4459 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5557 

Murat Schidoglu 
4457 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5557

9 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1599 21 4424 Sedgwick Street NW Christina Cristaldi & Johnnie J. Cristaldi 
4424 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 22 4420 Sedgwick Street NW Andrew Harris, Jr. & J.B. Harris 
4420 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 23 4416 Sedgwick Street NW Tatjana Murashka 
4416 Sedgwick Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2714 

1599 
1599 

810 
811 

3850 Nebraska Avenue NW 
Nebraska Avenue NW 

Temple Baptist Church 
3850 Nebraska Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2730 

1600 4 
(809) 

4801 Glenbrook Road NW Government of the Republic of Korea 
2370 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20008-2852 

1600 7 
8 
9 

818 
819 

3825 University Avenue NW 
Massachusetts Avenue NW 
Massachusetts Avenue NW  
4500 Massachusetts Avenue NW 
4500 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

Wesley Theological Seminary of the  
Methodist Church 
4500 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5632  

1600 807 4637 Rockwood Parkway NW W.G. McKitterick & M. McKitterick 
4637 Rockwood Parkway, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3206 

1600 808 4641 Rockwood Parkway NW Teresita C. Schaffer, Trustee 
4641 Rockwood Parkway, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3206 

1601 10 3401 Nebraska Avenue, NW Trustees of Metropolitan Memorial  
    Methodist Episcopal Church  
3401 Nebraska Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2759 

1601 829 4461 Westover Place NW Charles T. Privot & Wanda Privot 
4461 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

1601 830 4459 Westover Place NW Jennifer Kyriakakis & Roger A. Carlhammar 
4459 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

1601 831 4457 Westover Place NW Murat Schidoglu 
4457 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5557 



SQUARE 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

833 

834 

835 
959 

836 

837 

838 

839 

840 

841 

842 

843 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4455 Westover Place NW 

4453 Westover Place NW 

4451 Westover Place NW 

4449 Westover Place NW 

4301 Westover Place NW 

4447 Westover Place NW 

4454 \Westover Place NW 

4452 Westover Place NW 

4450 Westover Place NW 

4448 Westover Place NW 

4446 Westover Place NW 

4444 \Nestover Place NW 

4432 Westover Place NW 

10 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Mary Feeney 

4455 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

Rufino Hurtado & 

Maria Carolina Moura DaCosta 

4453 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5557 

Antonion R. Cafoncelli & Teresa Guzman 

4451 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5557 

Pedro & Arlene Buarque de Macedo 
6100 Highboro Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20817-6010 

Jonathan Hayes & Sophia Georgieva 
4447 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

Arturo J. Gussoni & Ana L. Larreta 

4454 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Roderick W. Pettis & Opal E. Pettis 
4452 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Scott R. Hile & Tara Hile 

4450 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Mildred W. Holmes 

4448 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Benjamin Tessler 
4446 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Janice Mugrditchian 
AGS Realty Inc. 
1732 Connecticut Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20009-1159 

Gabriel Abraham & Binaifer Nowrojee 

4432 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5547

10 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 832 4455 Westover Place NW Mary Feeney  
4455 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

1601 833 4453 Westover Place NW Rufino Hurtado &  
Maria Carolina Moura DaCosta 
4453 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

1601 834 4451 Westover Place NW Antonion R. Cafoncelli & Teresa Guzman 
4451 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

1601 835 
959 

4449 Westover Place NW 
4301 Westover Place NW 

Pedro & Arlene Buarque de Macedo  
6100 Highboro Drive  
Bethesda, MD 20817-6010 

1601 836 4447 Westover Place NW Jonathan Hayes & Sophia Georgieva 
4447 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5557 

1601 837 4454 Westover Place NW Arturo J. Gussoni & Ana L. Larreta 
4454 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 838 4452 Westover Place NW Roderick W. Pettis & Opal E. Pettis 
4452 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 839 4450 Westover Place NW Scott R. Hile & Tara Hile 
4450 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 840 4448 Westover Place NW Mildred W. Holmes 
4448 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 841 4446 Westover Place NW Benjamin Tessler 
4446 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 842 4444 Westover Place NW Janice Mugrditchian  
AGS Realty Inc. 
1732 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20009-1159 

1601 843 4432 Westover Place NW Gabriel Abraham & Binaifer Nowrojee 
4432 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5547 



SQUARE 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

845 

846 

847 

848 

849 

850 

851 

852 

853 

854 

855 

856 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4434 \Westover Place NW 

4436 Westover Place NW 

4438 Westover Place NW 

4440 Westover Place NW 

44472 Westover Place NW 

4400 Westover Place NW 

4402 Westover Place NW 

4404 Westover Place NW 

4406 Westover Place NW 

4408 Westover Place NW 

4410 Westover Place NW 

4412 Westover Place NW 

4414 Westover Place NW 

11 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Irene Mai Ng 
4434 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Amal Zaari 

4436 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5547 

J.S. Jessar & G.H. Jessar 

4438 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Michael E. Lavine 

2108 Dilworth Road 

East Charlotte, NC 28203 

Nancy Onyango 

4442 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

Selim A. Elekdag & Laura J. Elekdag 
4400 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Levi Shepherd & Mary Shepherd 
4402 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Melissa Milam Ekblom 

4404 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Hugh Hollman & Suzanne Hollman 
4406 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Sandra M. Bellemans 

4408 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Josiane Boulos 

4410 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Kerri B. Edwards Revocable Trust 

4412 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Cathy A. Delcoco 
3116 38" Street NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3727

11 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 844 4434 Westover Place NW Irene Mai Ng 
4434 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 845 4436 Westover Place NW Amal Zaari 
4436 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 846 4438 Westover Place NW J.S. Jessar & G.H. Jessar 
4438 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 847 4440 Westover Place NW Michael E. Lavine 
2108 Dilworth Road 
East Charlotte, NC 28203 

1601 848 4442 Westover Place NW Nancy Onyango 
4442 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5547 

1601 849 4400 Westover Place NW Selim A. Elekdag & Laura J. Elekdag 
4400 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 850 4402 Westover Place NW Levi Shepherd & Mary Shepherd 
4402 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 851 4404 Westover Place NW Melissa Milam Ekblom 
4404 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 852 4406 Westover Place NW Hugh Hollman & Suzanne Hollman 
4406 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 853 4408 Westover Place NW Sandra M. Bellemans 
4408 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 854 4410 Westover Place NW Josiane Boulos 
4410 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 855 4412 Westover Place NW Kerri B. Edwards Revocable Trust 
4412 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 856 4414 Westover Place NW Cathy A. Delcoco 
3116 38th Street NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3727 



SQUARE 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

858 

859 

860 

861 

862 

863 

864 

886 

887 

905 

906 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4416 Westover Place NW 

4418 Westover Place NW 

4420 Westover Place NW 

44272 Westover Place NW 

4424 Westover Place NW 

4426 Westover Place NW 

4428 Westover Place NW 

4430 Westover Place NW 

4439 Westover PL NW 

4437 Westover Place NW 

4362 Westover Place NW 

4360 Westover Place NW 

12 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Kay Oliver 
4416 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Barbara Alafoginis 
4418 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Mary B. Merrin 
4420 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Yong Bao 

4422 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Dagmar T. Farr, Trustee & 

Carlton Farr, Trustee 

4424 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Laurie Gotlib & Michael Gotlib 

4426 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Ruxandra Burdescu & Claudiu Danciu 

4428 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

Clinton A. Vince & Sandra Vince 

4430 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5559 

James Treanor & Barbara Treanor 

4439 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5556 

Alan Azuara 

4437 Westover Place NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5556 

Camillo Gentile & Simon Gentile 

4362 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Charles A. Rohe Trustee 

4360 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552

12 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 857 4416 Westover Place NW Kay Oliver 
4416 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 858 4418 Westover Place NW Barbara Alafoginis  
4418 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 859 4420 Westover Place NW Mary B. Merrin  
4420 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 860 4422 Westover Place NW Yong Bao 
4422 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 861 4424 Westover Place NW Dagmar T. Farr, Trustee &  
Carlton Farr, Trustee 
4424 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 862 4426 Westover Place NW Laurie Gotlib & Michael Gotlib 
4426 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 863 4428 Westover Place NW Ruxandra Burdescu & Claudiu Danciu 
4428 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 864 4430 Westover Place NW Clinton A. Vince & Sandra Vince 
4430 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5559 

1601 886 4439 Westover PL NW James Treanor & Barbara Treanor 
4439 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5556 

1601 887 4437 Westover Place NW Alan Azuara 
4437 Westover Place NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5556 

1601 905 4362 Westover Place NW Camillo Gentile & Simon Gentile 
4362 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 906 4360 Westover Place NW Charles A. Rohe Trustee 
4360 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5552 



SQUARE 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

908 

909 

910 

911 

912 

913 

914 

915 

916 

917 

918 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4358 Westover Place NW 

4356 Westover Place NW 

4354 \Westover Place NW 

4352 Westover Place NW 

4350 Westover Place NW 

4348 Westover Place NW 

4346 Westover Place NW 

4344 \Westover Place NW 

4342 Westover Place NW 

4340 Westover Place NW 

4338 Westover Place NW 

4336 Westover Place NW 

13 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Annette J. & James Stenger, Trustee 

4534 Hawthorne Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3575 

James Landau & Paula Landau 

4355 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Arem Duplessis 
4354 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Rosa Barreiro 

5215 Westbard Avenue 

Bethesda, MD 20816-1411 

Lily Ng 
4350 Westover PL, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Laurel Malson 

4348 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Elisabeth H. Ross Long Living Trust 
1997 Sadler Road #16441 
Fern Beach, FL 32034-4704 

Noam Solomon Reisner Co-Trustee & 

Jacquelyn Marilou Reisner, Co-Trustee 
4344 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Jean L. Saunders & Douglas Saunders 
4342 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Stephanie A. Kennan Trustee 
4340 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Catherine M. Brant 

4338 Westover PL, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Maryam Amirmadijdi 
4336 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551

13 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 907 4358 Westover Place NW Annette J. & James Stenger, Trustee 
4534 Hawthorne Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3575 

1601 908 4356 Westover Place NW James Landau & Paula Landau 
4355 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 909 4354 Westover Place NW Arem Duplessis 
4354 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 910 4352 Westover Place NW Rosa Barreiro 
5215 Westbard Avenue  
Bethesda, MD 20816-1411 

1601 911 4350 Westover Place NW Lily Ng  
4350 Westover PL, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 912 4348 Westover Place NW Laurel Malson 
4348 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 913 4346 Westover Place NW Elisabeth H. Ross Long Living Trust 
1997 Sadler Road #16441 
Fern Beach, FL 32034-4704 

1601 914 4344 Westover Place NW Noam Solomon Reisner Co-Trustee &  
Jacquelyn Marilou Reisner, Co-Trustee 
4344 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 915 4342 Westover Place NW Jean L. Saunders & Douglas Saunders 
4342 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 916 4340 Westover Place NW Stephanie A. Kennan Trustee 
4340 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 917 4338 Westover Place NW Catherine M. Brant  
4338 Westover PL, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 918 4336 Westover Place NW Maryam Amirmadjdi 
4336 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 



SQUARE 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

920 

921 

922 

923 

924 

925 

926 

927 

928 

929 

930 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4334 Westover Place NW 

4332 Westover Place NW 

4330 Westover Place NW 

4328 Westover Place NW 

4326 Westover Place NW 

4324 Westover Place NW 

4322 Westover Place NW 

4320 Westover Place NW 

4364 Westover Place NW 

4366 Westover Place NW 

4368 Westover Place NW 

4370 Westover Place NW 

14 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Mitra Sassanpour, Trustee 

4334 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Christopher W. Edwards 
4332 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Werner K. Schumann & Joanna Willis 

4330 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Thomas J. Rossi & Teresa Rossi 

4328 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Marion M. Shell 

4326 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Michele Woodward 

4324 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Melissa W. Chiu & Benjamin Genocchio 
4322 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

Daniel Estrada & Paige Grzelak 
4320 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5551 

G.M. Gallucci & C.E. Rea 

4364 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Zheng Lu & Zhong Hou 
3710 Newark Street NW Apt 211 
Washington, DC 20016-3053 

Edward S. Liu & Helen Zhang 
4368 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Thomas M. Duncan Il & Nicole Duncan 

4370 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552

14 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 919 4334 Westover Place NW Mitra Sassanpour, Trustee 
4334 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 920 4332 Westover Place NW Christopher W. Edwards 
4332 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 921 4330 Westover Place NW Werner K. Schumann & Joanna Willis 
4330 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 922 4328 Westover Place NW Thomas J. Rossi & Teresa Rossi 
4328 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 923 4326 Westover Place NW Marion M. Shell 
4326 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 924 4324 Westover Place NW Michele Woodward 
4324 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 925 4322 Westover Place NW Melissa W. Chiu & Benjamin Genocchio 
4322 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 926 4320 Westover Place NW Daniel Estrada & Paige Grzelak  
4320 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5551 

1601 927 4364 Westover Place NW G.M. Gallucci & C.E. Rea 
4364 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 928 4366 Westover Place NW Zheng Lu & Zhong Hou 
3710 Newark Street NW Apt 211 
Washington, DC 20016-3053 

1601 929 4368 Westover Place NW Edward S. Liu & Helen Zhang 
4368 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 930 4370 Westover Place NW Thomas M. Duncan II & Nicole Duncan 
4370 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5552 



SQUARE 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

932 

933 

934 

935 

936 

937 

938 

939 

940 

941 

942 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4372 Westover Place NW 

4374 Westover Place NW 

4376 Westover Place NW 

4318 Westover Place NW 

4316 Westover Place NW 

4314 Westover Place NW 

4312 Westover Place NW 

4310 Westover Place NW 

4308 Westover Place NW 

4306 Westover Place NW 

4304 Westover Place NW 

4302 Westover Place NW 

15 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Andreas Hake & 
Maria Jose Rodriguez Herrera 
4372 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Yong Bao & Ke Wu 

4374 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5552 

James Morgulec & Joan Morgulec 
4376 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

Laird C. Kirkpatrick & Linda Kirkpatrick 
4318 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

David Decklebaum, Trustee 

5004 50" Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-4380 

Andrew L. Stern, Trustee 

372 Central Park West Apt 190 
New York, NY 10025-8212 

Betty Jean Carter, Trustee & 

Bruce Zotter, Trustee 

4312 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

Jeevendranath Thakoor & Priscilla Muthoora 

4310 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5550 

Natalia Mesa & Jorge Ramos 
4308 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5550 

Carmen C. Gutierrez & German Bocanegra 
4306 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

Melecio Rivera & Maria Eugenia Sanfeliz 
4304 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5550 

Robert Larios & Wanzhen Li 

505 18™ Street S Apt 319 

Arlington, VA 22202-2665

15 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 931 4372 Westover Place NW Andreas Hake & 
Maria Jose Rodriguez Herrera 
4372 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 932 4374 Westover Place NW Yong Bao & Ke Wu 
4374 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 933 4376 Westover Place NW James Morgulec & Joan Morgulec 
4376 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5552 

1601 934 4318 Westover Place NW Laird C. Kirkpatrick & Linda Kirkpatrick 
4318 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

1601 935 4316 Westover Place NW David Decklebaum, Trustee 
5004 50th Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-4380 

1601 936 4314 Westover Place NW Andrew L. Stern, Trustee 
372 Central Park West Apt 190 
New York, NY 10025-8212 

1601 937 4312 Westover Place NW Betty Jean Carter, Trustee &  
Bruce Zotter, Trustee 
4312 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

1601 938 4310 Westover Place NW Jeevendranath Thakoor & Priscilla Muthoora 
4310 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

1601 939 4308 Westover Place NW Natalia Mesa & Jorge Ramos 
4308 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

1601 940 4306 Westover Place NW Carmen C. Gutierrez & German Bocanegra 
4306 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

1601 941 4304 Westover Place NW Melecio Rivera & Maria Eugenia Sanfeliz 
4304 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5550 

1601 942 4302 Westover Place NW Robert Larios & Wanzhen Li 
505 18th Street S Apt 319 
Arlington, VA 22202-2665 



SQUARE 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

1601 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1 

944 

945 

946 

947 

948 

949 

955 

956 

957 

958 

960 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4300 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4311 Westover Place NW 

4313 Westover Place NW 

4315 Westover Place NW 

4317 Westover Place NW 

4319 Westover Place NW 

4321 Westover Place NW 

4309 Westover Place NW 

4307 Westover Place NW 

4305 Westover Place NW 

4303 Westover Place NW 

4296 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

16 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Ruth D. Knouse 

4300 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5544 

Howard W. Fogt, Jr. & Judith Fogt 
4311 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5500 

Jonathan Degange & Lijuan Zeng 
4313 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5553 

Zsofia Arvai, Trustee 

4315 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5553 

Stanley W. Cloud & Christina Olson 
4317 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5553 

Aileen Marshall 

4319 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5553 

John L. Chamberlain lll & 

Amelie M. Chamberlain 

4321 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5553 

Benedicta O. Urhioke 

4309 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5500 

Kelly King Dibble, Trustee 
4307 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5500 

Carol A. Wells, Trustee 

4305 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5500 

Lylian Madsen 
4303 Westover Place, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5500 

Todd Deckelbaum & Holly Deckelbaum 
4296 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5548
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SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 943 4300 Massachusetts Avenue NW Ruth D. Knouse 
4300 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5544 

1601 944 4311 Westover Place NW Howard W. Fogt, Jr. & Judith Fogt 
4311 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5500 

1601 945 4313 Westover Place NW Jonathan Degange & Lijuan Zeng 
4313 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5553 

1601 946 4315 Westover Place NW Zsofia Arvai, Trustee 
4315 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5553 

1601 947 4317 Westover Place NW Stanley W. Cloud & Christina Olson 
4317 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5553 

1601 948 4319 Westover Place NW Aileen Marshall 
4319 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5553 

1601 949 4321 Westover Place NW John L. Chamberlain III &  
Amelie M. Chamberlain 
4321 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5553 

1601 955 4309 Westover Place NW Benedicta O. Urhioke 
4309 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5500 

1601 956 4307 Westover Place NW Kelly King Dibble, Trustee 
4307 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5500 

1601 957 4305 Westover Place NW Carol A. Wells, Trustee 
4305 Westover Place, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5500 

1601 958 4303 Westover Place NW Lylian Madsen 
4303 Westover Place, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5500 

1601 960 4296 Massachusetts Avenue NW Todd Deckelbaum & Holly Deckelbaum 
4296 Massachusetts Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5548 



SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 961 4294 Massachusetts Avenue NW Mirodrag Djurovich & Ann Delia Porta 
4294 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5558 

1601 962 4292 Massachusetts Avenue NW Fiorella Cos-Caretto Trustee 

5051 Overlook Road, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-1911 

1601 978 Westover Place NW Westover Place Homes Corporation 
c/o Summit Management Dept 376 
PO Box 4579 
Houston TX 77210-4579 

1601 981 4395 Embassy Park Drive NW Valentin lodache & Joelle Ogg 
4395 Embassy Park Drive, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 982 4393 Embassy Park Drive NW Donna R. Fitzpatrick 
4393 Embassy Park Drive, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 983 4391 Embassy Park Drive NW Christine A. Moran, Trustee 
4391 Embassy Park Drive, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 984 4389 Embassy Park Drive NW Paul Pavlovich & Josee Pavlovich 
4389 Embassy Park Drive, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 985 4387 Embassy Park Drive NW Walter S. Sechriest & Tania Sechriest 
4387 Embassy Park Drive, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 986 4385 Embassy Park Drive NW Glenn Morrison & Ellen Morrison 
4385 Embassy Park Drive, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 1069 Embassy Park Drive NW Embassy Park Homeowners 
c/o Legum & Norman, Inc. 

3130 Fairview Park Drive, Suite 200 

Falls Church, VA 22042-4566 

1601 1071 4399 Embassy Park Drive NW Kathy Borrus Trustee 
4399 Embassy Park Drive, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 1072 4397 Embassy Park Drive NW Caroline J. Croft, Trustee 
4397 Embassy Park Drive, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-3625 
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SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1601 961 4294 Massachusetts Avenue NW Mirodrag Djurovich & Ann Delia Porta 
4294 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5558 

1601 962 4292 Massachusetts Avenue NW Fiorella Cos-Caretto Trustee 
5051 Overlook Road, NW 
Washington, DC  20016-1911 

1601 978 Westover Place NW Westover Place Homes Corporation 
c/o Summit Management Dept 376 
PO Box 4579 
Houston TX 77210-4579 

1601 981 4395 Embassy Park Drive NW Valentin Iodache & Joelle Ogg 
 4395 Embassy Park Drive, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 982 4393 Embassy Park Drive NW Donna R. Fitzpatrick 
4393 Embassy Park Drive, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 983 4391 Embassy Park Drive NW Christine A. Moran, Trustee 
4391 Embassy Park Drive, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 984 4389 Embassy Park Drive NW Paul Pavlovich & Josee Pavlovich 
4389 Embassy Park Drive, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 985 4387 Embassy Park Drive NW Walter S. Sechriest & Tania Sechriest 
4387 Embassy Park Drive, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 986 4385 Embassy Park Drive NW Glenn Morrison & Ellen Morrison 
4385 Embassy Park Drive, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 1069 Embassy Park Drive NW Embassy Park Homeowners  
c/o Legum & Norman, Inc.  
3130 Fairview Park Drive, Suite 200 
Falls Church, VA 22042-4566 

1601 1071 4399 Embassy Park Drive NW Kathy Borrus Trustee 
4399 Embassy Park Drive, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3625 

1601 1072 4397 Embassy Park Drive NW Caroline J. Croft, Trustee 
4397 Embassy Park Drive, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-3625 



SQUARE 

1603 

1604 

1604 

1604 

1604 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 
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804 

30 

31 

825 

826 

2001- 
2188 

2189 

2190 

2191 

2192 

2193 

2194 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4430 Newark Street NW 

3322 45th Street NW 

3323 Nebraska Avenue NW 

4500 Newark Street NW 

3318 45" Street NW 

4301 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4305 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4307 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4309 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4311 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4315 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4317 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

18 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

District of Columbia 

2000 14" Street NW FI 8 
Washington, DC 20009-4487 

Negar Akhavi & Adam Yonce 
3322 45th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2703 

Anne Carson & Natalie A. Ambrose 

3323 Nebraska Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2706 

Tamzin Harding, Trustee 

4500 Newark Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-2743 

Hal S. Hienstra & Dawn Hill 

3318 45" Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2703 

President / Directors 

The Greenbriar Condominium 

4301 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5567 

Viraj Mehta & Radhika Mehta 
4305 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

John Dizdul 

4307 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Yu-Chen Hsieh 

4309 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Michael Broxson & Alesi Broxson 

4311 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Jan R. Carr & Howard Carr 

4315 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Sara Cobb 

4317 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546
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SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1603 804 4430 Newark Street NW District of Columbia  
2000 14th Street NW Fl 8 
Washington, DC 20009-4487 

1604 30 3322 45th Street NW Negar Akhavi & Adam Yonce 
3322 45th Street, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2703 

1604 31 3323 Nebraska Avenue NW  Anne Carson & Natalie A. Ambrose 
3323 Nebraska Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-2706 

1604 825 4500 Newark Street NW Tamzin Harding, Trustee 
4500 Newark Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2743 

1604 826 3318 45th Street NW Hal S. Hienstra & Dawn Hill 
3318 45th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-2703 

1717 2001- 
2188 

4301 Massachusetts Avenue NW President / Directors  
The Greenbriar Condominium  
4301 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5567 

1717 2189 4305 Massachusetts Avenue NW Viraj Mehta & Radhika Mehta 
4305 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2190 4307 Massachusetts Avenue NW John Dizdul 
4307 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2191 4309 Massachusetts Avenue NW Yu-Chen Hsieh 
4309 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
 Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2192 4311 Massachusetts Avenue NW Michael Broxson & Alesi Broxson 
4311 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2193 4315 Massachusetts Avenue NW Jan R. Carr & Howard Carr 
4315 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2194 4317 Massachusetts Avenue NW Sara Cobb 
4317 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC  20016-5546 



SQUARE 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 
1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 

1717 
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2196 

2197 

2198 

2199 
2206 

2200 

2201 

2202 

2203 

2204 

2205 

2207 

PREMISES ADDRESS 

4319 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4321 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4323 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4325 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4327 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4341 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4329 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4331 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4333 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4335 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4337 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4339 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

4343 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

19 

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

Paul R. Thomas 

405 6™ Avenue N 
Myrtle Beach, SC 29577-3909 

Ryan A. Hubbard & Jennifer Schocklin 
4321 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Silvia Lucero & Monica Lucero 

4323 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Prathiba Ram & Cassandra C. Patton, Trustee 

3827 Bergerac Lane 
Ocean Springs, MS 39564-1400 

Ali A. Al Sabah & Ahmand Al Sabah 

Weichert Realtors DC/MD Property 
3050 Chain Bridge Road, Suite 305 
Fairfax, VA 22030-2834 

Ashley Tease & Jason Mass 
4329 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Joseph Y. Yun & Melanie Billings-Yun 
4331 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Hatem M. Hossino 

5030 Kanawha Avenue, SE 

Charleston, WV 25304-2014 

Jessica Garry 
4335 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Robyn Small & Scott Cohan 
4337 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Sandra Kaye Gardner 
4339 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

Kathleen Mach & David Scherer 

686 Kellogg Avenue 
Palo Alto CA 94301-3325
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SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1717 2195 4319 Massachusetts Avenue NW Paul R. Thomas 
405 6th Avenue N 
Myrtle Beach, SC 29577-3909 

1717 2196 4321 Massachusetts Avenue NW Ryan A. Hubbard & Jennifer Schocklin 
4321 Massachusetts Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2197 4323 Massachusetts Avenue NW Silvia Lucero & Monica Lucero 
4323 Massachusetts Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2198 4325 Massachusetts Avenue NW Prathiba Ram & Cassandra C. Patton, Trustee 
3827 Bergerac Lane 
Ocean Springs, MS 39564-1400 

1717 
1717 

2199 
2206 

4327 Massachusetts Avenue NW 
4341 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

Ali A. Al Sabah & Ahmand Al Sabah 
Weichert Realtors DC/MD Property 
3050 Chain Bridge Road, Suite 305 
Fairfax, VA  22030-2834 

1717 2200 4329 Massachusetts Avenue NW Ashley Tease & Jason Mass 
4329 Massachusetts Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2201 4331 Massachusetts Avenue NW Joseph Y. Yun & Melanie Billings-Yun 
4331 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2202 4333 Massachusetts Avenue NW Hatem M. Hossino 
5030 Kanawha Avenue, SE 
Charleston, WV 25304-2014 

1717 2203 4335 Massachusetts Avenue NW Jessica Garry 
4335 Massachusetts Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2204 4337 Massachusetts Avenue NW Robyn Small & Scott Cohan 
4337 Massachusetts Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2205 4339 Massachusetts Avenue NW Sandra Kaye Gardner 
4339 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1717 2207 4343 Massachusetts Avenue NW Kathleen Mach & David Scherer 
686 Kellogg Avenue 
Palo Alto CA 94301-3325 



SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1717 2208 4345 Massachusetts Avenue NW Patrick Fitzgerald 
4345 Massachusetts Avenue, NW #345 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1722 809 3701 Nebraska Avenue NW United States of America Naval Facilities 

1722 810 Nebraska Avenue NW 1322 Patterson Avenue SE 

Suite 1000 

Washington, DC 20374-5065 

ANC 3D 

PO Box 40846 

Palisades Station 

Washington, DC 20016 

Jeremy Del Moral 
ANC 3D10 
4301 Massachusetts Avenue NW 

Washington, DC 20016 

Chuck Elkins 

ANC 3D01 

4505 Lowell Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20016 

Paige Ela 
ANC 3D03 
4050 52" Terrace, NW 
Washington, DC 20016 

ANC 3E 

c/o Lisner Louise-Dickson-Hurt Home 

5425 Western Avenue, NW #219 

Washington, DC 20015 

Alexandra Gianinno 

ANC 3E05 

5425 Western Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20016 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3C 
PO Box 4966 
Washington DC 20008 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3F 
4401-A Connecticut Avenue NW, Box 244 

Washington, DC 20008-2322 

20 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

20 

4867-9262-4165, v. 1

SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

1717 2208 4345 Massachusetts Avenue NW Patrick Fitzgerald 
4345 Massachusetts Avenue, NW #345 
Washington, DC 20016-5546 

1722 
1722 

809 
810 

3701 Nebraska Avenue NW 
Nebraska Avenue NW 

United States of America Naval Facilities 
1322 Patterson Avenue SE 
Suite 1000 
Washington, DC 20374-5065 

ANC 3D 
PO Box 40846 
Palisades Station 
Washington, DC 20016 

Jeremy Del Moral 
ANC 3D10 
4301 Massachusetts Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20016 

Chuck Elkins 
ANC 3D01 
4505 Lowell Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20016 

Paige Ela 
ANC 3D03 
4050 52nd Terrace, NW 
Washington, DC 20016 

ANC 3E 
c/o Lisner Louise-Dickson-Hurt Home 
5425 Western Avenue, NW #219 
Washington, DC  20015 

Alexandra Gianinno 
ANC 3E05 
5425 Western Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20016 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3C 
PO Box 4966 
Washington DC  20008

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3F 
4401-A Connecticut Avenue NW, Box 244 
Washington, DC  20008-2322



SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

AU 
PROPERTY 

1513 22 3244 Nebraska Avenue NW 
1556 837 46" Street NW 
1600 5 4825 Glenbrook Road NW 
1600 804 4625 Rockwood Parkway NW 
1600 805 4629 Rockwood Parkway NW 
1600 806 4633 Rockwood Parkway NW 
1600 812 4621 Rockwood Parkway NW 
1600 817 4835 Glenbrook Road NW 
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SQUARE LOT PREMISES ADDRESS OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS 

AU 
PROPERTY 

1513 
1556 
1600 
1600 
1600 
1600 
1600 
1600 

22 
837 

5 
804 
805 
806 
812 
817 

3244 Nebraska Avenue NW 
46th Street NW  
4825 Glenbrook Road NW 
4625 Rockwood Parkway NW 
4629 Rockwood Parkway NW 
4633 Rockwood Parkway NW 
4621 Rockwood Parkway NW 
4835 Glenbrook Road NW 
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GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Zoning Commission 

* KK 
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EEE 

ZONING COMMISSION FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ZONING COMMISSION ORDER NO. 20-31 

Z.C. Case No. 20-31 

The American University 

(2021 Campus Plan @ 4400 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4300 Nebraska Avenue, NW, 

3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W., 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin 

Avenue, N.W. (Square 1560, Lot 807; Square 1599, Lots 24 & 812; Square 1600, Lots 1, 

801, & 810; Square 1601, Lot 3; Square 1728, Lot 1; and Square 1786, Lot 10)) 

July 8, 2021 

Pursuant to notice, the Zoning Commission for the District of Columbia (“Commission”) held 

public hearings on March 22, 2021, March 29, 2021, April 20, 2021, and April 28, 2021, to 

consider an application of American University (the “University,” “AU,” or the “Applicant”) for 

the review and approval of the 2021 American University Campus Plan for the period 2021-2031 

(the “2021 Campus Plan”). The Commission considered the Application pursuant to Subtitle X, 

Chapter 1 of Title 11 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations (“DCMR”) (Zoning 

Regulations of 2016, the “Zoning Regulations,” to which all section references are made unless 

otherwise specified). The public hearings were conducted in accordance with the provisions of 

Subtitle Z, Chapter 4. The Commission approves the Application, subject to the conditions below. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

Notice 

I. On October 1, 2020, the University mailed a Notice of Intent to Advisory Neighborhood 

Commissions (“ANC”) 3D, 3E, 3C, and 3F, and the owners of all property within 200 feet 

of the perimeter of the subject property as required by Subtitle Z § 302.6. (Exhibit [“Ex.”] 

2A.) In accordance with Subtitle Z § 302.8, representatives of the University made 

presentations to ANC 3D at its public meetings on July 1, 2020, September 2, 2020, 

October 7, 2020, and October 21, 2020 and to ANC 3E at its public meetings on November 

12, 2020 and December 10, 2020. (Ex. 2, 6, 10.) 

3; On January 12, 2021, the Office of Zoning (“OZ”) sent notice of the March 22, 2021 and 

March 29, 2021 virtual public hearings to: 

= The Applicant; 

s The affected ANCs 3D and 3E and adjacent ANCs 3C and 3F; 

= The affected ANC Single Member Districts (“SMD”) 3D01, 3D07, 3D08, 3E02, and 

3E05; 

= The Office of Planning (“OP”); 

= The District Department of Transportation (“DDOT”); 

= The Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (“DCRA”); 
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= The Office of the Attorney General (“OAG”); 
= The Ward 3 Councilmember; Chair of the Council; and the At-Large Councilmembers; 

and 

* Property owners within 200 feet of the 2021 Campus Plan properties. (Ex. 9, 12.) 

Pursuant to Subtitle Z § 402.1, OZ also published notice of the March 22, 2021 and March 
29, 2021 virtual public hearings in the D.C. Register on January 8, 2021 (68 DCR 000392, 
et seq.) as well as through the calendar on OZ’s website. (Ex. 8.) 

Pursuant to Subtitle Z § 402.3, the Applicant posted notice of the hearing on the Property 
on February 5, 2021, and maintained such notice in accordance with the Zoning 
Regulations. (Ex. 17.) On February 10, 2021, the Applicant did request a waiver of the 
posting and maintenance requirements under Subtitle Z §§ 402.8 and 402.10 to waive the 
notarization requirements for the postings and instead submit an affirmation of posting. 
(Ex. 16, 17.) Such waiver was granted by the Commission at the public hearing on March 
22,2021. (Transcript [“Tr.”] from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 6-7.) 

Parties in Support and Opposition 
5. 

10. 

On March 4, 2021, Spring Valley-Wesley Heights Citizens Association (“SVWHCA”) 
filed a request for party status (Ex. 26.), and on March 8, 2021, filed an updated request for 
party status (Ex. 26A.), as an opponent of the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission granted 
SVWHCA'’s request for party status. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 20-21.) 

On March 4, 2021, Neighbors for a Livable Community (“NLC”) filed a request for party 
status (Ex. 27.), and on March 8, 2021, filed an updated request for party status (Ex. 27A.), 
as an opponent of the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission granted NLC’s request for party 
status. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 22.) 

On March 4, 2021, Westover Place Homes Corporation (“WPHC”) filed a request for party 
status (Ex. 29.), and on March 6, 2021, filed an updated request for party status (Ex. 29A.), 
as an opponent of the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission granted WPHC’s request for 
party status. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 9.) 

On March 5, 2021, Jessica Herzstein and Elliot Gerson (“Herzstein/Gerson”) filed a request 
for party status (Ex. 32.) as an opponent of the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission 
granted Herzstein/Gerson’s request for party status. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at 
p. 10.) 

On March 5, 2021, the American University Neighborhood Partnership (“AU 
Neighborhood Partnership” or “Partnership”) filed a request for party status (Ex. 33.) as a 
proponent of the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission granted the AU Neighborhood 
Partnership’s request for party status. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 8.) 

On March 8, 2021, Concerned Neighbors at Comer of Nebraska Avenue, N.W. and 
Rockwood Parkway, N.W. (“Concerned Neighbors”) filed a request for party status (Ex. 
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11. 

36.) as an opponent of the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission granted Concerned 

Neighbors’ request for party status. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 10.) 

Tn addition to the Applicant, ANC 3D and ANC 3E were automatically parties to the case 

pursuant to Subtitle Z § 403.5. Ultimately, the parties to the case were the Applicant, ANC 

3D, ANC 3E, SVWHCA, NLC, WPHC, Herzstein/Gerson, AU Neighborhood Partnership, 

and Concerned Neighbors. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 6-20.) 

The Site 

12. 

13. 

14. 

The property that is the subject of the Application includes the University’s Main Campus 

(which includes the East Campus), the Tenley Campus (the home of the Washington 

College of Law), 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W., 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 

(the Spring Valley Building), and 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. (collectively, the 

“Campus”). The 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W., 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 

and 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. properties were not previously included in prior 

American University campus plans. Pursuant to the Zoning Regulations that became 

effective in 2016, all of these properties are now required to be included in the 

Commission’s review of the University’s 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3, 3A.) 

The Main Campus and Tenley Campus are located in the RA-1, RA-2, and R-1-B zones. 

The 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. property is located in the MU-3A zone, and the 4801 

Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. and 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. properties are located in 

the MU-4 zone. The Main Campus and Tenley Campus are currently improved with 

buildings that include academic and administrative uses, residential facilities, athletic and 

campus life facilities, as well as other ancillary uses that are related to the University. The 

3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. property includes AU academic/administrative uses and 

non-university related uses. The 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. property includes 

academic/administrative uses. The 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.-W. property includes 

academic/administrative uses, the Greenberg Theater (campus life use), and non-university 

related uses. (Ex. 3.) 

The University is located within several established residential neighborhoods, including 

AU Park, Fort Gaines, Spring Valley, Tenleytown, Wesley Heights, and Westover Place. 

(Ex. 3, 3C.) 

The Application 

15. On December 14, 2020, the University filed its 2021 Campus Plan submission seeking 

approval of the 2021 Campus Plan for the period of 10 years from 2021 through 2031. (Ex. 

1, 1A-1B, 2, 2A, 3, 3A-3F.) The submission included the 2021 Campus Plan together with 

the following exhibits (collectively, the “Applicant’s Statement”): 

= An overview of existing Campus conditions; (Ex. 3A.) 

= The University’s charter and act of incorporation; (Ex. 3A.) 

» The University’s strategic plan, Changemakers for a Changing World, (Ex. 3A.) 

* A community impact report, AU in the District; (Ex. 3B.) 

= A Campus neighborhood context map; (Ex. 3C.) 
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® A description and timeline of the University’s community engagement process; (Ex. 
3C) 

* Student enrollment and employee population calculations; (Ex. 3C.) 
* Plans showing existing and proposed building uses as well as proposed development 

sites; (Ex. 3C.) 
= A development program summary; (Ex. 3D.) 
* A floor area ratio analysis; (Ex. 3D.) 
® Anexisting landscape, streetscape, and open spaces plan together with a visual diagram 

of special Campus features; (Ex. 3D.) 
= A proposed landscape, streetscape, and open spaces plan with illustrative concepts; 

(Ex. 3D.) 
= A Campus signage and wayfinding concepts plan; (Ex. 3E.) 
* A map showing the locations of special and heritage trees on Campus; (Ex. 3E.) 
= A topographical Campus map; (Ex. 3E.) 
= The locations of sustainability features; (Ex. 3E.) 
* A summary of historic resources; (Ex. 3E.) 
®* An athletic and recreation facilities plan; (Ex. 3E.) 
= Updates to off-campus conduct policies; (Ex. 3F.) 
* Existing parking and loading facilities; (Ex. 3F.) 
®* Proposed or potential parking and loading facilities; and (Ex. 3F.) 
= Maps showing existing and proposed/potential circulation across Campus (Ex. 3K.) 

On February 10, 2021, the University filed a Comprehensive Transportation Review 
(“CTR”) in support of the Application. (Ex. 18, 18A, 18B.) The CTR concluded that the 
implementation of the 2021 Campus Plan is not likely to have an objectionable impact on 
the surrounding transportation network and neighboring properties assuming that the 
University continues to support and implement its Transportation Demand Management 
program and specific recommendations discussed below. (Finding of Fact [“FOF”] 82.) 

Applicant’s Statement 
17. The Applicant noted that the 2021 Campus Plan is an integral component in the successful 

implementation of AU’s strategic plan, Changemakers for a Changing World, and sets 
forth a thoughtful and measured approach to managing campus growth and development 
over the next 10years. Pursuant to the 2016 Zoning Regulations, the scope of the 2021 
Campus Plan has expanded from prior campus plans and now includes university-owned 
properties at 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W_, and 3201 
New Mexico Avenue, N.W., along with the Main Campus and Tenley Campus. This 
expanded scope provides a more comprehensive perspective of university activities within 
the surrounding neighborhood context, and the impact of these regulatory changes is 
directly reflected in several aspects of the 2021 Campus Plan, including student and staff 
populations, parking inventory, and transportation considerations. (Ex. 3, 3A) 

Community Engagement and the Development of the 2021 Campus Plan 
18. Over the course of two years, the University worked closely with the AU Neighborhood 

Partnership and a wide range of campus and community stakeholders to gather input and 
feedback on various planning concepts and priorities as they were developed. As a result 

Z.C. ORDER No. 20-31 

Z.C. CASENO. 20-31 

PAGE 4



19. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 

of this dedicated and collaborative effort, the University and the AU Neighborhood 

Partnership reached consensus on the objectives, proposals, and commitments set forth in 

the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3, 3C, 13.) 

The AU Neighborhood Partnership is a collaborative forum connecting AU and leaders in 

the communities surrounding the University, focused on improving university and 

neighborhood relations through discussion, information sharing, and problem-solving. The 

Applicant stated that since its inception in 2018, representatives of all engaged stakeholder 

groups have actively participated in effective discussions to evaluate existing planning and 

programming efforts, identify creative solutions to address neighborhood quality-of-life 

issues, and share information and insight regarding matters of mutual concern. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

The Partnership is led by a Steering Committee comprised of AU staff and administrators 

and representatives of community organizations and ANCs who were signatories to the 

March 18, 2018 letter, expressing the intent and vision of the Partnership that was 

submitted to and recognized by the Commission. These founding members include the Fort 

Gaines Citizens Association, Spring Valley Neighborhood Association, Ward 3 Vision, 

Westover Place Homes Corporation, and ANCs 3D and 3E. Since the inception of the 

Partnership, neighborhood leaders of the Steering Committee have conducted direct 

outreach to actively recruit community members to serve on working groups to provide a 

collection of perspectives and viewpoints that help shape balanced and well-informed 

alternatives and solutions. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

The Partnership Steering Committee receives reports from five Partnership working groups 

that meet regularly to support University planning efforts and address shared goals for 

promoting positive relationships and neighborhood quality-of-life issues. Each working 

group has a community and University co-chair, and members include neighborhood 

residents, AU administrators, staff, faculty, students, and consultants. The five working 

groups include Facilities Planning, Student Life and Safety, Transportation and Parking, 

Engagement and Communications, and Data and Metrics. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

The American University Community Liaison Committee (“CLC”) is comprised of 

individuals from neighboring community organizations and representatives from the 

University and was affirmed in the 2011 Campus Plan approved by Z.C. Order No. 11-07 

(the “2011 Campus Plan”) for the purpose of fostering consistent communication between 

the University and the surrounding neighborhoods, discussing issues of mutual interest, 

and proposing solutions to problems that exist or arise in implementing the campus plan. 

CLC meetings are held at least quarterly, and AU provides reports on various topics of 

interest to members of the community including enrollment, off-campus student conduct, 

construction projects, and community relations. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

AU representatives provided updates on the 2021 Campus Plan at regular CLC meetings, 

and also hosted special 2021 Campus Plan-focused CLC sessions on April 28 and 30, 2020, 

and on August 6, 2020, to solicit community input and feedback with respect to the key 

components of the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 
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24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

The University noted that it utilized several venues and forums to broadly engage 
neighborhood residents and community stakeholder groups in the development of the 2021 
Campus Plan. These opportunities included meetings with the AU Neighborhood 
Partnership and the CLC, Planning 101 sessions that engaged the entire campus community 
and neighbors on various facets of planning, and numerous discussions with internal 
stakeholders and community organizations. This collaborative planning effort addressed 
major campus plan components including student enrollment, campus development, on- 
campus life, off-campus neighborhood quality-of-life issues, and parking and 
transportation. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

AU’s 2021 Campus Plan website was launched in March 2020 to provide a wide range of 
information and materials, including meeting agendas, notes, and presentations; reports 
and data; and comprehensive FAQ resources. The website also included an online 
community input portal for neighbors and interested stakeholders to submit questions or 
feedback about the 2021 Campus Plan. Responses to over 150 questions submitted through 
the portal (or posed at public meetings, such as CLC sessions) were posted on the website 
for public review to allow all community members the benefit of seeing responses to issues 
raised by their neighbors. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

In early 2020, AU developed a Preliminary 2021 Campus Plan Framework that outlined 
the University’s institutional objectives with respect to key components of the 2021 
Campus Plan. The Preliminary 2021 Campus Plan Framework was circulated at the March 
3, 2020 CLC meeting and was also posted on AU’s 2021 Campus Plan website for public 
review. Interested stakeholders provided extensive feedback on the Preliminary 2021 
Campus Plan Framework through a variety of channels including several Partnership 
meetings throughout spring 2020, internal stakeholder discussions (including a special 
session focused on AU student interests), two special 2021 Campus Plan CLC sessions on 
April 28 and April 30, 2020, a Planning 101 session open to all members of the community 
on May 19, 2020, and the online community input portal. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

On June 1, 2020, the University released an updated version of the 2021 Campus Plan 

Framework that reflected the substantial input and feedback received throughout spring 
2020 and included many significant updates and changes in response to issues raised by 
members of the community. The AU Neighborhood Partnership Steering Committee 
affirmed its consensus support of the June 1, 2020 2021 Campus Plan Framework. AU 
presented the 2021 Campus Plan Framework to the CLC at its quarterly meeting on June 
9, 2020, and it was the subject of a special CLC meeting on August 6, 2020. The 
Framework was also presented and discussed at ANC 3D and ANC 3E meetings in July 
and September 2020, as part of a comprehensive review timeline established and adopted 
by the ANC commissioners. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

Over the summer of 2020, the terms set forth in the 202] Campus Plan Framework 
affirmed by the Partnership were incorporated into a full draft of the 2021 Campus Plan 
document, including a set of proposed conditions of approval which were also reviewed 
and affirmed by the Partnership. The University posted the draft 2021 Campus Plan on 
AU’s 2021 Campus Plan website for public review on September 8, 2020. Members of the 
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AU community, including students, faculty, and staff, as well as residents of the 

neighborhoods surrounding campus, including the CLC and all other interested 

stakeholders, were encouraged to review the draft 2021 Campus Plan and submit questions 

or comments through the online community input portal. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

29. Following review and consideration of the feedback and input received on the proposed 

draft document, the 2021 Campus Plan was finalized and submitted for review to ANCs 

3D and 3E for their consideration prior to filing with the Commission for public hearing 

and subsequent review and action by the Commission. ANCs 3D and 3E each voted to 

support the 2021 Campus Plan on November 4, 2020 and December 10, 2020, respectively. 

(Ex. 3,3C) 

Student Enrollment 

30. The Applicant stated that a wide range of complex factors drive the continually changing 

dynamics of enrollment management in higher education. In order to remain competitive 

and thrive as a vibrant educational institution in the nation’s capital, AU noted that it is 

focused on the need to maintain responsive flexibility and institutional agility, particularly 

as AU navigates the immediate and long-term impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. (Ex. 

3) 

31. In the context of the 2021 Campus Plan, the University’s approach to enrollment 

management is further influenced by changes brought about by the 2016 update to the D.C. 

Zoning Regulations which impact the way AU and other universities throughout the 

District must count students. For AU, this new approach has expanded the scope of students 

included in the enrollment count—as the new regulations require that more types of 

students and students in a greater number of locations be counted. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

32. Student enrollment has been reported on an annual basis to the CLC based on the student 

count definition set forth in the 2011 Campus Plan. However, Subtitle Z § 302.10(d) of the 

2016 Zoning Regulations includes a specific directive regarding the types of students to be 

counted, and Subtitle X § 102 calls for the inclusion of three University facilities that were 

not previously subject to the campus plan regulations—specifically 4801 Massachusetts 

Avenue, N.W. (Spring Valley Building), 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., and 3201 New 

Mexico Avenue, N.W. As a result of these regulatory changes, the same student population 

results in different student counts when using the methodology established in the 2011 

Campus Plan compared to the new student count approach that meets the requirements of 

the 2016 Zoning Regulations because of the additional facilities. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

33. The additional students included under the 2016 Zoning Regulations methodology include 

those enrolled in the School of Professional and Extended Studies, non-credit, and pre- 

sessional students, most of whom currently take their classes at the Spring Valley Building. 

While the identical fall 2019 AU student population is represented in the headcount 

numbers under both methodologies, the new, expanded methodology under the 2016 

Zoning Regulations yields an additional 780 reported students, or an increase of 6.61%. 

The vast majority of the students accounting for this increase is attributable to the 

additional University locations included in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 
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34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

The 2011 Campus Plan established a student enrollment cap of 13,600 students. When the 
enrollment cap is adjusted by 6.61% to reflect the impact of the new methodology, the 
result is an increase from 13,600 to 14,499 students, which is the student enrollment cap 
that the University originally proposed to community members. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

Members of the community advocated for a more limited alternative to the 2021 Campus 
Plan enrollment cap. This approach would increase the enrollment cap by the number of 
additional students that would be counted under the 2016 Zoning Regulations methodology 
in Fall 2019 (i.e., 780), rather than the percentage of the total number of students 
represented by those additional students (i.e., the 6.61% or 899 students proposed by AU). 
The University agreed to modify its approach to the enrollment cap for the 2021 Campus 
Plan to reflect the methodology favored by several community members of the 
Neighborhood Partnership and other neighborhood stakeholders engaged in the planning 
process. Under this approach, the enrollment cap proposed for the 2021 Campus Plan is 
14,380 students—a figure that is Jower than the student enrollment cap established in the 
2011 Campus Plan, when adjusted for the new methodology for counting students 
mandated under the 2016 Zoning Regulations. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

The 2011 Campus Plan established that a maximum of 2,000 students enrolled at the 
Washington College of Law may take classes at the Tenley Campus. Given that the current 
and anticipated enrollment of the Washington College of Law is substantially less than the 
existing Tenley Campus enrollment cap, AU proposed to allow students enrolled in other 
academic programs, including those that present opportunities for interdisciplinary 
collaboration, to attend classes at the Tenley Campus subject to the existing 2,000-student 
cap. (Ex. 3, 3C)) 

Under the 2021 Campus Plan, AU stated it will continue to work collaboratively with 
members of the community through the AU Neighborhood Partnership to effectively 
address impacts on the neighborhoods surrounding campus. AU stated it is firmly 
committed to a results-oriented approach to reduce these impacts by revising student 
policies to more explicitly reference standards for off-campus living; providing additional 
on-campus housing in marketable unit configurations to encourage more students to remain 
on campus beyond their freshman year and reduce the number of undergraduates living in 
the neighborhoods surrounding campus; enhancing on-campus opportunities for student 
activities and social engagement; and evaluating programs and efforts over the term of the 
2021 Campus Plan to ensure their efficacy. (Ex. 3.) 

Undergraduate Housing Requirement 
38. In support of AU’s focus to manage the impacts of its student population and strengthen 

the living and learning experience on campus, and also to provide an appropriate measure 
of predictability and control with respect to the number of undergraduate students enrolled, 
the University proposed to continue to maintain a supply of housing for 67% of the full- 
time undergraduate student population. AU plans to meet this requirement over the 10-year 
term of the Plan through a combination of housing resources, including existing and 
proposed on-campus residence halls as well as off-campus master leased beds in strategic 
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locations that do not adversely impact the residential neighborhoods surrounding campus. 

(Ex. 3, 3C, 3D.) 

Employee Population 

39. 

40. 

The AU employee population is similarly impacted by the above-referenced changes to the 

2016 Zoning Regulations. Given that 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.-W., 4200 Wisconsin 

Avenue, N.W._, and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. will now be included in the 2021 

Campus Plan boundary, the University employees that work at these locations will also be 

included in the employee count and cap established in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

The proposed 2021 Campus Plan employee cap of 3,350, which would be in effect through 

2031, reflects no change from the employee cap established in the 2011 Campus Plan, 

when adjusted to count employees who work at the additional properties that will be 

included in the 2021 Campus Plan pursuant to the 2016 Zoning Regulations. (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

Campus Development 

41. 

42. 

43. 

The Applicant noted that the proposed new development in the 2021 Campus Plan is not 

aimed at accommodating increases in approved enrollment levels, but rather providing the 

types of high-quality and forward-thinking facilities that are required to further the 

University’s academic and research missions—including space for additional research labs 

and right-sized classrooms that promote the types of specialized instruction that is 

fundamental to the AU experience and differentiates the University from other peer 

institutions. Proposed residential, campus life, and athletic space will support efforts to 

strengthen and invigorate a student-centered living and learning campus experience for 

every AU student and also provide a thriving campus environment that benefits the entire 

University community as well as the neighborhoods surrounding campus. (Ex. 3, 3A-3F) 

Potential new development opportunities included in the 2021 Campus Plan total 

approximately 747,500 square feet of new gross floor area (“GFA”). The Applicant stated 

that the comprehensive and balanced development proposals outlined in the 2021 Campus 

Plan effectively address AU’s residential/campus life, academic/administrative, and 

athletic space needs in a manner that reinforces the unique campus scale of AU, with 

heights and densities that correspond to the surrounding built environment, and setbacks, 

buffers, and design considerations that effectively mitigate potential adverse impacts and 

respect neighboring residential properties. AU also noted that it will continue to pursue 

strategic renovation and maintenance projects that reinvest in existing facilities but do not 

require the addition of any new GFA. (Ex. 3, 3D, 3E.) 

West Campus (Sites 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6). Proposed development on the northwest quadrant 

of the Main Campus (“West Campus”) will create an athletic, residential, and campus life 

village, including a new Center for Athletic Performance (“CAP”), consolidated and 

enhanced student health and wellness facilities, and additional student housing 

opportunities in competitive and marketable unit configurations to encourage more 

students to remain on-campus during their time at AU. This collection of new development 

will effectively transform what is now “back-of-house” and service areas of the Main 

Campus into a vibrant campus destination, while maintaining a substantial distance (e.g., 
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44, 

45. 

approximately 400 feet from Site 2, 220 feet from Site 4, and 110 to 140 feet from Site 3 
to the western campus boundary) and appropriate buffers (e.g., landscaping and trees along 
both sides of the University’s fence line adjacent to University Avenue) from neighboring 
residential properties. AU identified Site 2 and Site 4 (as well as any residential uses that 
may be incorporated in Site 5) as the priority residential sites for the 2021 Campus Plan. 
These development opportunities would together yield approximately 500 new beds of on- 
campus housing to meet the housing target established by AU. In addition, the potential 
redevelopment of Asbury Hall (Site 6) would provide academic and research space to 
support the sciences and other synergistic disciplines adjacent to the new Hall of Science 
and proximate to other key academic buildings along the Friedheim Quadrangle. The 
Beeghly Building could be used for either academic/administrative or residential/campus 
life use over the term of the 2021 Campus Plan depending on campus needs; accordingly, 
Beeghly has been designated as a secondary residential site. The Applicant noted that as 
part of the further processing review and approval process for each of these proposed 
development sites, the University will work with members of the community, and 
particularly in consultation with the Facilities Planning Working Group, to ensure that 
vegetative buffers along the campus boundary at University Avenue are provided and 
maintained and that lighting impacts associated with the projects are addressed and 
appropriately mitigated. (Ex. 3, 3D, 3E.) 

Central Campus (Sites 7, 8, 9, and 10). The collection of properties around the Friedheim 
Quadrangle (“Central Campus”) represents the vibrant core of AU’s Main Campus. In 
support of the fundamental 2021 Campus Plan goal to strengthen and invigorate a student- 
centered living and learning campus experience, the University intends to renovate Mary 
Graydon Center over the term of the 2021 Campus Plan to serve as a re-envisioned hub of 
student life and activity. Potential new development around Friedheim Quadrangle may 
include a modest addition to Bender Library, expansion of Kay Spiritual Life Center to 
provide additional space for interfaith services and programming, and new 
administrative/academic space that could potentially connect the East Quad Building and 
Hurst Hall, addressing accessibility needs for the existing buildings as well as providing 
opportunities for programmatic connectivity. (Ex. 3, 3C, 3D.) 

Southeast Campus (Sites 11 and 12). The southeast quadrant of the Main Campus bounded 
by Nebraska Avenue and Rockwood Parkway (“Southeast Campus) is an important 
location that provides the initial visual impression of the AU campus to those arriving from 
the south and west. Redevelopment of this underutilized area of campus provides the 
opportunity to create a signature academic building that underscores the prominence of the 
location and also appropriately aligns with the height and scale of the adjacent School of 
International Studies (SIS) building, Bender Library, and other academic uses surrounding 
the Friedheim Quadrangle. Identified as Site 11, the conceptual massing and orientation of 
the potential project has been reconfigured after extensive community input to provide a 
substantial courtyard area along the campus perimeter and a deeper set back from the 
surrounding residential community. Site 12, which has been significantly reduced in height 
and overall massing from AU’s initial concept proposal in direct response to feedback from 
members of the community, is proposed as a student housing site. Two levels of below- 
grade parking totaling up to 360 spaces could potentially be incorporated as part of the 
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46. 

47. 

development of Sites 11 and 12 and approximately 24 surface parking spaces along the 

existing Letts Roadway would be displaced. The Applicant noted that the determination of 

whether or not to include below-grade parking would be evaluated at the time AU moves 

forward with further processing for either or both of the sites. If AU desires to include 

below-grade parking, additional study including environmental impact, geotechnical 

analysis, and evaluation of potential garage access alternatives would be conducted and 

reviewed with members of the community, and particularly in consultation with the 

Facilities Planning Working Group and the Transportation and Parking Working Group, 

prior to the submission of a further processing application for the project. (Ex. 3, 3C, 3D, 

3F.) 

East Campus (Site 15). Site 15 is a uniquely prominent campus location along Ward 

Circle. A signature academic building of approximately 135,000 square feet is proposed 

for the site, including ground floor campus life uses along Nebraska Avenue and Ward 

Circle. In response to input from members of the community (and particularly residents of 

the nearby Westover Place community), the height and massing of the building has been 

modified to step down from four stories along Nebraska Avenue, to three stories along 

Massachusetts Avenue, to two stories along the back of the site closest to Westover Place. 

As part of the further processing review and approval process for Site 15, the University 

will work with members of the community, and particularly in consultation with the 

Facilities Planning Working Group, to ensure that a landscaped buffer along the boundary 

with Westover Place will be provided and maintained and that lighting and noise impacts 

associated with the project are addressed and appropriately mitigated. In addition, given 

the close proximity of several Westover Place homes to the proposed development site, 

AU will work directly with Westover Place residents along the common property boundary 

adjacent to Site 15 to document baseline conditions prior to commencing excavation or 

construction activity associated with the project. Potential below-grade parking of up to 

two levels (400 spaces) could be incorporated as part of the development of Site 15 and 

approximately 200 existing surface parking spaces would be displaced. The determination 

of whether or not to include below grade parking will be evaluated at the time AU moves 

forward with further processing for the site. If AU desires to include below grade parking, 

additional study including environmental impact and geotechnical analysis would be 

conducted and reviewed with members of the community, and particularly in consultation 

with the Facilities Planning Working Group and the Transportation and Parking Working 

Group, prior to the submission of a further processing application for the project. (Ex. 3, 

3C, 3D, 3F.) 

Sites 13 and 14. Two minor projects are proposed for the area of the Main Campus along 

Rockwood Parkway extending from Fletcher Gate west to Jacobs Field, specifically an 

addition to Watkins Hall to accommodate a vehicle maintenance shop (associated with the 

relocation of Osborn Hall that would be necessitated by the redevelopment of Site 2), and 

a storage area at the base of the existing communications tower. (Ex. 3,3D.) 
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Tenley Campus, 4801 Masssachusetts Avenue, 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, and 3201 New Mexico 
Avenue 

48. While significant new development is not anticipated at the Tenley Campus, improvements 
to the Dunblane House to address accessibility requirements and accommodate academic 
and administrative needs are contemplated. No significant modifications or redevelopment 
projects are currently planned for 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.-W., 4200 Wisconsin 
Avenue, N.W., or 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. AU stated it will continue to evaluate 
the appropriate mix of university, commercial, and retail uses of these facilities over the 
term of the 2021 Campus Plan, consistent with each property’s existing underlying zoning. 
(Ex. 3.) 

Landscape, Streetscape, and Open Space 
49. 

50. 

51. 

AU stated it has prioritized enhancing the campus landscape and open space elements that 
are distinctive to the University’s urban campus environment—an accredited and award- 
winning arboretum with a diverse collection of over 3,800 trees, more than 385 species and 
varieties of woody plants, and countless perennials, annuals, bulbs, and ornamental grasses. 
The 2021 Campus Plan introduces new landscape and open space features in addition to 
existing spaces to ensure that members of the AU and surrounding community can enjoy 
the unique opportunities for outdoor recreation and social interaction, as well as study and 
peaceful respite, in the midst of an otherwise urban setting. (Ex. 3, 3D.) 

To enhance access to these special places and throughout campus generally, AU stated it 
will pursue efforts to strengthen pedestrian circulation, particularly opportunities that 
reinforce east-west connections through campus from Reeves Field to Nebraska Avenue; 
improve conditions in and around buildings on the west side of campus; and enhance the 
campus streetscape, for example in connection with the proposed development along 
Nebraska Avenue. In addition, the University will explore efforts to improve its visual and 
graphic communication on campus through coordinated wayfinding and signage elements. 
(Ex. 3, 3D, 3E.) 

The Applicant’s proposed development sites were located and oriented so as to minimize 
the impact on existing campus trees. New trees and landscape elements will be included as 
part of proposed development projects and at other key locations around campus, 
enhancing the campus tree canopy and serving as natural buffers at campus edges. Details 
regarding the impact of each proposed development site on existing Heritage Trees and 
Special Trees including any necessary permitting and protection mechanisms to be 
employed will be provided as building footprints are confirmed during the further 
processing review process that is required for each development project. (Ex. 3, 3D, 3E) 

Sustainability Considerations 
52. In 2008, AU signed the American College and University President’s Climate Commitment 

and launched its journey toward carbon neutrality. Two years ahead of a target date of 
2020, AU became the first university, first higher-education research institution, first urban 
higher-education campus, and the largest higher-education institution to achieve carbon 
neutrality. Since reaching that milestone, AU has worked to expand its commitment to a 
wide range of sustainability endeavors, developing a comprehensive sustainability plan 
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{ 

53. 

54. 

that includes more than 50 individual goals across various sectors of university life. (Ex. 

3,3E) 

The ongoing impact of AU’s commitment to sustainability is evident throughout campus. 

Green buildings incorporate energy efficient technologies, utilize green roofs, and focus 

on human health. Environmentally conscious grounds management practices reduce 

stormwater runoff and prioritize planting local and adaptive species which decreases 

irrigation and fertilizer use. Solar energy powers university buildings, as members of the 

AU community strive for zero waste and actively work with community partners to offer 

sustainable transportation options. In 2020, the University divested all public fossil fuel 

investments from its endowment. (Ex. 3, 3E.) 

With respect to campus development, American University uses the US Green Building 

Council's Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) rating system for all 

new construction projects to evaluate the environmental impact and performance of 

campus buildings. In 2013, AU adopted a Green Building Policy which outlines the 

University’s commitment to achieve a minimum of LEED Gold certification for all new 

construction projects and to manage all campus buildings to LEED Existing Buildings: 

Operations and Maintenance standards. Since 2011, eleven AU buildings have achieved 

LEED certified status. (Ex. 3, 3E.) 

Historic Preservation Considerations 

55. AU’s history in the District of Columbia extends back more than 125 years. Although the 

original plan for the Main Campus developed by Frederick Law Olmsted was significantly 

modified due to financial constraints, the northern part of the planned quadrangle (now the 

Friedheim Quadrangle) serves as the most prominent open space on the Main Campus. 

Early University buildings, including Hurst Hall and McKinley Hall, remain as key 

academic buildings and important architectural resources. At the Tenley Campus, 

Washington College of Law students study in a 300,000 square foot LEED Gold certified 

facility that was intentionally and thoughtfully designed to honor the history and the legacy 

of the site, as the 1904 Capital Hall, 1921 Chapel and circa 1839 Dunblane House all 

continue to contribute to the character of the campus. (Ex. 3, 3E.) 

Campus Life and Student Housing 

56. 

57. 

The 2021 Campus Plan includes a strong and purposeful emphasis on campus life and 

student housing, focusing on efforts to provide attractive and functional spaces that 

encourage students to spend more time on campus during their years at AU. This approach 

is not only aimed at enhancing the living and learning experience of AU students, but will 

also benefit a wide range of stakeholders, including residents of the surrounding 

community. (Ex. 3.) 

The 2021 Campus Plan calls for reinvigorating Mary Graydon Center as a campus hub for 

a myriad of student-focused activities, as well as repurposing existing and developing new 

space to accommodate integrated student health and wellness programs, particularly those 

focused on supporting students’ mental health. A range of dining options and social 
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58. 

59. 

60. 

61. 

62. 

gathering places will also be pursued to provide a wider variety of choices at convenient 
locations around campus. (Ex. 3.) 

Student housing is an important focus in the 2021 Campus Plan. In support of this effort, 
the University will prioritize renovations to existing housing inventory and has also 
proposed new facilities that will provide unit configurations and amenities that respond to 
student preferences. In addition, AU will support the creation of learning communities, 
affinity housing and other community-oriented housing experiences to encourage more 
upper-class students to live on campus beyond their freshman year. The prioritization of 
proposed new housing facilities has been informed by input from and collaboration with 
neighborhood stakeholders to ensure that impacts associated with student housing are 
appropriately addressed and effectively mitigated. (Ex. 3.) 

AU stated it will continue to maintain a supply of housing for 67% of the full-time 
undergraduate student population through a combination of housing resources, including 
on-campus housing inventory (including 330 triples) and off-campus master leased beds 
that are subject to AU residence hall regulations. (Ex. 3.) 

These new housing facilities would be designed in marketable and competitive unit 
configurations that meet student preferences, while also taking into consideration the 
implications of cost on students’ housing decisions. The additional housing capacity 
proposed would support the University’s goal of encouraging more students to live on 
campus beyond their freshman year, and allow AU the necessary flexibility in inventory to 
renovate existing residence halls over time to make less desirable—and more densely 
populated—facilities more competitive in unit type and configuration. (Ex. 3.) 

Sites 2 and 4 (and any residential uses that may be incorporated in Site 5) on West Campus 
would together meet AU's target of approximately 500 additional beds and have therefore 
been identified as priority residential sites in the 2021 Campus Plan. These residence halls, 
along with the proposed Center for Athletic Performance and consolidated student health 
and wellness facilities, would effectively transform an underutilized area of campus into a 
vibrant athletic, residential and campus life village, while maintaining a substantial 
distance and appropriate buffers from neighboring residential properties. (Ex. 3.) 

While it is AU’s desired intent to maintain 200 master leased beds off-campus—to meet 
the needs of students who desire to live in vibrant commercial locations close to public 
transportation and retail amenities, without adversely impacting residential neighborhoods 
surrounding the campus—AU has noted throughout the planning process that in the event 
the current 200 off-campus master leased beds are no longer counted toward the 67% 
housing requirement, the University’s target for additional on-campus beds would increase 
accordingly, up to approximately 700 total beds. Site 12 would provide for this additional 
capacity in the event the master leased beds are not available, or if additional housing 
capacity is otherwise necessary over the term of the Plan. The Beeghly Building could also 
potentially be considered for residential use over the term of the Plan, depending on campus 
needs. Site 12 and the Beeghly Building on Site 1 have accordingly been designated as 
secondary residential sites in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3.) 
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Athletics and Recreation 

63. 

64. 

65. 

Competitive intercollegiate athletics, robust recreational sports, and comprehensive fitness 

programs are all integral components of the AU student experience, yet AU’s current 

facilities do not adequately serve the needs of the University community. Facility 

limitations are a significant challenge to recruit and retain high-level student-athletes, and 

club and intramural sports as well as recreational and fitness programs compete for field 

and studio space on campus. Accordingly, the 2021 Campus Plan proposes additional space 

and facilities to support a range of athletics and recreational activities, including the new 

Center for Athletic Performance, which would provide training and support areas for AU 

athletics as well as varsity, club, and intramural competition venues. The CAP would serve 

as a catalyst to recruit and retain world class student-athletes and inspire increased 

competitive excellence, enhancing the University’s national profile, and heightening 

alumni and community engagement. (Ex. 3, 3E.) 

Additional athletics and recreation projects include a filming tower at Jacobs Field, a 

replacement video scoreboard at Reeves Field, and re-turfed fields at Reeves Field and the 

park at 45% Street and Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. (Ex. 3, 3E.) 

To address noise impacts associated with the use of Jacobs Field on neighboring properties, 

and to allow for greater access to the field for a wider range of uses than are currently 

permitted under the conditions of the 2011 Campus Plan as set forth in Z.C. Order No. 

11-07, the 2021 Campus Plan includes a proposed acoustical sound barrier wall along the 

campus boundary adjacent to Jacobs Field. The University will work with the residents of 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and their acoustic engineers to design an acoustical sound 

barrier at the current fence line between Jacobs Field and 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and 

to apply for further processing within six months after the issuance of this Z.C. Order No. 

20-31, and a building permit to construct the acoustical sound barrier within the time limits 

prescribed by the conditions agreed to in Exhibit 165 of the case record. As also detailed 

in those conditions, the University will take further ancillary measures to mitigate 

objectionable noises from Jacobs Field. (Ex. 3, 3E, 165, 169.) 

Off-Campus Life and Neighborhood Quality of Life Efforts 

66. 

67. 

The University works closely with students to educate them about their rights and 

responsibilities as residents of the District, as members of the AU community, and as 

neighbors within the residential communities near campus. Understanding that many 

students live off-campus at some point during their time at AU, the University has 

implemented a series of proactive measures to address off-campus student behavior. These 

measures include offering an enhanced off-campus orientation program that provides 

undergraduate students with an overview of the Student Conduct Code and guidance on 

how to be a good neighbor, covering issues such as excessive noise connected to social 

gatherings, home and yard maintenance, and other standard neighbor customs. (Ex. 3, 3F.) 

The AU Student Conduct Code is designed to “support a safe, honest, and inclusive 

community with a shared commitment to acting with mutual respect and forming the 

highest standards of ethics and morals among its members.” All American University 
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68. 

69. 

70. 

71. 

students are obligated, as a condition of enrollment, to abide by the Student Conduct Code 
and all relevant University policies and guidelines including the Good Neighbor 
Guidelines. This obligation is applicable to all conduct whether it occurs on or off-campus. 
(Ex. 3, 3F)) 

In addition to the Student Conduct Code, all AU students are required to abide by all 
relevant University policies, including the Good Neighbor Guidelines. As members of the 
AU community, the behavior of students living in the community or commuting to classes 
reflects directly on the University. The purpose of the Good Neighbor Guidelines is to 
summarize the University’s expectations and educate AU community members on how to 
become active and responsible members of the surrounding community in which they live, 
while maintaining their involvement and connection to the University. The AU Good 
Neighbor Guidelines inform students of their responsibility to be aware of and abide by 
applicable D.C. laws and regulations regarding noise, disorderly conduct, alcohol and 
marijuana consumption, winter sidewalk safety, and weed control around their residences. 
The guidelines also inform students that violations of the policy may be subject to 
disciplinary action under the Student Conduct Code. (Ex. 3, 3F.) 

To better inform and educate students who choose to live off-campus of their rights and 
responsibilities, the University, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership 
Student Life and Safety Working Group, will implement an improved off-campus living 
orientation program. Managed by the Office of Campus Life, this program will include an 
online training module developed in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership 
Student Life and Safety Working Group that students living in the 20016 or 20008 zip 
codes must complete. The Pledge to Uphold Community Standards, which details the 
responsibilities and obligations associated with living off-campus, will be developed in 
consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working 
Group and incorporated in the in-person and online training. Following the training, 
students must affirmatively acknowledge that they have fulfilled the training and 
understand the University’s expectations. The Office of Campus Life will track 
participation and compliance with this program, and students not in compliance may be 
subject to adjudication under the Student Conduct Code. (Ex. 3, 3F.) 

AU will expand its in-person off-campus housing orientation program to include a larger 
collection of student organization members and athlete groups. The University will also 
continue to periodically distribute a letter to students from the Office of the Dean of 
Students that specifically reminds them of the University’s expectation that they maintain 
the condition of their property and manage the behavior of their guests. It will also state 
that AU expects students to know, understand and abide by the Disorderly Conduct 
Amendment Act of 2010 and the District of Columbia Noise Control Act of 1977, both of 
which address noise disturbances. Students will also be informed of the details of both 
ordinances during the orientation programs. (Ex. 3, 3F.) 

To remain engaged with the broader residential community, AU will continue its practice 
of making annual or more frequent visits to major apartment complexes and condominium 
communities where students live. The Office of Community Relations will also create, in 
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consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working 

Group, a neighbor education tool that informs residents of the University’s strategies for 

student training and includes resources and directions on how to contact the University or 

file a complaint in the event of an undesirable incident. The University will also create and 

distribute, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety 

Working Group, an AU Eagle Living Guide that will include good neighbor tips, resources, 

and a copy of the Pledge to Uphold Community Standards. (Ex. 3.) 

Transportation and Parking 

72. 

73. 

74. 

75. 

American University has worked in close coordination with members of the community, 

specifically the Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group, 

and DDOT to prepare a Comprehensive Transportation Review (“CTR”). The CTR 

consists of the multi-modal evaluation and assessment of current and future transportation 

operations with a focus on high quality site design, transit accessibility, and effective 

Transportation Demand Management (“TDM”) planning. (Ex. 3, 18A.) 

Consistent with the requirements of the 2011 Campus Plan, the University currently 

maintains an inventory of 2,316 parking spaces on the Main Campus and the Tenley 

Campus. As a result of AU’s commitment to a range of TDM strategies, on a typical 

semester weekday, AU’s parking demand is only approximately 73% of the available 

parking inventory, demonstrating that the University is effectively managing its parking 

supply to accommodate demand. (Ex. 3, 3F, 18A.) 

As discussed in FOFs 12 and 17 above, in response to changes included in the 2016 update 

to the Zoning Regulations, three University properties—4801 Massachusetts Avenue, 

N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W.—are 

included in the 2021 Campus Plan. Adding these properties results in an increase to AU’s 

potential parking inventory of approximately 725 spaces, of which approximately 385 are 

currently dedicated to university use. (Ex. 3, 3F, 18A.) 

The 2011 Campus Plan requires that the University “maintain an inventory of 

approximately 2,200 parking spaces on campus” (with “campus” including only Main 

Campus and Tenley Campus). In light of the current parking inventory of 2,701 university- 

use spaces associated with all of the properties included in the 2021 Campus Plan 

(specifically Main Campus, Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 

Wisconsin Avenue, N.-W., and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W.), the University 18 

proposing to adjust the Campus Plan requirement to maintain a parking inventory of no 

more than 3,000 spaces for AU use, which would allow for up to 299 additional university- 

use parking spaces to be added to AU’s parking inventory over the term of the 2021 

Campus Plan. Given that the aggregated university-use and non-university-use parking 

space capacity of all 2021 Campus Plan properties totals 3,045 parking spaces, AU would 

not necessarily be required to construct any additional parking infrastructure over the term 

of the 2021 Campus Plan to meet the proposed maximum 3,000 space university-use 

parking inventory. (Ex. 3, 3F, 18A.) 
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76. 

77. 

78. 

79. 

80. 

Proposed Sites 11/12 and Site 15 include the potential for below-grade parking, allowing 
up to approximately 336 and 200 net new additional parking spaces, respectively. While 
this inventory may not be necessary to support campus parking needs based on available 
parking inventory, potential below grade parking has been included for those sites to be 
considered at the time of further processing review. (Ex. 3, 3F, 18A.) 

AU’s approach to restricting parking supply for university use to no more than 3,000 spaces 
will ensure that AU provides an adequate parking supply from its inventory across all 
properties included in the 2021 Campus Plan to meet the needs of its current population 
and any potential growth over the term of the Plan. The proposal also reflects the 
University’s continued commitment to effective TDM policies that reduce the number of 
single-occupancy vehicles (“SOVs”) arriving to campus and in turn limit the need for 
additional parking resources. To confirm that the parking is appropriately priced and the 
supply adequately meets the needs of the AU population, the University will continue to 
regularly monitor and annually report utilization of its exclusively university-use parking 
facilities. (Ex. 3, 3F, 18A.) 

As part of the campus planning process, the University has explored potential circulation 
changes that may occur as campus development projects are advanced to help improve the 
pedestrian campus experience and support alternative modes of transportation without 
adversely impacting University operations and services. These modifications could result 
in the bifurcation of campus vehicular traffic, creating north (Glover Gate) and south 
(Fletcher Gate) vehicular routes, limiting cross-campus vehicular traffic to transit, 
schedule-restricted service, emergency response vehicles, and special events. Such a 
change to campus circulation patterns would be implemented over time and in conjunction 
with various enabling campus development projects. Any modifications to campus access 
and associated transportation impacts would be subject to further study and analysis in 
connection with the further processing review associated with the related enabling project. 
(Ex. 3, 3F, 18A.) 

Comprehensive TDM planning will remain a priority for the University over the term of 
the 2021 Campus Plan. Specifically, the University will maintain its robust shuttle service 
program that connects Main Campus, the Spring Valley Building, and the Tenley Campus 
with the AU/Tenleytown MetroRail station and supports ridership of more than one million 
trips annually. In addition, the AU/WMATA U-PASS® Program, which allows for 
unlimited student rides on all MetroRail and MetroBus routes throughout the region, 
significantly reduces the number of vehicle trips to campus by students. Between July 2018 
and June 2019, AU states its students logged over 1.4 million system rides through the U- 
PASS® Program according to the University. The University will continue to maintain an 
active and comprehensive transportation programs website that outlines various 
transportation options and encourages the community to ride share, use transit, walk, or 
bike to campus. AU also offers a mobile app that provides members of the University 
community real-time information on various mobility options. (Ex. 3, 18A.) 

The University will continue to work closely with DDOT and the community, particularly 
the members of the Transportation and Parking Working Group, to ensure that AU’s TDM 
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81. 

82. 

policies and programs effectively support and incentivize sustainable travel modes— 

including walking, biking, and transit—for students, faculty, staff, and campus visitors 

over the ten-year term of the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3, 18A.) 

AU will continue to maintain and enhance the Good Neighbor Parking Policy which 

effectively deters AU-related parking on neighborhood streets through vigilant 

enforcement efforts. The Good Neighbor Parking Policy was developed to achieve and 

maintain compliance with requirements established in both the 2001 and 2011 Campus 

Plans that the University “prohibit, to the extent permitted by law, students, faculty, staff 

and vendors from parking on streets adjacent to and surrounding the campus.” Specifically, 

the policy applies to on-street parking around the Main Campus, the Tenley Campus, the 

Spring Valley Building at 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 3201 New Mexico Avenue, 

N.W., and the athletic field in the 4500 block of Massachusetts Avenue, N.-W. The policy 

states that all members of the University community—including students, faculty, staff, 

vendors, and guests—are required to park their vehicle on campus or use publicly available 

transportation while attending class, working, or visiting AU-owned property. They are not 

permitted to park in the neighborhood. Compliance with the Good Neighbor Parking 

Policy is a condition of both enrollment and employment at the University, and failure to 

abide by the provisions of the Good Neighbor Parking Policy results in administrative fines 

and actions. AU will continue to work with the community to enhance this program. (Ex. 

3, 18A)) 

The CTR (Ex. 18A.) evaluated the 2021 Campus Plan for its impacts on the surrounding 

transportation network. Based on the technical analysis undertaken by Nelson\Nygaard, 

the CTR report concluded that the implementation of the 2021 Campus Plan is not likely 

to have an objectionable impact on the surrounding transportation network and neighboring 

properties assuming that the University continues to support and implement its 

Transportation Demand Management program and follows the following 

recommendations: 

= Continue to implement a robust Transportation Demand Management program that 

reduces the demand of single-occupancy vehicles on campus by students and 

employees. The University continues to refine the program and over the past 10 years 

has increased the non-auto mode share to 85% for students and 56% for staff and 

faculty; 

= Continue to operate the AU Shuttle Service, which in 2018 had a ridership of 1.2 

million. The shuttles connect all campus locations in addition to accessing the 

Tenleytown-AU Metrorail station; 

= Actively support DDOT in identifying and locating a Capital Bikeshare station in the 

vicinity of Fletcher Gate and pursue expansion of the two existing Bikeshare stations 

along Nebraska Avenue and Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.; 
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= Collaborate with DDOT, ANCs, and other interested community stakeholders to 
effectively advance the recommendations contained within DDOT studies including 
bicycle, pedestrian, and multi-use facilities adjacent to American University property; 

* Engage in ongoing discussions with Transportation Network Companies (“TNCs”) 
regarding dedicated Pick-Up/Drop-Off (“PUDQO”) locations on campus and continue 
to collaborate with members of the community and DDOT to explore other locations 
and alternatives for PUDO solutions to mitigate the adverse impacts associated with 
pick-ups/drop-offs on Nebraska and Massachusetts Avenue adjacent to AU campus 
locations; 

* Continue to provide DDOT with an annual Transportation Performance Monitoring 
Plan Report detailing the transportation mode split of AU students and employees and 
the utilization of exclusive university-use parking facilities (Main Campus, Tenley 
Campus, and 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, NW) on a typical semester weekday; 

= Continue to implement the University’s Good Neighbor Parking Policy regarding 
enforcement of student, faculty, staff, and vendor off-campus parking; 

®* Maintain a parking inventory of no more than 3,000 spaces for university use inclusive 
of all 2021 Campus Plan locations. The University shall continually evaluate its pricing 
policies for parking with the intention of discouraging vehicle trips to campus without 
generating demand for off-campus parking by university-affiliated vehicles. Parking 
utilization analysis for all exclusive university-use facilities will be included in the 
annual Transportation Performance Monitoring Plan Report; 

* Remain committed to providing sustainable transportation options as part of AU’s 
dedication to carbon neutrality. As a demonstration of this commitment, AU currently 
provides a total of 18 electric vehicle charging stations at locations on Main Campus 
and Tenley Campus; 

* Ensure that the development of potential new parking supply, as outlined in the 
proposed 2021 Campus Plan on development Sites 11/12 and Site 15, will be the 
subject of further review and analysis in connection with the further processing review 
process associated with each respective project; and 

* Recommendation of any potential modifications to connections to the external 
roadways at Glover Gate and Fletcher Gate, such as tum restrictions or signal changes, 
following further analysis and review in connection with the further processing case 
for the associated enabling project. 

(Ex. 18A)) 

Project Impacts 

83. The Applicant’s Statement included the following information in satisfaction of the 
requirements set forth in Subtitle X § 101: 
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» Subtitle X § 101.1: Educational Use by a College or University. American University 

was established as a “university for the promotion of education [with the] power to 

grant and confer diplomas and the usual college and university degrees, and honorary 

degrees, and also such other powers as may be necessary fully to carry out and execute 

the general purposes of the [university]” by virtue of a Special Act of Congress of the 

United States, February 24, 1893 (27 Stat. 476), as amended by the following Acts of 

Congress: March 3, 1895 (28 Stat. 1814); June 30. 1951 (65 Stat. 107); August 1, 1953 

(67 Stat. 359); October 31, 1990 (104 Stat. 1160); September 9, 1996 (110 Stat. 2378); 

(Ex. 3, 3A) 

» Subtitle X § 101.2: The Uses Shall Be Located So They Are Not Likely to Become 

Objectionable to Neighboring Property Because of Noise, T raffic, Parking, Number of 

Students, or Other Objectionable Conditions. The Applicant stated that the 2021 

Campus Plan sets forth a thoughtful and measured approach to managing growth and 

development over the next 10years. Envisioned and developed in close partnership with 

neighborhood stakeholders, the 2021 Campus Plan establishes a flexible yet predictable 

framework for future growth and development of the University in the context of its 

surrounding communities; (Ex. 3, 3A-3F.) 

Noise. The comprehensive and balanced development proposals included in the 2021 

Campus Plan effectively address the University’s residential/campus life, academic/ 

administrative, and athletic space needs in a manner that reinforces AU’s unique 

campus scale with locations, heights, and densities of buildings and structures that 

correspond to the surrounding built environment. University policies regarding on- 

campus and off-campus student life also support an environment that is respectful of 

neighboring residential communities. Through the use of significant setbacks, buffers, 

design considerations, and student conduct policies, the existing and proposed uses by 

the University effectively mitigate potential adverse impacts related to noise on 

neighboring residential properties; (Ex. 3, 3A-3F.) 

Traffic and Parking. The University noted that it has proposed to maintain a parking 

inventory of no more than 3,000 spaces (inclusive of all Campus Plan properties, 

specifically Main Campus, Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 

Wisconsin Avenue, N.-W._, and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W.) over the term of the 

2021 Campus Plan. This proposed inventory ceiling, which would allow AU to utilize 

approximately 300 additional parking spaces for university use over the term of the 

2021 Campus Plan, is not expected to create adverse traffic and parking impacts on 

neighboring properties. The 2021 Campus Plan also proposes significant improvements 

to the pedestrian campus experience without adversely impacting University operations 

and services. Importantly, the University will maintain its commitment to effective 

TDM strategies and vigilant enforcement of off-campus parking policies; (Ex. 3, 3F, 

18A.) 

Number of Students. The University is proposing an enrollment cap of 14,380 students. 

This enrollment cap is lower than the student enrollment cap established in the 2011 

Campus Plan, when adjusted for the new methodology of counting students mandated 
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under the 2016 Zoning Regulations. In addition, AU will continue to maintain a supply 
of housing for 67% of the full-time undergraduate student population through a 
combination of housing resources, including on-campus housing inventory and off- 
campus master leased beds; (Ex. 3, 3C.) 

Other Objectionable Conditions. The 2021 Campus Plan does not create any other 
objectionable conditions on neighboring properties. However, in order to mitigate any 
potential impacts, the University has proposed a comprehensive set of conditions of 
approval for the ten-year term of the Plan. In addition, the 2021 Campus Plan sets forth 
the University’s commitment to continued active collaboration with neighborhood 
stakeholders in the implementation of the goals and objectives of the 2021 Campus 
Plan; (Ex. 3, 3A-3F.) 

Subtitle X §§ 101.3 and 101.4: Analysis of Incidental Uses. In order to support the 
operation of the University, a small number of commercial uses customarily incidental 
to university uses operate on campus, including a convenience market, UPS store, and 
the Campus Bookstore located at the Butler Pavilion and several food service venues 
throughout campus. Any future commercial uses are expected to be at locations 
discussed during the planning process (including campus life use spaces on the ground 
floor of buildings proposed at Sites 2, 5, 6, 7, 11, and 15) and will not have 
objectionable impacts on non-university residential neighbors due to hours of 
operation, noise, parking, loading, lighting, trash, or other operational characteristics 
that are not customarily associated with a residential use. More specific information 
and scope of these uses and the mitigation of their related impacts (if any) will be 
addressed in further detail with the AU Neighborhood Partnership and other University 
and community stakeholders at the time of a further processing application for the 
project. The total floor area of all commercial uses, including basement or cellar space, 
shall occupy no more than 10% of the gross floor area of the total campus floor area. 
All proposed commercial activities or developments generally described herein and 
more specifically proposed as part of a further processing application will be related to 
the educational mission of the University and none will be inconsistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan; (Ex. 3.) 

Subtitle X §§ 101.5 through 101.7 and 101.12: Campus Development Standards. The 
properties included in the 2021 Campus Plan are located within the RA-1, RA-2, R-1- 
B, MU-3A, and MU-4 Zone Districts; (Ex. 3, 3D.) 

Density. As set forth in the Zoning Regulations, the maximum total density allowed 
for all building and structures within the RA-1 and R-1-B zoned areas of campus cannot 
exceed a floor area ratio (FAR) of 1.8. Pursuant to the Zoning Regulations, in 
calculating FAR the land area shall not include public streets and alleys, but may 
include interior private streets and alleys within the campus boundaries. The University 
certifies that the additional gross floor area proposed in the 2021 Campus Plan, together 
with the gross floor area of the campus as set forth in the 2011 Campus Plan and the 
gross floor area constructed since the approval of the 2011 Campus Plan, total a FAR 
of .91, just over 50% of the 1.8 FAR permitted under the Zoning Regulations. This low 
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level of density reflects the University’s interest in maintaining the unique scale and 

character of the campus. An FAR analysis is included as Exhibit M in the Applicant’s 

Statement; (Ex. 3, 3D.) 

Height. Subtitle X § 101.5 permits a base height of 50 feet for campus buildings; under 

Subtitle D § 207.6 and Subtitle F § 203.3, the height may be increased to a maximum 

of 90 feet provided that each building is set back from adjacent lot lines at least one 

foot for each foot of building height exceeding 50 feet. Consistent with these 

regulations, all proposed campus buildings are within the 90 feet requirement; (Ex. 3, 

3D) 

Subtitle X § 101.8: Plan for Campus as a Whole, Showing the Location, Height, and 

Bulk, Where Appropriate, of All Present and Proposed Improvements. The 2021 

Campus Plan includes a plan for developing the campus as a whole, showing the 

location, height, and bulk, where appropriate, of all present and proposed 

improvements; (Ex. 3, 3A-3F.) 

Section 101.8(a): Buildings, Parking and Loading. The 2021 Campus Plan calls for 

new building development as follows: Academic/Administrative: 289,064 square feet 

of gross floor area; Residential/Campus Life: 355,936 square feet of gross floor area; 

Athletic: 102,500 square feet of gross floor area. The 2021 Campus Plan and CTR 

detail the locations of all existing and proposed parking and loading facilities; (Ex. 3, 

3K) 

Section 101.8(b): Screening, Signs, Streets, and Public Utility Facilities. The 2021 

Campus Plan recognizes the importance of the landscape and open space elements that 

are distinctive to AU’s urban campus and introduces new features to further enhance 

the campus environment. Development sites have been located and oriented to 

minimize the impact on existing campus trees, and new trees will be planted in 

connection with proposed development projects and at other key locations around 

campus, expanding the tree canopy and serving as important buffers along campus 

edges. Vehicular circulation will be improved and pedestrian connections strengthened 

in an effort to enhance the use and enjoyment of the campus by members of the 

University community and residents of the neighborhoods surrounding campus. The 

University will also explore efforts to improve its visual and graphic communication 

on campus through coordinated wayfinding and signage elements. Details and 

locations of present and proposed screening, vegetative buffers, signs and wayfinding 

concepts, and streetscapes across Campus are included as Exhibits N through S in the 

Applicant’s Statement. AU’s department of energy and engineering is focused on 

operating and maintaining safe and reliable utility services for all campus facilities and 

driving the University toward intelligent and sustainable energy usage. As a result, the 

University continues to make strides to decrease carbon emissions by investing in its 

utilities infrastructure, increasing onsite power generation, and improving central plant 

efficiency. In 2019, AU completed a campus-wide conversion from steam to a low- 

temperature hot water heating system. The new system is expected to serve the campus 

for the next several decades in a cost- and energy-efficient manner—creating long-term 
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savings and reducing campus carbon emissions by 50%. In April 2020, five new natural 
gas micro-turbines began generating on-site electricity providing heat and power to the 
University. By co-generating energy onsite, AU’s central plant becomes more efficient 
and the University’s off-site electrical energy generation, purchasing, and delivery is 
reduced significantly. In support of AU’s comprehensive commitment to sustainability, 
the University will continue to evaluate emerging energy technologies and resource 
conservation opportunities over the term of the 2021 Campus Plan, maintaining AU’s 
leadership in green technologies both regionally and nationally, and aligning with the 
District’s energy efficiency goals; (Ex. 3, 3D, 3E.) 

Section 101.8(c): Athletic and Other Recreational Facilities. The 2021 Campus Plan 
proposes additional space and facilities to support a range of athletic and recreational 
activities, including the new Center for Athletic Performance which would provide 
training and support areas for AU athletics as well as varsity, club, and intramural 
competition venues. Additional projects include a proposed acoustical sound barrier 
wall and filming tower at Jacobs Field, a replacement video scoreboard at Reeves Field, 
and re-turfed fields at Reeves Field and the park at 45" Street and Massachusetts 
Avenue, N.W; (Ex. 3, 3E) 

Section 101.8(d): Description of All Activities Conducted or to be Conducted on the 
Campus, and the Capacity of All Present and Proposed Campus Development. The 
properties included in the 2021 Campus Plan accommodate a range of university uses 
and activities that not only fulfill AU’s core academic and research missions, but also 
provide a supportive and engaging on-campus residential experience for AU students 
and create substantial opportunities and benefits for residents of the neighborhoods 
surrounding campus and throughout the District of Columbia. The University believes 
the capacity of all present and proposed campus development is sufficient to meet the 
needs of these activities for the term of the 2021 Campus Plan; (Ex. 3, 3A-3F)) 

Subtitle X § 101.9: Further Processing for Specific Buildings, Structures, and Uses. 
As required by § 101.9, the University will submit applications for further processing 
for specific buildings and uses set forth in the 2021 Campus Plan; (Ex. 3.) 

Subtitle X § 101.10: No Interim Use of Land or Improved Property Proposed. No 
interim use of property is proposed under the 2021 Campus Plan; (Ex. 3.) 

Subtitle X § 101.11: Compliance with the Comprehensive Plan. Compliance with the 
Comprehensive Plan is detailed in FOFs 85-91 below; 

Subtitle X § 101.13: Referral to the District of Columbia Office of Planning, 
Department of Transportation, and Department of Energy and Environment. The 2021 
Campus Plan was referred by the Office of Zoning to the Office of Planning, 
Department of Transportation, and Department of Energy and the Environment for 
their review and written reports; (Ex. 3, 9, 49, 56, 111.) 
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» Subtitle X § 101.14: Application is in Harmony with the Zoning Regulations. The 2021 

Campus Plan is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Zoning 

Regulations and Zoning Maps, and will not tend to affect adversely the use of 

neighboring property; (Ex. 3.) 

= Subtitle X § 101.15: Small Deviations from Approved Plans: The provisions of this 

section are not applicable in this campus plan case; and (Ex. 3.) 

» Subtitle X § 101.16: A Further Processing of a Campus Building Shall Not be Filed 

Simultaneously with a Full Campus Plan Application. No further processing 

applications were filed simultaneously with the 2021 Campus Plan application. (Ex. 3.) 

84. The Applicant’s Statement included the following information in satisfaction of the 

requirements set forth in Subtitle X § 102: 

= Subtitle X § 102: Special Exception for Use of Commercial Property by a College or 

University. Section 102.1 requires that any property located in a low-density mixed 

use zone (which includes the MU-3 and MU-4 Zones) used by a university or college 

for academic and administrative uses to be permitted as a special exception, subject to 

review and approval by the Commission. However, § 102.5 allows an applicant to 

request that the use of such property under § 102 be reviewed as part of a campus plan 

application and that such use be subject to conditions of the campus plan approval and 

no additional special exception shall be required. The Applicant is requesting that its 

continued use of the properties located at 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. (located in 

the MU-3A zone), 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. (located in the MU-4 zone), and 

4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. (located in the MU-4 zone) be reviewed and approved 

as part of the 2021 Campus Plan. By expanding the scope of the 2021 Campus Plan to 

include these properties, the Plan provides a more comprehensive understanding of the 

University’s activities in the University buildings near the Main and Tenley Campuses 

and the student and employee populations that work and study at the locations are now 

included in the total student and employee population count. Similarly, the traffic and 

parking impacts of these properties are also included in the transportation and TDM 

measures that are proposed by the University. All of these properties currently include 

AU academic/administrative uses, and 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. also houses the 

Greenberg Theater (campus life use), consistent with the requirements of the 1958 

Zoning Regulations.! The continued use of these properties for such University 

activities by AU will not create objectionable effects on the character of the 

surrounding neighborhoods or because of noise, traffic, lighting, or other conditions. 

(Ex. 3, 3A-3F, 18A)) 

Not Inconsistent with The Comprehensive Plan 

85. The Applicant stated its 2021 Campus Plan is not inconsistent with the District Elements 

of the Comprehensive Plan as detailed in the Applicant’s Campus Plan submission. The 

  

I 3200 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. and 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. include non-university related uses that are 

not subject to this 2021 Campus Plan application. 
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87. 

38. 

AU Main Campus and Tenley Campus are both located in the Institutional Land Use 
Category on the Future Land Use Map (“FLUM”) of the Comprehensive Plan and are 
designated as an Institutional site on the Comprehensive Plan’s Generalized Policy Map? 
The continued use of the AU campus and the proposed new development and facility 
modernizations are consistent with these map designations, which provide for “change and 
infill” on university campuses consistent with campus plans. (See 10 DCMR § 223.22; Ex. 
3) 

The Applicant stated its 2021 Campus Plan continues to encourage and foster many of the 
Land Use Elements of the Comprehensive Plan. Policy 2.3.5 of the Land Use Element, 
regarding Institutional Uses, recognizes the importance of universities to the “economy, 
character, history, and future of the District of Columbia.” AU has a long history of 
providing economic, artistic, and community service support to the District of Columbia 
and the surrounding community. Land Use Policy 2.3.5 also calls for “institutions and 
neighborhoods to work proactively” to address issues such as traffic, parking, and facility 
expansion. AU has worked closely with the AU Neighborhood Partnership, the CLC, and 
a wide range of University and community stakeholders to gather input and feedback on 
the 2021 Campus Plan. That process has resulted in the University and the AU 
Neighborhood Partnership reaching consensus on the objectives, proposals, and 
commitments set forth in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3) 

Land Use Policy 3.2.1 supports the ongoing efforts by “District institutions to miti gate their 
traffic and parking impacts by promoting ridesharing, carpooling, public transportation, 
shuttle service and bicycling, providing on-site parking, and undertaking other 
transportation demand management measures.” (See also Policy EDU 3.3.5). In addition, 
Policy T-3.1.1 of the Transportation Element provides support for the use of programs that 
reduce the number of car trips. The Applicant stated its 2021 Campus Plan effectively 
addresses these Elements of the Comprehensive Plan through a comprehensive approach 
to transportation and parking considerations, including the University’s proposal to 
maintain a parking inventory of no more than 3,000 spaces (inclusive of all Campus Plan 
properties, specifically Main Campus, Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, 
N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.-W., and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W.) over the 
term of the 2021 Campus Plan. In addition, the University will maintain its commitment to 
effective TDM strategies and vigilant enforcement of off-campus parking policies. (Ex. 3, 
18A.) 

Land Use Policy 3.2.3 seeks to ensure that colleges and universities that are located within 
residential areas are planned, designed, and managed in a way that minimizes objectionable 
impacts on adjacent communities. As detailed in FOF 83 and 84 above, the Applicant stated 
its 2021 Campus Plan minimizes objectionable impacts on the surrounding communities. 
(Ex. 3,3A-3F, 18A) 

  

The 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. property, the 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. property, and the 4200 
Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. property are all located in the Low Density Commercial FLUM category, which is used 
to define shopping and service areas that are generally low in scale and character. (See 10 DCMR § 225.8.) 4200 
Wisconsin Avenue, N.W. is designated as a Main Street Corridor on the Generalized Policy Map. 
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89. 

90. 

91. 

The Applicant stated its 2021 Campus Plan will also help further important policies and 

goals of the Economic Development of the Comprehensive Plan. The Economic 

Development Element notes that educational services are a “core” District industry (See 

Policy ED-1.1.2.) and Policy ED-2.4.1 “supports growth in the higher education” sector 

based on its potential to create jobs and income opportunities as well as enhance District 

cultural amenities. AU is the fifth largest non-government employer in Washington, D.C. 

and has annual total economic impacts of $1.7 billion. (Ex. 3, 3B.) 

The Educational Facilities Element of the Comprehensive Plan includes policies that 

encourage university growth and development through the campus plan process and 

attention to community issues and concerns. (See Policies EDU-3.3.2 and 3.3.3.) The 

Applicant stated its 2021 Campus Plan sets forth a predictable, balanced, and flexible plan 

that accommodates AU’s growth while respecting and enhancing the quality of life of those 

who live within the neighborhoods surrounding campus, and the comprehensive planning 

process has allowed for a wide range of university and community stakeholders to provide 

meaningful input and feedback. (Ex. 3, 3A-3F.) 

The Applicant stated its 2021 Campus Plan also continues to be consistent with Policies of 

the Rock Creek West Area, in particular Policy RCW-1.1.8 Managing Institutional Land 

Uses and Policy RCW-1.1.12 Congestion Management Measures. Policy RCW-1.1.8 notes 

that redevelopment or expansion of institutional land uses needs to be compatible with the 

physical character of the community, states that the density of future institutional 

development should reflect surrounding land uses as well as input from the local 

community, and encourages the minimization of potential adverse effects. Policy RCW- 

1.1.12 seeks to ensure that land use decisions do not exacerbate congestion and parking 

problems in already congested areas. The Applicant stated its 2021 Campus Plan proposes 

development on sites that are compatible with the physical character of the community at 

appropriate densities. The 2021 Campus Plan has been the subject of significant 

community input and the University has proposed conditions of approval which further 

minimize any potential adverse effects. Finally, the significant TDM measures proposed 

by the University address Policy RCW-1.1.12. (Ex. 3, 3A-3F, 18A.) 

Responses to Application 

Office of Planning (“OP”) 

92. OP filed its report in this case on March 12, 2021. In its report, OP recommended approval 

of the 2021 Campus Plan, subject to the following conditions: (1) the maximum student 

enrollment and faculty/staff shall be accepted at the proposed 14,380 students and 3,350 

faculty/staff; (ii) the 2021 Campus Plan shall be valid for a period of 10 years; (iii) prior to 

providing additional retail uses on the Main and East Campuses an analysis of the existing 

retail uses and the necessity for additional retail uses should be provided; (iv) for further 

processing requests information should be provided to assess project impact, particularly 

buffering and setbacks, traffic, and visual impacts; (v) continued enforcement of the 

Student Code of Conduct; (vi) no additional or expanded master leases for off-campus 

student housing; (vii) implementation of the Historic Preservation Office recommendations 
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94. 

9s. 

96. 

7 

on page 10 of the OP report; and (viii) expedite the construction of the sound barrier 
adjacent to Jacobs Filed before any other further processing. (Ex. 56.) 

The OP report noted that the University proposed 15 projects over the next 10 years to 
support their academic, residential, administrative, and athletic programs. The location and 
approximate footprint of the existing and proposed new developments are shown at Exhibit 
3C, pages 20 and 24. New developments are limited to the Main Campus and discussions 
of these projects in OP’s report are preliminary as more detailed drawings and information 
would be provided at the time of further processing of the individual buildings. (Ex. 56.) 

The Historic Preservation Office noted that the 2021 Campus Plan’s focus on new 
development in the West, Southeast, and East section of the Main Campus “is clearly 
consistent with the goal of preserving the historic character concentrated in the Central 
Campus.” (Ex. 56.) The HPO did not state that the 2021 Campus Plan raises any major 
historic preservation concerns. 

The OP report recommended that AU take the following actions in support of historic 
campus resources: (i) research and document the University’s original campus plan; 
(11) maintain and expand online historical information from the University’s archives; 
(iii) complete a comprehensive survey, documentation, and evaluation of Main Campus 
buildings, structures, and landscape features in coordination with HPO with results being 
made available to the public; and (iv) adopt and implement a schedule for nominating 
eligible historic resources to the DC Inventory of Historic Sites and National Register of 
Historic Places. (Ex. 56.) These issues were addressed in the Applicant’s proposed 
condition number 11 at Exhibit 3. 

With respect to noise, the OP report noted that the location and size of the proposed 
residential and athletic facilities when combined with the use of the existing playing fields 
on the West side of the Main Campus, could create an objectionable condition for the 
neighbors to the immediate west, and that further assessments of noise mitigation measures 
would be addressed at the time of further processing for these buildings. (Ex. 56.) This is 
consistent with the Applicant’s Campus Plan statement and was addressed in the 
Applicant’s proposed condition number 8 at Exhibit 3. 

OP noted that the sound barrier wall addressed in the 2011 Campus Plan and in Z.C. Order 
No. 11-07G has not yet been constructed, but that the University has stipulated that they 
will continue to coordinate with the residents and at proffered a condition of approval of 
the 2021 Campus Plan that they will file a further processing application within 12 months 
of the order of approval for construction of a sound barrier. (Ex. 22.) OP recommended 
that AU should expedite the construction of the sound barrier adjacent to Jacobs Field 
before any other further processing.® (Ex. 56.) This issue was addressed in the Applicant’s 
proposed condition number 27 at Exhibit 3. 

  

Following the submission of the OP report, the Applicant and Herzstein/Gerson, as the owners of the residential 
property adjacent to Jacobs Field, reached an agreement on the proposed conditions related to the use of Jacobs 
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99. 

100. 

101. 

102. 

103. 

104. 

With respect to proposed Building 15 on East Campus, OP reported that Westover Place 

residents have expressed concerns regarding noise, light, and air impacts; however, oP 

noted that having nonresidential use, two stories, and a buffered setback should minimize 

noise impacts and recommended that the University continue to work with the residents 

through the further processing review and approval process to minimize and objectionable 

impacts. (Ex. 56.) 

OP indicated that it continues to be supportive of the University’s transportation demand 

management plan and efforts to include access to alternative forms of transit for students, 

faculty, and visitors on campus. (Ex. 56.) 

With respect to number of students and faculty, OP recommended that the overall student 

cap of 14,380 be adopted which includes the maximum 2,000 students at the Tenley 

Campus and that flexibility be given to the University to determine the mix of 

undergraduate and graduate students. However, OP noted that such flexibility may lead to 

an increase in trips between the Main Campus and Tenley Campus and therefore 

recommended that the University consider using a shuttle bus to transport students between 

campuses. (Ex. 56.) 

OP supported maintaining the existing percentage of University-provided student housing 

for 100% of the University’s full-time freshman and sophomore students and for 67% of 

all full-time undergraduates. OP further noted that the sites identified for student housing 

on Main Campus seem appropriate as the locations are sufficiently buffered from 

neighboring low-density residential areas. (Ex. 56.) 

OP did not recommend the use of any additional off-campus master leases besides the 200 

beds at The Frequency Apartments at 4000 Brandywine Street, N.W. (“The Frequency 

Apartments”) to meet the University’s undergraduate student housing requirement. (Ex. 

56.) OP was concerned that off-campus master leases impact available housing and 

affordable housing for non-student tenants. This issue was addressed in the Applicant’s 

proposed condition number 12 at Exhibit 3. 

OP noted that retail uses have been accepted as part of campus plans as customary 

accessory uses to a university operation, but that there is insufficient detail to understand 

the existing and proposed retail program throughout the campus. OP recommended that 

retail uses proposed for the East Campus be very limited and targeted so as not to compete 

with the retail center at 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. (Ex. 56.) 

Residents of the Westover Place community expressed concerns about the retail uses 

proposed at Site 15. OP noted that the proposed retail use for any new building would be 

small, and their impacts would be assessed at the time of further processing, at which time 

Field, which were filed at Exhibit 165. Herzstein/Gerson submitted a post-hearing submission at Exhibit 169 

which supports adoption of the proposed conditions filed at Exhibit 165. 
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106. 

AU should clarify the amount, location, and potential retail uses envisioned for the new 
building. (Ex. 56.) 

OP found that the 2021 Campus Plan is not inconsistent with many of the Citywide and 
Rock Creek West Area Elements of the Comprehensive Plan. Attachment I of the OP report 
provided a detailed list of such elements. (Ex. 56.) 

In testimony at the March 29, 2021 public hearing, OP representative Maxine Brown- 
Roberts confirmed OP’s support for the 2021 Campus Plan and recommended its approval 
subject to the recommendations and conditions outlined in OP’s report. (Tr. from March 
29, 2021 hearing at pp. 28-31.) 

Department of Transportation (“DDOT?) 
107. 

108. 

109. 

4 

DDOT filed its report in this case on March 12, 2021. In its report, DDOT confirmed that 
the agency had no objection to the approval of the 2021 Campus Plan with the following 
conditions included in this Order: (i) there will be a maximum of 14,380 students, 3,350 
staff/faculty, and 3,000 vehicle parking spaces across all campus sites, as proposed by the 
Applicant in the 2021 Campus Plan; (ii) this Order for the 2021 Campus Plan will carry 
forward the TDM conditions from the 2011 Campus Plan with the modifications identified 
in the February 10, 2021 CTR and the Applicant will continue the shuttle program and will 
submit detailed annual performance monitoring reports to DDOT that will include 
additional information such as parking utilization; (iii) prior to Commission approval of 
the Application, DDOT requested that the Applicant submit a clean document to DDOT 
for concurrence containing the modified TDM program, performance monitoring criteria, 
and infrastructure commitments which will ultimately be included as conditions and allow 
DDOT to provide additional feedback, if any;* and (iv) the Applicant will fund and install 
one new 19-dock Capital Bikeshare station on campus with one year of maintenance and 
operations expenses, as well as a least one four-dock expansion plate to each of the two 
existing stations on Nebraska Avenue and Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., subject to DDOT 
approval. The DDOT report noted that it will work with the Applicant on a final location 
of the new station during permitting. If it is located on private property, the Applicant will 
enter into a Memorandum of Agreement with DDOT to ensure public access to the station 
and bicycles. (Ex. 49.) 

The DDOT report found the Applicant’s trip generation estimates using existing traffic 
data and mode split survey data to be acceptable and concluded that the Applicant utilized 
sound methodology to perform its analysis. (Ex. 49.) 

DDOT concluded that the TDM plan included in the February 10, 2021 CTR (Ex. 18A.), 
along with detailed annual performance monitoring and a proposed third Capital Bikeshare 
station is sufficiently robust to encourage non-auto travel to and from the campus, subject 
to any additional feedback from DDOT on the strategies and criteria included in the clean 
document containing the modified TDM program, performance monitoring criteria, and 

In response to DDOT’s request, the Applicant submitted the clean document compiling its proposed TDM 
program initiatives and performance monitoring plans set forth in the CTR into the record at Exhibit 99. 
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110. 

111. 

112. 

113. 

infrastructure commitments requested by DDOT to be submitted by the Applicant prior to 

Commission approval. (Ex. 49.) 

In its report, DDOT noted that it will further coordinate with the Applicant in the public 

space permitting process as well as any further CTR analyses. The Applicant is expected 

to work with DDOT and its team on any proposed public space improvements, the 

implementation of any Livability Study recommendations along Campus site frontages, the 

final location of a third on-campus Capital Bikeshare station and expansion of existing 

stations, strategies to provide safe pick-up and drop-off operations for rideshare services, 

and the implementation of the TDM plan. Furthermore, DDOT asked the Applicant to 

submit future performance monitoring reports to DDOT’s TDM team for review and 

concurrence. (Ex. 49.) 

Aside from the items noted in the TDM and DDOT’s proposed revisions to those plans 

(which are reflected in the Applicant’s Response to DDOT Request for Supplemental 

Information (Ex. 99.) and were confirmed as acceptable to DDOT (Tr. from March 29, 

2021 hearing at p. 32.)), DDOT determined that no additional mitigation is necessary. (EX. 

49.) 

In testimony at the March 29, 2021 public hearing, DDOT representative Ted Van Houten 

testified that DDOT reviewed the University’s 2021 Campus Plan and is supportive of the 

proposal, and specifically concurred with the Applicant’s proposal to change from a 

parking minimum to a parking maximum of 3,000 spaces for all campus sites. (Tr. from 

March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 32.) 

Mr. Van Houten further testified that DDOT supports the Applicant’s Transportation 

Demand Management and Performance Monitoring Plan which is included in the record at 

Exhibit 99. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 32.) 

Department of Energy & Environment (“DOEE”) 

114. By e-mail dated March 22, 2021, Casey Studhalter of DOEE noted that the agency did not 

have any formal comments to submit for the record but did indicate that DOEE met with 

the Applicant’s project team, and that a more substantial, full regulatory compliance review 

by DOEE and other appropriate agencies, including the Environmental Impact Statement 

Form process, Stormwater Management Permit review, and Green Building Act and DC 

Green Construction Code compliance, will occur during the permit application process for 

individual projects. (Ex. 111.) 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3D (“ANC 3D”) 

115. By letter dated December 15, 2020, ANC 3D indicated that, in a publicly-noticed regular 

meeting on November 4, 2020, with a quorum of five Commissioners present, ANC 3D 

voted 4-0-1 to submit the letter entered into the record as Ex. 10 regarding the 2021 Campus 

Plan. The letter indicated that ANC 3D strongly endorsed the 2021 Campus Plan developed 

by American University and the AU Neighborhood Partnership and urged the Commission 

to approve it. The letter further describes ANC 3D’s review process; examines questions 

raised by neighbors conceming the 2021 Campus Plan and ANC 3D’s responses to them; 
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119. 

120. 

identifies certain issues that required additional discussion with the University and 
describes how they were resolved; and provides ANC 3D’s conclusions and 
recommendations. (Ex. 10.) 

At ANC 3D’s July 2020 meeting, the University presented the contents of its Framework 
document, which represented the outline and major conclusions envisioned for the 2021 
Campus Plan. Commissioner Kravitz, in his capacity as co-chair of the AU Neighborhood 
Partnership, provided an overview of the development of the Partnership. Key milestones 
and guiding principles were described in detail and questions were solicited from the 
audience and Commissioners. Also during this July 2020 meeting, ANC 3D adopted a non- 
binding schedule for consideration of the 2021 Campus Plan consisting of extensive 
discussions at both September 2020 and October 2020 meetings with a vote provisionally 
scheduled for the November 2020 meeting. Neighbors were informed of these forthcoming 
meetings and this proposed schedule not only through the posting of the draft schedule 
prior to the July 2020 meeting and the discussion of it at the July meeting, but also through 
notices in the local listservs as well as on ANC 3D’s website. Throughout this process, 
neighbors were urged to bring any concerns they might have to the attention of ANC 3D. 
(Ex. 10.) 

At ANC 3D’s September 2020 meeting, the University presented a summary of its 
Framework and then Commissioner Kravitz, again on behalf of the Partnership, presented 
an extensive discussion, detailing many of the Partnership’s major decisions (and the 
reasoning behind them) that shaped the Framework and helped inform the drafting of the 
2021 Campus Plan. These Partnership discussions had evolved over the course of the 
preceding year and a half through reviews by the Partnership working groups (which 
neighbors were invited to join) and the Partnership Steering Committee composed of 
leaders from neighborhood organizations and University officials. Following these two 
presentations, the audience and ANC 3D Commissioners were given the opportunity to 
raise questions and make comments. Following ANC 3D’s September meeting, the 
University released a draft of its full 2021 Campus Plan on September 8", and notices were 
placed on ANC 3D’s website and in local listservs of the Plan’s availability and ANC 3D’s 
intention to discuss the 2021 Campus Plan in detail at its October meeting. (Ex. 10.) 

At ANC 3D’s October 2020 meeting, the University presented a summary of the full draft 
2021 Campus Plan and engaged in a discussion which continued at a special meeting of 
ANC 3D held on October 21, 2020. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D concluded that the University conducted an extensive public engagement process 
for the 2021 Campus Plan over and above its interaction with the Partnership. At least one 
member of ANC 3D attended most of these numerous meetings in order to hear public 
concerns. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that a number of issues were raised during the consideration of the 2021 
Campus Plan in various forums including ANC 3D meetings, such as student enrollment 
estimates; the timing of the ANC 3D vote; whether parking garages should be built at Sites 
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122. 

123. 

124. 

11/12 and Site 15; if the proposed buildings impose objectionable impacts; if there are 

objectionable impacts related to transportation; if there are objectionable impacts related 

to student behavior, especially off-campus; and whether the 2021 Campus Plan needs an 

undergraduate enrollment cap. (Ex. 10.) 

With respect to enrollment estimates for the ten-year term of the 2021 Campus Plan, ANC 

3D considered whether ANC 3D should have required the University to estimate its 

enrollment, by category, for the 10 years covered by the draft 2021 Campus Plan and 

whether, without such data, it is possible for ANC 3D to do a complete review of the 2021 

Campus Plan. ANC 3D determined that both the University and the Partnership addressed 

this issue. The Partnership did not request enrollment projections from the University. The 

Partnership reported several reasons for this, the most salient being that enrollment 

projections provided during campus plan proceedings are non-binding and that projected 

enrollment numbers provided during previous campus plan proceedings have not proven 

to be particularly accurate over the ensuing ten-year horizons. This reasoning was 

explained to ANC 3D, which also did not request enrollment projections from the 

University. ANC 3D additionally noted that enrollment projections are not required by the 

Commission or the Office of Planning during campus plan proceedings. (Ex. 10.) 

The Partnership argued that the total number of students, even undergraduate students, is 

not a good indicator of the potential objectionable impacts of a university’s operations on 

the surrounding neighborhoods. Instead, the Partnership suggested, and ANC 3D 

concurred, that the policies put in place to mitigate adverse impacts of the University’s 

operations are more important. Thus, the Partnership worked to create robust university 

plans to handle impacts of its proposed buildings, transportation issues, and off-campus 

living impacts on the neighborhood. ANC 3D shares with the Partnership the belief that 

the best way to control potential impacts is through these plans and that any review of a 

2021 Campus Plan should focus on these plans instead of enrollment projections. (EX. 10.) 

ANC 3D further believes, especially since the University has proposed an enrollment cap 

encompassing all students, that holding the University to tight numeric limits or estimates 

of certain categories of students—such as undergraduates—is too blunt an instrument for 

effectively controlling impacts of students on surrounding neighborhoods and that an 

examination of the University’s commitments to deal with certain kinds of impacts is a 

preferable means of review. For that reason, ANC 3D focused on the University’s 

placement and orientation of proposed buildings, its transportation plans, and its enhanced 

program to deal with the impact of students living off campus in the neighborhood and did 

not ask the University to project enrollment over the 10 years of the 2021 Campus Plan. 

(Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that some neighbors expressed concern that while the University says it 

plans to add approximately 500 new beds under the 2021 Campus Plan, the capacity of the 

new dormitories shown in the 2021 Campus Plan could accommodate 910 new beds. Under 

the 67% bed requirement for undergraduates, this would mean that the University could 

admit up to 1,358 additional undergraduates. Both the Partnership and the ANC have 
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reviewed this 2021 Campus Plan assuming that in fact the 1,358 additional undergraduates 
could materialize during the life of this 2021 Campus Plan. With the mitigation efforts 
undertaken during the drafting of the 2021 Campus Plan, ANC 3D believes that this 
number of new undergraduates, even if realized despite expectations to the contrary, would 
not result in objectionable impacts. (Ex. 10.) 

In response to concerns about whether the 2021 Campus Plan needs an undergraduate 
enrollment cap, ANC 3D noted that several universities are subject to an undergraduate 
enrollment cap. One of the purposes of such an undergraduate enrollment cap is to impose 
some control over potential objectionable impacts caused by having “too many” 
undergraduates. American University does not have an explicit undergraduate enrollment 
cap, but does have an indirect one in the form of a requirement to maintain a supply of 
university-provided housing sufficient to house 67% of its full-time undergraduates. ANC 
3D concluded that the best way to mitigate potential objectionable impacts of students is 
through enhanced policies related to student conduct and transportation, as well as careful 
review of any proposed new buildings. ANC 3D found that there is a good balance between 
that general constraint imposed by the 67% bed count and the enhancement of the student 
life and transportation programs found in the 2021 Campus Plan. Therefore, ANC 3D 
stated it supports the maintenance of the 67% rule plus the enhanced mitigation programs 
rather than an explicit undergraduate enrollment cap. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that some neighbors have argued that ANC 3D should not have voted to 
support the 2021 Campus Plan on November 4, 2020, prior to the University submitting its 
2021 Campus Plan to the Commission. In response, ANC 3D pointed out that the 202] 
Campus Plan Framework document has been widely advertised since March 2020 and that 
the actual 2021 Campus Plan draft has been publicly available since September 8, 2020. 
Numerous neighborhood meetings were held and over 145 questions were submitted to the 
University. ANC 3D began its official review of the 2021 Campus Plan at its July meeting 
and held four more sessions to review the plan in September, October, and November 2020. 
Consequently, ANC 3D believes community members were well informed of the contents 
of the 2021 Campus Plan and given numerous opportunities to express any concerns. 
Furthermore, ANC 3D voted on the 2021 Campus Plan prior to its submission to the 
Commission so that ANC 3D’s report could be included in the submission materials. ANC 
3D has reserved time on its December 2020 meeting agenda to ensure the submitted version 
of the 2021 Campus Plan matched the version that ANC 3D voted upon and approved. (Ex. 
10.) 

ANC 3D noted that some neighbors argued that the 2021 Campus Plan is incomplete and 
does not meet the requirements of Subtitle X § 101.8 and Subtitle Z § 302.10. ANC 3D’s 
reading of these regulations did not result in identifying areas where the 2021 Campus Plan 
falls short of the requirements. However, ANC 3D noted that there is some understandable 
and possible disagreement about the interpretation of the new regulations in terms of where 
the line is to be drawn between what is required with the initial campus plan application 
and what is required with future applications for further processing. This is a technical 
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131. 

point that the ANC 3D left to the Commission to determine as it reviewed the 2021 Campus 

Plan. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that neighbors have expressed concern about whether building new parking 

garages beneath two of the development sites in the 2021 Campus Plan will generate 

adverse impacts on the community in terms of traffic congestion and related effects. ANC 

3D believes that it is entirely appropriate to examine whether or not the building of these 

parking garages may have an objectionable impact on the community, but that it is 

premature to address this issue at this stage of the proceedings. The best time to consider 

these potential impacts is at the time of further processing for these sites when there will 

be significantly more details available to inform these decisions. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that neighbors raised questions about the mass of the buildings proposed in 

the 2021 Campus Plan, their height, and their use (administrative, residential, student life). 

During the development of the 2021 Campus Plan Framework document that laid the 

groundwork for the actual 2021 Campus Plan, many of these concerns were raised and the 

University made a number of changes to adjust the massing and height of key buildings 

and to keep student life functions away from close-by neighborhoods such as Westover 

Place. In reviewing the resulting plans, ANC 3D found that at the generality at which this 

2021 Campus Plan is required to be drafted at this stage in the proceedings, these buildings 

do not appear to pose objectionable impacts. ANC 3D reserved the opportunity to examine 

these buildings again at the time of further processing when more details and studies will 

be available. Should objectionable impacts be found at that stage, ANC 3D will raise them 

with the University and, where necessary, with the Commission. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D concluded that they did not anticipate that the 2021 Campus Plan would result in 

objectionable impacts related to increased traffic or parking in the neighborhood. In 

addition, ANC 3D noted that the University is committing to continuing to conduct an 

aggressive Transportation Demand Management program to minimize the number of 

single-operator vehicles driven by staff and students coming to the campus and to enforce 

the Good Neighbor Parking Policy that discourages university-associated drivers from 

parking in the neighborhood. ANC 3D indicated that if concerns arose before the hearing 

on the 2021 Campus Plan or at the further processing stage, ANC 3D stands ready to raise 

them with the Commission. Additionally, ANC 3D appreciated the University’s creation 

and sharing of the Comprehensive Traffic Review so early in the 2021 Campus Plan 

process. The Comprehensive Transportation Review had been a topic of discussion and 

revision roughly six months before the University would have been required to share it 

with the public. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that as part of the 2021 Campus Plan the University committed to enhancing 

its programs to deal effectively with objectionable off-campus student behavior. In 

particular, the University proposed to emphasize prevention of behavior problems by fully 

and frequently informing students of the University’s expectation that students adhere to 

the Student Code of Conduct and District of Columbia laws and to take appropriate action 

when students deviate from the Code. The University committed to work closely with the 
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Partnership and ANC 3D to monitor the effectiveness of its enhanced program and to seek 
adjustments as possible improvements become apparent. ANC 3D stated it believes that 
this enhanced program has the strong potential to mitigate the objectionable impacts that 
have been the subject of complaints from neighbors in the past. (Ex. 10.) 

In addition to community questions raised about the 2021 Campus Plan, ANC 3D also 
highlighted issues that have required additional discussion with the University to resolve. 
ANC 3D noted that in the September 8, 2020 draft of the 2021 Campus Plan, the University 
announced that it planned to build a sound wall at the edge of Jacobs Field in order to 
mitigate the noise impacts of the use of this field on an adjacent property. The draft 
included a set of more liberal conditions that the University proposed take effect once the 
sound wall is erected. ANC 3D concluded that while some changes to the conditions may 
well be appropriate once the sound wall is built, it was premature to determine what those 
new conditions should be until the wall is designed, the sound generating sources are 
geographically determined, and the acoustical results are calculated by acoustical 
engineers. In its final version of the 2021 Campus Plan the University dropped these new 
conditions, postponing the drafting of any new conditions until further processing for the 
sound wall. ANC 3D found this change in the 2021 Campus Plan met its previous concerns, 
provided the current conditions are maintained and actively enforced.’ (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that during the review of the draft 2021 Campus Plan, there was a general 
consensus that master leases, such as the one at The Frequency Apartments where almost 
all of the units are part of the lease, successfully mitigate any objectionable impacts and 
should be allowed to continue counting towards the 67% bed count requirement. In its 
proposed 2021 Campus Plan, the University retained the policy that master leases that 
cover all or almost all of the units in a building would count toward the 67% bed 
requirement. With regard to all other proposed master leases (in buildings where the 
University does not acquire all or almost all of the building’s beds), the University would 
present the proposed master lease to ANC 3D and ANC 3E during their regular meetings 
and the ANCs would then have the opportunity to address the matter with the public at 
their next regularly scheduled meeting, should they see fit. Then, the approval of the lease 
as counting toward the 67% requirement would be addressed by the Partnership, on whose 
Steering Committee ANC 3D and ANC 3E representatives serve. ANC 3D found this 
arrangement satisfactory because it ensures a full public review of the proposed lease where 
the ANC finds that appropriate. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that the University reports periodic measurements of the utilization of the 

parking facilities in its buildings. In the past, however, these reports have aggregated the 
reports from all of its buildings into one number indicating the utilization across all of its 
facilities. ANC 3D suggested to the University that these periodic measurements be 
reported additionally for each general location (Main Campus, East Campus, Tenley 

Since the date of the ANC 3D report, the University engaged with Herzstein/Gerson as the owners of the 
residential property adjacent to Jacobs Field and reached an agreement on a more comprehensive set of proposed 
conditions related to the use of Jacobs Field, which were filed at Ex. 165 of the case record. These proposed 
conditions address and mitigate the noise impacts related to the use of Jacobs Field on the adjacent property. 
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136. 

137. 

138. 

Campus, 4801 Massachusetts). In response, the University agreed to provide annual reports 

to the Transportation and Parking Working Group that detail utilization rates at the Tenley, 

East, and Main Campuses and the Spring Valley Building. These reports will be available 

to ANC 3D, and ANC 3D found this to be a satisfactory solution to the problem identified. 

(Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D further noted that a minimum parking requirement, which was suggested by some 

neighbors, would be an indirect and inflexible tool for controlling parking in the 

neighborhood. It would not respond to changes in automobile ownership and use patterns 

(and hence campus parking demand) that are likely to change over the ten-year term of the 

2021 Campus Plan. ANC 3D stated it believes the University’s more direct and flexible 

approach consisting of three components provides the best assurance to the neighborhood 

that University parking in the neighborhood will not become a serious problem: (1) the 

periodic survey of parking utilization; (2) a continuation of the University’s aggressive 

program to encourage its students, staff, and visitors to use alternative means of 

transportation, adjusted, if needed, if the demand were to put a strain on the parking 

capacity (which is unlikely); and (3) continued active enforcement of the University’s 

Good Neighbor Parking Policy. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that there is a lack of adequate bicycle infrastructure along Nebraska 

Avenue from Tenley Circle near the Tenleytown Metro, past the Main Campus, to 

Rockwood Parkway at the edge of the campus. Improved infrastructure in this corridor 

would serve both the neighborhood and the University’s students, faculty, and staff. The 

University agreed to update the CTR recommendations to provide that AU will collaborate 

with DDOT, ANCs, and other interested community stakeholders to effectively advance 

the recommendations contained within DDOT studies including bicycle and multi-use 

facilities adjacent to American University property. This agreement satisfied ANC 3D’s 

concems. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that one of the loudest complaints about the University that ANC 3D 

Commissioners hear from the public is the frequent violation of D.C.’s traffic laws by 

vehicles-for-hire that stop in the travel lane on both Nebraska Avenue and Massachusetts 

Avenue near the campus to pick up and discharge their passengers. ANC 3D asked the 

University to join the neighboring ANCs in pressing DDOT to find solutions. The 

University agreed to update the CTR recommendation to indicate that it will continue to 

collaborate with members of the community and DDOT to explore solutions to mitigate 

the adverse impacts associated with pick-ups/drop offs on Nebraska and Massachusetts 

Avenues adjacent to AU campus locations. ANC 3D stated it will work with the University 

and DDOT to find a satisfactory solution to this problem. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D noted that the University has proposed to use a portion of proposed Building 15 

for student life activities. At the request of the residents of Westover Place, which is 

adjacent to the site, the University located these activities in the portion of the building 

furthest away from Westover Place. However, there is still concern among Westover Place 

residents about the nature of these activities and their impact on the wellbeing of Westover 

Place residents. While ANC 3D stated it believes the decision regarding exactly what 
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student life activities will be placed in Building 15 should be dealt with at the further 
processing stage, ANC 3D asked the University to commit to plan for these activities so as 
to mitigate any objectionable impacts from these activities on Westover Place residents. In 
response, the University indicated it was committed to such mitigation. (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3D recommended to the University that discussion of the 2021 Campus Plan 
performance occur approximately twice a year at ANC 3D meetings using appropriate 
metrics and data arrived at in collaboration with the Partnership. These discussions would 
allow a wider population of the community to hear how the University is responding to 
issues and concerns as well as allow the ANC 3D Commissioners and community members 
to make suggestions to the University. The University indicated that it does not object to 
these periodic reports to ANC 3D. (Ex. 10.) 

In testimony at the March 29, 2021 public hearing, ANC 3D Commissioner Chuck Elkins 
addressed several statements made in the submitted materials from various Parties in 
Opposition, regarding the effectiveness of the CLC, the Partnership’s relationship to the 
CLC, issues regarding Partnership membership, claims of Partnership exclusivity, and the 
assertion that the Partnership operates under a gag rule. (Ex. 116; Tr. from March 29, 2021 
hearing at pp. 102-115.) 

In response to concerns that the AU Neighborhood Partnership should not have been 
created because CLC was operating effectively, Commissioner Elkins referred the 
Commission to a letter dated December 8, 2016 submitted by ANC 3D into the case record 
of Z.C. No. 11-07F at Exhibit 39. The letter states that at the Commission’s July 14, 2016 
hearing on Z.C. Case No. 11-07F, representatives of both ANC 3D and SVWHCA testified 
that CLC “had failed to function as an adequate forum for the discussion and resolution of 
neighborhood issues associated with AU.” The letter further reports that ANC 3D and 
SVWHCA had signed an agreement with the University’s vice president to establish the 
Neighborhood Collaborative, an organization which would become the AU Neighborhood 
Partnership. Commissioner Elkins testified that the Partnership was intended to operate 
separately and independently from the CLC because the agreement (attached as an exhibit 
to ANC 3D’s December 8, 2016 letter) states the Neighborhood Collaborative would 
“share its work” with the CLC and not report to or be subject to oversight by the CLC. (Ex. 
116; Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 103-108.) 

In response to concerns that the Partnership inappropriately excluded neighborhood 
associations, Commissioner Elkins stated that the Partnership’s formation agreement 
among ANC 3D, SVWHCA, and the University stated the organization was intended to 
address issues of concern for neighbors “who live immediately adjacent to the main 
campus.” Commissioner Elkins went on to testify that members of every neighborhood 
bordering the Main Campus were represented on the Partnership’s Standing Committee 
and that the absence of SVWHCA and NLC was due to their refusal to join the Partnership 
—mnot because the Partnership intentionally excluded them. Commissioner Elkins also 
argued that there is no gag rule in place, but that the Partnership’s organizational documents 
encourage members to refrain from speaking to the public on behalf of other members or 
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their working group and that requests to keep proprietary information confidential were 

rarely made. (Ex. 116; Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 108-1 14.) 

Commissioner Elkins also responded to the argument that the CLC was not adequately 

consulted in the development of the 2021 Campus Plan, and provided details regarding the 

process undertaken for review, comment, and discussion of the 2021 Campus Plan 

including CLC and ANC 3D meetings during which the 2021 Campus Plan was 

specifically addressed. (Ex. 116; Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 116-120.) 

Commissioner Elkins raised concerns about Parties in Opposition SVWHCA and NLC 

bringing de novo arguments to the Commission that could have been raised in the 

community discussions and reviews focused on the 2021 Campus Plan. Commissioner 

Elkins also clarified that WPHC and Concerned Neighbors did not raise de novo arguments 

in these Commission hearings. (Ex. 116; Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 123-126.) 

In summary, Commissioner Elkins noted that AU received valuable help from a well- 

functioning and inclusive Partnership of neighbors in developing its proposed draft 

Framework for the 2021 Campus Plan, which was the subject of review by the CLC and a 

five-month review by ANC 3D, accompanied by a campaign that reached out to the 

community and asked them to identify objectionable impacts. ANC 3D stated the 

University made changes in response that are reflected in the 2021 Campus Plan filed with 

the Commission. ANC 3D concluded that it is possible for American University to 

implement the 2021 Campus Plan in a manner that will not create objectionable impacts. 

(Ex. 116; Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 131.) 

Advisory Neighborhood Commission 3E (“ANC 3E”) 

146. 

147. 

148. 

In a statement submitted to the record on December 21, 2020, ANC 3E stated that, in a 

properly noticed meeting at which a quorum was present on December 10, 2020, ANC 3E 

voted 3-0-1 to approve a resolution in support of the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that in contrast to the 2011 Campus Plan (Z.C. Case No. 11-07) where the 

campus plan was debated in parallel with the further processing of several proposed 

buildings making for a complex and ultimately contentious process, §101.16 of the 2016 

Zoning Regulations seeks to avoid that situation by separating the two processes. ANC 3E 

agrees with this change in that it clearly delineates the process of planning for campus 

development versus the process of implementing those plans. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that in response to the Commission’s concerns about the process, 

engagement, and tenor of the 2011 Campus Plan, AU and the community, starting with the 

parties to the 2011 Campus Plan, set about reimagining how they could engage in 

productive, respectful, transparent, collaborative, and ongoing discussions with each other, 

guided by the Commission’s suggestion of using Georgetown University’s Georgetown 

Community Partnership as a template of how to accomplish that goal. The result was the 

American University Neighborhood Partnership, the primary mechanism with which the 

2021 Campus Plan was discussed and created. The Partnership was affirmed by the 
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182, 

153. 

154. 

155. 

Commission as part of Z.C. Order No. 11-07G for the Hall of Science further processing. 
(Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that the AU Neighborhood Partnership sought to include a wide and 
representative cross-section of the communities surrounding the University, not just the 
2011 Campus Plan parties, when creating the 2021 Campus Plan in order to assure that not 
only were their views considered and incorporated, but that they be able to participate in 
implementing the Plan once it was in place. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that the Partnership began its work in December of 2018 and continues now 
and into the future. ANC 3E believes the enhanced structure, addition of a diverse range of 
community voices, commitment to a consensual and collaborative decision-making 
process, and the sustainable nature of these attributes will benefit both the University and 
the community as the Plan is implemented, especially in regard to further processing cases. 
(Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that the 2021 Campus Plan foresees no significant buildings or structures 
within or immediately adjacent to ANC 3E’s boundaries. Thus, ANC 3E was not concerned 
about the direct impacts of buildings or structures but instead their indirect ones. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that the 2021 Campus Plan states that it will still maintain the 67% housing 
requirement established as part of the 2011 Campus Plan, including the 200-bed exception 
currently housed at 4000 Brandywine Street, N.-W. (The Frequency Apartments) via a 
master lease. ANC 3E stated it supports the continuation of this arrangement with the 
caveats that are included in the 2021 Campus Plan if the University were to change this 
arrangement or to propose any additional buildings for master leases. ANC 3E stated it is 
of the opinion that additional on-campus housing is preferable to displacing existing 
housing and would recommend the University create new on-campus housing whenever 
possible. ANC 3E stated it supports the Applicant’s proposal to build 500 new beds on 
campus in order to house more students. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that the 2021 Campus Plan states that the University will abide by an overall 
enrollment cap of 14,380 for all students including a 2,000-student cap for the Tenley 
Campus. Student enrollment assessment has changed in the 2016 Zoning Regulations, 
adding additional students and locations not counted in previous campus plans which is 
reflected in the new cap of 14,380 versus the old cap of 13,600. ANC 3E stated it has 
reviewed the methodology the University used to arrive at this new cap number and agrees 
with the result. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E indicated that it supports the proposed enrollment cap and agrees with the AU 
Neighborhood Partnership’s stance that ANC 3E is more interested in mitigating the 
impacts of student enrollment rather than focusing on hard caps. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that the 2021 Campus Plan’s CTR foresees no significant impact from the 
proposed developments. ANC 3E stated it sees no significant impact from the 2021 
Campus Plan but did ask for several issues to be addressed including: the impact of the 
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157. 

158. 

159. 

shuttle bus stop located at the rear of the Spring Valley Building on 48" Street; the impact 

of for-hire vehicles such as Uber and Lyft doing drop-offs and pickups on the surrounding 

community; the continuation and enhancement of the Good Neighbor Parking Policy; 

supporting increased bicycle use and infrastructure; addressing transportation impacts of 

special events, and in particular managing bus traffic and idling; and lastly, the assurance 

that adequate parking exists in coordination with a holistic approach to minimizing and 

mitigating vehicular trips to and from the campus. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that the University has addressed each of these concerns in the 2021 

Campus Plan including: agreeing to move the shuttle bus stop on 48" Street to 

Massachusetts Avenue; working with DDOT and the Transportation and Parking Working 

Group to mitigate the impacts of for-hire vehicles: continuing and enhancing the Good 

Neighbor Parking Policy; working with ANC 3E and DDOT to identify bicycle 

infrastructure opportunities, especially along Nebraska and New Mexico Avenues; 

agreeing to add a new Capital Bikeshare station and expanding existing stations; working 

with the AU Neighborhood Partnership to establish guidelines for special events that 

anticipate and mitigate their impacts; and agreeing to a maximum of 3,000 parking spaces 

while continuing to implement proactive parking pricing policies in order to discourage 

single-occupancy vehicle trips to campus. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E also recognized the need to monitor compliance with the commitments of the 

2021 Campus Plan, and stated it supports the University’s proposal to establish a TDM 

dashboard in order to make the data public and readily available. (Ex. 6.) 

ANC 3E noted that during the 2011 Campus Plan process, ANC 3E made clear its 

dissatisfaction with how the University was handling student behavior, particularly 

students in off-campus housing. The University responded with several strategies to 

address the issues and the AU Neighborhood Partnership placed particular emphasis on 

ensuring that students are well-informed of the University’s expectations regarding their 

behavior via the Good Neighbor Guidelines and its relation to the Student Code of Conduct; 

and the application of these expectations via the Student Code of Conduct. The University 

has pledged to work closely with the AU Neighborhood Partnership and ANC 3E to 

monitor the effectiveness of this program and to adjust it as needed. ANC 3E stated it 

believes the University and the proposed 2021 Campus Plan satisfactorily addresses these 

concerns and provides the necessary processes to manage them on an ongoing basis. (Ex. 

6.) 

In testimony at the April 20, 2021 public hearing, ANC 3E Commissioner Jonathan 

McHugh testified that ANC 3E participated in the creation, implementation, and operation 

of the AU Neighborhood Partnership, and believes it to be an effective and equitable 

vehicle for the University to engage with the community, which stands “in stark contrast 

to the previous state of affairs, which were ridden with confusion, mistrust, and 

ineffectiveness” with the University and stakeholders pitted against each other. (Tr. from 

April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 9.) 
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Commissioner McHugh testified that the Partnership was a “tremendous improvement” 
and that “ANC 3E wholeheartedly supports the continuance and enhancement of it.” (Tr. 
from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 9.) 

Commissioner McHugh stated that ANC 3E supports the 2021 Campus Plan’s 67% 
housing requirement for the University’s full-time undergraduate student population and 
recognizes that use of the existing 200 master leased beds at The Frequency Apartments 
mitigates impacts of student housing on the surrounding community because of The 
Frequency Apartments’ unique location in Tenleytown Center which is close to the Metro 
station, bus routes including the University’s shuttle bus, and many community amenities. 
While ANC 3E is wary of additional off-site housing, it acknowledges the University’s 
plan to add 500 on-campus beds in the 2021 Campus Plan as “a clear and concrete 
affirmation that they will endeavor to meet their 67% requirement.” (Tr. from April 20, 
2021 hearing at pp. 9-10.) 

Commissioner McHugh testified that ANC 3E supports the overall enrollment cap of 
14,380 students, but does not support the idea of an undergraduate enrollment cap, 
preferring to evaluate the impact student enrollment has on the surrounding community 
versus an arbitrary enrollment cap. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 10.) 

Commissioner McHugh testified that ANC 3E supports the Applicant’s transportation 
proposals, including building on its success in creating and implementing a modem 
transportation management plan that focuses on minimizing single-occupancy vehicles and 
providing a diversity of modalities in order to go to and from the campus. (Tr. from April 
20, 2021 hearing at p. 11.) 

In conclusion, Commissioner McHugh testified that “ANC 3E has found the 2021 Campus 
Plan process has been a far more constructive and effective one than ten years ago, and we 
hope that augurs well for the next ten years. The creation of the Neighborhood Partnership, 
while a significant undertaking to stand up, has been a tremendous boon in the creation of 
the Plan, and we hope the Commission agrees with and endorses its continued role as a 
centerpiece for implementing it.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 12.) 

Advisory Neighborhood Commissions 3C and 3F 
165. ANCs 3C and 3F did not participate in this case. 

American University Neighborhood Partnership (“AU Neighborhood Partnership” or 
“Partnership”) 

166. 

167. 

In its submission dated December 23, 2020, the American University Neighborhood 
Partnership indicated its support of the 2021 Campus Plan and urged its approval by the 
Commission, noting that the 2021 Campus Plan was the culmination of several years of 
productive collaboration between the University and the surrounding community. (Ex. 
13.) 

The Partnership noted that the creation of a consensus-based campus plan is a significant 
achievement stemming from the Partnership formed between the University and its nearby 
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171. 

172. 
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neighborhoods. The Partnership stated the process was long and entailed several difficult 

negotiations—including some items left to be determined during potential further 

processing applications—but it was characterized by collegiality and a genuine interest in 

seeing things from the other side. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership noted that the 2021 Campus Plan suitably balances the University’s need 

for flexibility and the community’s desire for certainty. Optionality is embedded within the 

Plan to better position the University to respond to changing conditions. Simultaneously, 

the community has been presented with a fulsome slate of potential actions the University 

may take and a roadmap for how the University intends to resolve those decisions points 

as the future unfolds. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership acknowledged that it is poised to continue fostering the close collaboration 

of the University and the community during the Plan’s implementation. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership outlined the rationale for its support of the 2021 Campus Plan, noting that 

while the development of campus plans and their implementation is a major focus, the 

Partnership has a broader mission of sustaining a productive town-gown relationship more 

generally. The Partnership stated that compared to the CLC, which has functioned mainly 

as a means by which the University can report to the community on its activities, the 

Partnership is more of a “roll up one’s sleeves” problem-solving organization. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership adopted the view that they were not really concerned with the exact 

number of students as much as with their impact, and the Partnership’s goal was to mitigate 

whatever potential negative impacts the University may impose upon the community while 

expanding upon the positive impacts. The Partnership stated it did not push the University 

to make non-binding enrollment projections, and rather thought about how to manage the 

impacts for any number of students. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership went about managing potential negative impacts by trying to create 

processes that prevent objectionable impacts from happening in the first place, and thinking 

through the type of structure that must be in place to deal with those impacts adequately, 

effectively, and quickly when they do happen. To that end, the Student Life & Safety 

Working Group has set out to improve the student experience in the community from the 

community’s perspective and from the students’ perspective. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership stated it began its consideration of potential new construction on campus 

by first looking at existing campus uses and identifying potential “opportunity sites” on 

campus. Through discussions in the Partnership working groups and the Steering 

Committee, some buildings were removed from consideration and other buildings that 

remained in the 2021 Campus Plan were altered substantially based upon community input. 

During earlier discussions Building 4 wrapped around the corner of Building 3 and was 

closer to the adjacent Spring Valley neighborhood. Building 12 had different massing and 

was a floor taller. Likewise Building 15 was larger and had student life uses throughout the 

ground floor. Its massing is now smallest on the part of the building closest to the Westover 

Place community. The proposed building will be two stories along the fence line—similar 
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177. 

178. 

to what currently exists for the adjacent buildings—with a sufficient vegetative buffer. The 
building then grows to three to four stories along Nebraska Avenue, which is similar to 
Constitution Hall. Campus life uses will be concentrated in this part of the building, furthest 
from the neighboring homes. On the corner of Nebraska Avenue and Rockwood Parkway, 
Building 11 is proposed to replace three low-slung bungalow-style buildings and the 
massing of Building 12 has been stepped down as it approaches the community and green 
space in front of proposed Building 11 has been expanded. (Ex. 13.) 

With respect to transportation and parking, the Partnership stated it evaluated modality 
opportunities for walking, biking, shuttle service, and bus routes. This involved evaluating 
the amenities already available on campus, such as Capital Bikeshare stations, short-term 
bike racks, and locker rooms and showers. Potential traffic impacts were studied across a 
considerably expanded number and location of intersections compared to the 2011 Campus 
Plan. The Partnership is positioned to foster discussion of possible new parking under 
proposed buildings on East Campus (Building 15) and at the corner of Rockwood Parkway 
and Nebraska Avenue (Buildings 11 and 12) during the future further processing of these 
projects. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership noted three opportunities for improved greenscaping, including the 
creation of a tree-lined pedestrian boulevard from Nebraska Avenue into the center of Main 
Campus; at the comer of Rockwood Parkway and Nebraska Avenue; and near the recently- 
completed Hall of Science building. The Partnership also worked with the University to 
rethink options for circulation through Main Campus. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership statement provided a brief history of the American University 
Neighborhood Partnership, noting that the Partnership was originally devised during Z.C. 
Case No. 11-07F in 2016 (it was then called the “Neighborhood Collaborative.”) Extensive 
discussions between community leaders and the University changed the organization’s 
structure to make it more inclusive and transparent. Participation was expanded to 
neighbors beyond those immediately adjacent to campus and a process for new 
organizations to join was created. Formal “Terms of Reference” and informal “Ground 
Rules” were developed to be distributed throughout the community during recruitment of 
neighborhood participants. (Ex. 13.) 

Six founding organizations jointly submitted the Partnership structure to the Commission 
in Z.C. Case No. 11-07G: ANC 3D and ANC 3E unanimously approved the creation of the 
Partnership, and they were joined by the Westover Place Homes Corporation, the Fort 
Gaines Citizens Association, Ward 3 Vision, and the Spring Valley Neighborhood 
Association. The Partnership states the SVWHCA and NLC were repeatedly urged to join, 
but they chose not to do so. The Partnership was fully launched in late 2018 and 
constructive meetings began almost immediately. Importantly, no one neighborhood has 
dominated the Partnership as was feared by some; instead, the various neighborhoods have 
worked together cooperatively as a “village” surrounding the University. (Ex. 13.) 

The Partnership stated it is fully open to the public. Members from across the community 
have joined the working groups and organizations are able to nominate representatives to 
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the Steering Committee. The five working groups of the Partnership are designed to focus 

on specific University-related issues. Each working group is co-chaired by a member of 

the community and a senior official at the University. The Steering Committee, which has 

oversight over all five working groups and helps direct issues to the proper working group, 

is structured in the same manner. (Ex. 13.) 

Spring Valley-Wesley Heights Citizens Association (“SVWHCA”) 

179. 

180. 

181. 

182. 

183. 

184. 

In its Updated Request for Party Status dated March 8, 2021 (Ex. 26A.) and Statement of 

Testimony submitted to the record on March 20, 2021 (Ex. 79.), SVWHCA noted its 

objection to the 2021 Canipus Plan, stating that it does not meet the standards for approval 

in Subtitle X § 101.2 of the Zoning Regulations. 

SVWHCA noted specific concerns related to the growth of enrollment of both 

undergraduates and graduate students; the amount of proposed new on-campus student 

housing and the University’s off-campus master leasing program; the location of new on- 

campus student housing adjacent to residential neighborhoods; the sufficiency of 

information provided about transportation and parking, including new traffic circulation 

plans, TDM strategies, and on-campus parking; the need to maintain a minimum number 

of parking spaces on campus consistent with the University’s parking needs; the size and 

location of new buildings, including the new Center for Athletic Performance; and 

objectionable lighting conditions caused by proposed construction along the campus’ 

border with the Spring Valley neighborhood. (Ex. 26A, 79, 103.) 

SVWHCA noted there is no condition in the 2021 Campus Plan which would prevent the 

University from building in excess of the 2021 Campus Plan’s target of approximately 500 

new beds of on-campus housing. SVWHCA recommended adding a condition that the 

University will build no more than 500 additional beds for on-campus housing. (Ex. 79, 

103.) 

SVWHCA noted its concer that the proposed development on West Campus would create 

objectional conditions for the neighboring homes in Spring Valley. In particular, 

SVWHCA stated the location of potential new student dorm buildings on Sites 2 and 4 

would create objectional noise and lighting impacts on neighboring residential homes. (Ex. 

79, 103.) 

SVWHCA recommended maintaining a minimum parking requirement instead of the 2021 

Campus Plan’s ceiling of 3,000 parking spaces. According to SVWHCA, the lack of 

adequate on-campus parking would create excessive traffic in small commercial areas of 

the residential neighborhood. Moreover, SVWHCA recommended a more rigorous set of 

TDM measures to address the increase in traffic volumes during peak hours as shown both 

in the University’s 2021 CTR and in future traffic projections included in the 2021 Campus 

Plan. (Ex. 79, 103.) 

SVWHCA proposed a number of conditions of approval for the 2021 Campus Plan, 

including maintaining the current cap of 13,600 students under the 2011 Campus Plan; 

imposing a sub-cap on the university’s undergraduate student enrollment; requiring that 
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off-campus leases not be permitted to count towards the University’s compliance with 2021 
Campus Plan; requiring the University to provide a minimum of 2,200 parking spaces on 
campus; and reducing plans or mitigating impacts of new construction planned for the West 
Campus adjacent to residential property, including possible relocation of the Center for 
Athletic Performance. (Ex. 264A, 79, 103.) 

Neighbors for a Livable Community (“NLC”) 
185. 

186. 

In its Statement of Testimony submitted to the record on March 20, 2021 (Ex. 80.), NLC 
noted its objections to the 2021 Campus Plan, including the location and uses of buildings 
proposed for the West Campus area; the number of students, particularly the increase in 
undergraduate enrollment; neighborhood traffic impacts stemming in part from the reliance 
of off-campus parking facilities to meet the University’s parking needs; the use of “off 
campus” housing to meet the University’s requirement to house 67% of its residential 
students; the increase in density on the Main Campus lot; and, purposeful efforts to ignore 
the CLC as the official group/organization representing the communities surrounding the 
University. 

In its Statement of Testimony, NLC generally supported the proposed conditions of 
approval, and made three specific recommendations regarding additional conditions. First, 
that a reporting system be developed, based on the special exception standards of Subtitle 
X § 901, that would include an accounting of how the University is meeting its self- 
prescribed conditions. Additionally, NLC recommended additional conditions stipulating 
that lighting be such as to limit impacts on neighboring property and that the University 
abide by all previous commitments to maintain and enhance landscaping in areas bordering 
residential neighborhoods. Finally, NLC sought the reinstatement of the CLC as the 
community group/organization guiding the implementation of the 2021 Campus Plan as a 
condition of approval. (Ex. 80.) 

Jessica Herzstein and Elliot Gerson (“Herzstein/Gerson”) 

187. 

188. 

In their Prehearing Statement submitted to the record on March 16, 2021, Dr. Jessica 
Herzstein and Mr. Elliot Gerson, the owners of the property at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., 
noted their opposition to the 2021 Campus Plan based on their dissatisfaction with the 
University’s use of Jacobs Field, specifically the noise generated by University activities 
and special events held at the field, which they deem to be objectionable. Herzstein/Gerson 
stated that they cannot enjoy their residential property during the many loud and lengthy 
events on the field. (Ex. 69.) 

Herzstein/Gerson objected to the University’s continued use of Jacobs Field for “special 
events” that have no connection to the University’s students or academic mission. Dr. 
Herzstein and Mr. Gerson maintain that such usage is inconsistent with the language and 
meaning of Z.C. Order No. 11-07 and that the next campus plan (i.e., the 2021 Campus 
Plan) should clarify the limits of such usage. (Ex. 69.) 
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189. 

190. 

191. 

Herzstein/Gerson requested that the University design an acoustic wall in collaboration 

with their sound engineers, and install the acoustic wall at the current fence line as opposed 

to at the property line. Dr. Herzstein and Mr. Gerson stated that: 

“Such a wall, if designed properly to address certain specific sources of 

noise and defined mitigation objectives, could reduce some noise from 

Jacobs Field, but it will not solve all of the noise problems associated with 

Jacobs Field due to terrain, topography, and the science of noise 

transmission. For this reason, additional mitigating measures and firm and 

enforceable restrictions will be necessary before and after construction of a 

sound barrier.” 

Until the wall is actually built and tested by sound engineers, Herzstein/Gerson requested 

that 15 additional conditions be placed upon the University with respect to usage of Jacobs 

Field. (Ex. 69.) 

Herzstein/Gerson also objected to the University’s request to include a filming tower as 

part of the 2021 Campus Plan, noting that the filming tower is objectionable due to it being 

an elevated, permanent structure and its location adjacent to their property at 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. (Ex. 69.) 

At its May 27, 2021 public meeting, the Commission directed the University to consider 

the conditions proposed by Herzstein/Gerson and resolve any disagreements concerning 

the acoustic wall and use of Jacobs Field. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at p. 79; Ex. 

163.) In a supplemental post-hearing submission dated June 17, 2021, the University stated 

that it had reached an agreement with Herzstein/Gerson on all conditions related to the use 

of Jacobs Field, which were attached to the submission as Exhibit A. (Ex. 165.) In response, 

Herzstein/Gerson submitted a post-hearing submission dated June 24, 2021 confirming 

their support for the updated proposed conditions contained in the University’s 

supplemental post-hearing submission at Exhibit 165. (Ex. 169.) 

Westover Place Homes Corporation (“WPHC”) 

192. 

193; 

In their Updated Request for Party Status submitted on March 6, 2021 (Ex. 29A.), 

Westover Place Homes Corporation set forth its opposition to the 2021 Campus Plan, 

expressing concerns related the proposed building and parking at Site 15; the buffer along 

the wall between the University and Westover Place particularly adjacent to Site 15; 

potential damage to Westover Place property during construction; and undergraduate 

enrollment. 

WPHC requested that the proposed building at Site 15 be reduced in size and situated 

further from Westover Place than is currently proposed and be designated for 

academic/administrative purposes, without a campus life component; that all new uses of 

East Campus be limited to academic and administrative purposes only; that the buffer along 

the wall between the University and Westover Place be significantly increased in size and 

the current green buffer be enhanced and maintained; and that remediation be provided for 
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194. 

any damage that may occur to Westover Place properties during and after construction. 
(Ex. 29A.) 

WPHC also noted that they support a cap on undergraduate enrollment. (Ex. 29A.) 

Concerned Neighbors at Corner of Nebraska Avenue, N.W. and Rockwood Parkway, N.W. 
(“Concerned Neighbors”) 

195. 

196. 

In its Request for Party Status dated March 8, 2021, Concerned Neighbors noted their 
opposition to the 2021 Campus Plan, expressing concerns about the proposed size and 
height of the buildings at Sites 11 and 12 and the sequencing of their development; the 
proposed underground parking and campus life components of the facilities, specifically 
concerns that those components may include commercial or retail activities; the possibility 
of encountering World War I-era site contamination during the demolition of existing 
structures on Sites 11 and 12; and the possibility of damage to their properties caused by 
construction activities. (Ex. 36.) 

Concerned Neighbors also noted that they question some of the data provided in the 
University’s Comprehensive Transportation Review. (Ex. 36.) 

Persons in Support 
197. In addition to the approximately 80 individual statements of support that were included in 

the Applicant’s March 1, 2020 pre-hearing statement (Ex. 22B.), several letters of support 
were submitted to the record by members of the community, including individual residents, 
ANC 3D Commissioners, businesses, University students, and neighborhood 
organizations. These statements reflected many of the perspectives and comments raised 
by ANC 3D, ANC 3E, and the AU Neighborhood Partnership (FOFs 115-178 above), 
noting, for example, the 2021 Campus Plan’s balanced approach to meeting University 
needs and addressing community interests; a commitment to effective Transportation 
Demand Management strategies; and the positive role AU plays as a key contributor to the 
neighborhood. (Ex. 15, 20-21, 25, 50-55, 76, 81, 92-97, 106, 110, 127.). 

Persons in Opposition 
198. Several individuals, including many residents of Westover Place, submitted statements in 

opposition to the 2021 Campus Plan. These submissions reflected many of the positions 
and concerns raised by the Parties in Opposition in this case (FOFs 179-196 above), 
including the proposed size of Building 15; noise, light pollution, trash, and traffic impacts; 
student enrollment; the scaling and setback for proposed development at Sites 11 and 12. 
Many of the comments in opposition urged the University to restrict Building 15 to 
academic and office uses only and not build an underground parking garage beneath 
Building 15. (Ex. 14, 30, 34-35, 37-41, 43-48, 57-68, 70-71, 74-75, 84-86, 90, 98, 104, 
112,115,129) 

Applicant’s Pre-Hearing Submission 
199. On March 1, 2021, the Applicant submitted its pre-hearing statement (the “Pre-Hearing 

Submission”) (Ex. 22, 22A-22F.) which included (1) responses to community comments 
received throughout the planning process; (2) statements of support from students, alumni, 
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200. 

201. 

202. 

203. 

204. 

205. 

and members of the surrounding community; (3) a report evidencing the University’s 

compliance with the conditions of approval from the 2011 Campus Plan; (4) additional 

information to supplement the Applicant’s statement with respect to historic preservation 

concerns including a new historic resources graphic; (5) additional information regarding 

the proposed acoustical sound barrier wall at Jacobs Field; (6) additional conditions 

proposed by DDOT and agreed to by the University; (7) a list of witnesses testifying on 

behalf of the Applicant and outlines of their proposed testimony; and (8) the resume of 

Matthew Bell, FAIA of Perkins Eastman. 

The Applicant reported that the American University 2021 Campus Plan website was 

launched in March 2020 to provide a wide range of information and materials regarding 

the 2021 Campus Plan, including an online community input portal for neighbors and 

interested community stakeholders to submit questions or feedback about the 2021 Campus 

Plan. Responses to more than 150 questions submitted through the portal (or posed at 

public meetings) were posted on the website for public review to allow all community 

stakeholders the benefit of seeing responses to issues raised by their neighbors; these 

questions and responses were compiled into the Community Input Portal Report attached 

as Exhibit A to the Pre-Hearing Submission. (Ex. 22A.) 

In addition to the resolutions in support of 2021 Campus Plan from ANC 3D (Ex. 10.) 

ANC 3E (Ex. 6.), and testimony in support from the AU Neighborhood Partnership (Ex. 

13.), the University received approximately 80 statements of support from alumni, 

students, and members of the surrounding community, which were attached as Exhibit B 

to the Pre-Hearing Submission. (Ex. 22B.) 

The Applicant reported that the Applicant and representatives of the Office of Planning, 

the Historic Preservation Office, and the Department of Transportation had a meeting on 

February 9, 2021 regarding the Application. In addition, the Applicant and representatives 

of the Department of Energy & Environment met on February 16, 2021. (Ex. 22.) 

In response to issues that were raised at the meeting with the Office of Planning, the 

Applicant submitted a report attached as Exhibit C to the Pre-Hearing Submission 

evidencing AU’s compliance with the conditions of approval from the 2011 AU Campus 

Plan (Z.C. Order No. 11-07, and as modified with regard to Condition No. 5 in Z.C. Order 

No. 11-07F, and with regard to Condition No. 14 in Z.C. Order No. 11-07H). (Ex. 22C.) 

In response to issues that were raised at the meeting and in subsequent discussions with the 

Historic Preservation Office, the Applicant submitted supplemental information attached 

as Exhibit D to the Pre-Hearing Statement to address how historic preservation issues are 

addressed in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 22D.) 

The Applicant noted that throughout the campus planning process, the University gave 

careful and thoughtful consideration to campus historic resources, as reflected in its 

approach to various 2021 Campus Plan elements. For example, potential development 

around the Friedheim Quadrangle has been appropriately sited and scaled to respect the 

prominence of the historically significant campus open space. Development of Site 9 in 
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207. 

208. 

209. 

210. 

particular was carefully considered in light of the context of adjacent Hurst Hall and East 
Quad Building, as the proposed development is aimed at addressing accessibility and 
programmatic challenges associated with the existing structures, while maintaining their 
unique architectural integrity. (Ex. 3, 3E, 22D.) 

Proposed landscape and open spaces have similarly been influenced by historical planning 
considerations. For example, the concept of reinforcing a landscaped, pedestrian-oriented 
east-west connection through campus from Nebraska Avenue, N.W. to Reeves Field was 
influenced by the prominent east-west open space contemplated by early plans for the 
American University campus conceived by Olmsted and further developed by Henry Ives 
Cobb. (Ex. 22D.) 

The Applicant stated that it will continue its active stewardship of the built campus 
environment, including working with key stakeholders in connection with future 
development projects that impact key historic resources (e.g., Site 9) as part of the further 
processing approval process. (Ex. 22D.) 

The Applicant stated its submission of the February 4, 2021 Comprehensive Transportation 
Review including Addendum 2 (Ex. 18A.) addressed all questions and comments that had 
been raised by DDOT representatives. In its responses to DDOT’s comments, the 
Applicant agreed to a condition of approval of the 2021 Campus Plan that the Applicant 
will pay all costs associated with the installation of a new 19-dock Capital Bikeshare station 
and will coordinate with DDOT on its ultimate location, which was expected to be at the 
southern end of the Main Campus in accordance with DDOT’s input. (Ex. 22.) 

The University indicated that the following witnesses would present testimony on behalf 
of the Applicant: Sylvia M. Burwell, President of American University; Edward Fisher 
I.D., Assistant Vice President, Community and Government Relations at American 
Umiversity; Matthew Bell FAIA, Principal at Perkins Eastman; and Iain J. Banks PTP, 
Principal at Nelson\Nygaard. (Ex. 22.) 

Outlines of the witness testimony were also provided in the submission, as well as the 
resume of Matthew Bell, FAIA, who has been admitted as an expert in urban planning and 
architecture in numerous cases before the Commission. (Ex. 22E, 22F.) 

Applicant’s Response to DDOT Request for Supplemental Information 
211. 

212. 

On March 23, 2021, the Applicant submitted its Response to DDOT Request for 
Supplemental Information (Ex. 99.) that included information responsive to comments 
raised in DDOT’s March 12, 2021 report (Ex. 49.) and addressed in follow-up discussions 
between the Applicant and DDOT, and which was noted in the Applicant’s testimony at 
the March 22, 2021 public hearing (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 48.) as well as 
in DDOT’s testimony at the March 29, 2021 public hearing. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 
hearing at p. 32.) 

The Response to DDOT Request for Supplemental Information provided a “clean 
document clearly stating the TDM and performance monitoring plans” that were addressed 
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213. 

214. 

215. 

216. 

Public 

217. 

218. 

in the Applicant’s 2021 Campus Plan submission (Ex. 3.) and CTR (Ex. 18A.) as 

specifically requested by DDOT in its March 12, 2021 report. (Ex. 99.) 

With respect to its TDM efforts, the Applicant noted that, as indicated in the CTR (Ex. 

18A.), the University would focus on building on the success of its existing TDM Plan, 

including maintaining and expanding current programs, and working with DDOT and 

members of the community, particularly the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation 

and Parking Working Group, to explore emerging best practices and monitor the TDM 

Plan’s performance and effectiveness. (Ex. 99.) 

The University also detailed its Performance Monitoring Plan that was incorporated in the 

proposed conditions included in the 2021 Campus Plan submission (Ex. 3.), and which will 

guide the implementation, monitoring, and enforcement of the objectives and commitments 

set forth in the 2021 Campus Plan and embodied in the University’s TDM Plan. (Ex. 99.) 

At the request of DDOT, the Performance Monitoring Plan was updated to align with the 

District’s and DDOT’s transportation goals. (Ex. 99; Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at 

p. 48.) 

In addition, the University also included an additional proposed condition in response to 

DDOT’s comments on the CTR (Ex. 18A.), agreeing to pay all costs associated with the 

installation of a new 19-dock Capital Bikeshare station and to coordinate with DDOT on 

its ultimate location, and to fund and install at least one (1) four-dock expansion plate to 

each of the two existing Capital Bikeshare stations on Nebraska Avenue and Massachusetts 

Avenue, N.W., subject to DDOT approval. (Ex. 99.) 

In his testimony at the March 29, 2021 public hearing, DDOT representative Ted Van 

Houten confirmed that “DDOT supports AU’s Transportation Demand Management and 

Performance Monitoring Plan which is included in the record as Exhibit 99.” (Tr. from 

March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 32.) 

Hearing of March 22, 2021 

The Commission held a public hearing on the Application pursuant to notice and convened 

via videoconference at 4:00 p.m. on March 22, 2021. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at 

p. 1.) 

As previously noted, at the March 22, 2021 public hearing, the Commission granted AU 

Neighborhood Partnership party status in support; and granted the following organizations 

party status in opposition: SVWHCA, NLC, WPHC, Herzstein/Gerson, and Concerned 

Neighbors. (FOFs 5-10.) 

Applicant’s Testimony 

219. The Applicant presented the testimony of Sylvia M. Burwell, President of American 

University; Ed Fisher, Assistant Vice President of Community and Government Relations 

at American University; Matthew Bell FAIA, Principal at Perkins Eastman (the 

University’s planning consultant); and lain J. Banks PTP, Principal at Nelson\Nygaard (the 

University’s transportation consultant). Mr. Bell was accepted by the Commission as an 
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221. 

222. 

223. 

224. 

225. 

expert in architecture and urban planning, and Mr. Banks was accepted by the Commission 
as an expert in transportation engineering. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 7.) 

President Burwell discussed AU’s global profile—featuring students from all 50 states and 
more than 100 countries—as well as its commitment to the D.C. community, including the 
University’s work to engage effectively with its neighbors of a wide range of issues, 
partnerships, and planning endeavors, including the 2021 Campus Plan. (Tr. from March 
22,2021 hearing at pp. 25-26.) 

President Burwell noted that the 2021 Campus Plan is an integral component in the 
implementation of the University’s strategic plan, Changemakers for a Changing World 
and described how the University had purposefully aligned its strategy, branding, 
development campaign, and the 2021 Campus Plan. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at 
pp. 27-28.) 

Given the rapidly changing landscape and increasingly competitive marketplace of higher 
education, President Burwell explained that the University must remain flexible and be 
innovative to respond to the changing needs of students; at the same time, the University 
understands “the impacts that new campus development, student enrollment and 
transportation capacity can have if not effectively managed on the residential 
neighborhoods that surround the AU campus.” (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 28.) 

President Burwell noted that in the midst of the 2021 Campus Plan effort, the global 
COVID-19 pandemic presented unprecedented challenges to the nation, across the world, 
and within the AU community. Nonetheless, work on the 2021 Campus Plan actively 
continued through the pandemic. As a result of this focused effort, the University along 
with its dedicated neighborhood partners, thoughtfully and effectively advanced the 
strategic planning collaboration that resulted in the consensus on the 2021 Campus Plan. 
(Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 29.) 

Ed Fisher testified regarding the key role of the AU Neighborhood Partnership, which was 
modeled after the Georgetown University Community Partnership, in the development of 
the 2021 Campus Plan. Mr. Fisher also testified that the University actively engaged with 
and provided regular updates to the CLC as well as neighborhood residents and other 
community stakeholder groups throughout the process of developing its 2021 Campus 
Plan. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 31-35.) 

Matt Bell testified regarding the 15 proposed development sites that were included in the 
2021 Campus Plan, noting the updates that were made during the planning process in 
response to community input and feedback and that the “result is a comprehensive and 
balanced development approach that reinforces the unique campus scale of AU, with 
heights and densities that correspond to the surrounding built environment, and setbacks, 
buffers, and design considerations that effectively mitigate potential adverse impacts and 
respect neighboring residential properties.” As a result of community feedback, Mr. Bell 
testified that the location, height, and massing of many proposed development sites, 
including Building 15, were modified to maintain substantial distances and appropriate 
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2217. 

228. 

229. 

230. 

231. 

buffers from neighboring residential properties. In response to cross-examination from a 

representative of WPHC, Mr. Bell stated that Building 15 would have a minimally 65-feet 

setback from the property line neighboring the Westover Place community. Mr. Bell 

testified that this setback, together with the stepdown in building height from four stories 

to two stories on the side of Building 15 facing Westover Place provide sufficient 

mitigation for any adverse effects of the proposed development at Site 15. (Tr. from March 

22,2021 hearing at pp. 35-40, 157-159.) 

Mr. Bell also described proposed improvements to campus landscape and open spaces 

focused on strengthening pedestrian circulation, particularly opportunities that re-enforce 

east-west connections through the Main Campus, improve conditions in and around 

buildings on the west side of the campus, and enhance the campus streetscape—for 

example, in connection with the proposed development of Sites 11 and 12 along Nebraska 

Avenue. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 41.) 

Mr. Bell addressed the University’s active stewardship of the built campus environment 

and attention to important campus architectural resources, confirming the Applicant’s 

commitment to working with D.C. Historic Preservation staff and key stakeholders in 

connection with future development projects that impact historic resources. (Tr. from 

March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 42-43.) 

Mr. Bell also outlined the Applicant’s efforts to establish a culture of sustainability 

throughout all facets of the university experience, which include the development of a 

green-building policy that commits to achieving a minimum of LEED Gold certification 

for all new construction projects. Since 2011, 11 AU buildings have achieved LEED- 

certified status. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 43-44.) 

Jain Banks testified about the process for developing the Comprehensive Transportation 

Review in support of the 2021 Campus Plan. The CTR consists of the multi-modal 

evaluation and assessment of current and future transportation operations with a focus on 

high-quality site design, transit accessibility, and effective Transportation Demand 

Management planning. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 45.) 

With respect to campus parking, Mr. Banks testified that the 2021 Campus Plan proposes 

a parking ceiling of 3,000 spaces for University use over the term of the Plan, inclusive of 

all five Campus Plan properties. This inventory would provide the capacity to meet the 

needs of future campus populations, including any special events. Below-grade parking at 

Sites 11/12 and Site 15 would be evaluated at the time AU moves forward with a further 

processing application for the sites. Additional transportation analysis would be reviewed 

with members of the community as part of the review and assessment process. (Tr. from 

March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 46-47.) 

Mr. Banks outlined the University’s comprehensive TDM Plan, including its robust shuttle 

service program; AU/WMATA U-PASS® Program; on-demand corporate ride service; 

enhanced telework and distance learning options; and improvements to bicycle 

infrastructure. The University will also continue to maintain and enhance the Good 
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234. 

235. 

236. 

237. 

Neighbor Parking Policy, which effectively deters AU-related parking on neighborhood 
streets. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 47-48.) 

Mr. Banks noted that in response to comments raised in DDOT’s March 12, 2021 report 
and follow up discussions between AU and DDOT, the University prepared a document 
that complied its TDM program initiatives and performance monitoring plans set forth in 
the CTR, and aligned AU’s transportation goals with goals set forth in moveDC and the 
District’s Comprehensive Plan. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 48.) 

Mr. Banks testified that the complete CTR was provided to DDOT and members of the 
community in September 2020, in advance of the filing of the 2021 Campus Plan. As 
detailed in the CTR, Mr. Banks testified that the proposed 2021 Campus Plan development 
is not likely to have a detrimental impact on the surrounding transportation network. (Tr. 
from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 49.) 

Mr. Banks stated that the CTR includes 11 recommendations that will continue to enable 
AU to effectively minimize its impact and support the transportation network surrounding 
the University, focusing on the implementation of its TDM program to reduce single- 
occupancy vehicle trips to campus, and continuing to work with neighborhood stakeholders 
to address transportation and parking related issues of the term of the Plan. Specifically in 
response to community concerns and input from DDOT, AU has agreed to fund a new 19- 
dock Capital Bikeshare station and expand the two existing Bikeshare stations near 
Campus. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 49.) 

Mr. Fisher resumed his testimony and discussed the impact of the 2016 Zoning Regulations 
on how universities must count students. Specifically for AU, the new regulations expand 
the scope of students that must be counted, which results in three additional campus 
locations being included. As a result of these changes, the University proposed an adjusted 
student enrollment cap of 14,380 for all Campus Plan properties. The University has also 
proposed to retain the 2,000-student cap at the Tenley Campus established in the 2011 
Campus Plan, with the flexibility to allow AU students in programs other than the 
Washington College of Law to take courses at the Tenley Campus. Mr. Fisher further 
testified that the University chose not to provide any specific projections for student growth 
in the 2021 Campus Plan because it learned from experiences with prior campus plans that 
such projections are not a best practice, and the 2021 Campus Plan should instead focus on 
managing the impacts of students. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 49-51, 113.) 

Mr. Fisher noted that the 2021 Campus Plan calls for reinvigorating and renovating the 
Mary Graydon Center as a campus hub of student activity, and to provide campus life uses 
on the ground floor of new buildings, where appropriate, to encourage students to spend 
more time on campus. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 52.) 

Mr. Fisher discussed the need for additional athletic facilities to support AU’s 
intercollegiate and club and recreational athletic programs, including the Center for 
Athletic Performance, a new video scoreboard at Reeves Field, a new filming tower at 
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239. 

240. 

241. 

242. 

243. 

Jacobs Field, and returfed field surfaces at Reeves Field and 45" Street Field. (Tr. from 

March 22, 2021 hearing at p. 52.) 

Mr. Fisher outlined the University’s proposal for a new acoustical sound barrier wall at 

Jacobs Field. Since the approval of the 2011 Campus Plan, Mr. Fisher stated the University 

has been in regular contact with Dr. Jessica Herzstein and Mr. Elliot Gerson whose home 

shares a boundary with the field. Mr. Fisher testified that AU has maintained compliance 

with the conditions of Z.C. Order No. 11-07 regarding the use of Jacobs Field, including 

providing Dr. Herzstein and Mr. Gerson with event schedules and contact information, and 

installing a new sound system in 2012 aimed at mitigating the impacts from amplified 

sound at Jacobs Field. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 52-53.) 

Mr. Fisher testified that senior leadership at AU has continued to meet with Dr. Herzstein 

and Mr. Gerson on multiple occasions to discuss the issues surrounding Jacobs Field; 

however, despite the willingness of AU to move forward with the design and construction 

of a sound barrier wall, Mr. Fisher claimed the parties could not come to agreement as it 

relates to the conditions and future use of Jacobs Field once the sound barrier wall is built. 

(Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 53-54.) 

Mr. Fisher testified that, as detailed in the 2021 Campus Plan, AU will work with members 

of the community, including Dr. Herzstein and Mr. Gerson, and other residents in the 

vicinity of Jacobs Field, to further evaluate the details of specific impacts, the scope of 

permitted uses of the field, and any potential alternative mitigation measures during the 

further processing review process. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 54-55.) 

With respect to student housing, Mr. Fisher testified that it is AU’s goal to have more 

students living on campus over the term of the 2021 Campus Plan. Assuming 200 off- 

campus master leased beds continue to be counted toward the requirement that 67% of full- 

time undergraduate students be housed on campus, the University proposes to add 500 on- 

campus beds over the term of the Plan. In addition, the University will continue to maintain 

a supply of housing for 67% of full-time undergraduate students. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 

hearing at p. 55.) 

Mr. Fisher testified that AU believes it is critically important for its students to have good 

relationships with the neighbors in the surrounding communities. The Student Life and 

Safety Working Group met numerous times to develop policies and practices to educate 

and inform students who live off-campus about expectations, responsibilities, and duties. 

To better inform AU students who choose to live off-campus about their rights and 

responsibilities, AU will implement an improved off-campus living orientation program. 

(Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 56-57.) 

Mr. Fisher stated that AU proposed 18 conditions of approval to guide the implementation 

of the 2021 Campus Plan. In addition, AU agreed to undertake the actions in support of the 

preservation of historic resources outlined in the OP report (Ex. 56.) and also agreed to 

adopt OP’s recommendation against the use of any additional off-campus master leased 

beds, besides the 200 beds at The Frequency Apartments at 4000 Brandywine Street, N.W., 
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244. 

to meet the undergraduate student housing requirement. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing 
at p. 58.) 

Mr. Fisher concluded his testimony by underscoring the University’s commitment to 
continued transparency and information sharing and collaborative implementation of the 
2021 Campus Plan, specifically including working together with community stakeholders 
through the AU Neighborhood Partnership. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 58- 
59.) 

Cross-Examination of the Applicant’s Testimony by Parties 
245. 

246. 

247. 

248. 

ANC 3D, ANC 3E, and the AU Neighborhood Partnership did not cross-examine the 
Applicant regarding its testimony. However, the Parties in Support were represented as 
follows during cross-examination: Commissioner Chuck Elkins on behalf of ANC 3D; 
Commissioner Jonathan McHugh on behalf of ANC 3E; and Mr. Troy Kravitz on behalf 
of the AU Neighborhood Partnership. 

The Parties in Opposition were represented as follows during cross-examination of the 
Applicant’s testimony: Mr. Tom Smith on behalf of SVWHCA; Ms. Alma Gates on behalf 
of NLC; Mr. Laird Fitzpatrick on behalf of WPHC; Ms. Laurie Horvitz, Esq. on behalf of 
Herzstein/Gerson; and Ms. Natalie Ambrose on behalf of Concemed Neighbors 
(collectively, the “Party in Opposition representatives.) 

The Party in Opposition representatives raised various questions and concerns noting the 
following issues during cross-examination of the University’s testimony: the 2021 Campus 
Plan’s proposed increase of the student enrollment cap and how the University will ensure 
that enrollment growth, particularly undergraduate student growth, remains steady over the 
course the 2021 Campus Plan; the requirement to house 67% of undergraduate full-time 
students on campus and how the 2021 Campus Plan’s proposed 500 new on-campus beds 
and the existing 200 master leased beds at The Frequency Apartments would adequately 
meet the housing requirement over the course of the 2021 Campus Plan; the 2021 Campus 
Plan’s proposed parking inventory ceiling of a maximum of 3,000 parking spaces for 
university use and whether that number of spaces was overly aggressive based on current 
parking space use; the University’s CTR and the accuracy of some of its findings regarding 
traffic volume in the immediate area; the 2021 Campus Plan’s proposed buildings for 
certain sites and proposed student life uses in certain of those buildings, and how the 
respective building heights, lighting, parking, and setback/buffering/landscaping design 
would mitigate any potential objectionable impacts to neighboring properties; and the 2021 
Campus Plan’s proposed construction of an acoustic sound barrier wall between Jacobs 
Field and Herzstein/Gerson’s property, the planned placement of the wall in relation to the 
topography of the field, and how the conditions associated with construction of the wall 
and uses at the field should adequately mitigate objectionable impacts to neighboring 
properties. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 104-209.) 

The University responded to the cross-examination questions and concerns by reiterating 
much of its testimony and assuring the Party in Opposition representatives that the 
proposed conditions of approval to the 2021 Campus Plan address the objectionable 
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impacts associated with the 2021 Campus Plan. The University also noted that many of 

their concerns about potential objectionable impacts would be directly addressed in future 

further processing applications. (Tr. from March 22, 2021 hearing at pp. 104-209.) 

Public Hearing of March 29, 2021 

249. 

250. 

251. 

252. 

253. 

The Commission held a continued public hearing on the Application pursuant to notice and 

convened via Videoconference at 4:00 p.m. on March 29, 2021. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 

hearing at p. 1.) 

Tain Banks was made available for cross-examination with respect to the Applicant’s 

Response to DDOT Request for Supplemental Information. (Ex. 99.) The submission 

provided a compilation of the University’s TDM program initiatives and performance 

monitoring plans set forth in the CTR and was entered into the record on March 23, 2021. 

(Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 10-27.) 

SVWHCA, NLC, and Concerned Neighbors raised questions and concerns on Cross- 

examination of Mr. Banks regarding the adequacy of the University’s TDM plan. On behalf 

of SVWHCA, Mr. Smith noted that comparing the 2011 CTR data to the current 2021 CTR 

reflects a 25.1% increase in traffic volume in the a.m. (morning) peak hour (8:15 a.m. to 

9:15 a.m.) and an 11.5% increase in traffic volume in the p.m. (evening) peak hour (5:00 

p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) and questioned whether such an increase over a 10-year period warrants 

a more aggressive TDM strategy from the University. Mr. Smith also questioned how the 

TDM strategy encourages rideshare programs like Uber and Lyft to pick-up and drop-off 

on campus instead of on Massachusetts or Nebraska Avenues. On behalf of NLC and 

Concerned Neighbors, Ms. Gates and Ms. Ambrose, respectively, raised questions about 

the frequency of University shuttle services, the frequency of buses to campus for sporting 

events, issues with shuttle bus pick-up and drop-off along Massachusetts and Nebraska 

Avenues, and the University’s enforcement of the Good Neighbor Parking Policy 

prohibiting University students and employees from parking in the surrounding 

neighborhood. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 18-27.) 

In response, Mr. Banks described the University’s TDM program as an important measure 

in restricting vehicle trips to campus and encouraging alternative modes of transportation, 

such as the University’s shuttle service and the AU/WMATA U-PASS® Program. Mr. 

Banks testified that the University has begun transitioning from a monthly parking permit 

program for students, faculty, and staff to a “Virtual Self-Park” program whereby parking 

is charged on a per diem basis, which encourages users to consider alternative modes of 

transportation before every trip. Mr. Banks also testified that the University continues to 

work with TNCs to ensure that designated pick-up locations on campus are being utilized 

to reduce congestion along Massachusetts and Nebraska Avenues. Mr. Banks 

acknowledged the University currently has no meaningful way of restricting drop-off 

locations, but stated that it continues to work with TNCs and DDOT on formulating 

solutions to that problem. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 13-19.) 

In direct response to Mr. Smith of SVWHCA’s question about the CTR’s traffic volume 

increase during a.m. and p.m. peak hours over the past 10 years, Mr. Banks stated that the 

Z.C. ORDER No. 20-31 

Z.C. CASE NO. 20-31 

PAGE 57



University’s TDM strategy does not need to be more aggressive. Mr. Banks explained that 
despite the increase in parking volume from 2011 to present, 85% of the student population 
has a non-vehicular commute to campus, so only 15% of students drive to campus. Mr. 
Banks cited this metric as a key indication of the University’s TDM program’s success.’ 
(Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 23.) 

Office of Planning and DDOT Testimony 
254. 

288%, 

256. 

257. 

As discussed in FOF 106 above, OP representative Maxine Brown-Roberts testified to 
confirm OP’s support for the 2021 Campus Plan and recommended its approval subject to 
the conditions outlined in OP’s report at Exhibit 56. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at 
pp- 28-31.) 

Ms. Brown-Roberts testified that the 2021 Campus Plan mitigated any negative impacts 
from the proposed development of new buildings on campus by providing adequate 
setbacks and buffering against adjacent residential neighborhoods. (Tr. from March 29, 
202] hearing at pp. 44-45.) 

As discussed in FOFs 112-113 above, DDOT representative Ted Van Houten testified that 
DDOT reviewed the University’s 2021 Campus Plan and is supportive of the proposal, and 
specifically concurred with the Applicant’s proposal to change from a parking minimum 
to a parking maximum of 3,000 spaces for all campus sites. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 
hearing at p. 32.) 

Mr. Van Houten further testified that DDOT supports the Applicant’s Transportation 
Demand Management and Performance Monitoring Plan which is included in the record at 
Exhibit 99. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 32.) 

Cross-Examination of OP and DDOT Testimony by Parties 
258. 

259. 

260. 

ANC 3D and the AU Neighborhood Partnership did not cross-examine OP or DDOT. 

On behalf of ANC 3E, Commissioner McHugh asked OP to elaborate on its rationale for 
recommending that the further processing application for construction of the acoustic 
sound barrier wall at Jacobs Field be prioritized before any other further processing 
applications. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 34.) 

Ms. Brown-Roberts of OP explained that mitigating the ongoing noise associated with 
Jacobs Field was something that should be addressed expeditiously. (Tr. from March 29, 
2021 hearing at pp. 34-35.) 

The Commission was not satisfied with Mr. Banks’ response regarding the CTR’s demonstrated increase in traffic 
volume and requested that Mr. Banks think about his answer and further supplement his answer at the next 
proceeding. The Applicant submitted further information regarding its TDM program in response to the 
Commission’s request in the forms of a narrative compilation of the University’s proposed TDM measures at 
Exhibit 141 and an explanation for why the Applicant does not believe a more aggressive TDM program is 
required at Exhibit 165. 
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261. 

262. 

263. 

In addition, Commissioner McHugh questioned DDOT (as a follow-up to the questions 

posed by Ms. Gates of NLC in FOF 265 below) regarding DDOT’s poor level of service 

rating for the Ward Circle intersection and whether the rating was attributable to safety- 

related issues. Commissioner McHugh also asked DDOT whether it would consider any 

alternatives to address the pick-up and drop-off issues along Massachusetts and Nebraska 

Avenues. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 99-100.) 

Mr. Van Houten of DDOT explained that the level of service of an intersection is primarily 

a measure of delay and unrelated to safety. Mr. Van Houten also explained that DDOT 

would not consider additional curb cuts to address the pick-up and drop-off issues and 

agreed with the idea of a designated location for pick-up and drop-off on campus. (Tr. from 

March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 99-100.) 

On behalf of SVWHCA, Mr. Smith raised the following questions and concerns on Cross- 

examination of OP: 

= Whether the requirements for on-campus housing requirements (100% of full-time 

freshmen and sophomores and 67% of full-time undergraduates) were University goals 

or conditions of approval of the 2021 Campus Plan; (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing 

at pp. 37-38.) 

= Whether an enrollment cap specific to undergraduate students was an appropriate 

condition of approval of the 2021 Campus Plan to address potential objectional 

conditions associated with undergraduate population; (Tr. From March 29, 2021 

hearing at pp. 40-41.) 

= The adequacy of the 2021 Campus Plan’s proposed setback and buffering/landscaping 

between the proposed buildings and neighboring properties on the West Campus 

boundary along University Avenue and the East Campus boundary; (Tr. from March 

29, 2021 hearing at pp. 41-44.) and 

= Whether the information the University has provided regarding the buildings proposed 

in the 2021 Campus Plan meets the requirements of Subtitle X § 101.8, which requires 

that: “the applicant shall have submitted to the Commission for its approval a plan for 

developing the campus as a whole, showing the location, height, and bulk, where 

appropriate, of all present and proposed improvements including, but not limited to, 

the following: (a) Buildings and parking and loading facilities; (b) Screening, signs, 

streets, and public utility facilities; (c) Athletic and other recreational facilities; and (d) 

A description of all activities conducted or to be conducted on the campus, and of the 

capacity of all present and proposed campus development.” (Tr. From March 29, 2021 

hearing at pp. 47-48.) 

The University responded to Mr. Smith’s assertion that the 2021 Campus Plan does not comply with the 

requirements of Subtitle X § 101.8 by referencing the Applicant’s Statement at Exhibit 3D of the case record 

(page 1 titled “Exhibit L Development Program Summary.”) The University noted that the referenced Exhibit L 
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264. 

265. 

266. 

267. 

268. 

269. 

Mr. Smith raised the following questions and concerns on cross-examination of DDOT: 
the potential objectionable impacts associated with continuing to allow loading for the 
Katzen Center directly on Massachusetts Avenue even though there is a loading dock in 
the rear of the building at Ward Circle, and the curb-side pick-ups and drop-offs along 
Massachusetts and Nebraska Avenues. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 53-55.) 

On behalf of NLC, Ms. Gates continued cross-examination of DDOT, raising the following 
questions and concerns: DDOT’s poor level of service rating for the Ward Circle 
intersection and how the University might impact the existing conditions at the 
intersection; and whether DDOT would support any new curb cuts for access to Main 
Campus. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 58-61.) 

In response to the various questions raised, Mr. Van Houten from DDOT acknowledged 
that DDOT was aware of the loading situation for the Katzen Center but understood it was 
for a limited time period. Mr. Van Houten explained that the impacts associated with the 
2021 Campus Plan do not cause any unacceptable decline in the level of service at existing 
intersections or result in an unacceptable change in conditions at Ward Circle requiring 
mitigation in terms of moving from one level of service category to another. Finally, as 
noted in FOF 262 above, Mr. Van Houten stated that DDOT would not support additional 
curb cuts as a measure to address pick-up and drop-off issues along Massachusetts and 
Nebraska Avenues. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 53-60.) 

Ms. Gates then cross-examined OP, reiterating the previously raised concerns about the 
adequacy of the buffer/landscaping along the Campus boundary and questioning whether 
the Department of Energy & Environment would file a report in this case to comment on 
the 2021 Campus Plan’s proposed buffer. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 63-65.) 

On behalf of WPHC, Mr. Kirkpatrick raised questions and concerns on cross-examination 
of OP regarding the adequacy of the 2021 Campus Plan’s setback and 
buffering/landscaping along the eastern campus boundary, specifically whether the 65 to 
85 foot setback proposed for Building 15 was sufficient to preserve natural light for 
neighboring residents; and whether the upward slant in the elevation of the Building 15 site 
was considered in the analysis of the proposed building height and any analysis of the 
provision of underground parking on the site.® (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 67- 
71.) Mr. Kirkpatrick did not cross-examine DDOT. 

On behalf of Herzstein/Gerson, Ms. Horvitz, Esq. raised questions and concerns on cross- 
examination of OP regarding the sources of objectionable noise impacts from the 
University’s use of Jacobs Field and whether the 2021 Campus Plan’s conditions of 
approval should expressly monitor the uses at Jacobs Field and include minimum 

includes a development program summary with the building height, number of stories, and GFA of all proposed 
buildings in the 2021 Campus Plan. 
The Commission interjected during Mr. Kirkpatrick’s cross-examination to reiterate its request that the Applicant 
supplement the case record with a visual depiction (in addition to the building stories chart already provided) to 
show the height of the proposed buildings in the 2021 Campus Plan in context with the existing buildings on 
campus. The Applicant provided a visual depiction in its Post-Hearing Submission at Exhibit 141. 
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| 

270. 

271. 

272. 

parameters/specifications for the acoustic sound barrier wall to be constructed (in 

conjunction with a future further processing application.) (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing 

at pp. 77-83.) Ms. Horvitz did not cross-examine DDOT. 

On behalf of Concerned Neighbors, Ms. Ambrose raised the following questions and 

concerns on cross-examination of OP: the adequacy of the 2021 Campus Plan’s 

buffering/landscaping along the eastern campus boundary to mitigate potential adverse 

impacts, specifically whether the buffering/landscaping was sufficient for proposed 

Buildings 11 and 12, and whether any proposed ground floor retail use for Building 11 

would be adequately buffered from neighboring properties. Ms. Ambrose noted that OP’s 

report does not directly analyze the 2021 Campus Plan’s buffering/landscaping along the 

Buildings 11 and 12 boundary and requested that OP supplement its report to address this 

omission.’ Finally, Ms. Ambrose questioned the Historic Preservation Office about its 

rationale for determining that four historical buildings on Campus were not historically 

significant. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 86-93.) Ms. Ambrose did not cross- 

examine DDOT. 

David Maloney from the Historic Preservation Office testified in response to a question 

from Concerned Neighbors regarding the 2021 Campus Plan’s proposed replacement of 

the low-rise Clark, Roper, Gray, and McCabe halls that “we feel confident in saying that 

based on the information that we do have from the record, [Clark, Roper, Gray and 

McCabe] are not among the most significant buildings on campus” when considering their 

location and architecture relative to other preservation prospects of particular significance 

on campus such as the East Quad building. (Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 92-93.) 

In response to the various questions raised, Ms. Brown-Roberts from OP confirmed that 

OP is recommending the requirements to house students on Campus (100% of full-time 

freshmen and sophomores and 67% of full-time undergraduates) as conditions of approval; 

that OP finds the 2021 Campus Plan’s proposed buffering around the Campus’ western and 

eastern boundary sufficient to mitigate adverse impacts to neighboring properties; and that 

many of the other concerns regarding the specifications of and objectionable impacts 

associated with buildings proposed in the 2021 Campus Plan will be fully addressed in 

future further processing applications. 

ANC 3D Testimony 

273. As detailed in FOFs 140-145 above, ANC 3D Commissioner Chuck Elkins provided 

testimony on behalf of ANC 3D, including a detailed retelling of the history behind the 

formation of the AU Neighborhood Partnership. Commissioner Elkins concluded his 

testimony with a request that the Commission approve the 2021 Campus Plan, “hopefully 

with the admonition not to bring de novo issues forward to the Commission that haven’t 

The Commission interjected and asked that OP provide the supplement requested by Ms. Ambrose. However, as 

noted by Concerned Neighbors in its post-hearing submissions at Exhibits 157 and 168 to the case record, OP 

never provided a supplement to its report as requested. 
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274. 

been vetted during the community review process”;'® not send the 2021 Campus Plan back 
for further review by the CLC or anyone else, which would “simply duplicate the full 
neighborhood engagement we have already had”; and not order changes to the 2021 
Campus Plan. (Ex. 107, 116, 118A1-118A6; Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 131- 
132.) 

In response to concerns regarding the cap on student enrollment, specifically whether there 
is a need for imposing an undergraduate enrollment cap, Commissioner Elkins testified 
that ANC 3D believed the 2021 Campus Plan adequately mitigated the adverse impacts 
caused by AU’s student population, including impacts on transportation and parking. 
Commissioner Elkins noted that as a result of the community review process, the 
University made modifications to the proposals for Buildings 4, 11, 12, and 15 in response 
to community feedback; however, the objectionable building-specific impacts such as 
noise and lighting would be addressed in future further processing applications. 
Commissioner Elkins further stated that the 2021 Campus Plan’s output-oriented approach 
would be robust and preferable when compared to controlling the student population 
through a hard cap on undergraduate enrollment, as suggested by several Parties in 
Opposition, which could have unintended consequences for the University. (Tr. from 
March 29, 2021 hearing at pp. 130-131.) 

Public Hearing of April 20, 2021 
275. The Commission held a continued public hearing on the Application pursuant to notice and 

convened via Videoconference at 4:00 p.m. on April 20, 2021. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 
hearing at p. 1.) 

ANC 3E Testimony 

276. 

277. 

10 

As detailed in FOFs 159-164 above, ANC 3E Commissioner Jonathan McHugh provided 
testimony on behalf of ANC 3E, noting in conclusion that “ANC 3E has found the 2021 
Campus Plan process has been a far more constructive and effective one that 10 years ago, 
and we hope that augurs well for the next 10 years.” In particular, Commissioner McHugh 
stated that the process of formulating the 2021 Campus Plan with the AU Neighborhood 
Partnership has been a “tremendous improvement” compared to previous campus plans 
and that ANC 3E supports the continuation of the Partnership’s involvement. (Ex. 87; Tr. 
from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 9, 12.) 

Commissioner McHugh testified that the new development proposed by the 2021 Campus 
Plan would have indirect effects on ANC 3E’s residents, including impacts on traffic and 
parking. However, Commissioner McHugh stated that such impacts were capable of being 
managed under the 2021 Campus Plan through measures such as the Good Neighbor 
Guidelines. (Ex. 87; Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 19-21.) 

Commissioner Elkins clarified that WPHC and Concerned Neighbors were not the parties he was referring to 
when he referred to parties who brought de novo issues forward that were not first vetted during the community 
review process. 
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Parties in Support 

278. 

279. 

280. 

281. 

282. 

Troy Kravitz, the neighborhood co-chair of the AU Neighborhood Partnership, testified on 

behalf of the Partnership. He described the origins and role of the Partnership, its 

composition of five working groups and a Steering Committee, the public and open sharing 

of Partnership information, and the active nature of its work in connection with the 

development of the 2021 Campus Plan, including “58 Partnership meetings, attended by 

71 different people.” (Ex. 109; Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 24-26.) 

Mr. Kravitz described the Partnership’s approach to student enrollment, and particularly 

their consideration of an undergraduate enrollment cap. The Partnership’s view was to 

directly focus on the impacts of student enrollment instead of trying to get at those impacts 

indirectly through a cap. Mr. Kravitz testified that the 2021 Campus Plan accomplished 

this through updates to the Good Neighbor Guidelines, the creation of an online training 

module that students need to take before moving off campus, and the expansion of the in- 

person off-campus housing orientation program. Furthermore, Mr. Kravitz stated 

University administration will increase the frequency of their visits to major apartment 

buildings where students reside. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 27.) 

Mr. Kravitz noted that the Partnership’s Facilities Planning Working Group helped to 

determine the size, use, and siting of potential development options that worked best from 

the community’s perspective, while still fulfilling the University’s needs. This included 

setting back potential buildings further from the edges of campus, removing floors, and 

expanding vegetative buffers. As examples, Mr. Kravitz stated that proposed student life 

activities were removed from the ground floor of the section of Building 15 neighboring 

the Westover Place community; the proposed buffer between Building 15 and Westover 

Place was increased; and the proposed buildings at the corner of Rockwood Parkway and 

Nebraska Avenue were downsized and set back further from the street. (Tr. from April 20, 

2021 hearing at pp. 27-28.) 

Jerry Gallucci, a resident of Westover Place, also testified on behalf of the Partnership. Mr. 

Gallucci noted that he lives “directly behind the wall with AU,” and that he was against 

the development of East Campus in 2011, and was engaged in picketing and contributing 

funds to hire a lawyer to oppose the 2011 Campus Plan. However, Mr. Gallucci stated that 

when he joined the Partnership’s Facilities Working Group, he found that the University 

was more willing to work with neighbors and respond to issues when compared to the 

situation in 2011. (Ex. 114; Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 29-30.) 

Mr. Gallucci noted that he met regularly with Westover Place residents who lived along 

the wall and also coordinated with the Westover Place board, on which he served in 2020. 

During the work on the 2021 Campus Plan, “AU listened, responded, and compromised on 

key issues” regarding Building 15, resulting in the replacement of a student dormitory with 

administrative and academic uses, a setback and green buffer, a reduction in the size of the 

building and step down in levels as it approached the wall, and confining any ground floor 

student life uses to the front of the building away from Westover Place. (Tr. from April 20, 

2021 hearing at p. 30.) 
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283. 

284. 

285. 

286. 

287. 

288. 

Mr. Gallucci testified that the Westover Place board in 2020 agreed to join the Partnership 
in consensus on supporting the overall 2021 Campus Plan, while reserving their specific 
concerns about a possible Building 15 to be worked out in any further processing. (Ex. 100; 
Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 30.) 

John Wheeler, of 4304 Yuma Street, N.W., also testified on behalf of the Partnership. Mr. 
Wheeler indicated how he was impressed with the University, which he considers to be a 
good neighbor, noting that the University has taken a leadership role in Tenleytown Main 
Street. (Ex. 83; Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 31.) 

Anthony Ciccone, a member of the Fort Gaines Citizens Association and co-chair of the 
Partnership’s Transportation and Parking Working Group, also testified on behalf of the 
Partnership. Mr. Ciccone stated he has lived in American University Park for 33 years, and 
noted that his community “also shares a wall with AU,” lying just north of Nebraska 
Avenue and near the Katzen Arts Center. Mr. Ciccone noted that he “views Fort Gaines as 
an American University Park success story” that can “serve as an example or model to 
others.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 32.) 

Mr. Ciccone testified that through the Transportation and Parking Working Group, 
neighbors worked together with AU to enhance the Good Neighbor Parking Policy and 
establish procedures to mitigate potential traffic issues. Likewise, the Partnership’s Data 
and Metrics Working Group is working to establish mechanisms to monitor 
implementation of the 2021 Campus Plan throughout its ten-year term. (Tr. from April 20, 
2021 hearing at p. 33.) 

William Clarkson, who chaired the Partnership’s Facilities Planning Working Group, also 
testified on behalf of the Partnership, noting that the Working Group convened “13 
meetings with 176 total attendees between March 2019 and October 2020.” (Ex. 82; Tr. 
from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 33.) 

Mr. Clarkson testified that he “believes that the Campus Plan currently before the 
Commission is an accurate reflection of [the Partnership’s] efforts in collaboration.” He 
further noted that “the process worked”, and it is “incredibly important that we keep the 
Partnership going, and we continue the good work that has been done as we get to further 
processing.” (Ex. 82; Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 33-34.) 

Persons in Support 

289. 

290. 

Don Edwards, the CEO of Justice and Sustainability Associates and a Ward 2 resident, 
testified as a person in support of the 2021 Campus Plan. Mr. Edwards testified as an 
advisor to AU, to fence-line resident associations, ANC 3D, ANC 3E, and Upper 
Wisconsin community-based organizations and stakeholders since 2010. Since 2017, Mr. 
Edwards has also been the facilitator of the CLC. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 
94.) 

Mr. Edwards testified that the 2021 Campus Plan is the result of similar consensus-based 
decision making, good faith, and agreement-reaching that resulted in the success of the 
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291. 

292. 

293. 

294. 

295. 

296. 

297. 

Georgetown Community Partnership (“GCP”). Mr. Edwards stated that the 2021 Campus 

Plan reflects “the same ingredients that ended decades of conflict between [Georgetown 

University] and its fence-line neighbors.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 96.) 

Mr. Edwards noted that at a previous hearing, the Commission suggested that AU and 1ts 

neighbors use the GCP as a model that might produce progress. Mr. Edwards stated that 

the “[2021 Campus] Plan you have before you, developed under the aegis of the AU 

Neighborhood Partnership, is the direct result of your suggestion.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 

hearing at p. 96.) 

Susan Kimmel, a 15-year resident of Ward 3, testified on behalf of Ward 3 Vision and as 

a person in support of the 2021 Campus Plan. Ms. Kimmel was also a member of the 

Neighborhood Partnership Facilities Planning Working Group. Ms. Kimmel noted that 

American University is “one of the most valuable assets we have in Ward 3” and provides 

a range of employment opportunities and educational opportunities for the community. (Tr. 

from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 97.) 

Ms. Kimmel testified that the 2021 Campus Plan reinforces the University’s values of 

sustainability and providing a campus that is responsive to students’ needs. Ms. Kimmel 

stated that Ward 3 Vision was pleased that the Plan will ensure that the University will 

grow in a way that fits within the community fabric, and she urged the Commission to 

support and approve the 2021 Campus Plan. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 97- 

100.) 

Christian Damiana, an AU sophomore and ANC 3D Commissioner (SMD 3D07) testified 

as a person in support of the 2021 Campus Plan in his individual capacity and not on behalf 

of ANC 3D. Mr. Damiana noted that students are an asset to the greater D.C. community, 

and they have a largely positive relationship with their neighbors. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 

hearing at p. 100.) 

Mtr. Damiana stated that the 2021 Campus Plan outlines projects that will enhance the 

student experience, while emphasizing the University’s focus on sustainability. Mr. 

Damiana testified that students are particularly excited about the possibility of the West 

Campus village, which would include the Center for Athletic Performance and reinvigorate 

student life on campus. The renovation of Mary Graydon Center would also provide a place 

for students to congregate and participate in extracurricular activities. (Tr. from April 20, 

2021 hearing at p. 101.) 

Mr. Damiana testified that students also support the 2021 Campus Plan’s commitment to 

diversify student housing options; many students desire to see more affinity and 

community-oriented housing options for both freshmen and upper-class students. These 

efforts will “certainly encourage students to continue living on campus for more of their 

time at AU.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 101-102.) 

Mr. Damiana also noted that improvements such as additional Capital Bikeshare stations 

and collaborating with DDOT and ANCs on the expansion of bicycle and multi-use 
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facilities will keep AU students safe and “allow them to travel conveniently and sustainably 
between campus and popular destinations.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 102.) 

Persons in Opposition 
298. William Krebs, a 40-year resident of Spring Valley, testified as a person in opposition to 

the 2021 Campus Plan. Mr. Krebs indicated concem with the proposed development on 
West Campus, noting that “low impact tennis courts and basketball courts are now going 
to be high rises.” Mr. Krebs also voiced concern about placing 500 beds of student housing 
along the existing fence line, which is not accessible by students. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 
hearing at pp. 116-118.) 

Parties in Opposition 
299. 

300. 

301. 

302. 

303. 

304. 

Natalie Ambrose, the owner of 3323 Nebraska Avenue, N.W. and 47-year resident of 
Wesley Heights, testified on behalf of Concerned Neighbors(Ex. 130, 130A; Tr. from April 
20, 2021 hearing at p. 121.) 

Ms. Ambrose explained that Concerned Neighbors includes seven neighbors who own 
single-family homes within 200 feet of the southeast side of the Main Campus at the 
intersection in Nebraska Avenue with Newark Street and Rockwood Parkway. (Tr. from 
April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 121.) 

Ms. Ambrose testified that, in spite of positive tweaks made by the University, including 
“lopping of one floor for the dorm, adjustments and setbacks in landscaping,” Concerned 
Neighbors remains concerned with the scale, density and uses of Sites 11 and 12. Ms. 
Ambrose noted concerns about the use of the ground floor of the building at Site 11 for 
campus life purposes, which may involve commercial or retail activities at that site within 
200 feet of single-family homes. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 122-123.) 

Ms. Ambrose also stated that Concerned Neighbors were concerned with the below grade 
parking proposed at Sites 11/12, and the traffic, in addition to the AU shuttle and athletic 
buses that would converge at Fletcher Gate, across the street from neighboring homes and 
adjacent to an already busy intersection. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 123.) 

Ms. Ambrose stated that Concerned Neighbors have concerns about the possibility of 
releasing World War I era chemical or munition contamination from former defense uses 
near Sites 11/12 during development. Ms. Ambrose testified that Concerned Neighbors 
have asked for the University’s assistance and cooperation in minimizing possible impacts 
and for keeping community members informed, including conducting pre- and post- 
construction surveys of adjacent properties, and providing remediation to any homes which 
incur construction-related damage. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 125.) 

Ms. Ambrose noted that Concerned Neighbors are also concerned by the prospect of future 
development on the adjacent tract of land referred to as the “South Campus” along 
Rockwood Parkway, extending from Fletcher Gate to Jacobs Field. (Tr. from April 20, 
2021 hearing at p. 126.) 
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307. 

308. 

3009. 

310. 

311. 

312. 

Ms. Ambrose also testified that Concerned Neighbors believe the University should agree 

to an enrollment cap on undergraduates to help curtail the University’s needs for additional 

housing, academic, and athletic facilities, as well as parking. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 

hearing at p. 126.) 

Ms. Ambrose noted that because of their proximity and unique vantage point of the Main 

Campus, a representative from Concerned Neighbors should be appointed “as a full and 

voting member of any relevant University and community forum tasked with implementing 

the 2021 Campus Plan, including at the further processing phase,” including a seat at the 

table in the CLC as well as the AU Neighborhood Partnership. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 

hearing at pp. 126-127.) 

Ms. Ambrose stated that while Concerned Neighbors can appreciate the University’s desire 

to “do something with this land [as] these small buildings are not efficient in terms of size 

and capacity, and they are dated in appearance.” Because of the large scale and size and 

“yet still unspecified uses as currently proposed” for Sites 11/12 and other proposed 

development sites, Concerned Neighbors disputes that the 2021 Campus Plan meets the 

zoning criteria of Subtitle X § 101.2. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 127-128.) 

Alma Gates testified on behalf of NLC. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 131.) 

Ms. Gates testified that NLC objects to the 2021 Campus Plan because it lacks 

predictability and protections for neighbors; the location and use of some buildings on the 

West Campus remain undecided; landscape buffering is dependent on further processing; 

the number of students, particularly the increase in undergraduate enrollment; additional 

neighborhood traffic impacts; the continued reliance on off-campus housing to meeting the 

University’s housing requirement; the significant increase in density on the Main Campus; 

and efforts to ignore Condition No. 16 of Z.C. Order No. 11-07 which cites the CLC as the 

organization representing communities surrounding the University. (Tr. from April 20, 

2021 hearing at pp. 132-133.) 

Ms. Gates noted concerns about the dorms and athletic facilities that have been proposed 

for the West Campus and the impact they would have on neighbors’ homes. Specifically, 

Ms. Gates stated that the topography of the West Campus site and proposed uses of the 

buildings will create objectionable noise and lighting impacts on the residential 

neighborhood during evening and nighttime hours. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 

133-134.) 

Ms. Gates testified that the 2021 Campus Plan does not provide sufficient detail about 

landscape buffers and lighting impacts. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 134-135.) 

Ms. Gates testified that the NLC generally supports the University’s proposed conditions 

of approval, but recommends “a reporting system be developed based on the provisions of 

Title 11, Subtitle X, Chapter 9, § 901, to ensure the University is meeting the special 

exception requirements, as well as its self-prescribed conditions.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 

hearing at p. 137.) 
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316. 

317. 

318. 

319. 

320. 

321. 

Ms. Gates testified that NLC recommends “additional conditions stipulating that lighting 
and sound be such as to limit impacts on neighboring property and that the University be 
required to implement previous new commitments to maintain and enhance landscaping in 
areas bordering residential neighborhoods, especially along University Avenue.” (Tr. from 
April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 137.) 

Ms. Gates noted concerns that the AU Neighborhood Partnership had undermined the 
purpose and role of the CLC and its relationship with the University. (Tr. from April 20, 
2021 hearing at p. 138.) 

Carol Wells testified on behalf of Westover Place Homes Corporation. (Ex. 91; Tr. from 
April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 144-145.) 

Ms. Wells indicated that Westover Place abuts East Campus and is home to approximately 
300 residents who live in 149 townhomes. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 145.) 

Ms. Wells testified that WPHC board “never approved any plan, nor was any plan ever 
presented to the board for approval.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 145.) 

Ms. Wells noted that WPHC thinks the proposed building on Site 15 is too large and needs 
to be scaled back considerably. Ms. Wells also stated that WPHC objects to the 400 
underground parking spaces, supports an undergraduate enrollment cap, and has concerns 
about damage to their homes associated with construction of Site 15. In addition, WPHC 
does not support the use of Site 15 for student life purposes and indicated that the site 
should be used solely for administrative and academic purposes. Ms. Wells further testified 
that WPHC is against any curb cuts, ingress or egress, from Massachusetts Avenue and 
that the proposed campus plan should maintain current traffic patterns around Nebraska 
Avenue. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 145-148.) 

Ms. Wells described several photographs included in WPHC’s presentation materials 
regarding the landscape buffer between East Campus and Westover Place, and indicated 
that as a condition of the 2021 Campus Plan, AU should renew its commitment to the entire 
buffer area from New Mexico Avenue to Massachusetts Avenue and provide “continued 
maintenance, upkeep, replanting, and enhancement as necessary.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 
hearing at p. 148.) 

Laird Kirkpatrick also testified on behalf of Westover Place Homes Corporation. (Ex. 108; 
Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 149.) 

Mr. Kirkpatrick indicated that WPHC is a party in opposition, despite their extensive 
involvement with the Partnership, because they “feel that Westover Place is the most 
adversely affected neighborhood of anybody in this Plan.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing 
at p. 149.) 
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329. 

Mr. Kirkpatrick testified that a larger setback is needed for the proposed building at Site 

15 to protect homes from loss of natural light as well as potential property damage. Mr. 

Kirkpatrick stated that previous construction on campus had caused serious cracks in his 

home which AU did not adequately repair. Mr. Kirkpatrick stated that the proposed 

building at Site 15 should be reduced and situated on the two-thirds of the lot furthest away 

from Westover Place. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 151.) 

In conclusion, Mr. Kirkpatrick urged the Commission not to consider AU any differently 

than they would a consider a private developer, and to not “cut AU any more slack” just 

because it is a university. Mr. Kirkpatrick also noted that the burden of proof should be on 

the University to show that they are not causing objectionable conditions. (Tr. from April 

20, 2021 hearing at pp. 152-153.) 

Dr. Jeffrey Kraskin testified on behalf of the SVWHCA. Dr. Kraskin was joined by Tom 

Smith. (Ex. 132; Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 158.) 

Dr. Kraskin testified that the 2021 Campus Plan does not meet the requirements of the 

Zoning Regulations and that the proposal is inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan, 

Generalized Policy Map, and Land Use Element because it situates development 

immediately adjacent to low-density residential neighborhoods rather than the internal 

portions of the Campus. Dr. Kraskin stated that AU has not provided the necessary 

information, including the location, height, and bulk of buildings, new parking facilities, 

and screening plans, for the Commission to properly evaluate whether the proposed campus 

plan is likely to cause any objectionable conditions. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 

159-161.) 

Dr. Kraskin noted SVWHCA’s concerns regarding student enrollment, and proposed a 

7,120 undergraduate student enrollment cap. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 163- 

164.) 

Dr. Kraskin testified that the development proposed on West Campus, specifically Sites 2, 

3, and 4, will create objectionable conditions for neighboring properties due to noise, light 

impacts, and overall cumulative massing and scale, and that AU should be required to 

develop detailed TDM strategies for review of the Commission and other parties as part of 

the 2021 Campus Plan process. Dr. Kraskin stated that the University’s proposed TDM 

measures which were submitted into the record are inadequate to address anticipated 

changes in traffic conditions. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 164-165.) 

Dr. Kraskin testified that the 2021 Campus Plan should be rejected outright by the 

Commission or sent back to AU for more information, and that AU should be directed to 

work with the community openly through the CLC. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 

166.) 

Laurie Horvitz, Esq. testified on behalf of Jessica Herzstein and Elliot Gerson, the owners 

of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 186.) 
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338. 

Ms. Horvitz indicated that Kody Snow would be testifying as an expert witness with respect 
to acoustics. Mr. Snow’s resume was included at Exhibit 32. With no objections from the 
Commission, Mr. Snow was accepted as an acoustics expert. (Ex. 133; Tr. from April 20, 
2021 hearing at pp. 186-187.) 

Mr. Gerson also testified on behalf of himself and his wife, Dr. Herzstein. Mr. Gerson 
described the objectionable noise from Jacobs Field, the unsuccessful efforts to resolve the 
problem, and suggestions regarding the 2021 Campus Plan application. (Ex. 133; Tr. from 
April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 188-195.) 

Mr. Gerson testified that the noise today is far worse than in 2001 and that there has been 
a lack of compliance with some, if not most, of AU’s key obligations. Mr. Gerson described 
the noise as “incredibly disturbing and often relentless, frequently from 7:00 in the morning 
until dark.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 189-191.) 

Mr. Gerson noted that “with a properly engineered and constructed sound wall, followed 
by the acceptance of simple, reasonable, science-based, and enforceable conditions, we 
should finally be able to get where we need to be.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p- 
191.) 

Mr. Gerson stated that the objectionable noises from Jacobs Field were oftentimes caused 
by persons not affiliated with AU during the summer months. Mr. Gerson requested that 
the Commission approve and clarify the definition of “special events” to provide “more 
reasonable, rational, and understandable limits of field usage.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 
hearing at pp. 191-192.) 

Mr. Gerson testified that there were many productive and collaborative meetings with 
American University, but that the University unilaterally decided to cease all meetings and 
almost all communications in 2019. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 192.) 

Mr. Gerson testified that the only logical and effective location for the sound wall is where 
AU’s existing fence is located, and that many conditions relating to time, duration, 
character, sources, and types of noise must remain once the wall is built to address the 
objectionable noise from Jacobs Field. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 195.) 

Kody Snow, a Senior Engineer with Phoenix Noise and Vibration, testified as an expert 
witness in acoustics on behalf of Dr. Herzstein and Mr. Gerson. Mr. Snow was engaged to 
analyze the noise impact on the property at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. from use of Jacobs 
Field. His analysis included ambient noise measurements at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. 
and reviewing information provided in reports completed by AU’s consultant Miller, Beam 
and Paganelli. (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at p. 196.) 

Mr. Snow reported that he conducted a five-day noise measurement survey on the 4710 
Woodway Lane, N.W. property in December 2020 (COVID-19 restrictions on the use of 
Jacobs Field were in place), which found that most Jacobs Field noise sources generated 
noise levels in excess of 60 dBA upon the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. property and that 

Z.C. ORDER NO. 20-31 

Z.C. CASENO. 20-31 

PAGE 70



they were more than three times as loud as the ambient noise environment, which was less 

than or equal to 45 dBA 63% of the time. Mr. Snow stated that this increase and type of 

noise could be classified as objectionable and exceeds the maximum allowable daytime 

noise level of 60 dBA upon a residential property established by the District of Columbia 

Municipal Regulations. Mr. Snow testified that it is likely that with a 15-foot-high noise 

barrier, that the shot clock and possibly other noise sources will still be objectionable and 

exceed the DCRA residential daytime limit of 60 dBA at the property. Mr. Snow 

recommended that additional mitigation measures be put in place, “such as regulating 

amplified noise and amplified noise events, sound monitoring of field activity, limiting 

field usage hours, as well as other mitigation measures.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing 

at pp. 197-198.) 

Persons in Opposition 

339. 

340. 

Ruth Knouse, a resident of 4300 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., testified as a person in 

opposition to the 2021 Campus Plan. Ms. Knouse noted several objectionable conditions 

to the proposed Building 15, including its size and use. In addition, Ms. Knouse indicated 

concern with the buffer that exists between AU and Westover Place, and proposed that the 

Commission send the 2021 Campus Plan back to the CLC for more neighborhood input. 

(Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 214-215.) 

Shelly Repp, who lives one block from AU’s Spring Valley Building (4801 Massachusetts 

Avenue, N.W.), testified as a person in opposition to the 2021 Campus Plan. Mr. Repp 

noted the positive role AU provides, but he also indicated several concerns about the 2021 

Campus Plan. Mr. Repp suggested that the Commission ask the University to provide an 

independent report on student enrollment, impose an undergraduate enrollment cap, and 

also ask more questions about Wesley Seminary’s planned student dormitory. Finally, Mr. 

Repp commented that the AU Neighborhood Partnership is not an inclusive body, and 

suggested that the Partnership and the CLC “should be collapsed into one single, 

transparent entity.” (Tr. from April 20, 2021 hearing at pp. 216-218.) 

Public Hearing of April 28, 2021 

341]. The Commission held a continued public hearing on the Application pursuant to notice and 

convened via Videoconference at 5:30 p.m. on April 28, 2021. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 

hearing at p. 1.) 

Applicant’s Rebuttal Testimony 

342. 

343. 

Ed Fisher provided the rebuttal testimony on behalf of the Applicant. (Ex. 125A1-125A6, 

137, 137A; Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 7.) 

Mr. Fisher testified about the collaborative work among the University, the AU 

Neighborhood Partnership, the CL.C, ANC 3D, and ANC 3E that resulted in the 2021 

Campus Plan, and discussed the University’s belief that maintaining both the CLC and the 

Partnership will be effective as the 2021 Campus Plan is implemented. Mr. Fisher stated 

that the University will continue to report to the CLC on all issues relating to the University 

and its compliance with the zoning order. Mr. Fisher asked the Commission to allow AU 

to continue to pursue both processes consistent with the University’s proposed conditions 
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346. 

347. 

348. 

11 

3 and 4 set forth in the 2021 Campus Plan submission at Exhibit 3. (Tr. from April 28, 
2021 hearing at pp. 7-8.) 

Mr. Fisher affirmed that the 2021 Campus Plan application complies with all of the 
applicable Zoning Regulations including Subtitle X § 101.2. Mr. Fisher testified that the 
proposed setbacks for sites located near residential properties were “thoughtfully 
considered based on feedback from members of the community and the surrounding 
context of each development site.” (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 9.) 

In response to a request from the Commission, the University updated Exhibit L of the 
2021 Campus Plan submission to include building height in feet as well as stories. (Ex. 
137A.). The Applicant also provided a color-coded graphic that shows all proposed 
buildings in relation to existing campus facilities. (Ex. 137A.) Mr. Fisher also confirmed 
that the building heights provided for the developments on Sites 3 and 4 were measured 
from the adjacent finished grade closest to University Avenue. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 
hearing at pp. 9-10.) 

Mr. Fisher testified that the tennis courts that would be displaced by Sites 3 and 4 would 
not be relocated on the roof of the Center for Athletic Performance. Mr. Fisher also 
confirmed that new campus development would not have habitable penthouses. (Tr. from 
April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 10.) 

Mr. Fisher described several photographs included in the Applicant’s rebuttal presentation 
(Ex. 137A.) that illustrated the existing buffer along University Avenue and between East 
Campus and Westover Place. Mr. Fisher testified that the University continues to maintain 
and refill the campus buffer zones when needed. Mr. Fisher also noted that he personally 
signed an agreement with Westover Place Homes Corporation on October 29, 2020 in 
which the University committed to maintaining the buffer near the Westover community. 
(Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 10-11.) 

Mr. Fisher addressed issues raised during the hearings regarding Jacobs Field. Mr. Fisher 
confirmed that the proposed acoustical sound barrier wall would be constructed at the 
location most suitable to mitigate the objectionable sound, and that the University had 
expedited the timing of the construction of the wall by committing that it would be the first 
project that AU moves forward with under the 2021 Campus Plan, and that a further 
processing application would be submitted within 12 months of the order of approval for 
the 2021 Campus Plan.!! Mr. Fisher confirmed that the proposed wall is anticipated to be 
approximately 360 feet wide as noted in Exhibit W of the 2021 Campus Plan submission 
(Ex. 3E.) and approximately 15 feet high, and underscored the Applicant’s commitment to 
working with Dr. Herzstein and Mr. Gerson on appropriate conditions to allow for the 
continued use of Jacobs Field without undue disturbance. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing 
at pp. 11-12) 

Subsequent to the hearing, the University and Herzstein/Gerson agreed to a condition that a further processing 
application would be submitted within 6 months instead of 12 months of the order approval for the 2021 Campus 
Plan. The final agreed upon conditions are at Exhibit 165 in the case record. 
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Mr. Fisher described the current configuration of speakers, shot clocks, and the scoreboard 

horn on Jacobs Field that are used for NCAA women’s lacrosse and field hockey games, 

and also provided an overview of the types of activities and events that are held on Jacobs 

Field. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 12-13.) 

Mr. Fisher explained the location and orientation of the proposed new scoreboard at Reeves 

Field, and confirmed that the only sound that would be generated from the scoreboard is 

associated with clock starts and stops, substitutions, and ends of periods of play, as required 

for NCAA competition. The scoreboard does not face the neighborhood, as illustrated in 

the record. (Ex. 137A.; Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 13.) 

lain Banks testified on behalf of the Applicant to address questions raised during the 

hearings regarding transportation issues. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 13.) 

Mr. Banks provided data that demonstrated that the vehicular trips observed as part of the 

Applicant’s CTR reflected an increase in vehicular traffic in the a.m. and p.m. peak periods 

compared to data from the 2011 CTR; however, the 2011 CTR predicted that an increase 

in the number of vehicular trips would occur, and the vehicular trip counts observed in 

February 2020 were very similar to what was projected in 2011. Mr. Banks also provided 

information about certain parking spaces at 4330 48" Street, N.W. and AU’s easement 

rights to use them. Mr. Banks confirmed that these spaces are not included in the 2021 

Campus Plan parking inventory because 4330 48" Street, N.-W/ is not one of the properties 

included in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 137A; Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 13- 

15.) 

Mr. Fisher provided information in response to questions raised about the discrepancy in 

fall 2020 enrollment numbers available from different sources. Specifically, Mr. Fisher 

detailed the difference between the 7,475 undergraduates reported in the University’s 

Academic Resource Book and the 6,933 students reported to the CLC. Mr. Fisher explained 

that the difference in reporting was due to the fact that the 7,475 student count was 

calculated using AU’s Academic Resource Book, which includes study abroad students, 

part-time students, online only students, and students who may have subsequently 

withdrawn. In comparison, the 6,933 student count reported to CLC was calculated using 

the 2011 Campus Plan’s methodology, which does not include study abroad students, part- 

time students, online only students, or students who may have subsequently withdrawn. 

Mr. Fisher pointed out that the number of study abroad students, part-time students, online 

only students, and students who may have subsequently withdrawn counted in the October 

2020 student census totaled 542, which equals the difference between the 7,475 and 6,933 

student counts. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 16-17.) 

Mr. Fisher clarified the University’s student housing requirement, and in response to a 

question from the Commission, reported that approximately 30% to 35% of AU sophomore 

students reside off campus. (Tt. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 17-18.) 
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Mr. Fisher confirmed that the Applicant has no plans to pursue satellite campus locations 
in Maryland or Virginia, and also pointed out the provisions of the 2021 Campus Plan 
submission (Ex. 3.) that address the Plan’s consistency with the Comprehensive Plan. (Tr. 
from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 18.) 

Mr. Fisher presented screenshots of AU’s new online training orientation program for 
students who live off campus, which the Applicant previously noted it will implement to 
mitigate the noise, trash, and other related impacts stemming from students who live off- 
campus. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 18.) 

Mr. Fisher addressed the extensive dedication and community engagement and 
involvement that contributed to the development of the 2021 Campus Plan, noting the 
inclusivity and transparency of the process. Mr. Fisher also encouraged “the CLC and other 
neighbors, no matter how they currently feel about the proposed Plan, to be engaged in the 
Partnership and further processing” as the University implements the 2021 Campus Plan. 
(Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 19.) 

Mr. Fisher outlined the additional conditions of approval that the Applicant agreed to in 
response to the OP (Ex. 56.) and DDOT (Ex. 49.) reports filed in connection with the 2021 
Campus Plan, including undertaking actions in support of the preservation of historic 
campus resources; not seeking to include additional master leased beds to count toward the 
student housing requirement beyond the existing 200 beds at The Frequency Apartments; 
and funding a new 19-dock Capital Bikeshare station and expanding the two existing 
Bikeshare stations near campus. In addition, the University agreed to limit increases to 
student housing inventory to 500 additional beds, or 700 additional beds if master leased 
beds are no longer counted toward the student housing requirement. (Tr. from April 28, 
2021 hearing at pp. 19-20.) 

Mr. Fisher concluded his rebuttal testimony by noting that the 2021 Campus Plan does not 
end once the Commission order is rendered, commenting that “AU must continue to work 
with the community as we implement the Plan and is fully committed to doing so.” (Tr. 
from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 20.) 

After the conclusion of the Applicant’s rebuttal testimony, the Commission assured the 
Parties in Opposition that their various concerns regarding potential objectionable impacts 
will not be foreclosed from future further processing proceedings for specific buildings 
proposed under the 2021 Campus Plan. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 32-35) 

Cross-Examination of Applicant's Rebuttal Testimony by Parties 
361. Troy Kravitz cross-examined the University’s rebuttal testimony on behalf of the 

Partnership and asked whether the University could agree to a set of “contingent 
conditions” concerning Jacobs Field that could be relaxed if the Applicant satisfied the 
appropriate performance measures related to noise mitigation, so that there could be a clear 
and complete set of new conditions. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 41-42.) 
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In response to Mr. Kravitz’s cross-examination, Paul Tummonds on behalf of the Applicant 

stated that it would formulate a set of conditions related to Jacobs Field and include them 

in the Applicant’s post-hearing submission.’? (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 42- 

43) 

Commissioner Jonathan McHugh conducted ANC 3E’s cross-examination and asked Mr. 

Banks to provide a percentage representing AU’s share of the total traffic volume on 

Nebraska and Massachusetts Avenues. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 44.) 

In response to Commissioner McHugh’s request, Mr. Banks stated that the Applicant 

would submit additional data reflecting AU’s share of vehicle traffic along Nebraska and 

Massachusetts Avenues.'? (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 44.) 

ANC 3D did not cross-examine the Applicant’s rebuttal testimony. (Tr. from April 28, 

2021 hearing at p. 44.) 

Alma Gates cross-examined the Applicant on behalf of NLC. Ms. Gates posed various 

questions, including how the heights of Buildings 3 and 4 can be measured from the 

adjacent finished grade closest to University Avenue when such grade can be affected by 

topography and is subject to change at the further processing stage. Ms. Gates also 

questioned if the University should improve its landscaping proposal given the apparent 

gaps in the buffer installed along University Avenue. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at 

pp- 45-60.) 

In response to Ms. Gates’ building height question, Mr. Tummonds confirmed that 

Buildings 3 and 4 will be no higher than 60 feet tall when measured from their closest point 

to University Avenue, which is a distance of approximately 110 feet as shown in the 2021 

Campus Plan’s diagram of West Campus. Mr. Tummonds cited the color-coded graphic in 

the Applicant’s rebuttal presentation showing the proposed buildings heights. (Ex. 137A.) 

With regards to Ms. Gates’ question about the landscape buffer, Mr. Tummonds reiterated 

the University’s position that the existing buffer is adequate and would continue to be 

monitored for any deficiencies. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 5 1-53) 

On behalf of WPHC, Ben Tessler cross-examined the University on its rebuttal testimony 

and raised issues concerning the height of Building 15 across from the Westover 

community. Mr. Tessler also questioned whether the Applicant adequately described the 

uses for the proposed buildings in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing 

at pp. 60-71.) 

Mr. Fisher responded to Mr. Tessler’s cross-examination by reiterating that the exact height 

of the proposed building on Site 15 in relation to the adjacent Westover townhomes will 

not be known until the further processing stage, but confirmed that the heights of each 

The final agreed upon conditions between the University and Herzstein/Gerson regarding Jacobs Field are at 

Exhibit 165 in the case record. 

The Applicant submitted into the record vehicle movement counts at various locations along Nebraska and 

Massachusetts Avenues, including the percentages attributable to AU, at Exhibits 141 and 165. 
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proposed building will not exceed the corresponding heights indicated in Exhibit L of the 
Applicant’s Statement at Exhibit 3D, as supplemented by the Applicant’s updated rebuttal 
testimony at page 5 of Exhibit 137A. The Commission also commented on Mr. Tessler’s 
question regarding the campus plan application requirements to clarify that Subtitle Z 
§ 302.10 requires the Applicant to provide a Facilities Plan showing, among other things, 
proposed building uses, which AU did provide in its 2021 Campus Plan. (Tr. from April 
28, 2021 hearing at pp. 60-71, 90-91, 96-97.) 

Laurie Horvitz, Esq. conducted cross-examination on behalf of Herzstein/Gerson. Ms. 
Horvitz questioned the University on its willingness to expedite construction of the 
acoustic wall, the dimensions and location of the acoustic wall, the positioning of amplified 
speakers, air horns, and a shot clock at Jacobs Field, and the types of special events at 
Jacobs Field. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 72-90.) 

In response to Ms. Horvitz’s cross-examination, Mr. Fisher indicated that the University 
was amenable to proposing a set of conditions addressing Herzstein/Gerson’s concerns 
regarding the length and location of the acoustic wall as well as the timeline for applying 
for a permit to construct the wall. However, Mr. Fisher stated that the Applicant was not at 
that time considering any additional conditions other than the original conditions being 
carried forward and the conditions regarding further processing approval for and 
construction of the acoustic wall.'* (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 72-90.) 

Natalie Ambrose appeared on behalf of Concerned Neighbors and stated that her questions 
were addressed by the previous cross-examiners. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 
91-93.) 

Tom Smith cross-examined the Applicant as the representative of SVWHCA and asked if 
the University had plans for mitigating sound from the new scoreboard at Reeves Field. 
Mr. Smith also reiterated his question on whether the Applicant’s proposed TDM measures 
were adequate given the increase in traffic since the University’s 2011 CTR was conducted, 
particularly in the a.m. (morning) peak hour period when vehicular traffic counts exceeded 
projections made in 2011. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 94-1 14.) 

In response to Mr. Smith’s question about the Reeves Field scoreboard, Mr. Fisher stated 
that the new scoreboard is replacing an existing scoreboard at Reeves Field and that AU 
anticipates no changes in current noise conditions. Mr. Fisher noted the University has not 
received any noise complaints with respect to the existing scoreboard at Reeves Field. In 
response to Mr. Smith’s question about the Applicant’s proposed TDM measures, Mr. 
Tummonds indicated that the Applicant would provide its answer in a written filing.* (Tr. 
from April 28, 2021 hearing at pp. 94-95, 113.) 

The final agreed upon conditions between the University and Herzstein/Gerson regarding Jacobs Field are at 
Exhibit 165 in the case record. 

The Applicant’s response was included in its post-hearing statement at Exhibit 141, which was supplemented by 
an additional post-hearing statement at Exhibit 165. 
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Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission 

375. 

376. 

377. 

378. 

379. 

380. 

On May 12, 2021, the Applicant filed its post-hearing submission (the “Applicant’s Post- 

Hearing Submission”) in response to requests for additional information made during the 

April 28, 2021 public hearing in this case. (Ex. 141.) 

The Applicant provided additional information describing how the Applicant’s use of 

Jacobs Field is not likely to become objectionable to neighboring property because of 

noise, including a point-by-point response to the concerns raised by Herzstein/Gerson 

regarding the Applicant’s use of Jacobs Field. Specifically, the Applicant provided 

available noise monitoring data from NCAA field hockey and women’s lacrosse games 

held at Jacobs Field since 2016, which indicates that decibel readings taken at the fence 

line between the University and the residence at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. since 2016 

have remained at or below 60 dB, with the exception of three occasions in 2019 at which 

time levels of 60.1 dB, 61.0 dB, and 62.0 dB were recorded. (Ex. 141.) 

The Applicant provided its responses to the 15 conditions proposed by Herzstein/Gerson 

in their March 16, 2021 filing. (Ex. 69.) As detailed in the Applicant’s Post-Hearing 

Submission, the Applicant agreed to seven of the conditions with no edits, six of the 

conditions with edits, and rejected two of the 15 proposed conditions. The Applicant agreed 

to file a further processing application for the sound barrier wall within six months of the 

issuance of this Z.C. Order No. 20-31 and to file for a building permit for the construction 

of the sound barrier wall within six months after approval by the Commission of the further 

processing application. The Applicant also affirmed its compliance with all conditions of 

the 2011 Campus Plan (Z.C. Order No. 11-07) related to Jacobs Field, specifically 

conditions 17 through 25, as well as a list of “special events” that have been held on J acobs 

Field since 2016. (Ex. 141.) 

With respect to transportation issues, the Applicant provided information on the percentage 

of average traffic volumes along Massachusetts Avenue and Nebraska Avenue that are AU- 

related, as requested by ANC 3E Commissioner Jonathan McHugh at the Commission’s 

April 28, 2021 public hearing. This data taken during the week of February 25, 2020, 

indicates that at Massachusetts Avenue at Glover Gate, 12.33% of morning peak hour (8:15 

a.m. to 9:15 a.m.) traffic was attributable to AU, and 15.93% of afternoon peak hour (5:00 

p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) traffic was attributable to AU. With respect to traffic at Nebraska Avenue 

at Rockwood Parkway, the percentage of traffic attributable to AU was 10.49% in the 

morning peak hour and 13.92% during the afternoon peak hour. (Ex. 141.) 

The Applicant also provided a narrative compilation of the University’s proposed TDM 

measures and a discussion of their sufficiency as set forth in the 2021 Campus Plan 

submission (Ex. 3.), CTR (Ex. 18A.), DDOT report (Ex. 49.), and testimony throughout 

the hearings in this case. (Ex. 141.) As noted, the Applicant’s TDM measures were also 

provided. (Ex. 99.) 

In response to a question from the Commission regarding the relationship of proposed 

University building heights on the Main Campus to adjacent properties, the Applicant 

provided sections illustrating perspectives from University Avenue, N.W., Rockwood 
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Parkway and Nebraska Avenue, N.-W., and Westover Place. The Applicant also provided 
the heights of existing buildings on the Tenley Campus as well as 4801 Massachusetts 
Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, NW. (Ex. 
141.) 

Responses of Parties in Opposition to Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission 
381. 

382. 

383. 

384. 

385. 

386. 

At the April 28, 2021 public hearing, the Commission provided each Party in Opposition 
an opportunity to submit comments in response to the Applicant’s Post-Hearing 
Submission. (Tr. from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 117.) 

WPHC filed a statement dated May 19, 2021 (“WPHC’s Response”) in response to the 
Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission. WPHC’s Response stated that the visual renderings 
of the heights of the proposed buildings at Sites 11, 12, and 15 included in the Applicant’s 
Post-Hearing Submission “distorts the true height and visual effect of the building on 
nearby homes in respect to volume, density, views and natural light deprivation.” WPHC 
stated that the top floor of Westover townhomes has a view into the building on Site 15, 
not upward into the sky as presented in the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission. (Ex. 
147.) 

SVWHCA filed a statement dated May 19, 2021 (“SVWHCA’s Response”) in response to 
the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission. SVWHCA'’s Response contests the accuracy of 
the section graphics provided in Exhibit D of the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission and 
states that the buildings on Sites 2, 3, and 4 of the 2021 Campus Plan are at least 10 feet 
higher than the neighboring residential homes, even though the Applicant’s sections depict 
them as below the grade of University Avenue. (Ex. 151.) 

SVWHCA'’s Response also noted that the vehicle movement counts along Massachusetts 
Avenue and Nebraska Avenue provided in the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission did 
not include traffic counts elsewhere along Massachusetts Avenue, such as at AU’s Spring 
Valley Building and the Katzen Arts Center, as well as Tenley Campus on Nebraska 
Avenue. SVWHCA stated that the Applicant’s vehicle movement data did not distinguish 
between automobiles and trucks and buses and did not explain what percentage of traffic 
attributed to AU has increased or decreased over the last 10 years. (Ex. 151.) 

SVWHCA'’s Response stated that the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission failed to 
provide more aggressive TDM measures in response to an increase in vehicular traffic over 
the past 10 years that exceeded projections in the 2011 Campus Plan. SVHWCA also stated 
that the Applicant has not provided a response to the Commission’s question regarding the 
number of students from Maryland and Virginia attending AU, which was raised at the 
March 29, 2021 public hearing. (Ex. 151; Tr. from March 29, 2021 hearing at p. 65.) 

Herzstein/Gerson filed a statement dated May 19, 2021 (“Herzstein/Gerson’s Response”) 
in response to the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission. Herzstein/Gerson’s Response 
stated that it should be provided an opportunity to cross-examine AU regarding the new 
noise monitoring data gathered from Jacobs Field and presented in the Applicant’s Post- 
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387. 

388. 

389. 

390. 

391. 

392. 

Hearing Submission or, in the alternative, have such information struck from the record 

because it was untimely introduced. (Ex. 153.) 

Herzstein/Gerson’s Response asserted that noise from Jacobs Field is in fact objectionable 

based on Herzstein/Gerson’s testimony, the opinions of acoustic experts proffered by 

Herzstein/Gerson, and ample documentation. Herzstein/Gerson’s Response included a 

statement from acoustics expert Kody Snow stating that the new sound readings provided 

in the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission are not scientifically reliable because the 

measurement devices used were not disclosed or confirmed to be properly calibrated, it is 

unclear whether the readings were weighted correctly and set to an appropriate response 

time; it is unclear whether the noise levels were averaged or instantaneous; and it is unclear 

where the noise testing sites were located. (Ex. 153.) 

Herzstein/Gerson’s Response also expressed concerns with the Applicant’s assertions 

about its full compliance with the conditions from the 2011 Campus Plan, specifically 

Condition Nos. 17, 20, 23, 24(a), 24(b), 24(c), 24(d), 24(¢), 24(f), 24(g), 24(h), and 25 of 

Z.C. Order No. 11-07. Herzstein/Gerson stated that such assertions were conclusory and 

not supported by evidence. (Ex. 153.) 

Herzstein/Gerson responded to the Applicant’s revisions to its proposed conditions relating 

to the use of Jacobs Field. Herzstein/Gerson stated that all of the conditions in the existing 

2011 Campus Plan should remain in place until the acoustic barrier is constructed and 

tested and until such time AU submits scientific evidence supporting relief from any given 

condition. (Ex. 153.) 

Concerned Neighbors submitted a statement dated May 19, 2021 (“Concerned Neighbors’ 

Response”) in response to the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission. Concerned 

Neighbors’ Response took issue with the average traffic volumes reported along 

Massachusetts Avenue and Nebraska Avenue and stated that the data presented in the 

Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission did not account for traffic along a broader stretch of 

Nebraska Avenue between Main Campus and Tenleytown directed to points other than 

Fletcher Gate. (Ex. 155.) 

Concerned Neighbors’ Response stated that the narrative compilation of TDM measures 

included in the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission provided no new data, analysis, 

insights, or assurances to neighbors that the increasing traffic along Nebraska Avenue and 

Massachusetts Avenue will be adequately addressed. Concerned Neighbors contended that 

the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission was not responsive to the Commission’s question 

regarding the sufficiency of the 2021 Campus Plan’s TDM measures. (Ex. 155.) 

Concerned Neighbors’ Response stated that the graphic depictions of new university 

buildings being proposed by the 2021 Campus Plan are confusing and oversimplified. 

Concerned Neighbors’ Response specifically criticized the depiction for Section C, which 

shows only one elevation and perspective that Concerned Neighbors claimed is not 

representative of any of the homes represented by Concerned Neighbors. (Ex. 155.) 
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393. NLC submitted a statement dated May 19, 2021 (“NLC’s Response”) in response to the 
Applicants Post-Hearing Submission. NLC’s Response criticized the Applicant for failing 
to address the need for additional buffering between campus development and neighboring 
residential communities; described the sections and elevations provided in the Applicant’s 
Post-Hearing Submission as distorted and lacking sufficient definition; and stated that AU 
has been responsible for increasing traffic along Nebraska Avenue and Ward Circle. (Ex. 
159.) 

Applicant’s Submission Demonstrating Satisfaction with the Campus Plan Requirements 

394. On May 19, 2021, in response to a request by the Commission made at the April 28, 2021 
public hearing, the Applicant filed a submission providing a citation to each specific exhibit 
in the record or hearing testimony in this case which (1) demonstrated the 2021 Campus 
Plan’s satisfaction of the application requirements of Subtitle X § 101.8 and Subtitle Z 
§ 302.10; and (2) provided justifications for why the 2021 Campus Plan met the campus 
plan requirements of Subtitle X §§ 101.1-101.16. (Ex. 145.) 

ANC Submissions Demonstrating Satisfaction with the Campus Plan Requirements 

395. 

396. 

397. 

398. 

399. 

On May 18, 2021, ANC 3D filed a post-hearing submission in response to a request from 
the Commission made during the April 28, 2021 public hearing detailing how the Applicant 
has satisfied the campus plan requirements of the Zoning Regulations. (Ex. 142.) 

In its post-hearing submission, ANC 3D focused on the 2021 Campus Plan’s satisfaction 
of Subtitle X § 101.2, which concerns whether campus plan uses are “located so that they 
are not likely to become objectionable to neighboring property because of noise, traffic, 
parking, number of students, or other objectionable conditions.” ANC 3D stated it was 
competent to advise the Commission only on Subtitle X § 101.2 and did not address any 
of the other campus plan requirements of Subtitle X § 101. (Ex. 142.) 

ANC 3D’s post-hearing submission (Ex. 142.) stated that the Applicant satisfied the 
requirements of Subtitle X § 101.2 based on the reasons provided in its report dated 
December 15, 2020 (Ex. 10.), as well as ANC 3D Commissioner Elkins’ oral testimony at 
the March 29, 2021 public hearing, which ANC 3D approved by a letter dated April 7, 
2021 (Ex. 116.) 

On May 19, 2021, ANC 3E also filed a post-hearing submission showing how the 
Applicant has satisfied the campus plan requirements of the Zoning Regulations. (Ex. 156.) 

In its post-hearing submission, ANC 3E stated that the 2021 Campus Plan fully satisfied 
the requirements of Subtitle X § 101.2 based on the reasons cited in its report. (Ex. 6.) 
ANC 3E stated that it could not speak to any other provisions of Subtitle X § 101 other 
than § 101.2. (Ex. 156.) 
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AU Neighborhood Partnership Submission Demonstrating Satisfaction with the Campus 

Plan Requirements 

400. 

401. 

On May 18, 2021, the AU Neighborhood Partnership filed a post-hearing submission in 

response to a request from the Commission made at the April 28, 2021 public hearing, to 

describe how the Applicant has satisfied the Zoning Regulations’ campus plan 

requirements. (Ex. 143.) 

The Partnership’s post-hearing submission stated that the Applicant satisfied the campus 

plan requirements based on the Applicant’s filings, including its May 12, 2021 post-hearing 

statement (Ex. 141.), as well as the Partnership’s own oral and written testimony submitted 

into the record. (Ex. 13, 109, 143.) 

Submissions of Parties in Opposition Demonstrating Applicant’s Failure to Satisfy Campus 

Plan Requirements 

402. 

403. 

404. 

At the April 28, 2021 public hearing, the Commission asked each Party in Opposition to 

file a post-hearing statement describing how the Applicant has not satisfied the campus 

plan requirements of Subtitle X §§ 101.1-101.16, with specific references to the exhibits 

and hearing dates at which supporting evidence or testimony was filed or presented. (Tr. 

from April 28, 2021 hearing at p. 115.) 

WPHC submitted a post-hearing statement dated May 18, 2021, in which WPHC expressed 

concerns that the proposed building at Site 15 is inconsistent with the standards set by 

Subtitle X §§ 101.2 and 101.8 because: the proposed building is too large and does not 

have a sufficient setback to avoid damage to the Westover townhouses during construction; 

damage to the Westover homes is more likely if an underground garage is approved 

because Site 15 is situated on a slope above Westover Place; the 2021 Campus Plan’s 

description of the proposed use of Building 15 is too ambiguous; the proposed “student 

life” functions at Building 15, which WPHC believes may include retail or 

auditorium/event space, should not be permitted so close to Westover Place; the vehicular 

and pedestrian traffic impacts of such a large building will adversely affect the 

neighborhood; and an underground garage in Building 15 with 400 parking spaces would 

be unnecessary and cause serious traffic and safety issues. (Ex. 144.) 

WPHC'’s statement noted that the size of Building 15 would create objectionable impacts 

on WPHC residents’ access to natural light and views. WPHC’s statement claimed that 

Subtitle X § 101.2 prohibits outside activities or noise-making that disturbs residents after 

6:00 p.m. or on weekends as well as entrances, exits, trash receptacles, and storage or 

loading docks on Massachusetts Avenue or at the rear of Building 15 near Westover Place. 

WPHC stated that Subtitle X § 101.2 requires an enhanced setback and buffer between 

Building 15 and Westover Place as well as a commitment from AU to provide continued 

maintenance and upkeep of the buffer area from New Mexico Avenue to Massachusetts 

Avenue. WPHC further stated that AU must present a clear plan on how it intends to handle 

water runoff and erosion and guarantee that no drainage is directed to Westover Place. 

WPHC stated that any dangerous substances found during the development of Site 15 

should be handled and disposed of properly. (Ex. 144.) 
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405. 

406. 

407. 

408. 

409. 

410. 

411. 

NLC submitted a post-hearing statement dated May 19, 2021, describing how the 2021 
Campus Plan failed to satisfy the requirements of Subtitle X §§ 101.2, 101.5, 101.11, 
101.12, and 101.14. (Ex. 146.) 

NLC stated that the 2021 Campus Plan did not provide enough detail to meet the 
Applicant’s burden of proof under Subtitle X § 101.2. NLC’s statement cited concerns 
from NLC and other Parties in Opposition and questions raised by the Commission at the 
public hearings regarding the lack of predictability and certainty surrounding the proposed 
development. NLC’s statement included a 2005 letter to AU’s former Chief of Staff from 
a former ANC 3D chair expressing concern about the University’s non-compliance with 
Jacob’s Field. (Ex. 146, 146A.) 

With regards to Subtitle X § 101.5, NLC’s statement noted that the overall campus acreage 
is currently unknown because the University is “purchasing new properties that extend the 
overall campus acreage” and dilute the density of any single lot. NLC asked the 
Commission to require a tally of all existing and proposed buildings on campus to ensure 
that the maximum total density is not being exceeded in violation of Subtitle X § 101.5. 
Furthermore, NLC’s statement indicated that the lack of clarity on the FAR limitation 
creates issues for certifying that a proposed building is within such limit as required under 
Subtitle X § 101.12. (Ex. 146.) 

With regards to Subtitle X § 101.11, NLC stated that a discussion of the District Elements 
of the Comprehensive Plan has not occurred in testimony. However, NLC acknowledged 
that a discussion of the Comprehensive Plan has been included in the 2021 Campus Plan 
submitted into the record as Exhibit 3. (Ex. 146.) 

With regards to Subtitle X § 101.14, NLC’s statement cited the Applicant’s testimony 
regarding the landscape buffers across campus and provided photographs taken in the early 
spring of 2021 of the landscape buffer on University Avenue which NLC noted show a 
clear lack of adequate buffer coverage. (Ex. 146, 146B.) 

SVWHCA submitted a post-hearing statement dated May 19, 2021, describing how the 
2021 Campus Plan was not in compliance with the campus plan requirements of the Zoning 
Regulations. (Ex. 150.) 

SVWHCA'’s statement stated that the 2021 Campus Plan was not in compliance with 
Subtitle X § 101.2 because Sites 1-5 on West Campus, Reeves Field, Sites 11-12, and Site 
15 create objectionable impacts on neighboring properties due to traffic, parking, noise, 
and the number of students. Specifically, SVWHCA’s statement asserted the following: 
the 2021 Campus Plan does not provide an adequate plan for mitigating noise and lighting 
impacts from proposed buildings at Sites 1, 2, and 4; does not provide an adequate setback 
and scale for the proposed dormitory and Center for Athletic Performance at Sites 3 and 4; 
does not provide information about the noise associated with the new scoreboard at Reeves 
Field; fails to address how the University’s TDM strategies will mitigate the increase in 
vehicular traffic on campus during a.m. and p.m. peak hours; does not demonstrate how a 
3,000 maximum cap on parking will ensure adequate on-campus parking; and does not 
provide effective controls for undergraduate student growth. (Ex. 150.) 
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412. 

413. 

414. 

415. 

416. 

417. 

SVWHCA further stated that the 2021 Campus Plan was not in compliance with Subtitle 

X §§ 101.3 and 101.4 because the proposal does not contain sufficient information 

regarding the possibility of commercial uses being situated at Sites 11 and 15 and whether 

such commercial uses are consistent with AU’s educational mission and located so as to 

not become objectionable to neighbors, as required by the applicable Zoning Regulations. 

(Ex. 150.) 

SVWHCA stated that the 2021 Campus Plan was not in compliance with Subtitle X § 101.8 

because it does not provide sufficient information regarding proposed development at Sites 

1-5, Sites 11-12, and Site 15 concerning building height, parking and loading, screening, 

streets, public utility facilities, athletic and recreational facilities, and the overall capacity 

of proposed campus development. In particular, SVWHCA'’s statement noted that the 2021 

Campus Plan does not indicate with certainty the specific uses for Buildings 1 and 5; does 

not specify whether Buildings 11, 12, and 15 will include parking and how such parking 

will be accessed; does not indicate with certainty whether Buildings 11 and 15 will include 

commercial uses and loading facilities; does not indicate with certainty exact building 

heights and building height measuring points for its proposed buildings; does not provide 

sufficient setbacks for the buildings at Sites 3 and 4; and fails to identify where existing 

tennis and basketball courts will be relocated on campus. (Ex. 150.) 

SVWHCA also commented that the 2021 Campus Plan was not in compliance with Subtitle 

X § 101.11 because proposed development at Sites 3 and 4 is inconsistent with the Land 

Use Chapter of the Comprehensive Plan since such development at the edge of campus 

will alter the character of Spring Valley and other neighboring residential streets. 

SVWHCA also stated that the 2021 Campus Plan was not in compliance with Subtitle X 

§ 101.14 because the campus plan is not in harmony with the purpose or intent of the 

District’s zoning standards and will tend to adversely affect neighboring property. (Ex. 

150.) 

Herzstein/Gerson submitted a post-hearing statement dated May 19, 2021, outlining how 

the 2021 Campus Plan does not satisfy the requirements of Subtitle X §§ 101.1-101.16. 

(Ex. 154.) 

Herzstein/Gerson’s statement noted that the character, timing, frequency, and duration of 

the noises generated by activities at Jacobs Field resulted in frequent and objectionable 

impacts on Herzstein/Gerson’s residence at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. 

Herzstein/Gerson’s statement described how the University had failed to comply with 

various conditions in Z.C. Order No. 11-07 regarding mitigation of noise at Jacobs Field, 

including the construction of a sound barrier wall between Jacobs Field and 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. As a result, Herzstein/Gerson claimed the 2021 Campus Plan will 

likely continue to have an adverse impact on neighboring properties in violation of Subtitle 

X § 101.2 unless further conditions are adopted with respect to the construction of an 

acoustic barrier and future uses at Jacobs Field. (Ex. 154.) 

Herzstein/Gerson’s statement contended that the 2021 Campus Plan did not provide 

enough information regarding the acoustic barrier and future uses of Jacobs Field as 
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418. 

419. 

420. 

421. 

422. 

required by Subtitle X § 101.8. Furthermore, Herzstein/Gerson’s statement asserted that 
the University’s rental of Jacobs Field to third parties constitutes a commercial use, which 
has not been located in compliance with Subtitle X § 101.3 in such a manner “so that it 
will not become objectionable to non-university residential neighbors” due to hours of 
operation, noise, and other operational characteristics not customarily associated with 
residential use. (Ex. 154.) 

Herzstein/Gerson stated that the 2021 Campus Plan is not in compliance with Subtitle X 
§ 101.14 because it is not in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Zoning 
Regulations and Zoning Maps. Herzstein/Gerson’s statement cited Land Use Policy 2.3.3, 
which encourages the expansion of university uses in a manner that does not significantly 
adversely affect the quality of life of residential areas. Herzstein/Gerson stated that Jacobs 
Field has not been planned, designed, or managed in a way that conforms to Land Use 
Policy 2.3.3. (Ex. 154.) 

Herzstein/Gerson’s statement noted that the proposed construction of a filming tower on 
Jacobs Field has not been located so as to minimize objectionable impacts on their 
residence at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W_, but has rather been situated near the property line 
with 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and on a 15-foot platform that is likely to rise above any 
acoustic barrier that may be constructed. (Ex. 154.) 

Herzstein/Gerson further detailed how the proposed conditions included in the Applicant’s 
Post-Hearing Submission are inadequate to mitigate the objectionable noise related to 
Jacobs Field. (Ex. 154.) 

Concerned Neighbors submitted a post-hearing statement dated May 19, 2021, which 
asserted that the 2021 Campus Plan does not satisfy the requirements of Subtitle X §§ 
101.1-101.16. Concerned Neighbors’ statement reiterated their concerns about the scope 
and scale of development associated with the 2021 Campus Plan and referred the 
Commission to written testimony and letters of opposition submitted into the record of this 
case at Exhibits 36, 89, 84, 85, 86, 90, 130, and 130A. Concerned Neighbors’ statement 
further claimed the Office of Planning did not give their group due consideration in 
evaluating the scale, setback, and uses of the proposed buildings that abut their community. 
(Ex. 157.) 

Concerned Neighbors’ post-hearing statement focused on the proposed buildings at Sites 
11 and 12 on AU’s Southeast Campus. Concerned Neighbors’ post-hearing statement 
stated that the proposed building at Site 11 was not compliant with Subtitle X §§ 101.2, 
101.3, 101.4, and 101.8 because the height of the building and scale would overwhelm the 
visual perspective of Concerned Neighbors’ homes across the street given the 60-foot 
setback, which Concerned Neighbors deemed inadequate. Concerned Neighbors also noted 
that the 2021 Campus Plan does not identify a specific use for Building 11, but that its 
prominent corner and street-facing location would likely generate objectionable impacts 
on neighboring property due to light, noise, pedestrian traffic, and outside gatherings, 
impacts which are not sufficiently mitigated and addressed in the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 
157.) 
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423. 

424. 

425. 

Concerned Neighbors’ post-hearing statement also stated that the proposed building at Site 

12 did not comply with the criteria of Subtitle X §§ 101.2 and 101.8. In particular, 

Concerned Neighbors took issue with Building 12’s height and scale. Concerned 

Neighbors also commented that Building 12’s use as a student dormitory will also generate 

objectionable impacts due to noise and light, increased pedestrian and vehicular traffic, and 

the overall intensity of 24-hour use that is associated with a dormitory building. Concerned 

Neighbors stated that AU has not provided any plan for mitigating these impacts in its 2021 

Campus Plan. (Ex. 157.) 

Concerned Neighbors® post-hearing statement also cited concerns about the increase in 

traffic that will be associated with Buildings 11 and 12 as well as the possible underground 

parking garage that would be built under Building 11. Concerned Neighbors stated that the 

current description of the underground parking garage and lack of details about traffic 

mitigation measures result in a failure of the 2021 Campus Plan to satisfy the requirements 

of Subtitle X § 101.8. (Ex. 157.) 

Concerned Neighbors’ post-hearing statement also expressed concerns about other 

objectionable conditions associated with the development of Sites 11 and 12 including the 

possibility of unearthing toxic chemical materials and World War I era munitions at those 

sites. (Ex. 157.) 

Public Meeting of May 27, 2021 

426. 

427. 

428. 

429. 

The Commission held a public meeting on the Application pursuant to notice and convened 

via Videoconference at 4:00 p.m. on May 27, 2021. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at p. 

1) 

The Commission considered a motion filed by SVWHCA (Ex. 136.) seeking to strike or 

redact portions of Exhibit 78, which is a request submitted by ANC 3E asking the 

Commission to consider information regarding the residency of a particular SVWHCA 

representative. The Commission determined the issue of residency was properly raised and 

resolved and, therefore, did not find any reason for striking Exhibit 78. The Commission 

denied SVWHCA’s motion to strike. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at pp. 34-40.) 

The Commission considered a motion filed by Herzstein/Gerson (Ex. 160, 160A.) seeking 

to strike all portions of the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission at Exhibit 141 related to 

alleged noise readings and special events at Jacobs Field. The Commission indicated that 

the Applicant’s Post-Hearing Submission was responsive to the Commission’s specific 

request for information and was in fact informative. The Commission denied 

Herzstein/Gerson’s motion to strike. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at pp. 34-42.) 

The Commission considered a motion filed by NLC (Ex. 161, 161A.) seeking to strike 

certain rebuttal testimony presented by AU, including pages 8-9 of its rebuttal testimony 

at Exhibit 137A, on the basis that such testimony regarding plans for a screening buffer 

along University Avenue was improperly submitted and unfairly prejudiced to the 

opponents’ arguments. The Commission stated that NLC’s motion was untimely submitted 

and that there was an opportunity for the parties to discuss the screening buffer at a previous 
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430. 

431. 

432. 

433. 

434. 

435. 

hearing. Therefore, the Commission denied NLC’s motion to strike. (Tr. from May 27, 
2021 meeting at pp. 42-45.) 

After considering and denying the various motions, the Commission proceeded to discuss 
the 2021 Campus Plan’s satisfaction of the Zoning Regulations’ campus plan criteria. The 
Commission remarked that the Zoning Regulations’ separation of the campus plan 
application from related further processing applications allowed the Commission to 
consider the campus plan holistically, which was a preferable method of review compared 
to prior experiences with approving the 2011 Campus Plan, in which the two application 
types were combined into a single application cycle. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at 
pp. 45-48.) 

The Commission agreed that the 2021 Campus Plan met the campus plan standards and 
would not result in any objectionable impacts on surrounding property that are not capable 
of being mitigated. The Commission supported the 2021 Campus Plan’s overall student 
enrollment cap and focus on the adverse impacts of student enrollment as opposed to 
specific caps on undergraduate students. However, the Commission asked the Applicant to 
submit information summarizing how AU intends to comply with the proposed cap on 
overall student enrollment. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at pp. 49-57.) 

The Commission stated that the 2021 Campus Plan and proposed TDM measures 
adequately addressed traffic impacts and that specific details regarding the location of 
parking facilities and traffic flow would be carefully addressed through further processing 
applications. However, the Commission asked the Applicant to provide a more detailed 
response to SVWHCA’s comments regarding traffic impacts along Massachusetts Avenue 
and Nebraska Avenue. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at pp. 57-61.) 

The Commission discussed the proposed acoustic barrier and the issue of noise at Jacobs 
Field. The Commission strongly encouraged the Applicant and Herzstein/Gerson to 
continue discussions regarding the proposed conditions related to Jacobs Field and reach a 
“higher level of resolution.” The Commission asked the Applicant to propose a revised and 
final set of conditions related to Jacobs Field, including carryover conditions from Z.C. 
Order No. 11-07. The Commission also asked with Herzstein/Gerson to provide a response 
to AU’s final set of conditions. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at pp. 61-74.) 

The Commission addressed AU’s request for flexibility to process minor building additions 
for accessibility-related renovations as modifications of consequence without further 
processing approval. The Commission was amenable to granting such flexibility, provided 
that such additions consisted of strictly minor interior renovations that did not affect any 
building exterior or exterior windows. The Commission asked the Applicant to submit a 
proposed set of guidelines for the flexibility it is seeking for “minor renovations” for the 
Commission to review. (Tr. from May 27, 2021 meeting at pp. 75-79.) 

In a memo to the file following the May 27, 2021 public meeting, the Commission asked 
Herzstein/Gerson to file a response to the Applicant’s proposed final set of conditions 
regarding Jacobs Field; and all parties to file a response to the Applicant’s filing regarding 
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how it intends to comply with the proposed cap on overall student enrollment and the traffic 

impacts along Massachusetts and Nebraska Avenues. (Ex. 163.) 

Applicant’s Supplemental Post-Hearing Submission 

436. 

437. 

438. 

4309. 

440. 

441. 

On June 17, 2021, the Applicant filed a supplemental post-hearing submission (the 

“Applicant’s Supplemental Submission”) in response to the Commission’s request for 

additional information at its May 27, 2021 public meeting. (Ex. 165.) 

The Applicant’s Supplemental Submission included a final set of proposed conditions 

concerning the acoustic barrier and the use of Jacobs Field. The Applicant noted that AU 

and Herzstein/Gerson both reached mutual agreement on this set of final conditions, which 

were attached as Exhibit A to the Applicant’s Supplemental Submission. (Ex. 165.) 

The Applicant’s Supplemental Submission reiterated the 2021 Campus Plan’s commitment 

to a proposed student enrollment cap of 14,380 students and cited ample support for such 

commitment in the case record at Exhibits 3, 3C, 6, 10, 13, 56, 77, 87, 109, 116, 135, and 

137A and in testimony delivered at the March 22, 2021, March 29, 2021, April 20, 2021, 

and April 28, 2021 public hearings. The Applicant stated it will comply with this student 

enrollment cap through its continued enforcement of the 67% undergraduate housing 

requirement and AU’s student conduct policies. (Ex. 165.) 

The Applicant’s Supplemental Submission included guidelines, in the form of a proposed 

condition, for the types of “minor renovations” which may be processed as modifications 

of consequence if the Applicant’s requested flexibility is granted. The proposed condition 

limits “minor renovations” to repairs, renovations, remodeling, or structural alterations to 

facilities identified in the 2021 Campus Plan that are required to meet code requirements 

and improve accessibility. “Minor renovations” may also include modest increases in gross 

floor area of no more than 5,000 square feet under the Applicant’s proposed language. (Ex. 

165.) 

In response to SVWHCA’s concerns about the Applicant’s traffic data for Nebraska and 

Massachusetts Avenues, the Applicant’s Supplemental Submission included additional 

vehicle movement counts, together with the percentage of such counts attributable to AU, 

at the Tenley Campus and Spring Valley Building. The Applicant stated that the traffic 

counts and analysis in its CTR have been reviewed and approved by DDOT. The Applicant 

further noted that SVWHCA’s request to see what percentage of traffic attributed to AU 

has increased or decreased over the last 10 years is not data that the Applicant is required 

to provide pursuant to the District’s updated CTR regulations. (Ex. 165.) 

The Applicant’s Supplemental Submission addressed SVWHCA’s suggestion in 

SVWHCA’s Response that the 2021 Campus Plan should incorporate more aggressive 

TDM measures. In response, the Applicant stated that SVWHCA’s position is not 

supported by evidence in the case record. The Applicant reiterated that it concurs with 

DDOT’s determination that the level of vehicular traffic attributable to AU does not require 

a more aggressive TDM program than that which the Applicant is already providing. (Ex. 

165.) 
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Responses of Parties in Opposition to Applicant’s Supplemental Submission 
442. 

443. 

444. 

445. 

446. 

447. 

448. 

449. 

NLC submitted a statement dated June 24, 2021 (“NLC’s Supplemental Response”) in 
response to the Applicant’s Supplemental Submission. NLC’s Supplemental Response 
approved of the student enrollment cap and noted the Applicant has reached an agreement 
with Herzstein/Gerson on the proposed conditions relating to Jacobs Field, but asked the 
Commission to closely monitor enforcement of those conditions. (Ex. 166.) 

NLC’s Supplemental Response requested the Commission revise the Applicant’s proposed 
condition concerning the right to process “minor renovations” as modifications of 
consequence to substitute the 5,000 square feet limitation on additions with a lower number 
of square feet. (Ex. 166.) 

NLC’s Supplemental Response expressed concerns that the traffic data used by DDOT was 
supplied by the Applicant and asserted that AU’s traffic impact has continued to adversely 
impact intersections on and near the University campus, despite the Applicant’s arguments 
to the contrary. (Ex. 166.) 

SVWHCA submitted a statement dated June 24, 2021 (“SVWHCA’s Supplemental 
Response”) in response to the Applicant’s Supplemental Submission. (Ex. 167.) 

SVWHCA'’s Supplemental Response criticized AU’s proposed TDM measures as “heavy 
on process, but light on robust measures to reduce and mitigate traffic impacts and for 
performance review and evaluation” SVWHCA stated that AU was ignoring or 
minimizing the increase in vehicular traffic in the surrounding area over the last 10 years. 
SVHWCA continued to describe the additional traffic data supplied in the Applicant’s 
Supplemental Submission as incomplete and missing data points for vehicle access to AU’s 
Main Campus and its various commercial properties. (Ex. 167.) 

SVWHCA'’s Supplemental Response stated that the Commission cannot properly assess 
whether the number of students is likely to become objectionable to neighboring property 
because it has failed to require the Applicant to submit undergraduate enrollment 
projections for the next 10 years. SVWHCA’s Supplemental Response attached a letter 
distributed by Wesley Theological Seminary (WTS) indicating WTS’ intentions to 
construct a building designed as student housing for WTS and AU students. SVWHCA 
stated that the WTS letter raises concerns about AU’s ability to manage its student 
enrollment. (Ex. 167.) 

SVWHCA’s Supplemental Response stated that the Applicant’s proposed condition 
regarding “minor renovations” be revised to prohibit any change in use of the space and 
reduce the allowable size of space that could be renovated as part of a modification of 
consequence from 5,000 square feet to 1,500 to 2,000 square feet. (Ex. 167.) 

SVWHCA'’s Supplemental Response stated that the Commission should have allowed 
other Parties in Opposition other than Herzstein/Gerson to reply to the portion of the 
Applicant’s Supplemental Submission concerning the use of Jacobs Field. SVWHCA’s 
Supplemental Response continued to criticize AU’s failure to comply with existing 
conditions from the 2011 Campus Plan related to Jacobs Field. (Ex. 167.) 
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450. 

451. 

452. 

453. 

454. 

455. 

Concerned Neighbors submitted a statement dated June 24, 2021 (“Concerned Neighbors’ 

Supplemental Response”) in response to the Applicant’s Supplemental Submission. (Ex. 

168.) 

Concerned Neighbors’ Supplemental Response states Concerned Neighbors remain 

concerned about AU’s refusal to place a hard cap on undergraduate student enrollment. 

(Ex. 168.) 

Concerned Neighbors® Supplemental Response opposed the Applicant’s proposed 

condition language regarding “minor renovations” and stated that 5,000 square feet can be 

a consequential amount of gross floor area. Concerned Neighbors noted that OP did not 

support granting “blanket flexibility” for minor renovations in its March 12, 2021 written 

memorandum (Ex. 56.) and during cross-examination at the March 29, 2021 public 

hearing. (Ex. 168.) 

Concerned Neighbors® Supplemental Response stated that the additional traffic data 

provided in the Applicant’s Supplemental Submission was incomplete or questionable. In 

particular, Concerned Neighbors’ Supplemental Response raised concerns about the 

following: the impact of additional vehicle counts at the intersection of Nebraska Avenue 

and Rockwood Parkway given the possibility of a parking garage being built on Sites 11 

and 12; the 2021 Campus Plan’s failure to adequately address the proposed bifurcation of 

campus traffic routes and reconfiguration of entrances and implementation of turn 

restrictions at Fletcher and Glover Gates; questionable Annual Average Daily Traffic data 

used in the CTR’s conclusions for Nebraska Avenue west of Ward Circle; the CTR’s 

conservative estimates for regional traffic growth; and the CTR’s limited analysis of local 

development proposed for the study area.' (Ex. 168.) 

Herzstein/Gerson submitted a statement dated June 24, 2021 (“Herzstein/Gerson’s 

Supplemental Response”) in response to the Applicant’s Supplemental Submission. (Ex. 

169.) 

Herzstein/Gerson’s Supplemental Response was limited to issues relating to Jacobs Field 

and expressed support for the proposed set of final conditions stated in the Applicant’s 

Supplemental Submission, provided the updated conditions are incorporated into the 

Commission’s decision based upon a review of the entire record of the proceeding. (Ex. 

169.) 

As noted above in footnote 9, Concerned Neighbors also requested that OP provide a supplement to its report 

specifically addressing the impacts of proposed Buildings 11 and 12 on neighboring properties. OP never provided 

the supplement as acknowledged by Concerned Neighbors in its responses at Exhibits 157 and 168 of the case 

record. It was an oversight on the Commission’s part not to follow up again on this request, and the Commission 

believes it was an innocent oversight on OP’s part not to provide the supplement. However, the Commission does 

not believe Concerned Neighbors was at a disadvantage in this proceeding because of this oversight. Quite the 

contrary, Concerned Neighbors was a party in this proceeding and was afforded all party rights in this proceeding. 

Further, OP’s report at Exhibit 56 of the case record addressed the proposed setbacks for all buildings proposed 

on East Campus, including Buildings 11 and 12, and found the proposed setbacks sufficient to mitigate 

objectionable impacts on neighboring properties. 
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Public Meeting of July 8, 2021 
456. 

457. 

458. 

459. 

460. 

The Commission held a public meeting on the Application pursuant to notice and convened 
via Videoconference at 4:00 p.m. on July 8, 2021. (Tr. from July 8, 2021 meeting at p. 1.) 

The Commission considered a motion filed by NLC (Ex. 170) seeking to delay final action 
on this case given new information about a “cooperative venture” between AU and Wesley 
Theological Seminary (WTS) that would possibly house AU students at a new WTS 
dormitory building. The Commission determined that the issue was not directly relevant to 
the 2021 Campus Plan application presently before the Commission and would be properly 
addressed in a separate campus plan application to be submitted by WTS. Therefore, the 
Commission denied NLC’s motion to delay final action. (Tr. from July 8, 2021 meeting at 
pp. 32-37.) 

The Commission expressed approval of the agreement reached between the Applicant and 
Herzstein/Gerson regarding the proposed conditions relating to use of Jacobs Field and the 
construction of the acoustic sound barrier. (Tr. from July 8, 2021 meeting at pp. 38-42.) 

The Commission determined that an overall student enrollment cap combined with on- 
campus housing requirements and other mitigation efforts provided in the 2021 Campus 
Plan sufficiently addressed any objectionable impacts on neighboring properties due to the 
number of students without necessitating a further sub-cap on undergraduate student 
enrollment. (Tr. from July 8, 2021 meeting at pp. 42-44.) 

With regards to the Applicant’s proposed condition concerning flexibility for certain 
“minor renovations” required to meet code requirements and improve accessibility, the 
Commission disapproved of the portion of the Applicant’s proposed language which 
allows “minor renovations” to include increases in gross floor area of up to 5,000 square 
feet. The Commission also stated that flexibility for “minor renovations” should not allow 
the Applicant to change an approved use for a building. Based on the Commission’s 
comments, the following language was read into the record as a substitute for the 
Applicant’s proposed language regarding its requested flexibility to process certain “minor 
renovations” as modifications of consequence: 

“The University shall be permitted to repair, renovate, remodel, or 
structurally alter the facilities identified in its 2021 Campus Plan, as well as 
construct modest increases in gross floor area that are required to meet code 
requirements and improve accessibility as a modification of consequence 
and without further processing approval, provided that the University shall 
not be permitted to use this process to change the use of a facility as 
approved by the 2021 Campus Plan, and the Commission shall retain its 
ability pursuant to Subtitle Z § 703.17, to determine whether the proposed 
repairs, renovations, alterations, or other construction activities properly 
qualify as a modification of consequence, pursuant to Subtitle Z § 703, or 
whether a modification of significance or further processing application is 
required.” 

(Tr. from July 8, 2021 meeting at pp. 44-49, 63-64.) 
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461. The Commission discussed the Applicant’s proposed TDM measures (Ex. 99.) and 

determined they were adequate when considering traffic patterns across campus and the 

surrounding neighborhood holistically. The Commission noted that the Applicant's TDM 

measures have the support of DDOT, which “is the voice of authority for the District of 

Columbia.” (Tr. from July 8, 2021 meeting at pp. 49-55.) 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

  

The Commission finds that the Application meets the applicable campus plan requirements 

of the Zoning Regulations, based on the Applicant’s Statement and the additional 

supplemental documents the Applicant submitted to the case record, in particular Exhibit 

145, to reflect the development proposed on the various sites in the overall 2021 Campus 

Plan. As noted, pursuant to Subtitle X § 101.16, the Commission finds the process of 

reviewing 10-year campus plans and further processing applications separately effective 

and recognizes that the purpose of further processing is to provide for a detailed review of 

the specific objectionable impacts associated with any buildings proposed in the overall 

plan. Therefore, the approval of the 2021 Campus Plan is not effectively an approval of 

any future further processing; any future further processing will be separately considered 

by the Commission. The Commission concludes that the information provided in the case 

record and during testimony at the public hearings is sufficient for the Commission to find 

that the objectionable impacts associated with the 2021 Campus Plan are capable of being 

mitigated. Therefore, the Commission concludes that the Applicant has met the burden of 

proof for approval of the 2021 Campus Plan. 

As directed by Subtitle X §§ 100 and 900, the Commission required the Applicant to 

satisfy the burden of proving the elements of Subtitle X §§ 101, 102, and 901, which are 

necessary to establish the case for a special exception for a college or university in the 

R-1-B, RA-1, RA-2, MU-3A, and MU-4 zones. 

The Commission’s discretion in granting a special exception is “limited to a determination 

whether the exception sought meets the requirements of the regulation.” (Glenbrook Road 

Ass nv. District of Columbia Bd. of Zoning Adjustment, 605 A.2d 22,30 (D.C. 1992).) The 

Applicant has the burden of showing, in this case, that its proposal meets the requirements 

enumerated in Subtitle X § 101 as well as satisfying the general standard for special 

exception approval set forth in Subtitle X § 901. Once the Applicant makes the requisite 

showing, the Commission “ordinarily must grant [its] application.” (1d. (quoting Stewart 

v. District of Columbia Bd. of Zoning Adjustment, 305 A.2d 516, 518 (D.C. 1973)).) 

The Commission uses the following standard to determine whether objectionable impacts 

are present: 

“The appropriate test to employ, we have said, is “whether the proposed use 

would significantly increase objectionable qualities over their current levels 

in the area.’ In approving a campus plan and its implementation, the 

Commission may impose reasonable restrictions to minimize any adverse 

impacts on the neighborhood, having ‘due regard for the [u]niversity’s 
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needs and prerogatives’. Ultimately, the Commission’s task is to achieve a 
‘reasonable accommodation . . . between the University and the neighbors’ 
— an accommodation that does not substantially ‘interfere with the 
legitimate interests of the latter.”” Spring Valley-Wesley Heights Citizens 
Ass'n v. District of Columbia Zoning Commission, 88 A.3d 697, 705 (D.C. 
2013) (citing Glenbrook Road Ass'n v. District of Columbia Bd. of Zoning 
Adjustment, 605 A.2d 22 (D.C. 1992)) and Spring Valley-Wesley Heights 
Citizens Ass'n v. District of Columbia Zoning Commission, 856 A.2d 1174 
(D.C. 2004). 

Based on the Findings of Fact and the record before the Commission, the Commission 
concludes that the Applicant has satisfied all standards set forth in Subtitle X §§ 101 and 
102, as well as the general standard for granting a special exception in Subtitle X § 901; 
that the requested relief can be granted as being in harmony with the general purpose 
and intent of the Zoning Regulations and Zoning Map; and that the requested relief will 
not tend to adversely affect the use of neighboring property. 

Based on the Findings of Fact and the record before the Commission, the Commission 
concludes that the Applicant has satisfied the burden of proving that the university use, as 
described in the 2021 Campus Plan and subject to the Conditions of Approval adopted in 
this Order, will satisfy the applicable requirements of a university use and is not likely to 
become objectionable to neighboring property because of noise, traffic, parking, number 
of students, or other objectionable conditions. 

ISSUES RELATED TO NOISE 
7+ Based on the Findings of Fact and Conditions of Approval adopted in this Order, the 

Commission concludes that the 2021 Campus Plan is not likely to create objectionable 
conditions due to noise. The Commission notes the concems raised by NLC, SVWHCA, 
WPHC, and Concerned Neighbors regarding the adequacy of the 2021 Campus Plan’s 
current and proposed buffering/landscaping to mitigate objectionable impacts. However, 
the Commission finds that through the use of significant setbacks, buffers, design 
considerations, and student conduct policies, any potential objectionable impacts on 
neighboring residential properties related to noise caused by existing and proposed uses by 
the University are capable of being effectively mitigated. The Commission encourages the 
Applicant to continue to actively monitor and enhance, as needed, the existing landscaped 
buffers on Campus so that there continues to be adequate coverage for neighboring 
residential areas. The Commission concludes that the student/campus life uses and the 
academic and administrative uses within the Campus boundaries have been located to 
minimize possible noise impacts. Finally, the Commission notes that a separate further 
processing application must be approved by this Commission before development of any 
building proposed on a building site in the 2021 Campus Plan; therefore, specific concerns 
regarding noise impacts associated with every proposed building will be addressed and 
mitigated with conditions of approval at the time of further processing. 

In regard to the noise impacts associated with the University’s use of Jacobs Field for 
intercollegiate sports, for AU-related events, and for Special Events, the Commission finds 
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the Applicant’s arguments regarding the appropriateness of such use to be persuasive. The 

Commission agrees with its previous analysis of this issue in Z.C. Order No. 11-07G, that 

use of Jacobs Field for intercollegiate sports, for AU-related events, and for Special Events 

should continue to be permitted, in accordance with the Conditions of Approval noted 

below. 

The Commission recognizes the concerns that have been raised by Herzstein/Gerson 

regarding the noise impacts on their property from the use of Jacobs Field. The 

Commission notes that AU and Herzstein/Gerson have worked together to develop a set of 

final conditions related to the use of Jacobs Field prior to and following the construction 

of the sound barrier wall, which have been adopted in this Order as Conditions of Approval. 

The Commission also notes that AU has taken actions to mitigate amplified noise impacts 

and it will continue to do so in the “pre-wall” period (the period before the acoustic sound 

barrier is approved and constructed). The Commission concludes that the adoption of the 

Conditions of Approval in this Order related to the use of Jacobs Field accommodate the 

needs of Herzstein/Gerson and the needs of AU. However, the Commission also notes 

Herzstein/Gerson’s numerous assertions that AU has historically failed to comply with the 

conditions related to the use of Jacobs Field and strongly encourages AU to work with 

Herzstein/Gerson to adhere to the Conditions of Approval in this Order. 

ISSUES RELATED TO TRAFFIC AND PARKING 

  

10. The Commission concludes that approval of the 2021 Campus Plan is not likely to create 

objectionable conditions related to traffic. The application was supported by a CTR that 

was prepared by the Applicant’s transportation engineering experts using a methodology 

that was reviewed and approved by DDOT. The CTR itself is supported by DDOT. The 

CTR includes 11 recommendations that will continue to enable AU to effectively minimize 

its traffic and parking impacts and support the transportation network surrounding the 

University. The Commission agrees with the CTR’s conclusion that the 2021 Campus Plan 

is not likely to have an objectionable impact on the surrounding transportation network and 

neighboring properties because of the University’s continued implementation of its 

Transportation Demand Management program coupled with the Conditions of Approval in 

this Order related to transportation and parking. The Commission notes the Party 

Opponents have claimed that the CTR is not reliable because its findings were incomplete 

and used questionable data, but the Commission finds those claims to be unpersuasive and 

unsubstantiated. The Commission also specifically notes SVWHCA’s assertion that an 

increase in traffic during peak hours from the University’s 2011 CTR to its 2021 CTR 

evidences the need for more aggressive TDM measures from the University. The 

Commission’s determination that the University’s TDM program is adequate in addressing 

traffic impacts is based on the adequacy of the TDM program to address current traffic 

attributable to the University. Contrary to SVWHCAs assertion, the Commission does not 

believe evidence that traffic attributable to the University has increased over a ten-year 

period means the University’s TDM is not aggressive enough to address traffic impacts. 

Moreover, a CTR is an evaluation of current and future transportation operations and does 

not require a comparison between past and current transportation data. Finally, the 

Commission notes NLC’s assertions that the University’s TDM program may be 

inadequate because of the poor level of service rating at many intersections surrounding 
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11. 

12. 

Campus, notably Ward Circle. However, the Commission was persuaded by DDOT’s 
testimony that the University’s impacts do not result in an unacceptable level of service 
rating at any intersection that would require mitigation. Further, the Commission does not 
find a low level of service rating at certain intersections, such as Ward Circle, to be 
determinative in the overall effectiveness of the University’s TDM program. 

The Commission concludes that the approval of the 2021 Campus Plan is not likely to 
create objectionable conditions related to the parking of University-affiliated vehicles on- 
or off-campus. The Commission finds the information that AU provided regarding its peak 
parking demand indicative of the fact that the University is effectively managing its parking 
supply to accommodate demand. The Commission also finds persuasive the University’s 
commitment to maintaining, enhancing, and enforcing the Good Neighbor Parking Policy, 
which effectively deters AU-related parking on neighborhood streets. 

The Commission supports the University’s proposal for a maximum of 3,000 parking 
spaces provided for AU-related uses in properties that are included in the 2021 Campus 
Plan. The Commission notes that SVWHCA requested the University be required to 
maintain a minimum number of parking spaces in the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission 
agrees with the Applicant and DDOT that the 3,000 parking space cap, when combined 
with the University’s continued efforts to survey parking utilization, encourage alternative 
means of transportation, and enforce its Good Neighbor Parking Policy, will allow the 
University to effectively and flexibly manage vehicle trips and parking utilization over the 
term of the 2021 Campus Plan without necessitating any minimum number of parking 
spaces. 

ISSUES RELATED TO NUMBER OF STUDENTS 
13. 

14. 

The Commission concludes that the Applicant’s proposed student enrollment maximums 
are not likely to create objectionable conditions. The Commission notes that the adoption 
of the 2016 Zoning Regulations has resulted in additional University facilities and reported 
students being included in the 2021 Campus Plan than were previously included under the 
prior regulations. The Commission agrees with the Applicant’s analysis that the enrollment 
cap proposed for the 2021 Campus Plan of 14,380 students is appropriate. The Commission 
finds that this relatively small increase in the student population over the next 10 years, 
continued enforcement of a substantial undergraduate housing requirement, and the robust 
student conduct policies discussed in this Order are all effective measures to assure that the 
number of students does not create objectionable conditions on neighboring properties 
while balancing the University’s needs to adapt to the rapidly evolving dynamics in higher 
education. 

The Commission finds the continuation of the requirement that the University maintain a 
supply of on-campus housing sufficient to make housing available for 100% of its full-time 
freshman and sophomore students and for 67% of all full-time undergraduates to be an 
important component of the 2021 Campus Plan application that mitigates impacts based on 
the number of students. The Commission also concludes that allowing the housing 
provided by the University through a master lease that is subject to AU residence hall 
regulations for up to 200 beds at The Frequency Apartments at 4000 Brandywine Street 
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15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

NW to be considered “on campus” housing for the purpose of calculating the housing 

percentages noted above is appropriate and is supported by OP, the Partnership, ANC 3D, 

and ANC 3E. The Commission finds the concerns of the Party Opponents regarding the 

use of master leased beds to be unpersuasive, as the students who reside in The Frequency 

Apartments will be subject to the same residence hall regulations applicable to those 

students who reside in a residence hall on the Main Campus. 

The Commission also notes that the Applicant has agreed to a condition (Condition No. 17 

of this Order) that new student housing projects approved through the term of this 2021 

Campus Plan shall not result in the addition of more than 500 beds of on-campus housing 

to the University’s existing housing inventory, unless the 200 master leased beds at The 

Frequency Apartments are no longer available or are not considered “on campus” housing 

for the purpose of calculating AU’s undergraduate student housing requirement. The 

Commission acknowledges that some of the Party Opponents argued against the amount 

of housing that could ultimately be constructed on the Campus and finds Condition No. 17 

of this Order to be responsive to those concerns. 

The Commission notes that a number of the Party Opponents (including SVWHCA, NLC, 

WPHC, and Concerned Neighbors) requested a separate undergraduate enrollment cap. 

The Commission agrees with the positions of the Applicant, the AU Neighborhood 

Partnership, ANC 3D, and ANC 3E that a separate undergraduate enrollment cap is not 

necessary to effectively control the impacts of students on surrounding neighborhoods as 

long as AU establishes and maintains enhanced policies aimed at handling any 

objectionable impacts of its proposed buildings and any off-campus effects on the 

neighborhood. The Commission agrees with ANC 3D that the 67% undergraduate housing 

requirement along with the enhanced mitigation programs are an appropriate way to 

directly mitigate any impacts related to the number of students rather than a specific and 

inflexible undergraduate enrollment cap. The Commission notes that OP did not request 

that AU be subject to an undergraduate enrollment cap and specifically recommended that 

flexibility be given to the University to determine the mix of undergraduate and graduate 

students. 

The Commission also notes that SVWHCA raised concems that the Applicant did not 

provide enrollment projections in the 2021 Campus Plan application materials. The 

Commission does not find it necessary for the Applicant to submit this information in order 

for the Commission to determine that the number of students are not likely to create 

objectionable impacts. The Commission agrees with the analysis of this issue that was 

presented by the Applicant, the AU Neighborhood Partnership, and ANC 3D. In particular, 

the Commission concludes that enrollment projections provided during Campus Plan 

proceedings are non-binding and that projected enrollment numbers provided during 

previous Campus Plan proceedings have not proven to be particularly accurate over the 

ensuing ten-year horizons given the rapid nature of changes in higher education, nor are 

they required by the Zoning Regulations. 

The Commission does not find that the 2021 Campus Plan is likely to create objectionable 

conditions related to student behavior. The Commission notes the significant steps that the 
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19, 

University has taken to inform students of their rights and responsibilities in living off- 
campus. The Commission understands that the University, in consultation with the AU 
Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group, will implement an 
improved off-campus living orientation program. Following the training, students must 
affirmatively acknowledge that they have fulfilled the training and understand the 
University’s expectations. The Office of Campus Life will track participation and 
compliance with this program, and students not in compliance may be subject to 
adjudication under the Student Conduct Code. The Commission also notes the University’s 
commitment to work closely with the Partnership and ANC 3D to monitor the effectiveness 
of its enhanced program and to seek adjustments as possible improvements become 
apparent. The Commission believes that this enhanced program will mitigate the 
objectionable impacts that have been the subject of complaints from neighbors in the past. 

The Commission similarly concludes that the proposed employee cap of 3,350 employees 
is not likely to create objectionable conditions on the use of neighboring property. The 
Commission notes that this new cap reflects no change from the employee cap established 
in the 2011 Campus Plan, when adjusted to count employees who work at the properties 
that will be included in the 2021 Campus Plan pursuant to the 2016 Zoning Regulations. 

ISSUES RELATED TO OTHER OBJECTIONABLE IMPACTS 

  

20. 

21. 

In regard to the new development proposed in the 2021 Campus Plan, the Commission 
concludes that all of the projects are appropriate for further processing applications. The 
Commission notes that during the further processing applications for all of the proposed 
sites (but in particular the proposed development of Sites 2, 3, 4, 11, 12, and 15) the 
Applicant will be required to demonstrate that the proposed development will comply with 
the special exception criteria that no objectionable conditions are likely to occur as a result 
of the development of each specific building, as designed within the general parameters 
approved by the Commission in this Order. The Commission recognizes the concerns 
raised by the Party Opponents regarding the potential impacts that some of the development 
sites could potentially have on their properties, including specific impacts on lighting, air, 
noise, loading, and vehicle circulation. The Commission believes that those concerns will 
be more appropriately addressed during the further processing application for each of those 
development sites, when the specific attributes of those buildings will be presented to the 
Commission and to the community. 

The Commission notes the support that the AU Neighborhood Partnership received from 
ANC 3D and from ANC 3E. The Commission also notes the role that the CLC played in 
the review of the 2021 Campus Plan. The Commission finds that the Applicant’s proposal 
to continue to work with both the Partnership and the CLC, as noted in Condition Nos. 3 
and 4 of this Order, to be appropriate. The Commission encourages the CLC to continue 
fostering conversations between the University and the neighborhoods surrounding AU’s 
Campus so that community concerns can be raised and the University’s compliance with 
the 2021 Campus Plan can be effectively monitored. The Partnership should also carry on 
its function of reporting campus-related issues to the public and developing solutions based 
on information gathered from the community and the CLC. While the Commission 
acknowledges the concerns that were raised by some of the Party Opponents regarding the 
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impact that the operations of the Partnership had on the CLC, the Commission will not 

state its preference for any particular community input process as long as the CLC and the 

Partnership are capable of identifying objectionable impacts so that they can be properly 

addressed or mitigated, which has been accomplished in this case. 

Based on the Findings of Fact and evidence in the record, the Commission concurs with 

the Applicant and OP that approval of the 2021 Campus Plan, as subject to the Conditions 

of Approval adopted in this Order, is not inconsistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The 

Main Campus and the Tenley Campus are both located in the Institutional Land Use 

Category on the Future Land Use Map. As noted in the Applicant’s Statement and the OP 

report, the 2021 Campus Plan furthers many policies of the Comprehensive Plan, including 

the Citywide Elements and Rock Creek West Area Elements, without threatening the 

character of the residential neighborhoods. The Commission notes OP’s proposed 

requirement that in all further processing applications in which additional retail uses are 

provided, the University must provide an analysis of the existing campus retail uses and 

the necessity for additional retail uses as part of its further processing application for such 

building. The Commission agrees with this requirement and has included it in Condition 

No. 8 of this Order below. The Commission believes that this Condition will help protect 

the character of the surrounding residential neighborhoods and adequately addresses the 

concems raised by some Party Opponents, including WPHC, that the location of retail uses 

in the 2021 Campus Plan could generate objectionable impacts on the surrounding 

neighborhood. 

Special Exception Approval for University Use in Low-Density Mixed Use Zones 

23. Subtitle X § 102.1 requires that any property located in a low-density mixed use zone 

(which includes the MU-3 and MU-4 zones) used by a university or college for academic 

and administrative uses shall be permitted as a special exception, subject to review and 

approval by the Commission. The Applicant is requesting that its continued use of the 

properties located at 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. (located in the MU-3A zone), 4801 

Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. (located in the MU-4 zone), and 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, 

N.W. (located in the MU-4 zone) be reviewed and approved as part of the 2021 Campus 

Plan. Based on the Findings of Fact and evidence in the record, the Commission concludes 

that the Applicant has satisfied the burden of proving that the university use in these 

properties, as described in the 2021 Campus Plan and subject to the Conditions of Approval 

adopted in this Order, will satisfy the special exception requirements. The Commission 

agrees that by expanding the scope of the 2021 Campus Plan to include these properties, 

the 2021 Campus Plan provides a more comprehensive understanding of the University’s 

activities in the University buildings near the Main and Tenley Campuses and the student 

and employee populations that work and study at the locations and their impacts on the 

surrounding properties. 

“Great Weight” to the Recommendations of OP 

24. Pursuant to § 13(d) of the Office of Zoning Independence Act of 1990, effective September 

20, 1990 (D.C. Law 8-163; D.C. Official Code § 6-623.04 (2001)) and Subtitle Z § 405.8, 

the Commission must give “great weight” to the recommendations of OP. (Metropole 

Condo. Ass'n v. D.C. Bd. of Zoning Adjustment, 141 A.3d 1079, 1086 (D.C. 2016).) 
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25. OP submitted a written report recommending approval of the 2021 Campus Plan (Ex. 56.), 
subject to certain conditions all of which the Applicant has fully addressed. The 
Commission finds persuasive OP’s recommendation that the Commission approve the 
Application and therefore concurs in that judgment. 

“Great Weight” to the Written Reports of ANCs 3D and 3E 
26. 

27. 

28. 

Pursuant to § 13(d) of the Advisory Neighborhood Commissions Act of 1975, effective 
March 26, 1976 (D.C. Law 1-21; D.C. Official Code § 1-309.10(d)) and Subtitle Z § 406.2, 
the Commission must give “great weight” to the issues and concerns raised in the written 
report of the affected ANC. To satisfy this great weight requirement, the Commission must 
articulate with particularity and precision the reasons why an affected ANC does or does 
not offer persuasive advice under the circumstances. (Metropole Condo. Ass’nv. D.C. Bd. 
of Zoning Adjustment, 141 A.3d 1079, 1087 (D.C. 2016).) The District of Columbia Court 
of Appeals has interpreted the phrase “issues and concerns” to “encompass only legally 
relevant issues and concerns.” (Wheeler v. District of Columbia Board of Zoning 
Adjustment, 395 A.2d 85, 91 n.10 (D.C. 1978).) 

ANC 3D submitted a written report recommending approval of the 2021 Campus Plan. 
(Ex. 10.) ANC 3D subsequently filed and additional written report approving the testimony 
of Commissioner Chuck Elkins at the March 29, 2021 public hearing. (Ex. 118A1.) The 
Commission finds persuasive ANC 3D’s recommendation that the Commission approve 
the Application and therefore concurs in that judgment. 

ANC 3E submitted a written report recommending approval of the 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 
6.) The Commission finds persuasive ANC 3E’s recommendation that the Commission 
approve the Application and therefore concurs in that judgment. 

DECISION 

In consideration of the record and the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law herein, the Zoning 
Commission concludes that the Applicant has satisfied its burden of proof and therefore 
APPROVES the campus plan application, subject to the following guidelines, conditions, and 
standards: 

Term and Scope 
1. The 2021 Campus Plan will be approved for a term of 10 years beginning with the effective 

date of this Order as indicated below. 

The approved 2021 Campus Plan boundary shall include the Main Campus (including the 
area known as East Campus), the Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, NW, 
4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. as shown in Exhibit 
A of the American University 2021 Campus Plan. (Ex. 3A.) For the purposes of these 
conditions, all references to “on campus” include Main Campus, Tenley Campus, 4801 
Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, NW. and 3201 New Mexico 
Avenue, NW. 
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Community Engagement 

3. The University shall continue to work with community representatives to maintain the 

Community Liaison Committee created in the 2001 Campus Plan, with the enhancements 

to the composition, structure, purpose, and leadership proposed by the University for the 

2011 Campus Plan, for the purpose of fostering consistent communication between the 

University and the surrounding neighborhoods, discussing issues of mutual interest, and 

proposing solutions to problems that exist or arise in implementing the approved Campus 

Plan. It is recommended that the Community Liaison Committee be composed of an equal 

number of representatives of the University and the community and meet as necessary, but 

at least quarterly; separate meetings may be held to discuss matters of particular interest to 

the Main Campus or Tenley Campus or other campus locations, if desired. Upon request, 

the University shall provide timely data relevant to Campus Plan issues to the Community 

Liaison Committee, provided that the data is not confidential or overly burdensome to 

produce. 

The University shall continue to work with the American University Neighborhood 

Partnership, a joint forum between AU and leaders in the communities surrounding the 

University that is focused on improving University and neighborhood relations through 

discussion, information sharing, and problem-solving. The Partnership shall be co-chaired 

by a member of the University’s senior leadership and a neighbor leader who shall both 

serve on the Partnership Steering Committee. The Steering Committee is comprised of 

University administrators and representatives of community organizations and ANCs who 

were signatories to the March 18, 2018 letter submitted to and recognized by the 

Commission expressing the intent and vision of the Partnership (specifically Fort Gaines 

Citizens Association, Spring Valley Neighborhood Association, Ward 3 Vision, Westover 

Place Homes Corporation, ANC 3D, and ANC 3E). The Partnership is supported by 

working groups that meet regularly to address key issues of shared concern (i.e., Facilities 

Planning, Student Life and Safety, Transportation and Parking, Engagement and 

Communications, and Data and Metrics). Each working group has a community and 

University co-chair, and members include neighborhood residents, AU administrators, 

staff, faculty, students, and consultants. 

Student Enrollment and Employee Population 

5. 

6. 

Student enrollment (headcount) shall not exceed 14,380, including every University 

student on campus including full-time, part-time, foreign, certificate/non-degree, single 

course, night programs, and executive program students. The number of students enrolled 

in courses at the Tenley Campus (including but not limited to Washington College of Law 

students) shall not exceed 2,000 students. Enrollment shall be determined annually on a 

headcount basis and shall be reported to the CLC and AU Neighborhood Partnership. 

The number of University employees shall not exceed 3,350 employees. 

Development Plan and Campus Character 

7. Campus facilities may, from time to time, be used for conferences; however, any purpose- 

built conference facility proposed to be constructed by the University on campus shall 
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11. 

require amendment of the Campus Plan and specific approval of the conference-facility 
use through the special exception process. 

Following review with the Partnership Facilities Planning Working Group and discussion 
with members of the community, the University shall submit to the Commission for further 
processing review each individual request to construct a building or structure described in 
the 2021 Campus Plan. Along with each request, the University shall submit information 
as to how this building or structure complies with the 2021 Campus Plan and addresses 
project impact, particularly buffering, setbacks, visual impacts, and traffic, as applicable. 
With respect to any proposed building on the Main Campus (including East Campus) that 
includes additional retail uses, the University shall provide an analysis of the existing 
campus retail uses and the necessity for additional retail uses as part of its further 
processing application for such building. 

At the time the University files a permit application with the Department of Consumer and 
Regulatory Affairs for ground clearance, excavation, or other major construction that 
would implicate remedial work performed at or around the campus by the Army Corps of 
Engineers, the University shall provide notification to the D.C. Department of Energy and 
the Environment (DOEE) or other appropriate agency, the Army Corps of Engineers 
(Baltimore Office), and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3, that the 
University intends to undertake such activities. 

No special exception application filed by the University for further processing under this 
Campus Plan may be granted unless the University proves that it has consistently remained 
in substantial compliance with the conditions set forth in this Order. Any violation of a 
condition of this Order shall be grounds for the denial or revocation of any building permit 
or certificate of occupancy applied by, or issued to, the University for any University 
building or use approved under this Campus Plan, and may result in the imposition of fines 
and penalties pursuant to the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Civil 
Infractions Act of 1985, D.C. Official Code §§ 2-1801.01 to 2-1803.03 (2001). 

Within the 10-year term of this 2021 Campus Plan, the University shall undertake the 
following actions in support of the preservation of historic campus resources: 

(a) Research and document the University’s original campus plan. AU is one of several 
District universities, along with Catholic, Trinity, and Gallaudet, that benefited 
from campus planning by the pre-eminent Olmsted landscape architecture firm. 
This effort should include exploration of the archives available to the public at the 
Frederick Law Olmsted National Historic Site in Brookline, Massachusetts 
(according to the Master List of Design Projects of the Olmsted Firm, 1857-1979, 
there are 23 plans for the campus and correspondence dating from 1891 to 1897 in 
that archive); 

(b) Maintain and expand online historical information in the University’s archives. The 
University’s substantial online public information resource, American University 
Digital Research Archive (AUDRA), provides informative historical and visual and 

Z.C. ORDER NO. 20-31 

Z.C. CASE NO. 20-31 

PAGE 100



  

12. 

(c) 

(d) 

historical documentation of the University’s history, easily accessible to students 

and researchers; 

Complete a comprehensive survey, documentation, and evaluation of Main 

Campus buildings, structures, and landscape features. This survey should be 

conducted in coordination with the Historic Preservation Office and should include 

research and evaluation overseen by qualified historic preservation professionals 

using the nationwide federal historic preservation standards issued by the 

Department of the Interior. Such a survey could also provide academic 

opportunities for students in the University’s public history program. Results of the 

survey should be made available to the public; and 

Adopt and implement a schedule for nominating eligible historic resources to the 

D.C. Inventory of Historic Sites and National Register of Historic Places. The 

University should use the findings of the campus survey to nominate the eligible 

properties on the Main Campus for historic designation. This should occur before 

any proposed development affects such features and, in any case, within the 10- 

year period of the 2021 Campus Plan. 

The University shall be permitted to repair, renovate, remodel, or structurally alter the 

facilities identified in its 2021 Campus Plan, as well as construct modest increases in gross 

floor area that are required to meet code requirements and improve accessibility as a 

modification of consequence and without further processing approval, provided that the 

University shall not be permitted to use this process to change the use of a facility as 

approved by the 2021 Campus Plan, and the Commission shall retain its ability pursuant to 

Subtitle Z § 703.17, to determine whether the proposed repairs, renovations, alterations, or 

other construction activities properly qualify as a modification of consequence, pursuant 

to Subtitle Z § 703, or whether a modification of significance or further processing 

application is required. 

Student Housing and On-Campus Life 

The University shall maintain a supply of on-campus housing sufficient to make housing 

available for 100% of its full-time freshman and sophomore students and for 67% of all 

full-time undergraduates. Housing provided by the University through a master lease that 

is subject to AU residence hall regulations for up to 200 beds at The Frequency Apartments 

at 4000 Brandywine Street, N.W. may be considered “on campus” housing for the purpose 

of calculating the housing percentages noted above through the term of this Campus Plan. 

The University will also be able to continue to use 330 on-campus triples in the calculation 

of the number of beds that is required to make available to full-time undergraduate students 

through the term of this 2021 Campus Plan. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

No additional or expanded master leases to house students off campus shall be allowed for 

the life of the 2021 Campus Plan. 

All residence halls may be occupied by all levels of undergraduate and graduate students 

with the exception of Cassell Hall, Nebraska Hall, and all East Campus residence halls, 
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16. 

17. 

which may only be occupied by sophomores, juniors, seniors, or graduate students. The 
University shall continue to enforce its residence hall regulations in all University-provided 
housing. 

The area of the Main Campus identified as East Campus (bounded by New Mexico 
Avenue, N.W.; Nebraska Avenue, N.W.; Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., and Westover 
Place) shall contain a maximum of 590 beds for undergraduate students. 

New student housing projects approved through the term of the 2021 Campus Plan shall 
not result in the addition of more than 500 beds of on-campus housing to the University’s 
existing housing inventory, unless the 200 master leased beds described in Condition No. 
13 are no longer available or are otherwise not considered “on campus” housing for the 
purpose of calculating the undergraduate student housing requirement, in which case new 
student housing projects approved through the term of the 2021 Campus Plan shall not 
result in the addition of more than 700 beds of on-campus housing. 

Jacobs Field 

18. 

19. 

With respect to the William I. Jacobs Recreational Complex (hereinafter “Jacobs Field”), 
Condition Nos. 18-42 shall govern until such time as the Commission modifies Condition 
Nos. 18-42 of this Order relating to Jacobs Field after the University (a) constructs an 
acoustical sound barrier wall pursuant to a further processing application to be filed in 
accordance with the conditions in this Order, (b) evaluates the actual sound mitigation 
benefits of the constructed barrier with respect to noise at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., and 
(c) provides notice to the owners of the property at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. Any such 
application for modification shall be submitted to the Commission with specific 
information about the relief sought and the University’s support therefore. 

The University shall design an acoustical sound barrier wall within six months after 
issuance of this Order of approximately 15 feet in height and approximately 360 feet in 
length for installation at or near the current fence line between Jacobs Field and 4710 
Woodway Lane, N.W. The wall must be designed and approved by acoustic engineers 
based upon scientific standards and modeling to reduce current sound levels at 4710 
Woodway Lane, N.W., in consultation with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and 
their acoustic engineers. The consultation process shall include the following: 

(a) The sound engineers for the University will consult with the sound engineers for 
the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. in advance regarding the dates, times, 
and methods for gathering the data necessary for designing and evaluating a future 
acoustical sound barrier wall near Jacobs Field, including the methods and 
standards for determining the likely and/or desired effectiveness of an acoustical 
sound barrier wall to mitigate objectionable noise at different locations of the 4710 
Woodway Lane, N.W. property, and the contemplated characteristics and 
specifications of the barrier; 

(b) The University shall provide the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and their 
acoustics experts with reasonable access to Jacobs Field for conducting testing and 
evaluation of noise from Jacobs Field; 
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20. 

21. 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

® 

(2) 

The sound engineers for the University will share all sound data that they collect 

and/or analyze relating to Jacobs Field with the sound engineers for the owners of 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., including information regarding the locations where 

such data was collected, the sources of noise, the dates on which the data was 

collected, the events occurring on the field at the time of data collection, typical 

noises that were not occurring at the time of collection, and peak data (not simply 

averaged data); 

The sound engineers for the University will share all of their modelled results, 

analyses, and assumptions in a timely manner with the acoustics engineers for the 

owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. so that views, opinions, and suggestions can 

be discussed and adequately considered before any filings by the University with 

the Commission or DCRA; 

The University will share and disclose all details regarding the proposed design of 

the acoustical sound barrier wall with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.-W., 

including the barrier’s location, height, length, materials, and specifications, and 

shall increase the height and length of 15 feet and 360 feet respectively after 

consultation with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. if the aforementioned 

acoustic studies indicate that such changes are likely to increase the noise 

mitigation benefits of the sound wall to an extent that reasonably justifies said 

increases in height and/or length; 

The University will share plans and drawings of the acoustical sound barrier wall 

with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. at least sixty (60) days before the 

University files for further processing, building permits, or modification of the 

Campus Plan relating to the acoustical sound barrier wall and/or any other changes 

relating to Jacobs Field and conditions associated therewith; and 

The University will disclose in advance all plans and proposals to the owners of 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. regarding the likely impact of the acoustical sound 

barrier wall upon existing trees and shrubs near the location of the future acoustical 

sound barrier wall and contemplated mitigation measures. 

The University shall apply for further processing within six months after issuance of this 

Order and shall file for a building permit for construction of the acoustical sound barrier 

wall within six months after approval by the Commission of the further processing request. 

The Commission expects the University to construct the acoustical sound barrier wall 

expeditiously after issuance of the building permit. 

The University shall not apply for any other further processing requests, except for other 

athletic field requests (such as the construction of the filming tower, Reeves Field 

scoreboard replacement, and field turf replacement) which can be included with the 

acoustical sound barrier wall further processing application, before the acoustical sound 

barrier wall is submitted for further processing. 
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23. 

The University shall minimize damage to mature trees in the area of the future acoustical 
sound barrier wall through placement and design of the wall, and shall restore the 
landscaped buffer, to the extent feasible, after construction of the acoustical sound barrier 
wall. 

The University’s sound engineers shall test the actual mitigating effects of the acoustical 
sound barrier wall after the wall is constructed, and shall submit those results to the 
Commission and the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. before any Commission 
conditions on field usage and noise are modified and before the University undertakes any 
material changes to the design or usage of Jacobs Field that would increase noise to nearby 
residential properties. If the University intends to apply for modification of any conditions 
in this Order relating to Jacobs Field based upon construction of the acoustical sound 
barrier wall or for any other reason, then the University’s acoustic engineers shall develop 
a science-based assessment of the barrier’s actual sound mitigation effects throughout the 
4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. property. The assessment shall evaluate all likely and 
reasonably anticipated sources of noise at Jacobs Field during the remainder of the 2021 
Campus Plan and any other noise mitigation measures that could further reduce 
objectionable noise. Without limitation, the analyses shall address: 

(a) The anticipated noise mitigation benefits of the acoustical sound barrier wall with 
respect to all areas on the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. property and all likely 
sources of noise from Jacobs Field; 

(b) The performance measures or standards adopted by the University to define an 
adequate or successful mitigation outcome; 

(c) The noise impacts of any proposed changes to usage of Jacobs Field, specifying the 
contemplated uses with particularity; 

(d) The noise impacts of any other proposed changes at Jacobs Field that would affect 
the sources of noise or the locations where noises are generated at and near Jacobs 
Field; 

(e) The noise impacts from field usage after construction of the acoustical sound barrier 
wall at different locations on the property at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., including 
outdoor sites throughout the property and elevated locations at the house; 

® Any recommendations to further reduce the adverse impacts of amplified, 
mechanical, and equipment noise (including but not limited to speakers, the shot 
clock, air hon, and maintenance equipment); and 

(2) The University shall share all of its acoustic engineer’s data, methodologies, 
analyses, reports, and assumptions with the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. owners at 
least 60 days before the University applies for any modification. If the 4710 
Woodway Lane, N.W. owners promptly request a mediation regarding the 
contemplated modification or changes relating to Jacobs Field, then the University 
shall participate in mediation with the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. owners before 
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24, 

25. 

applying for any modification. The mediator shall be selected by both parties and 

the University shall pay the mediator’s fees. 

With respect to the sources of amplified noise from Jacobs Field (including but not limited 

to speakers for amplified announcements and amplified music, the shot clock and two air 

horns), the following conditions shall apply: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

® 

(2) 

(b) 

All speakers, the shot clock and the two air horns shall be at ground level; 

All speakers for the sound system shall be positioned so that they face away from 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and direct sound away from that property; 

Air horns and the shot clock shall not face towards 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W.; 

The sound system shall have a built-in limiter to limit the overall signal level to the 

speakers; 

Volume controls on the speakers shall be subject to fixed limits determined jointly 

by the sound engineers for the University and the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, 

N.W. within 90 days after the effective date of this Order at a volume that does not 

produce objectionable noise at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W.; 

The volume of sound from the air horns and short clock will be reduced to less 

objectionable levels; 

Within 90 days after the effective date of this Order, the location for each speaker, 

shot clock and air horn shall be determined jointly by acoustic engineers for the 

University and the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. with the goal of 

distributing sound more evenly so that amplified noise is less obj ectionable at 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W.; and 

The selected locations for the speakers shall be fixed and/or marked at the 

designated locations (so that the speakers, shot clock, and air horns will be situated 

in the proper places by users of Jacobs Field). 

The University shall: 

(2) 

(b) 

Monitor all amplified noise from Jacobs Field in accordance with the specifications 

of 20 DCMR §§ 2901, 2902, and 2903, as amended, including but not limited to 

amplified sound generated before and during intercollegiate games and all special 

events, 

Obtain and record sound readings during all amplified events, including average 

and peak data; and 
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26. 

27 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31 

32. 

(c) Provide the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., the Community Liaison 
Committee (CLC), and the AU Neighborhood Partnership with all such reports and 
data on a quarterly basis. 

Until such time as new conditions are adopted by the Commission, if any, pursuant to an 
application to modify this 2021 Campus Plan following construction of an acoustical sound 
barrier wall near Jacobs Field, the University shall not use amplified sound at more than 
five special events per year, and the University shall not use amplified music prior to any 
NCAA events. 

The University shall not permit particularly objectionable sounds from objects, machines, 
instruments, and devices such as bullhorns, cowbells, other devices that are used by 
spectators, portable sound systems that are unrelated to the University’s official sound 
system at Jacobs Field, musical instruments, and other similarly objectionable sources of 
noise. 

The University shall limit usage of traditional shot clocks and air horns to those required 
by official NCAA and Patriot League rules for intercollegiate varsity matches. Less 
objectionable noises may be used during practices and scrimmages to simulate such 
sounds. 

If the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. or any other neighbor near Jacobs Field 
contends in writing that the University is systematically and/or recurrently violating noise 
restrictions relating to Jacobs Field, including but not limited to any applicable noise 
ordinances and/or any conditions in this Order, then the University shall promptly 
investigate the allegations and provide a written report to the complaining neighbor, the 
CLC, and the AU Neighborhood Partnership with any supporting data, findings, and 
proposed corrective measures. If the complaining neighbor finds the report and any 
proposed corrective measures inadequate or unacceptable, then the University shall 
participate in a mediation at which a senior member of the University’s administration shall 
participate. The mediator shall be selected by both parties and shall be compensated by the 
University. This process shall not be a prerequisite for the filing of any complaints or 
enforcement actions with applicable governmental officials. 

The University will not use Jacobs Field at night or for a third varsity sport. 

Jacobs Field shall not be used on Sunday before 12:00 p.m., after 8:00 p.m. or dusk 
(whichever is earlier) or before 8:00 a.m., except that Jacobs Field may also be used by the 
University’s student-athletes for unamplified practices on days other than Sundays during 
daylight between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 a.m. No amplified noise shall be used on Jacobs Field 
before 8:00 a.m. or after 6:00 p.m. except for the completion of NCAA games with 
afternoon start times that may, on rare occasions, extend after 6:00 p.m. 

The University shall be permitted to use Jacobs Field for “University Events,” defined as 
intercollegiate athletic events involving a University team, University club sports, 
University Greek life sports, University intramural sporting events, University-related 
athletic activities (such as ROTC training and informal University athletics events), 
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33. 

34. 

3, 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

sporting camps sponsored by the University, use by children enrolled in AU’s Child 

Development Center, and athletic events with local public schools. All other uses of Jacobs 

Field shall be considered “special events” (as defined below). 

The University shall maintain key-access gates between Jacobs Field and University 

Avenue. These gates shall be available only to neighbors to enter and exit University 

grounds, and shall not be used by University personnel or students to exit or enter 

University property. 

The University shall not install roads or parking lots in the area between Jacobs Field and 

the property line abutting neighboring properties to the west of Jacobs Field. 

The University shall maintain the existing landscape buffering between Jacobs Field and 

the property line abutting neighboring properties to the west of Jacobs Field, for two years 

after the construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall. 

The University shall maintain the existing fence, which is six or seven feet tall, adjacent to 

neighboring properties to the west of Jacobs Field, except that the fence may be removed 

temporarily during actual construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall and thereafter a 

fence shall be installed that connects to each end of the acoustical sound barrier wall such 

that a single, continuous barrier remains along the western Main Campus boundary. 

In addition to other conditions limiting field usage to certain times of day, the University 

shall not permit use of Jacobs Field before dawn or after dusk, and shall not illuminate 

Jacobs Field for evening or night uses. No night uses shall be permitted at any time. 

The University shall make its athletic schedules publicly available via the University’s 

website, and shall use its best efforts at the beginning of each academic year to publicize 

the schedule of athletic events. For athletic events scheduled less than thirty (30) days 

ahead, the University shall make all reasonable efforts to publicize the athletic events as 

soon as possible. In addition, the University shall provide the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. 

owners with monthly schedules no later than the fifth day of each month accurately 

describing all events that will occur on Jacobs Field during the next calendar month, 

including the date, time, user/event, anticipated duration of the event, and whether 

amplified sound will be used. 

The University shall implement the following measures to limit the noise impacts of 

activity on Jacobs Field on neighboring residential properties: 

(a) Pursuant to playing rules and requirements of specific sports and subject to other 

conditions herein, a game management sound device (such as a sound that makes 

players and referees aware of substitutions, the end of period, etc.) may be used, 

but shall comport with other conditions herein; 

(b) Amplified sound may be used only for intercollegiate games involving the 

University’s athletes and five special events per year not to exceed a total number 

of 40 each year; and 
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40. 

(© The University shall provide owners of neighboring properties the telephone 
numbers for appropriate representatives (e.g., staff of its University Police 
Department or Community Relations or Dean of Students offices) to address 
concerns regarding noise on Jacobs Field. 

To the extent that Jacobs Field is used on occasion for a special event (i.e., not a University 
Event as defined above), such as graduation, homecoming, picnics, receptions, or 
charitable events (such as the Juvenile Diabetes Research Foundation’s annual Real Estate 
Games), or exhibitions, the University shall comply with the following requirements: 

(@) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

Usage of Jacobs Field for Special Events is limited to a total of 12 days per year; 

Special Events may use amplified sound a maximum of five times per year; 

The University shall provide notice of Special Events to residents in the vicinity of 
Jacobs Field, on Woodway Lane, and on University Avenue, as well as to any other 
persons who request notice or whose names are supplied to the University. Notice 
shall be provided in writing or by email as far in advance as possible, but generally 
at least 30 days before an event; 

The University shall use its best efforts to avoid scheduling a Special Event for a 
date on which a neighbor has informed the University in advance that the neighbor 
1s planning a party or other important occasion; and 

The University shall observe the following guidelines relating to Special Events on 
the athletic fields: 

1. Special Events shall be conducted only between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 
8:00 p.m. or dusk (whichever is earlier); 

ii. No amplified noise shall be permitted after 6:00 p.m.; 

111. Amplified sound for Special Events on Jacobs Field shall be permitted only 
with permission from the Office of Student Affairs. All speakers must be at 
ground level and facing away from 4710 Woodway Lane, NW. No 
bullhorns, cowbells, or similar devices shall be permitted; 

1v. No vehicles may park on the western side of Jacobs Field. In no event shall 
service vehicles park next to adjacent residences; 

Vv. If an unauthorized Special Event (an event not scheduled by the University 
or in excess of the annual cap for Special Events) occurs, neighbors may 
contact designated University staff, who shall be reachable during all 
Special Events, and all amplified noise shall be terminated immediately 
without exception or delay; and 
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41. 

Vi. Noise guidelines shall be provided to, and made part of, any arrangement 

between the University and the organization sponsoring the Special Event 

or the department or student group sponsoring the Special Event. 

No special exception application filed by the University for further processing under this 

Campus Plan and no applications for modification of conditions in this Campus Plan with 

respect to Jacobs Field may be granted unless the University proves that it has consistently 

remained in substantial compliance with the conditions set forth in this Order, and 

consistently and substantially complied with all conditions relating to Jacobs Field. Any 

violation of a condition of this Order shall be grounds for the denial or revocation of any 

building permit or certificate of occupancy applied by, or issued to, the University for any 

University building or use approved under this Campus Plan, and may result in the 

imposition of fines and penalties pursuant to the Department of Consumer and Regulatory 

Affairs Civil Infractions Act of 1985, as amended. 

Off-Campus Life and Neighborhood Quality of Life Efforts 

42. The University shall continue to provide a reporting mechanism to address issues and 

concerns raised by members of the community in order to effectively implement and 

enforce the terms of the Student Code of Conduct, which applies to student behavior both 

on and off campus, and shall also implement the enhanced Good Neighbor Guidelines that 

have been developed in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life 

and Safety Working Group to address off-campus conduct by students living in residential 

neighborhoods adjacent to campus. Over the term of the 2021 Campus Plan, the University 

will take a number of proactive steps to address off-campus student behavior, including the 

following: 

(a) To better inform and educate students who choose to live off-campus of their rights 

and responsibilities, the University, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood 

Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group, will implement an improved 

off-campus living orientation program that will include an online training module 

developed in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and 

Safety Working Group that must be completed by students living in the 20016 or 

20008 zip codes. Both online and in-person training sessions will include the 

Pledge to Uphold Community Standards, detailing the responsibilities and 

obligations associated with living off-campus, which will be developed in 

consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety 

Working Group. Following the training, students must affirmatively acknowledge 

that they have fulfilled the training and understand the University’s expectations. 

The Office of Campus Life will track participation and compliance with this 

program, and students not in compliance may be subject to adjudication under the 

Student Conduct Code; 

(b) The University will continue to periodically distribute a letter to students from the 

Office of the Dean of Students that specifically reminds them of the University’s 

expectation that they maintain the condition of their property and manage the 

behavior of their guests. It will also state that the University expects students to 
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(©) 

(d) 

(e) 

know, understand and abide by the Disorderly Conduct Amendment Act of 2010 
and the District of Columbia Noise Control Act of 1977, both of which address 
noise disturbances. Students will also be informed of the details of both ordinances 
during the orientation programs; 

To remain engaged with the broader residential community, the University will 
continue its practice of making annual or more frequent visits to major apartment 
complexes and condominium communities where students live; 

The University’s Office of Community Relations will create, in consultation with 
the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group, a 
neighbor education tool that informs residents of the University’s strategies for 
student training and includes resources and directions on how to contact the 
University and/or file a complaint in the event of an undesirable incident; and 

The University will create and distribute, in consultation with the AU 
Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group, an AU Eagle 
Living Guide that will include good neighbor tips, resources, and a copy of the 
Pledge fo Uphold Community Standards. 

Transportation and Parking 
43. The University shall continue to implement the following TDM measures to minimize any 

adverse impacts of University-affiliated traffic and parking: 

(a) 

(b) 

(©) 

(d) 

TDM Coordinator: AU will maintain the TDM Coordinator position as the 
primary AU staff lead for managing the AU TDM program and ensuring that all 
DDOT reporting requirements linked to parking and TDM are met; 

AU Shuttle: The university will continue to operate its shuttle routes between the 
Main Campus and the Tenleytown-AU Metro station, Tenley Campus, and the 
Spring Valley Building. Ridership of the well-utilized shuttle program exceeded 
1.2 million in calendar 2018 (prior to the operational impacts associated with 
COVID-19); 

AU/WMATA U*PASS Program: The U*PASS program allows for unlimited 
student rides on all MetroRail and MetroBus routes throughout the region, 
significantly reducing the number of vehicle trips to campus by students. AU will 
maintain this program to the extent it continues to be made available by WMATA; 

Virtual Self-Park: As campus parking demand returns to pre-COVID levels, AU 
will pursue opportunities to increase the availability and appeal of Virtual Self-Park 
for all AU campus commuters. Today, this option is attractive for employees with 
infrequent campus commutes. To realize more of the TDM potential of this pricing 
approach, the TDM Coordinator will work to phase out the university’s monthly 
parking permit program for employees and transition to an expanded Virtual Self- 
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(e) 

4) 

(2) 

(h) 

(® 

@ 

Park application for all AU affiliates. In addition, AU will explore opportunities to 

provide Virtual Self-Park options to neighbors and guests; 

Building Upon Telework Gains: The majority of AU employees have been 

working remotely for the past several months as a result of operational impacts 

brought about by COVID-19. While this situation was created by the pandemic, the 

tools, skillsets, and protocols developed to make this work for AU will position 

remote working, or telework, as a powerful TDM tool for AU going forward. Due 

to the impact of COVID-19, WMATA temporarily suspended the U*PASS 

program in 2020. Not only can telework significantly reduce campus-based parking 

and travel demand, but it can also reduce travel activity between campus locations 

and consequent parking demand. The TDM Coordinator will continue to track 

employee interest in maintaining telework as part of their AU employment beyond 

the current period of restricted campus access. The Coordinator will also monitor 

emerging best practices and innovative approaches to make telework both effective 

and attractive, to better realize its potential to reduce AU commute-based travel and 

parking demand; 

Pre-Tax Transit Benefit: This benefit, which allows AU employees to allocate up 

to $270 per month pre-tax for qualified transit costs, will be maintained as a long- 

standing AU employment benefit; 

TransitScreen Technology: AU will continue to utilize transit screen technology 

to provide real-time availability/arrival information on several multimodal campus 

mobility options, including Capital Bikeshare, the AU Shuttle, RideShare, 

MetroBus, and MetroRail. This information is currently available on several 

screens located around the campus and via a mobile phone application; 

Multi-modal Travel App: AU will maintain its multi-modal travel app providing 

members of the university community with real-time information on various 

mobility options; 

On Demand Ride Service: AU plans to maintain this service, as long as employee 

use continues, to provide cost-effective benefits in terms of reducing parking 

demand; 

Transportation Network Company Coordination: TNC pick up/drop off 

(PUDO) locations will continue be provided near both Fletcher and Glover Gates 

on Main Campus and on East Campus. Discussions will be ongoing with TNCs 

regarding dedicated pick up/drop off (PUDO) locations on campus, and AU will 

actively collaborate with DDOT, ANCs and other interested community 

stakeholders, and specifically the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation 

and Parking Working Group, to explore other locations and alternatives to PUDO 

solutions with the goal of minimizing PUDO activity on Nebraska Avenue and 

Massachusetts Avenue; 
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(k) Event Coordination: The TDM Coordinator will maintain involvement in event 
planning, working closely with on-campus partners to leverage benefits of AU’s 
TDM programming and resources to better manage/reduce parking demand 
generated by campus events; 

0) Good Neighbor Parking Policy: AU will continue to enforce the Good Neighbor 
Parking Policy, and will work closely with the AU Neighborhood Partnership 
Transportation and Parking Working Group to enhance the efficacy of the program; 

(m) Expanding and Enhancing Good Neighbor Commitments: The AU TDM 
Coordinator will continue to coordinate and align with the transportation and 
development plans for Upper Northwest, DC; specifically, Ward 3, to seek cross- 
beneficial opportunities to realize mutual benefits and to mitigate shared 
challenges. The university will continue to work closely with members of the 
community, specifically through the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation 
and Parking Working Group, which meets on a regular basis to assess current 
efforts and make recommendations to improve AU and community relationships 
around transportation and parking policies and programs. AU also gathers feedback 
from the Community Liaison Committee, other neighbor organizations, and the 
respective Advisory Neighborhood Commissioners; 

(n) Increased/Improved Bike Parking and Amenities: AU will track for any increase 
in rates of bike commuting that may result from the current period of direct COVID 
impacts on travel choice, and increase on-campus bike parking and related 
amenities — repair stations, shower and locker access, etc. — to accommodate and 
encourage greater use of bikes on campus; 

AU will actively support DDOT with the installation of an additional Capital 
Bikeshare station near the Main Campus and pursue expansion of the two existing 
bikeshare stations along Nebraska Avenue and Massachusetts Avenue to 
accommodate and encourage use of bikeshare where it is most used by students and 
residents of the surrounding community; 

AU will continue to work with DDOT, ANCs, and other interested community 
stakeholders, and specifically the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation 
and Parking Working Group, in connection with the implementation of the 
recommendations of relevant DDOT studies that support bicycle and multi-use 
facilities adjacent to and in the vicinity of University property, including DDOT’s 
planned multi-use path from 42nd Street to Rockwood Parkway; and 

(0) License Plate Recognition-Facilitated Parking Occupancy Monitoring: AU has 
invested in and will continue to use LPR technology to track parking occupancy in 
support of on-campus enforcement and space utilization monitoring. 

44. The University shall continue to work with the Transportation and Parking Working Group 
of the AU Neighborhood Partnership to evaluate the efficacy of these measures over the 
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45. 

46. 

term of the 2021 Campus Plan. In keeping with the City’s and DDOT’s transportation 

goals, the University will undertake the following: 

(a) On an annual basis, the University shall provide DDOT with a Transportation 

Performance Monitoring Plan Report which separately details the transportation 

mode split of University staff and faculty and the transportation mode split of 

University students. Through the continued implementation of the TDM measures, 

the University will aim to meet the City’s goals as outlined in MoveDC and the 

City’s Comprehensive Plan for non-auto mode share for both the student and 

staff/faculty populations; 

(b) The Transportation Performance Monitoring Plan Report will also include 

utilization details of exclusive University-use parking facilities (Main Campus, 

Tenley Campus, and 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.) on a typical semester 

weekday; and 

(©) It is understood by the University and DDOT that the Transportation Performance 

Monitoring Plan Report will have some necessary flexibility over the first two 

reporting periods due to the unknown transportation related impacts of COVID-19. 

The University shall maintain a parking inventory of no more than 3,000 spaces for 

University use inclusive of all Campus Plan properties. The University shall continually 

evaluate its pricing policies for parking with the intention of discouraging single- 

occupancy vehicle trips to campus without generating demand for off-campus parking by 

University-affiliated vehicles. Parking utilization analysis will be included in the annual 

transportation memorandum as detailed in Condition No. 45. 

The University shall continue to implement, and will work in consultation with the AU 

Neighborhood Partnership to enhance its Good Neighbor Parking Policy regarding 

enforcement of student, faculty, staff, and vendor off-campus parking: 

(a) The University shall use its best efforts to require all students, faculty, staff, and 

vendors servicing the campus to park on the campus and shall prohibit, to the extent 

permitted by law, students, faculty, staff, and vendors from parking on the streets 

adjacent to and surrounding the Campus. The University shall use its best efforts to 

cause other University-related vehicles to park on the Campus. To accomplish these 

purposes, the University shall have in place a system of administrative actions, 

contract penalties, fines—which may be adjusted from time to time as needed— 

and/or termination of contracts for violations; 

(b) Construction employees, contractors, and subcontractors shall by contract be 

prohibited from parking on residential streets, subject to contractual penalties of 

termination. Visitors to the Campus, including attendees of all conferences, shall 

be encouraged to utilize non-single-occupant vehicle modes of transportation 

and/or use on-campus parking and, where feasible, notified in advance to do so; 
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(©) For conferences and large special events, the Applicant shall encourage participants 
and attendees to utilize non-single-occupant vehicular modes of transportation 
where possible and work with area institutions in order to provide additional 
parking as needed; and 

(d) The University shall direct its students to register their vehicles in the District of 
Columbia, or obtain a reciprocity sticker if eligible to do so. The University shall 
withhold parking privileges from students who do not comply with DC registration 
requirements. Failure to abide by District law concerning registration of student 
vehicles shall constitute a violation of the Student Conduct Code. 

47. The University will pay all costs associated with the installation of a new 19-dock Capital 
Bikeshare station and will coordinate with DDOT on its ultimate location, which is 
expected to be at the southern end of the Main Campus near Fletcher Gate in accordance 
with DDOT’s input. Additionally, AU will fund and install at least one four-dock 
expansion plate to each of the two existing Capital Bikeshare stations on Nebraska Avenue 
and Massachusetts Avenue, N.W_, subject to DDOT approval. 

On July 8, 2021, upon a motion by Commissioner May, as seconded by Commissioner Shapiro, 
the Zoning Commission took FINAL ACTION to APPROVE the application at its public 
meeting by a vote of 5-0-0 (Anthony J. Hood, Robert E. Miller, Peter A. Shapiro, Michael G. 
Turnbull, and Peter G. May to approve). 

In accordance with the provisions of Subtitle Z § 604.9, this Z.C. Order No. 20-31 shall become 
final and effective upon publication in the D.C. Register; that is, on April 8, 2022. 

   CHAIRMA 
ZONING COMMISSION OFFICE OF ZONING 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE D.C. HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 1977, AS AMENDED, D.C. 
OFFICIAL CODE § 2-1401.01 ET SEQ. (ACT), THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DOES NOT 
DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF ACTUAL OR PERCEIVED: RACE, COLOR, 
RELIGION, NATIONAL ORIGIN, SEX, AGE, MARITAL STATUS, PERSONAL 
APPEARANCE, SEXUAL ORIENTATION, GENDER IDENTITY OR EXPRESSION, 
FAMILIAL STATUS, FAMILY RESPONSIBILITIES, MATRICULATION, POLITICAL 
AFFILIATION, GENETIC INFORMATION, DISABILITY, SOURCE OF INCOME, OR 
PLACE OF RESIDENCE OR BUSINESS. SEXUAL HARASSMENT IS A FORM OF SEX 
DISCRIMINATION WHICH IS PROHIBITED BY THE ACT. IN ADDITION, HARASSMENT 
BASED ON ANY OF THE ABOVE PROTECTED CATEGORIES IS PROHIBITED BY THE 

Z.C. ORDER NO. 20-31 

Z.C. CASE NO. 20-31 

PAGE 114



  

ACT. DISCRIMINATION IN VIOLATION OF THE ACT WILL NOT BE TOLERATED. 

VIOLATORS WILL BE SUBJECT TO DISCIPLINARY ACTION. 
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GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Zoning Commission 

* Kx Kx 
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ZONING COMMISSION FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ZONING COMMISSION ORDER NO. 20-31(1) 

Z.C. Case No. 20-31 

The American University 

(2021 Campus Plan @ 4400 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4300 Nebraska Avenue, N.-W., 

3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W., 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.-W., 4200 Wisconsin 

Avenue, N.W. (Square 1560, Lot 807; Square 1599, Lots 24 & 812; Square 1600, Lots 1, 

801, & 810; Square 1601, Lot 3; Square 1728, Lot 1; and Square 1786, Lot 10)) 

May 12, 2022 

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION, REOPENING THE 

RECORD, AND REHEARING 

By Z.C. Order No. 20-31, effective April 8, 2022, the Zoning Commission for the District of 

Columbia (“Commission”) approved, subject to conditions, an application by American University 

(“AU or the “Applicant™) for approval of a campus plan for the period 2021-2031 (the “Campus 

Plan”) in accordance with Subtitle X §§ 101, 102, and 901 of Title 11 of the District of Columbia 

Municipal Regulations (“DCMR”) (Zoning Regulations of 2016, the “Zoning Regulations,” to 

which all section references are made unless otherwise specified). 

PROCEDURAL HISTORY OF THE CAMPUS PLAN PROCEEDING 

In addition to the Applicant, Advisory Neighborhood Commissions (“ANC”) 3D and 3E were 

automatically parties to Z.C. Case No. 20-31. The Commission granted party status in opposition 

to the Campus Plan proceeding to the Spring Valley-Wesley Heights Citizens Association 

(“SVWHCA”); Neighbors for a Livable Community (“NLC”); Westover Place Homes 

Corporation; Jessica Herzstein and Elliot Gerson; and Concerned Neighbors at Corner of Nebraska 

Avenue, N.W. and Rockwood Parkway, N.W. The Commission granted party status in support of 

the Campus Plan proceeding to the American University Neighborhood Partnership. 

On July 8, 2021, at its regularly scheduled public meeting, the Commission voted to take final 

action to approve the Campus Plan. On April 8, 2022, Z.C. Order No. 20-31 was published in the 

D.C. Register (69 DCR 3219, et seq.) and became final and effective upon publication. 

NLC & SVWHCA’S MOTION 

On April 11, 2022, NLC and SVWHCA filed a motion (the “Motion”) to reconsider Z.C. Order 

No. 20-31, reopen the record, and hold further hearings on the Campus Plan application with 

respect to issues relating to enrollment and housing. (Exhibit [“Ex.”] 177.) 
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According to the Motion, AU stated at a December 2021 Community Liaison Committee (“CLC”) 
meeting that AU was only capable of offering on-campus housing at the time to 62% of its 
undergraduates. Therefore, AU was not in compliance with Condition 13 of Z.C. Order No. 20- 
31, which requires AU to “maintain a supply of on-campus housing sufficient to make housing 
available for. . .67% of all full-time undergraduates.” The Motion claims that AU misled and/or 
presented inaccurate evidence to the Commission about its capacity to provide a sufficient amount 
of on-campus housing to its undergraduates and that the Commission failed to recognize the 
movants’ concerns about AU’s undergraduate growth and enrollment projections. 

The Motion also alleges that AU understated its student enrollment counts to the Commission as 
evidenced by higher enrollment figures that AU recently reported to the U.S. Department of 
Education. The Motion indicates that AU submitted data to the Department of Education’s 
Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (“IPEDS”) showing an overall student 
enrollment of 14,001 and an undergraduate enrollment of 7,953.! The Motion notes that these 
figures are higher than the ones AU provided to CLC and the Commission at the time of the public 
hearings. The Motion states that AU offered no explanation for why it reported one set of 
enrollment counts to the Commission and a different set to IPEDS. Based on this evidence and 
these discrepancies, the Motion argues that the Commission should grant its request to reopen the 
record, hold a rehearing, and reconsider Z.C. Order No. 20-31. 

By letter dated April 18, 2022, the Applicant responded in opposition to NLC and SVWHCA’s 
Motion (*“Applicant’s Response”). (Ex. 178.) The Applicant’s Response asserts that AU did not 
misrepresent its capacity to provide enough on-campus housing for undergraduates nor did it report 
enrollment counts to the Commission that were inconsistent with those reflected in IPEDS. In the 
Applicant’s Response, AU admits it did not satisfy the 67% on-campus housing requirement for 
the Fall 2021 semester. As a result of the COVID-19 pandemic, AU could only provide on-campus 
housing for 63% of its full-time undergraduates due to various unprecedented pandemic-related 
circumstances, including the decision by more undergraduates to delay graduation and the fact that 
more students were not allowed to study abroad internationally due to travel restrictions. AU 
denies it intentionally misled the Commission. The Applicant’s Response states AU is once again 
in compliance with Condition 13 of Z.C. Order No. 20-31 and has exceeded the 67% on-campus 
housing requirement for the Spring 2022 semester. The Applicant’s Response provides a list of 
measures that AU has established to ensure that the 67% requirement will remain satisfied, which 
includes admitting fewer students and facilitating on-time graduation. (Ex. 178; Ex. 178A.) 

The Applicant’s Response explains that the student counts AU reported to IPEDS are higher due 
to the inclusion of 478 non-matriculated undergraduate students who are not part of the full-time 
undergraduate population subject to the Campus Plan’s housing requirement. The Applicant’s 
Response includes a table detailing AU’s Fall 2020 enrollment and how the higher student counts 
reported to IPEDS were calculated. (Ex. 178; Ex. 178C.) The Applicant’s Response claims that 
the lower undergraduate count presented to CLC and the Commission at the public hearings is 
consistent with this table when factoring out these non-matriculated students. The Applicant’s 
Response points out that the undergraduate population subject to the Campus Plan also excludes 

! While the Motion does not specify a period, the IPEDS database indicates these student counts are for the Fall 2020 
semester. 
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study abroad students, part-time students, online only students, or students who may have 

subsequently withdrawn. AU notes it addressed this discrepancy at the public hearings. (See Z.C. 

Order No. 20-31, Finding of Fact 353.) AU concludes it has provided an adequate rationale for the 

different student counts recorded in IPEDS and at the public hearings and, therefore, no rehearing 

or reconsideration of the final order is warranted. 

No other parties filed a response to the Motion. 

On April 25, 2022, NLC and SVWHCA filed a second motion (the “Supplemental Motion”) to 

reopen the record specifically to accept information regarding AU’s enrollment and housing from 

an article published in The Eagle. (Ex. 179.) The Supplemental Motion was granted on April 26, 

2022, and the newspaper article was submitted into the record. (Ex. 179A.) 

On April 27, 2022, the Applicant submitted a letter stating it does not object to the Supplemental 

Motion’s request to include the newspaper article into the record. (Ex. 180.) 

No other parties filed a response to the Supplemental Motion. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Pursuant to Subtitle Z § 700.6, a motion for reconsideration or rehearing must state with specificity 

the respect in which the final order is claimed to be erroneous, the grounds of the motion, and the 

relief sought. The Commission may not grant a request for rehearing unless new evidence is 

submitted that could not reasonably have been presented at the original hearing. Pursuant to 

Subtitle Z § 602.6, a request to reopen the record that is accompanied by supplemental materials 

bearing upon the substance of the application must demonstrate good cause and the lack of 

prejudice to any party. 

The Commission is not persuaded that the Motion contains any new evidence, not reasonably 

available at the time of the public hearings, showing that the Commission’s final order was made 

in error. While AU admits it failed to comply with the 67% full-time undergraduate on-campus 

housing requirement for the Fall 2021 semester, this is not information that existed at the time the 

Commission approved the Campus Plan. Even in light of such information, the Commission does 

not believe such evidence warrants revisiting its decision or the conditions of approval in the final 

order. The Commission believes the issue of undergraduate housing was sufficiently examined at 

the public hearings, and that the 67% housing requirement (together with other mitigation 

measures adopted and enforced by AU) remains an appropriate tool for managing AU’s 

undergraduate population. 

The Commission is also not persuaded by the Motion’s claim that the Commission was misled or 

misinformed about AU’s projected student enrollment or its capacity to house undergraduates on 

campus. The Commission concurs with the Applicant’s posture that the sudden rise in the 

undergraduate population for the Fall 2021 semester was the result of extenuating circumstance 

arising from the long-term impacts of COVID-19. The Commission recognized these factors are 

difficult to predict, which is part of the reason why an inflexible undergraduate enrollment cap was 

deemed unnecessary as a condition of the final order. The Commission approves of the measures 
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AU has taken to comply with the 67% full-time undergraduate housing requirement for the Spring 
2022 semester and urges AU to avoid any future non-compliance by working with CLC and the 
AU Neighborhood Partnership as encouraged by the final order. 

The Commission notes that the Motion does not allege any specific errors in the final order, as 
required by Subtitle Z § 700.6. 

The Commission is satisfied with the Applicant’s explanation for why it reported different student 
counts to the U.S. Department of Education’s IPEDS database. The Commission considered the 
evidence in the Applicant’s Response showing why the student enrollment counts provided to 
IPEDS are higher than the ones presented to the Commission at the public hearings. The 
Commission believes AU’s rationale for why certain students are included in the student 
enrollments reported to IPEDS and in AU’s Academic Resource Book—but are not counted in the 
student populations subject to the Campus Plan (e.g., because they do not take classes on 
campus)—is reasonable and consistent with the methodology used in previous campus plans. 

The Commission makes its determination in light of the information submitted with the 
Supplemental Motion. The Commission notes that AU has acknowledged the unprecedented rise 
in Fall 2021 enrollment and has taken measures to reduce the student count going forward, as 
evidenced by its compliance with the 67% full-time undergraduate housing requirement for the 
Spring 2022 semester. The Commission sees no need for reopening the record for any additional 
evidence bearing upon the substance of the application beyond what has already been submitted. 

On May 12, 2022, at its regularly scheduled public meeting, the Commission considered the 
Motion for reconsideration, reopening the record, and rehearing and the Applicant’s Response 
thereto. For the reasons discussed above, the Motion is hereby DENIED. 

VOTE (May 12, 2022): 3-0-2 (Anthony J. Hood, Peter G. May, and Robert E. Miller to 
deny; Joseph S. Imamura not voting, not having 
participated; third Mayoral appointee seat vacant) 

In accordance with the provisions of Subtitle Z § 604.9, this Order shall become final and effective 
upon publication in the D.C. Register; that is on June 17, 2022. 

BY THE ORDER OF THE D.C. ZONING COMMISSION 
A majority of the Commission members approved the issuance of this Order. 

       ) ZONING COMMISSION OFFICE OF ZONING 
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SATISFACTION OF CONDITION NOS. 19-40 OF ZONING COMMISSION ORDER NO. 

19. 

20-31 

The University shall design an acoustical sound barrier wall within six months after issuance 

of this Order of approximately 15 feet in height and approximately 360 feet in length for 

installation at or near the current fence line between Jacobs Field and 4710 Woodway Lane, 

N.W. The wall must be designed and approved by acoustic engineers based upon scientific 

standards and modeling to reduce current sound levels at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.-W., in 

consultation with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and their acoustic engineers. 

The consultation process shall include the following: 

(a) 

(b) 

The final barrier design is approximately 15 feet in height and approximately 360 

feet in length and was shared with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. on 

7/13/22. In addition, the University has consulted with the owners of 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. on multiple occasions; in-person, virtually, and via 

electronic communications. The wall design has been approved by the 

University’s acoustic engineers, as described in the narrative shared with the 

owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. on 7/13/22, and is based on scientific 

standards and modeling. The model narrative clearly describes the intended 

reduction of sound levels due to modelled barrier attenuation. 

The sound engineers for the University will consult with the sound engineers for 

the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. in advance regarding the dates, times, 

and methods for gathering the data necessary for designing and evaluating a future 

acoustical sound barrier wall near Jacobs Field, including the methods and 

standards for determining the likely and/or desired effectiveness of an acoustical 

sound barrier wall to mitigate objectionable noise at different locations of the 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. property, and the contemplated characteristics and 

specifications of the barrier; 

Correspondence has been shared between the parties since the Campus 

Plan Order was issued and in-person on-site consultation occurred on 

5/11/22 and 8/3/22. On 7/13/22, a detailed narrative regarding the model 

was provided to the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. that describes 

the effectiveness of the barrier in terms of its intended sound mitigation 

(attenuation) benefit. Further consultation has included the sharing of the 

model files on 7/13/22, the intent of which was to allow the sound engineers 

Jor the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. to fully review the model in 

detail and be given the opportunity to provide feedback, opinions, and 

suggestions. 

The University shall provide the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and their 

acoustics experts with reasonable access to Jacobs Field for conducting testing and 

evaluation of noise from Jacobs Field;



(c) 

(d) 

(©) 

The University made access to Jacobs Field available to the owners of 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. at any time upon request; on-site access was 

requested and provided on 5/11/22 and 8/3/22. 

The sound engineers for the University will share all sound data that they 

collect and/or analyze relating to Jacobs Field with the sound engineers for 

the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., including information regarding 

the locations where such data was collected, the sources of noise, the dates 

on which the data was collected, the events occurring on the field at the time 

of data collection, typical noises that were not occurring at the time of 

collection, and peak data (not simply averaged data); 

The model and supporting narrative were shared with the owners of 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. on 7/13/22. Data collected by Miller Beam during 

the 5/11/22 joint testing session was shared with the owners of 471 0 

Woodway Lane, N.W. on 7/6/22. 

The sound engineers for the University will share all of their modelled results, 

analyses, and assumptions in a timely manner with the acoustics engineers for the 

owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. so that views, opinions, and suggestions can 

be discussed and adequately considered before any filings by the University with 

the Commission or DCRA; 

The model and supporting analysis were shared with the owners of 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W. on 7/13/22. The University has fully considered all 

feedback that has been provided by the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, 

N.W. 

The University will share and disclose all details regarding the proposed design of 

the acoustical sound barrier wall with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., 

including the barrier’s location, height, length, materials, and specifications, and 

shall increase the height and length of 15 feet and 360 feet respectively after 

consultation with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. if the aforementioned 

acoustic studies indicate that such changes are likely to increase the noise mitigation 

benefits of the sound wall to an extent that reasonably justifies said increases in 

height and/or length; 

The barrier design, details, and supporting model that demonstrates that 

the barrier design achieves the desired sound mitigation benefit were 

shared with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. on 7/13/22. 

The University will share plans and drawings of the acoustical sound barrier wall 

with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. at least sixty (60) days before the 

University files for further processing, building permits, or modification of the 

Campus Plan relating to the acoustical sound barrier wall and/or any other changes 

relating to Jacobs Field and conditions associated therewith; and



  

20. 

21. 

22 

Plans and drawings were shared with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, 

N.W. on 7/13/22. 

® The University will disclose in advance all plans and proposals to the owners of 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. regarding the likely impact of the acoustical sound 

barrier wall upon existing trees and shrubs near the location of the future acoustical 

sound barrier wall and contemplated mitigation measures. 

Plans including anticipated impacts to existing trees, protection 

requirements, and mitigation measures were shared with the owners of 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. on 7/13/22. Civil plans describing anticipated 

impacts to existing trees, protection requirements, and mitigation measures were 

shared with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. on 7/13/22. Detailed 

landscape restoration plans were shared during an in-person meeting that 

occurred with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and their arborist 

representative on 8/8/22. Based on consultation with their arborist 

representative, revised detailed landscape restoration and protection plans were 

shared with the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. on 8/9/22. 

The University shall apply for further processing within six months after issuance of this 

Order and shall file for a building permit for construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall 

within six months after approval by the Commission of the further processing request. The 

Commission expects the University to construct the acoustical sound barrier wall 

expeditiously after issuance of the building permit. 

The University has informed the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and 

members of the AU Neighborhood Partnership of their intent to file an application 

for further processing on 9/14/22, in accordance with this condition. 

The University shall not apply for any other further processing requests, except for other 

athletic field requests (such as the construction of the filming tower, Reeves Field 

scoreboard replacement, and field turf replacement) which can be included with the 

acoustical sound barrier wall further processing application, before the acoustical sound 

barrier wall is submitted for further processing. 

No other further processing application shall be submitted prior to the application 

for the acoustical sound barrier wall. Pursuant to this Condition, the University 

plans to include the Reeves Field scoreboard replacement in the acoustical sound 

barrier wall application. 

The University shall minimize damage to mature trees in the area of the future acoustical 

sound barrier wall through placement and design of the wall, and shall restore the landscaped 

buffer, to the extent feasible, after construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall. 

The design shared on 7/13/22 located the wall so as to minimize the impact to 

existing trees to the extent feasible. The design also describes a clear commitment 

for 1:1 replacement of any trees removed to restore the landscaped buffer to the 

extent feasible following construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall. 
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23 

24. 

Furthermore, a commitment has been made by the University to closely monitor 

construction of the wall to ensure the identification of additional tree mitigation 

opportunities based on actual conditions encountered during the work, to the extent 

feasible. The civil design locates the wall in a manner that minimizes the impact 

to existing trees to the extent feasible. The detailed landscaping plans describe 

measures to be taken for protecting special and heritage trees to minimize 

damage. These plans also include robust landscape restoration measures that will 

result in a net gain of trees and other vegetative growth in the buffer area, 

following construction of the barrier. The University will closely monitor and 

control construction of the wall to ensure that additional tree mitigation 

opportunities may be acted upon based on actual conditions encountered during 

the work, and to the extent feasible. 

[Condition No. 23 addresses testing and analysis requirements for the University’s sound 

engineers after the acoustical sound barrier wall is constructed.) 

A response has not been provided due to this Condition being solely related to 

testing the actual mitigating effects of the acoustical sound barrier wall after the 

wall is constructed and not before it has been constructed. The University will 

comply with this Condition after construction of the wall is complete. 

With respect to the sources of amplified noise from Jacobs Field (including but not limited 

to speakers for amplified announcements and amplified music, the shot clock and two air 

horns), the following conditions shall apply: 

(a) 

(b) 

© 

(d) 

All speakers, the shot clock and the two air horns shall be at ground level; 

The shot clock and air horns will no longer be used. All speakers are at 

ground level. Approval from the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. with 

respect to this condition was obtained on 8/3/22. 

All speakers for the sound system shall be positioned so that they face away from 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. and direct sound away from that property; 

All speakers for the sound system are positioned so that they face away from 

4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. Approval from the owners of 4710 Woodway 

Lane, N.W. with respect to this condition was obtained on 8/3/22. 

Air horns and the shot clock shall not face towards 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W_; 

The shot clock and air horns will no longer be used. Approval from the 

owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. with respect to this condition was 

obtained on 8/3/22. 

The sound system shall have a built-in limiter to limit the overall signal level to the 

speakers; 

The activation of a built-in limiter for the sound system was confirmed on- 
4



(e) 

® 

(8) 

(h) 

site jointly with 4710 Woodway Lane’s acoustics engineer on 8/3/22. 

Approval from the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. for the limiter 

settings was obtained on 8/3/22. 

Volume controls on the speakers shall be subject to fixed limits determined jointly 

by the sound engineers for the University and the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, 

N.W. within 90 days after the effective date of this Order at a volume that does not 
produce objectionable noise at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W.; 

Fixed limits for the sound system volume controls were initially determined 

jointly with 4710 Woodway Lane’s acoustics engineer on 5/11/22, within 90 

days of the effective date of the Campus Plan Order. These fixed limits were 

again confirmed jointly with 4710 Woodway Lane’s acoustics engineer on 

8/3/22. On 8/3/22, physical markings indicating fixed limits were made on 

the sound system equipment. 

The volume of sound from the air horns and short clock will be reduced to less 

objectionable levels; 

In satisfaction of this Condition, the shot clock and handheld air horns will 

no longer be used. Instead, shot clock and air horn sounds will be generated 

by the sound system itself and controlled by the limiter, ie., the volume of 

sound will be consistent with agreed-upon fixed volume limits and 

controlled through the limiter. During joint testing on 8/3/22, sound levels 

measured in the lower yard of the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. property 

were found to be within the dBA range of data that was obtained in the 

same area on 5/11/22 by 4710 Woodway Lane’s acoustics engineer, that 

was subsequently shared with the University’s acoustics engineer, and that 

were referenced in the recommendations received from the owners of 4710 

Woodway Lane, NW. in May 2022. 

Within 90 days after the effective date of this Order, the location for each speaker, 

shot clock and air horn shall be determined jointly by acoustic engineers for the 

University and the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. with the goal of 
distributing sound more evenly so that amplified noise is less objectionable at 4710 

Woodway Lane, N.W.; and 

Speaker locations were initially jointly determined on 5/11/22, within 90 
days after the effective date of the Campus Plan Order and were jointly 

confirmed again on 8/3/22. 

The selected locations for the speakers shall be fixed and/or marked at the 
designated locations (so that the speakers, shot clock, and air horns will be situated 

in the proper places by users of Jacobs Field). 

Speaker locations were initially jointly determined on 5/11/22 and were 

jointly confirmed again on 8/3/22. The locations have been physically 
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25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

marked on the field. 

The University shall: 

(a) Monitor all amplified noise from Jacobs Field in accordance with the specifications 

of 20 DCMR §§ 2901, 2902, and 2903, as amended, including but not limited to 

amplified sound generated before and during intercollegiate games and all special 

events; 

Sound levels are monitored at Jacobs Field when amplified sound is 

present. 

(b) Obtain and record sound readings during all amplified events, including average 

and peak data; and 

Readings are taken during all amplified events and recorded by athletics. 

(c) Provide the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., the Community Liaison 

Committee (CLC), and the AU Neighborhood Partnership with all such reports and 

data on a quarterly basis. 

The University will comply and the first report will be provided at the 

September 13, 2022 CLC meeting. The report was shared with the 

owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. on September 9, 2022 and with the 

AUNP on September 12, 2022, 

Until such time as new conditions are adopted by the Commission, if any, pursuant to an 

application to modify this 2021 Campus Plan following construction of an acoustical sound 

barrier wall near Jacobs Field, the University shall not use amplified sound at more than 

five special events per year, and the University shall not use amplified music prior to any 

NCAA events. 

The University will comply. 

The University shall not permit particularly objectionable sounds from objects, machines, 

instruments, and devices such as bullhorns, cowbells, other devices that are used by 

spectators, portable sound systems that are unrelated to the University’s official sound 

system at Jacobs Field, musical instruments, and other similarly objectionable sources of 

noise. 

These objects are not permitted at events at Jacobs Field and the University has 

posted signage reinforcing this commitment. 

The University shall limit usage of traditional shot clocks and air horns to those required 

by official NCAA and Patriot League rules for intercollegiate varsity matches. Less 

objectionable noises may be used during practices and scrimmages to simulate such sounds. 

6



  

29. 

30. 

31. 

32, 

33. 

Shot clock and air horn sounds will now be generated and controlled (limited) via 

the amplified sound system described above. 

If the owners of 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. or any other neighbor near Jacobs Field 

contends in writing that the University is systematically and/or recurrently violating noise 

restrictions relating to Jacobs Field, including but not limited to any applicable noise 

ordinances and/or any conditions in this Order, then the University shall promptly 

investigate the allegations and provide a written report to the complaining neighbor, the 

CLC, and the AU Neighborhood Partnership with any supporting data, findings, and 

proposed corrective measures. If the complaining neighbor finds the report and any 

proposed corrective measures inadequate or unacceptable, then the University shall 

participate in a mediation at which a senior member of the University’s administration shall 

participate. The mediator shall be selected by both parties and shall be compensated by the 

University. This process shall not be a prerequisite for the filing of any complaints or 

enforcement actions with applicable governmental officials. 

The University will comply. 

The University will not use Jacobs Field at night or for a third varsity sport. 

The University will comply. 

Jacobs Field shall not be used on Sunday before 12:00 p.m., after 8:00 p.m. or dusk 

(whichever is earlier) or before 8:00 a.m., except that Jacobs Field may also be used by the 

University’s student-athletes for unamplified practices on days other than Sundays during 

daylight between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 a.m. No amplified noise shall be used on Jacobs Field 

before 8:00 am. or after 6:00 p.m. except for the completion of NCAA games with 

afternoon start times that may, on rare occasions, extend after 6:00 p.m. 

The University will comply. 

The University shall be permitted to use Jacobs Field for “University Events,” defined as 

intercollegiate athletic events involving a University team, University club sports, 

University Greek life sports, University intramural sporting events, University-related 

athletic activities (such as ROTC training and informal University athletics events), 

sporting camps sponsored by the University, use by children enrolled in AU’s Child 

Development Center, and athletic events with local public schools. All other uses of Jacobs 

Field shall be considered “special events” (as defined below). 

The University will comply. 

The University shall maintain key-access gates between Jacobs Field and University 

Avenue. These gates shall be available only to neighbors to enter and exit University 

grounds, and shall not be used by University personnel or students to exit or enter 

University property.



34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

The University will comply. 

The University shall not install roads or parking lots in the area between Jacobs Field and 

the property line abutting neighboring properties to the west of Jacobs Field. 

The University will comply. 

The University shall maintain the existing landscape buffering between Jacobs Field and 

the property line abutting neighboring properties to the west of Jacobs Field, for two years 

after the construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall. 

The University will comply. 

The University shall maintain the existing fence, which is six or seven feet tall, adjacent to 

neighboring properties to the west of Jacobs Field, except that the fence may be removed 

temporarily during actual construction of the acoustical sound barrier wall and thereafter a 

fence shall be installed that connects to each end of the acoustical sound barrier wall such 

that a single, continuous barrier remains along the western Main Campus boundary. 

The University will comply. The design for the acoustical sound barrier wall 

requires that the fence be continued at each end of the wall. 

In addition to other conditions limiting field usage to certain times of day, the University 

shall not permit use of Jacobs Field before dawn or after dusk, and shall not illuminate 

Jacobs Field for evening or night uses. No night uses shall be permitted at any time. 

The University will comply. 

The University shall make its athletic schedules publicly available via the University’s 

website, and shall use its best efforts at the beginning of each academic year to publicize 

the schedule of athletic events. For athletic events scheduled less than thirty (30) days 

ahead, the University shall make all reasonable efforts to publicize the athletic events as 

soon as possible. In addition, the University shall provide the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. 

owners with monthly schedules no later than the fifth day of each month accurately 

describing all events that will occur on Jacobs Field during the next calendar month, 

including the date, time, user/event, anticipated duration of the event, and whether 

amplified sound will be used. 

Schedules are published and publicly made available on AUeagles.com. For fall 

sports, schedules are posted to the public during the summer months, and for 

winter and spring sports, schedules are posted in the fall. The University will 

comply with providing the 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. owners with monthly 

schedules accordingly. 

The University shall implement the following measures to limit the noise impacts of 

activity on Jacobs Field on neighboring residential properties:



  

40. 

(a) 

(b) 

(© 

Pursuant to playing rules and requirements of specific sports and subject to other 

conditions herein, a game management sound device (such as a sound that makes 

players and referees aware of substitutions, the end of period, etc.) may be used, 

but shall comport with other conditions herein; 

The University will comply. 

Amplified sound may be used only for intercollegiate games involving the 

University’s athletes and five special events per year not to exceed a total number 

of 40 each year; and 

The University will comply. 

The University shall provide owners of neighboring properties the telephone 

numbers for appropriate representatives (e.g., staff of its University Police 

Department or Community Relations or Dean of Students offices) to address 

concerns regarding noise on Jacobs Field. 

The University will comply. 

To the extent that Jacobs Field is used on occasion for a special event (i.e., not a University 

Event as defined above), such as graduation, homecoming, picnics, receptions, or 

charitable events (such as the Juvenile Diabetes Research Foundation’s annual Real Estate 

Games), or exhibitions, the University shall comply with the following requirements: 

(a) 

(b) 

(© 

(d) 

Usage of Jacobs Field for Special Events is limited to a total of 12 days per year; 

The University will comply. 

Special Events may use amplified sound a maximum of five times per year; 

The University will comply. 

The University shall provide notice of Special Events to residents in the vicinity of 

Jacobs Field, on Woodway Lane, and on University Avenue, as well as to any other 

persons who request notice or whose names are supplied to the University. Notice 

shall be provided in writing or by email as far in advance as possible, but generally 

at least 30 days before an event; 

The University will comply. 

The University shall use its best efforts to avoid scheduling a Special Event for a 

date on which a neighbor has informed the University in advance that the neighbor 

is planning a party or other important occasion; and 

The University will comply. 

9



(e) The University shall observe the following guidelines relating to Special Events on 

the athletic fields: 

i. 

il. 

iil. 

vi. 

Special Events shall be conducted only between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 

8:00 p.m. or dusk (whichever is earlier); 

The University will comply. 

No amplified noise shall be permitted after 6:00 p.m.; 

The University will comply. 

Amplified sound for Special Events on Jacobs Field shall be permitted only 

with permission from the Office of Student Affairs. All speakers must be at 

ground level and facing away from 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. No 

bullhorns, cowbells, or similar devices shall be permitted; 

The University will comply. 

No vehicles may park on the western side of Jacobs Field. In no event shall 

service vehicles park next to adjacent residences; 

The University will comply. 

If an unauthorized Special Event (an event not scheduled by the University 

or in excess of the annual cap for Special Events) occurs, neighbors may 

contact designated University staff, who shall be reachable during all 

Special Events, and all amplified noise shall be terminated immediately 

without exception or delay; and 

The University will comply. 

Noise guidelines shall be provided to, and made part of, any arrangement 

between the University and the organization sponsoring the Special Event 

or the department or student group sponsoring the Special Event. 

The University will comply. 

10



EXHIBIT HEXHIBIT H 



SI 
1. 

23. 

a oo 
FOR DOEE STAMP APPROVAL ONLY 

TE NOTES: 
WHERE NEW WORK MEETS EXISTING, NOTE FIELD LOCATION AND ELEVATIONS OF EXISTING FEATURES BEFORE BEGINNING 
CONSTRUCTION AND REPORT ANY DISCREPANCY TO THE ARCHITECT OR ENGINEER. 

VERIFY LOCATION OF EXISTING UTILITIES BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH WORK. NOTIFY OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE, DC WATER 

UTILITY INSPECTOR, DC WATER (202-787-4024) AND "MISS UTILITY” (1-800-257-7777) 48 HOURS BEFORE PROCEEDING 
WITH ANY EXCAVATIONS. HAND DIG TEST PITS AT ALL UTILITY CROSSINGS AND DETERMINE EXACT CLEARANCE OF ALL 
PROPOSED INSTALLATIONS WELL IN ADVANCE OF CONSTRUCTION. NOTIFY ENGINEER OF ANY CONFLICTS WITH PLAN 
ELEVATIONS. 

WORK AND MATERIALS IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY SHALL CONFORM TO THE LATEST REQUIREMENTS OF THE 
APPLICABLE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS. ON-SITE 
WORK AND MATERIALS SHALL CONFORM TO THE LATEST REQUIREMENTS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PLUMBING CODE. 

ELEVATIONS SHOWN HEREON ARE BASED ON D.C. DATUM. 

DIMENSIONS ARE TO FACE OF WALL AND CURB, EDGE OF WALK AND PAVEMENT, CENTERLINE OF COLUMN, PIPE AND 
UTILITY STRUCTURE. UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

FRAMES AND COVERS OF EXISTING STRUCTURES TO BE ADJUSTED TO MATCH NEW FINISHED GRADES. 

OMISSIONS AND/OR ADDITIONS OF UTILITIES FOUND DURING CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE THE SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE 
CONTRACTOR. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE ARCHITECT OR ENGINEER IMMEDIATELY OF ANY INFORMATION 
CONCERNING FOUND UTILITY, NOT SHOWN ON PLANS. 

EXISTING SURFACE CONDITIONS DISTURBED OR DAMAGED DURING CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE REPLACED TO MATCH EXISTING 
CONDITIONS. CONTRACTOR TO COORDINATE EXTENT WITH ARCHITECT OR ENGINEER. 

TEST PITS ARE REQUIRED AT ALL LOCATION(S) WHERE PROPOSED UTILITIES CROSS EXISTING UTILITIES. INVESTIGATION(S) 
TO IDENTIFY HORIZONTAL LOCATION, ELEVATION AND SIZE OF EXISTING UTILITIES. THE ENGINEER IS TO BE 
NOTIFIED OF THIS INFORMATION. 

IF A 1° MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCE CAN NOT BE MAINTAINED AT UTILITY CROSSING, THE CONTRACTOR IS TO NOTIFY 
THE ENGINEER BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH WORK. 

TRANSITION CURB, GUTTER, PAVING AND SIDEWALK TO MEET EXISTING IN LINE AND ON GRADE OR AS DIRECTED BY 
ENGINEER. 

ALL DEBRIS AND EXCESS MATERIAL SHALL BE DISPOSED OF BY THE CONTRACTOR AT AN APPROVED OFF-SITE LOCATION. 

ALL ON-SITE WATER LINES TO HAVE A MINIMUM COVER OF 4-0". WATER FITTINGS SHALL BE PROPERLY TIED AND 
ANCHORED, PER DC WATER STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

WHERE PORTIONS OF EXISTING BITUMINOUS OR CONCRETE PAVING ARE TO BE REMOVED, THE EXISTING PAVEMENT SHALL 
BE SAW-CUT. 

REMOVE FRAMES AND COVERS OF SEWER MANHOLE/INLETS AND/OR WATER MAIN VALVE CASTINGS TO BE ABANDONED 
AND FILL TO GRADE. 

ALL CURB SPOT SHOTS ARE TOP OF CURB, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

NOTIFY WASHINGTON GAS AT 202-750-4205, 48 HOURS PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION IN THE VICINITY OF ANY 
TRANSMISSION MAIN. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION OR PROBLEMS, CONTACT MR. CHUCK WHITLEY AT WASHINGTON GAS AT 
703-750-4205. 

PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 5 FEET HORIZONTAL AND 1 FOOT VERTICAL CLEARANCE BETWEEN 12” DIAMETER AND SMALLER 
DISTRIBUTION EXISTING GAS FACILITIES AND PROPOSED FACILITIES. 

PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 5 FEET HORIZONTAL AND 2 FEET VERTICAL CLEARANCE BETWEEN 16” DIAMETER OR GREATER 
TRANSMISSION GAS FACILITIES AND PROPOSED FACILITIES. 

. ALL PROPOSED WORK TO BE CONSTRUCTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH LATEST STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS OF THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND WATER AND SEWER AUTHORITY. 

. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PROTECTING EXISTING SIDEWALK, CURB AND GUTTER TO REMAIN OR TO 
REPLACE SIDEWALK, CURB AND GUTTER DAMAGED DURING CONSTRUCTION. 

. EXISTING FULL DEPTH PAVEMENT SECTION, CURB AND GUTTER TO BE REMOVED AND REPLACED TO EXTENT NECESSARY TO 
FACILITATE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW UTILITIES. MATERIALS TO COMPLY WITH DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

REFER TO SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION & GEO-TECHNICAL ENGINEERING ANALYSIS FOR GEO-TECH REPORT. 

DEMOLITION: 
1. CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE WITH UTILITY COMPANIES FOR SHUTOFF, CAPPING AND CONTINUATION OF UTILITY 

SERVICES AS REQUIRED. 

CONTRACTOR SHALL REMOVE AND TRANSPORT ALL DEBRIS, RUBBISH AND OTHER MATERIALS RESULTING FROM ALL 
DEMOLITION OPERATIONS TO A LEGAL DISPOSAL OFF SITE. 

REMOVAL OF ASPHALT AND CONCRETE PAVEMENT SHALL INCLUDE THE REMOVAL OF ALL SURFACE, BASE AND SUB-BASE 
MATERIALS. 

EXISTING CONDITIONS SHOWN HEREON WERE TAKEN FROM A SURVEY PREPARED BY WILES MENSCH CORPORATION DATED 
MARCH 31, 2020 AND FROM AVAILABLE UTILITY COMPANY RECORDS. 

ALL UNDERGROUND UTILITY LOCATIONS, INCLUDING WATER, STORM DRAINAGE, SANITARY SEWER, ELECTRICAL, TELEPHONE 
AND GAS WERE TAKEN FROM AVAILABLE RECORDS AND FIELD VERIFIED WHERE POSSIBLE. THE LOCATION OF ALL 
UTILITIES SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY AND DETERMINE THE 
EXACT LOCATION AND DEPTH OF ALL UTILITIES PRIOR TO COMMENCING WORK. REPORT ANY DISCREPANCY TO THE 
ENGINEER. MARKING LOCATIONS OF EXISTING UTILITIES, CONTACT "MISS UTILITY" AT 1-800-257-7777, 48—HOURS PRIOR 
TO ANY EXCAVATION. 

THE CONTRACTOR MUST HAND-DIG TEST PITS AT ALL UTILITY CROSSINGS TO DETERMINE THE EXACT LOCATION 
AND DEPTH OF ALL UTILITIES AS WELL IN DEMOLITION WORK AND PRIOR TO ORDERING PIPE MATERIALS AND STRUCTURE. 
UTILITIES FOUND DURING DEMOLITION OR CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF ANY CONTRACTOR 
ENGAGED IN EXCAVATION AT THIS SITE. THE ENGINEER SHALL BE NOTIFIED IMMEDIATELY OF ANY UTILITY FINDINGS WHICH 
DEVIATE FROM THE CONDITIONS SHOWN. 

ALL SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL METHODS SHALL BE INSTALLED BEFORE THE START OF ANY EXCAVATION AND/OR 
DEMOLITION AS PER DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA EROSION AND CONTROL HANDBOOK. IF ANY ONSITE INSPECTION REVEALS 
FURTHER EROSION CONTROL MEASURES ARE NECESSARY, THE SAME SHALL BE PROVIDED. REFER TO SHEETS CIVO103, 
CIVO104 AND CIVO501 SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL PLANS AND DETAILS. 

SEE SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL PLAN FOR ALL EXISTING TREES TO REMAIN AND BE PROTECTED. 

NOTE PROXIMITY OF ADJACENT STRUCTURES AND UTILITY LINES AND MAINTAIN CONTINUED SERVICE DURING 
CONSTRUCTION. COORDINATE WITH RESPECTIVE UTILITY COMPANIES AND ENGINEER SHOULD RELOCATION OF SERVICE BE 
REQUIRED. 

. EXISTING UTILITIES (STRUCTURES AND LINES) NOT REQUIRED FOR FUTURE SERVICE TO BE REMOVED TO FACILITATE 
CONSTRUCTION. UTILITIES TO BE CAPPED AS PER UTILITY PURVEYOR'S STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS. COORDINATE 
REQUIREMENTS WITH UTILITY PURVEYOR'S. 

REMOVAL OF ALL WALLS/RETAINING WALLS AND FENCES SHALL INCLUDE THE REMOVAL OF THEIR FOUNDATION UNLESS 
OTHERWISE INDICATED ON THESE DRAWINGS. 

. ALL EXISTING DC STREETLIGHT POLES THAT ARE BEING PERMANENTLY REMOVED MUST BE RETURNED IN GOOD CONDITION 
TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WAREHOUSE AT 1735 15TH STREET NE OFF WEST VIRGINIA AVENUE CONTACT NUMBER 
202-576-5258. 

. EXISTING WATER AND SEWER SERVICES NOT REQUIRED FOR FUTURE USE TO BE REMOVED TO EXTENT NECESSARY TO 
FACILITATE NEW CONSTRUCTION. REMAINDER OF SERVICE TO BE CAPPED AT MAIN AND EXISTING VALVES AND TEES TO BE 
REMOVED PER DC WATER STANDARDS SPECIFICATIONS. COORDINATE REQUIREMENTS WITH DC WATER INSPECTOR AT 
202-787-4024. PAVEMENT TO BE REMOVED PER DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION STANDARDS 
AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

CONTRACTOR TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR LAYOUT, EXTENT AND DESIGN OF SHEETING, SHORING AND SUPPORT OF EXISTING 
UTILITIES AND ADJACENT STRUCTURES, SHORING, BRACING AND UNDERPINNING SHALL BE DESIGNED BY A STRUCTURAL 
ENGINEER, LICENSED IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, HIRED BY THE CONTRACTOR AS NECESSARY TO ENSURE SUPPORT OF 
SURROUNDING STRUCTURES AND UTILITIES. 

. CONTRACTOR TO RELOCATE PARKING METERS IF REQUIRED AND AS DIRECTED BY D.C. BUREAU OF PARKING. COORDINATE 
REQUIREMENT WITH LARRY BROWN OF PARKING SERVICES AT 202-671-2291. 

. NOTIFY DC WATER UTILITY INSPECTOR, CHIEF UTILITY INSPECTION (202) 787-4024 OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WATER & 
SEWER AUTHORITY 48 HOURS PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION. 

. UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS, EXISTING PAVEMENT ON SURROUNDING STREETS TO REMAIN. PROVIDE 
PRE—CONSTRUCTION VIDEO OF EXISTING PAVEMENT. EXISTING PAVEMENT, DISTURBED OR DAMAGED DURING 
CONSTRUCTION, SHALL BE REPLACED PER DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION STANDARDS AND 
SPECIFICATIONS AT NO ADDITIONAL COST. 

PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES VERIFY INVERT ELEVATION OF EXISTING UTILITIES. NOTIFY 
ENGINEER OF ANY DISCREPANCIES WITH INFORMATION SHOWN PRIOR TO ORDERING ANY STRUCTURES. 

. CONTACT MISS UTILITY" AT 1-800-257-7777 48 HOURS PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION. 

. CONTACT DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION-PUBLIC SPACE ~~ MAINTENANCE ADMINISTRATION 48 
HOURS PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION AT (202) 645-6030 OR (202) 645-6031 

. ALL PROPOSED UTILITY WORK TO BE PERFORMED UNDER THE INSPECTION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WATER AND 
SEWER AUTHORITY. 

. USE MANHOLE ENTRY SEALS WHERE REQUIRED. 

. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE A PRE AND POST TV VIDEO SEWER ON EXISTING SEWER AROUND THE SITE PER DC WATER 
STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS. 
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DEMOLITION KEYNOTES: 

[1] EXISTING 7 WROUGHT IRON FENCE TO BE REMOVED TO FACILITATE 
CONSTRUCTION. 

[2] EXISTING 8 FENCE TO BE REMOVED TO FACILITATE CONSTRUCTION. 

[3] EXISTING TREE TO BE REMOVED. COORDINATE REQUIREMENT WITH URBAN 
FORESTRY ADMINISTRATION PRIOR TO REMOVAL. 

[4] EXISTING SHRUBS AND VEGETATIVE AREA TO BE REMOVED TO FACILITATE 
CONSTRUCTION. 
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EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL NARRATIVE: 
THE OVERALL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN ON THE SITE 
CONSISTS OF SILT FENCE ON PAVEMENT AND TREE PROTECTION. 

  

  
  

  

          
  

  
  

  
    

                    

STANDARD EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES 
AND SEQUENCE: 

1. SEDIME [RAPS OR BASINS AND OTHER EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS SHALL BE 
STALLED NO LATER THAN THE FIRST PHASE OF LAND GRADING. 

DIME [RAPS OR BASINS AND OTHER EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS, SHALL 
E INSTALLED AS SOON AS NEW SITE-RELATED RUNOFF IS DETECTED AND EMPLOYED 

ES, TO PROTECT INLETS OR STORM SEWERS BELOW SILT-PRODUCING 

  

  

  

    

  

  
              2.         

    
                      

    
                  

  

  
        3. O LATER THAN THE FIRST DAY OF CONSTRUCTION, INSTALL SITE ACCESS MEASURES 

TO MINIMIZE OFF-SITE VEHICLE TRACKING OF SEDIMENTS. EACH CONSTRUCTION 
ENTRANCE MUST BE STABILIZED AND INCLUDE EACH ADDITIONAL MEASURE, RE E 

EEP SEDIME FROM BEING CARRIED ONTO PUBLIC STREETS BY CONSTRUCTION 
EHICLES AND WASHED INTO A STORM DRAIN OR WATERWAYS. V 

4. REMOVE OFF-SITE ACCUMULATIONS OF SEDIMENT DAILY DURING CONSTRUCTION AND 
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            MEDIATELY AT E REQUEST OF A DOEE INSPECTOR. 

ERFORM ROUTINE MAINTENANCE TO PREVENT ANY NEW DESTABILIZED AREAS. 
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1 INSTALL ~~ SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES INCLUDING TREE 

" PROTECTION AND SILT FENCE AS INDICATED ON SEDIMENTATION AND EROSIO 

CONTROL SHEET. SEE EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN SHEET FOR 

DETAILS 

, SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE INSPECTED AND APPROVED BY THE 
FOOTINGS TO " INSPECTOR PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY OTHER LAND DISTURBING ACTIVITIES. 
BE EXCAVATED 3 REMOVE ITEMS AS INDICATED ON DEMOLITION PLAN. 
FOR SOUND : _ _ 
WALL (TYP.) 4 INSTALL PROPOSED UTILITIES AS INDICATED ON UTILITY SHEET. 

5 INSTALL SITE IMPROVEMENTS AS INDICATED ON CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS FOR 
" THE PROPOSED BUILDING. 

5 CONSTRUCT BMPS D 

APPROXIMATE LOCATION ; AT THE COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION AND AFTER THE INSPECTOR'S 
OF EXISTING © APPROVAL, ALL TEMPORARY SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES 

NEIGHBORING HOUSE SHALL BE REMOVED. 

TREE PRESERVATION NOTES: TOTAL SITE AREA. 
No Heritage trees (over 100” circumference) will have impacts within their : 

critical root zones in relation to this project. Several Special Trees (>44" TOTAL SITE AREA: (112,038.83) SF / (2.572) AC 
circumference, <100") will have impacts within their critical root zones and 
the following measures will be employed to preserve these trees: LEGEND PROPOSED TOTAL VOLUME OF CUT/FILL FOR SOUND WALL 

FOOTINGS 
1) treatment to help suppress Borers and Bark Beetles i” - : 

a . YP. FOO E —- EA=3. EPTH= = J. EE 2) fertilization and soil treatment SILT FENCE SF ING VOLUM AREA=3.14 X 1 X DEPTH=10 31.42 CUBIC FEET 

3) mulching or the root zones LOD OTAL AREA OF EXCAVATION: 116 SF 

4) irrigation during and after the project as necessary VOLUME OF CUT: (1162.84 CF (VOLUME) 

5) matting over the root system where machine access is required APPROXIMATE LIMIT OF SOUND 57 
. I . WALL FOOTING EXCAVATION AND r 

6) fencing as necessary to prohibit entry into root zones MIT OF DISTURBANCE CNS 
7) root pruning of any roots to be severed within the critical root zones VOLUME OF CUT (FOOTINGS): (43) cy +/- 

8) no severing of roots with structural root zones TREE PROTECTION A 

9) excavation only with air tools within the structural root zones / A TP TOTAL AREA OF DISTURBANCE. 

oem he TOTAL AREA OF PRIVATE DISTURBANCE: 116 SQUARE FEET OR 0.0027 AC 

No special or heritage trees will have disturbance (except by air 
FOOTINGS TO excavation if necessary) within their structural root zones, and disturbance CONSTRUCTION DATES: 

BE EXCAVATED will total less than 25% of the critical root zone of each protected tree. EXACT BEGINNING AND END OF CONSTRUCTION IS TO BE ESTABLISHED BY THE 
FOR SOUND OWNER. 
WALL (TYP.) 

LOT 816 
SQUARE 1600 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL NOTE: 

  

  

  THE APPLICANT MUST NOTIFY THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND ENVIRONME 

BY PHONE (202-535-2977) AT LEAS 2 HOURS PRIOR TO THE START 

LAND DISTURBING ACTIVITY AND WITHIN (2) WEEKS AFTER COMPLETIO 
PROJECT TO REQUEST INSPECTION. IF THERE IS NEED TO MAKE CHANGE 
ODIFICATIONS IN THE APPROVED DESIGN, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY A 

  T Architect/Engineer 
License No. 
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            VIRONMENT MUST BE NOTIFIED IMME 

EMOVAL OF ANY EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES REQUIRES 
PPROVAL FROM DOEE INSPECTOR. 

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR DESIGN OF SHEETING AND . ] ] 
RING AND SUPPORT OF EXISTING UTILITIES AND ADJACENT STRUCTURES. A U t 
RING, BRACING, AND UNDERPINNING DESIGNED BY THE CONTRACTOR'S merican Nniversi y 
J £ CTURAL ENGINEER LICENSED IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SHALL BE 
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      VIDED AS NECESSARY TO ENSURE THEIR SUPPORT. 

VIDE SILT FENCE AT PERIMETER OF EXCAVATION AREA TO REMAIN IN PLACE 
L 

T 

  

  
                                    

FLOW GRADE EXCAVATION HAS BEGUN UNLESS OTHERWISE APPROVED BY     

  

  
  

        NTRACTOR TO PROVIDE ON SITE APPROVED STAMPED AND SIGNED : 
FDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL DRAWINGS BY DEPARTMENT OF Project: 
FRGY AND ENVIRONMENT, WATERSHED PROTECTION DIVISION. 

PROVIDE A CHAIN LINK FENCE AT PERIMETER OF SITE 

O LATER THAN E FIRST DAY OF CONSTRUCTION, INSTALL SITE ACCESS 
EASURES TO MI E OFF-SITE VEHICLE TRACKING OF SEDIMENTS. EACH 

CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE MUST BE STABILIZED AND INCLUDE EACH ADDITIONA > 2) F | L | 

FOOTINGS TO FASURES REQUIRED TO KEEP SEDIME FROM BEING CARRIED ONTO PUBLIC 
BE EXCAVATED STREETS BY CONSTRUCTION VEHICLES AND WASHED INTO A STORM DRAIN OR 

  

              
            

                          

  
  
        

    

                      
  

          

  

  

                              
  

          
              

  

  

                                    
  

        

  
                                    

  
    

  

FOR SOUND E 
WALL (TYP.) WATERWAY. 

8 REMOVE OFF-SITE ACCUMULATION OF SEDIMENT DAILY DURING CONSTRUCTIO 
© AND IMMEDIATELY AT THE REQUEST OF DOEE INSPECTOR. B 

g PERFORM ROUTINE MAINTENANCE TO PREVENT ANY NEW DE-STABILIZATIO Ol 1 ad 
© AREAS.   

DUST CONTROL NOTES: 
  

    

  
  

    

    
    

  

        

          
  

  

    

    
  

  

  
  

    

  

        

          
    

  

      
  

  
              

  

  

    

                  

  

    
  

    
    

  

      
            

  
                    
  

                          
  

      
  

          

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CONDUCT OPERATIONS AND MAINTAIN THE PROJECT 
SITE AS TO MINIMIZE THE CREATION AND DISPERSION OF DUST. DUST CONTROL 
SHALL BE USED THROUGHOUT THE WORK AT THE SITE. 

2. E CONTRACTOR MUST PROVIDE CLEAN WATER, FREE FROM SALT, OIL AND 
OTHER DELETERIOUS MATERIAL TO BE USED FOR ON-SITE DUST CONTROL. 

3. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUPPLY WATER SPRAYING EQUIPMENT CAPABLE OF 
ACCESSING ALL WORK AREAS. 

4. E CONTRACTOR SHALL IMPLEMENT STRICT DUST CONTROL MEASURES DURING 
ACTIVE CONSTRUCTION PERIODS ON-SITE. THESE CONTROL MEASURES WILL 
GENERALLY CONSIST OF WATER APPLICATIONS THAT SHALL BE APPLIED A 

IMUM OF ONCE PER DAY DURING DRY WEATHER OR MORE OFTEN AS 
REQUIRED TO PREVENT DUST EMISSIONS. or] 

SHALL: | 2 [07/06/2022 100% DESIGN DEVELOPMENT   
      
      

A. APPLY WATER WITH EQUIPMENT CONSISTING OF TANK, SPRAY BAR, PUMP 
WITH DISCHARGE PRESSURE GAUGE; | 1 ]06/19/2020 PROGRESS SET 

  

                      
  

        

  

  

  

          
  

  

  

                
        

  

  
  

  

    

      

            

  

                    
              

          
  

    

  

        
  

                  
    

      
    

  

  
  

    

    

      

      
  

    

  
  

                                    
  

  

  

  

  

                                
  

  
  

  
    

  

                        

  
  

  

  

                                            

        

  

                                                    
  

                          
  

  
        

  
          

3. ARRANGE SPRAY BAR HEIGHT, NOZZLE SPACING AND SPRAY PATTERN TO | No. | Date |  lssue/Revision | 
DESCRIPTION OF PREDOMINANT SOIL TYPE: LAND DISTURBANCE ACTIVITY NOTE: ENFORCEMENT OF SIGNAGE REQUIREMENT FOR PROJECTS PROVIDE COMPLETE BOVERAGE OF GROUND WITH WATER, Designed By: | Drawn By: Checked By: ~ - C. DISPERSE WATER THROUGH NOZZLES ON SPRAY BAR AT 20 PSI (137.8 K PA 

URBAN LAND (Us) A PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR LAND DISTURBANCE 15 TO BE PRESENT OR REQUIRING EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLANS: MINIMUM. KEEP AREAS DAMP WITHOUT CREATING NUISANCE CONDITIONS SUC ST ST ML 
AVAILABLE CAT ALL TIMES WHILE SITE 15 INA PHASE INVOLVING LAND ALL CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS REQUIRING SOIL EROSION AND SEDIME AS PONDING. DISTURBING ACTIVITY. THE RESPONSIBLE PERSON IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ) ! / Project No.: 17052.10 Date: 07/06/2022 
SPECTION OF THE SITE EROSION & SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES CONTROL (ESC) PLANS ST POST A DISTRICT-APPROVED SIGN THA 6. FOR WATER APPLICATION TO SOIL SURFACES DURING  DEMOLITIO a : : 

BIWEEKLY AND AFTER RAINFALL EVENTS. AVAILABILITY TO RESPOND TO NOTIFIES THE PUBLIC TO CONTACT DOEE IN THE EVENT OR EROSION OR AND /OR EXCAVATION, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL: 
POTENTIAL EROSION PROBLEMS AS THEY OCCUR AND AVAILABILITY TO OTHER POLLUTION FROM THE SITE. DOEE HAS INCREASED ITS ENFORCEME A. APPLY WATER WITH EQUIPMENT CONSISTING OF A TANK, PUMP WIT 
SPEAK ONSITE WITH DOEE TO REMEDY POTENTIAL PROBLEMS. THE EFFORTS FOR THIS REQUIREMENT. A LIMITED NUMBER OF PRE—PRINTED DISCHARGE GAUGE, HOSES AND MIST NOZZLES: 
RESPONSIBLE PERSON IS TO HAVE AVAILABLE ONSITE PROOF OF SIONS 15 AVAILABLE AT THE DEPARTMEN TOF CONSUMER AND REGULATOR B. LOCATE TANK AND SPRAYING EQUIPMENT SO THAT THE ENTIRE EXCAVATIO 
PROFESSIONAL LICENSING OR OF SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION OF A on a oe oa ae SEER SO AREA CAN BE MISTED WITHOUT INTERFERING WITH  DEMOLITIO 
DEPARTMENT APPROVED TRAINING PROGRAM IN COMPLIANCE OF ON AEE lo oe Nam JY J : AND /OR EXCAVATION EQUIPMENT OR OPERATIONS. KEEP AREAS DAMP 
RESPONSIBLE PERSON DESIGNATION. : “IR THE a WITHOUT CREATING NUISANCE CONDITIONS SUCH AS PONDING. Sheet Title: 

AVAILABLE AT HTTP: //DOEE.DC.GOV/ESC. C. APPLY WATER SPRA A MANNER TO PREVENT MOVEMENT OF SPRAY 
BEYOND SITE BOUNDARIES.           

  

    
|} | 

7. APPLY WATER WITH EQUIPMENT CONSISTING OF A TANK, PUMP WITH DISCHARGE E d S d m i 
GAUGE, HOSES AND MIST NOZZLES. rosion dal e en 

8. LOCATE TANK AND SPRAYING EQUIPMENT SO THAT THE ENTIRE EXCAVATION 

AREA CAN BE MISTED WITHOUT INTERFERING WITH DEMOLITION AND /OR Control Plan 
EXCAVATION EQUIPMENT OR OPERATIONS. KEEP AREAS DAMP WITHOUT CREATING 

    
  

    

    

  

              

                      NDITIONS SUCH AS PONDING. 

. PLY WATER SPRAY IN A MANNER TO PREVENT MOVEMENT OF SPRAY BEYOND Sheet No.: 
SITE BOUNDARIES. 
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CONSTRUCTION DATES:

TOTAL AREA OF DISTURBANCE:

CONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZATION SEQUENCE:

EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL NOTE:

DUST CONTROL NOTES:

LEGEND

LAND DISTURBANCE ACTIVITY NOTE:

TOTAL SITE AREA:

ENFORCEMENT OF SIGNAGE REQUIREMENT FOR PROJECTS
REQUIRING EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLANS:

STANDARD EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES
AND SEQUENCE:

EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL NARRATIVE:

DESCRIPTION OF PREDOMINANT SOIL TYPE:

THIS SHEET IS TO BE USED FOR SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL PURPOSES ONLY !!!

VICINITY MAP
SCALE: 1" = 200'

SQUARE: 1600 LOT:  
ADDRESS: 

WASHINGTON D.C.
4400 MASSACHUSSETS AVE, N.W

PART OF LOTS 0001 & 0810

TOTAL VOLUME OF CUT/FILL  FOR SOUND WALL
FOOTINGS

VOLUME OF CUT (FOOTINGS):   (43)  cy +/-

SITE

54321

D

C

B

A

Sheet Title:

No.
Designed By:

Issue/RevisionDate

Consultants:

A

B

C

D

1 2 3 4 5

Project No.:

Scale:

Drawn By: Checked By:

Architect/Engineer
License No.

Sheet No.:

Client:

Project:

6

6

E E

F

7

7

F

Seal:

Date:

Jacobs Field
Sound Wall

American University

1 PROGRESS SET06/19/2020

Planning, Engineering, Surveying & Landscape Architecture
2000 Edmund Halley Drive Suite 120 Reston, Virginia 20191
(T) 703-391-7600  www.WM-DC.com

ST ST ML

2 100% DESIGN DEVELOPMENT07/06/2022

07/06/202217052.10

CIV0103

Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan

TREE PRESERVATION NOTES:
No Heritage trees (over 100” circumference) will have impacts within their
critical root zones in relation to this project.  Several Special Trees (>44”
circumference, <100”) will have impacts within their critical root zones and
the following measures will be employed to preserve these trees:

1) treatment to help suppress Borers and Bark Beetles
2) fertilization and soil treatment
3) mulching or the root zones
4) irrigation during and after the project as necessary
5) matting over the root system where machine access is required
6) fencing as necessary to prohibit entry into root zones
7) root pruning of any roots to be severed within the critical root zones
8) no severing of roots with structural root zones
9) excavation only with air tools within the structural root zones

No special or heritage trees will have disturbance (except by air
excavation if necessary) within their structural root zones, and disturbance
will total less than 25% of the critical root zone of each protected tree.



TREE PROTECTION AND REPLACEMENT NOTES: 

A. DESCRIPTION: 

WORK UNDER THIS ITEM INCLUDES PROVIDING PROTECTION FOR EXISTING TREES 
WITHIN THE PROJECT LIMITS DURING CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS. WORK SHALL 
INCLUDE PROTECTION BY FENCING OF ALL TREES WITHIN THE PROJECT 
BOUNDARIES AS INDICATED ON THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. 
THE CONTRACTOR IS LIABLE FOR REPLACEMENT AND REPAIR OF TREES OR 
COMPENSATION FOR TREES DAMAGED OR KILLED THROUGH NEGLECT OR FAILURE 
TO APPLY TREE PROTECTION DURING CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS. 
FAILURE OF THE CONTRACTOR TO IMPLEMENT TREE CONSERVATION MEASURES OR 
TREE REPLACEMENT, AS DIRECTED BY THE ENGINEER, WILL RESULT IN 
COMPENSATION OR LIQUIDATED DAMAGES TO THE DISTRICT ACCORDING TO THE 
SCHEDULE OF PAYMENT CONTAINED HEREIN. ANY REPLACEMENT DETERMINED TO 

BE REQUIRED BY THE ENGINEER MUST BE PERFORMED WITHIN TWO (2) WEEKS OF 
NOTIFICATION, UNLESS OUTSIDE OF THE PLANTING SEASON, IN WHICH CASE 
REPLACEMENT MUST OCCUR WITHIN THE FIRST TWO (2) WEEKS OF THE PLANTING 
SEASON. 

B. METHODS AND MATERIALS: 

PROTECTION FROM DAMAGE CAUSED BY THE CONTRACTOR'S EQUIPMENT OR 
CARELESSNESS SHALL CONSIST OF THE FOLLOWING METHODS AND MEASURES: 
ALL TREES TO BE PRESERVED SHALL BE PROTECTED AGAINST DAMAGE DURING 
CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS BY FENCING. THE TREE PROTECTION FENCING SHALL 
BE PLACED BEFORE ANY EXCAVATION OR GRADING HAS COMMENCED. DETAILS OF 
THE MINIMUM ACCEPTABLE TREE PROTECTION ARE SHOWN IN THE CONTRACT 
DOCUMENTS. NO EQUIPMENT, TRAILERS OR MATERIALS MAY BE PLACED WITHIN THE 
DRIP LINE OF EXISTING TREES TO BE RETAINED WITHIN THE PROJECT LIMITS WITH 
THE EXCEPTION OF PAVED AREAS OR AREAS TO BE PAVED. 
ANY DAMAGE DONE TO EXISTING TREE CROWNS OR ROOT SYSTEMS SHALL BE 
REPAIRED IMMEDIATELY BY THE CONTRACTOR UNDER THE DIRECTION OF AN 

ARBORIST FROM THE DISTRICT'S URBAN FORESTRY ADMINISTRATION. 
IF ANY TREES NOT DESIGNATED TO BE REMOVED ARE SEVERELY INJURED OR 

KILLED BY THE CONTRACTOR'S OPERATIONS FOR ANY REASON, THEY SHALL BE 
REPLACED IN KIND BY THE CONTRACTOR AT NO ADDITIONAL COST TO THE 
DISTRICT, OR BY PAYMENT IN LIQUIDATED DAMAGES ACCORDING TO THE 
FOLLOWING SCHEDULE: 

— $200 PER INCH OF DIAMETER 

— THE DIAMETER OF THE TREE TRUNK SHALL BE MEASURED BREAST HIGH (4 TO 

5 FEET) ABOVE THE GROUND. REPLACEMENT SHALL BE DONE ON A DBH INCH PER 

DBH INCH BASIS (1 DBH INCH OF REPLACEMENT TREES PER DBH INCH OF 

DAMAGED TREES). TREES REPLACED IN KIND SHALL BE PLANTED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH 608.02. THE ENGINEER SHALL BE SOLELY RESPONSIBLE FOR DETERMINING 
WHETHER OR NOT A GIVEN INJURY IS SUFFICIENT TO WARRANT REPAIR, 
REPLACEMENT OR MONETARY COMPENSATION BY THE CONTRACTOR. 

MATERIALS SHALL MEET THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
— TREE PROTECTION FENCING: TREE PROTECTION FENCING SHALL CONSIST OF 6 
FOOT TALL CHAIN LINK FENCE MATERIALS. FENCING SHALL PROTECT AN AREA NO 
SMALLER THAN 9 FOOT X 4 FOOT. 

C. MEASURE AND PAYMENT: 

THE UNIT OF MEASURE WILL BE EACH. NO DIRECT MEASURE WILL BE TAKEN. 
PAYMENT FOR TREE PROTECTION AND REPLACEMENT WLL BE MADE AT THE 
CONTRACT UNIT PRICE PER EACH FOR TREE PROTECTION, WHICH PAYMENT WILL 
INCLUDE ALL LABOR, TOOLS, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT, AND INCIDENTALS NEEDED TO 
COMPLETE THE REQUIRED WORK. NO PAYMENT WILL BE MADE FOR REPAIR AND 
REPLACEMENT IN KIND FOR TREES DAMAGED OR KILLED DUE TO THE 
CONTRACTOR'S OPERATIONS. THIS WORK WILL BE PERFORMED AT THE SOLE 
EXPENSE OF THE CONTRACTOR. 

TREE ROOT PROTECTION: 
A. DESCRIPTION: 
THIS WORK INCLUDES PRECAUTIONS TO BE TAKEN WHILE PERFORMING UTILITY 
TRENCHING, ROADWAY WORK, SIDEWALK, AND CURB INSTALLATION. WORK ALSO 
INCLUDES FURNISHING AND PLACEMENT OF PREPARED PLANTING SOIL MIX AND 

FERTILIZER (FERTILIZER IS NOT NEEDED UNLESS AN ELEMENT IS DEFICIENT) 
BACKFILL AROUND EXPOSED AND DISTURBED ROOTS, AND THE DISPOSAL OF 
EXCESS MATERIALS, BRANCHES AND DEBRIS. 

B. CONSTRUCTION METHODS: 

CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS ADJACENT TO EXISTING TREES SHALL BE PERFORMED 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH 608.07(B) TO PREVENT TRUNK, CROWN, AND ROOT DAMAGE. 
TREE ROOTS SHALL NOT BE CUT UNLESS SPECIFICALLY AUTHORIZED BY THE 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION'S URBAN FORESTRY ADMINISTRATION. IF 
AUTHORIZED, PRUNING SHALL BE PERFORMED UNDER THEIR SUPERVISION IN 

ACCORDANCE WITH 107.12 AND 608.04(B), OR BY A CERTIFIED ARBORIST MEETING 
THEIR APPROVAL. WHEN AUTHORIZED BY THE ENGINEER, THE CONTRACTOR MAY 

CUT MINOR ROOTS (LESS THAN 2 INCHES IN DIAMETER) WITH HIS OWN FORCES. 
WHEN TRENCHING OR WHEN OLD CURB, GUTTER, OR SIDEWALK IS REMOVED, DAMP 
BURLAP SHALL BE PLACED OVER EXPOSED ROOTS AND KEPT DAMP AT ALL TIMES 
UNTIL THE NEW WORK IS PLACED. TRENCH EXCAVATION SHALL FOLLOW 207.03 TO 
AVOID ROOT DAMAGE TO ROOTS LARGER THAN 2 INCHES IN DIAMETER. EXPOSED 
OR CUT ROOTS SHALL BE BACKFILLED WITH PREPARED FERTILIZER—ENRICHED 

PLANTING SOIL MIX TO ENCOURAGE ROOT GROWTH. (FERTILIZER IS NOT NEEDED 
UNLESS AN ELEMENT IS SHOWN TO BE DEFICIENT.) 

IN ALL OPERATIONS INVOLVING UTILITY TRENCHING, THE WORK SHALL BE 
PERFORMED AS PER 207.03. WHENEVER POSSIBLE, ROOT CUTTING SHALL BE 
AVOIDED; NO PART OF THE ROOT BALL SHALL BE TRENCHED. UTILITY TRENCHING 
SHALL NOT BE ALLOWED IF TREE ROOTS ARE WITHIN THE TRENCH AREA 
DETERMINED AS THE DRIP-LINE OF THE TREE. THESE EXCAVATIONS SHALL BE 
AUGURED OR TUNNELED, AS NECESSARY, TO PREVENT ROOT CUTTING. 

IN CURB INSTALLATIONS, IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT CURBING BE BRIDGED ACROSS 
THE LENGTH OF THE TREE SPACE, WITHOUT A DRY MIX BACKING BLOCK, IN ORDER 
TO AVOID ANY TRENCHING EXCAVATION IN THE MCINITY OF THE ROOTS. THE 
LENGTH OF CURBING PLACED ADJACENT TO THE LENGTH OF THE TREE SPACE 
SHALL THEN BE DOWELLED OR PINNED TO THE STANDARD CURB CONSTRUCTION 
OUTSIDE THE TREE SPACE. 

TREES LOCATED ADJACENT TO CONSTRUCTION WORK SHALL BE WATERED AT TEN 

(10) DAY INTERVALS THROUGHOUT THE GROWING SEASON. THE CONTRACTOR 
SHALL SUPPLY WATERING BAGS OF SAME TYPE THAT ARE SOLD IN THE INDUSTRY 
AND FILL THEM ACCORDING TO THE MANUFACTURER'S SPECIFICATIONS OR AT A 
MINIMUM KEEPING THE BAG FULL DURING THE GROWING SEASON. NO EQUIPMENT, 
TRAILERS, OR MATERIAL SHALL BE PLACED WITHIN 20 FEET OR WITHIN THE DRIP 
LINES OF ANY TREE TO BE SAVED, WHICHEVER IS GREATER. 

ANY DAMAGE DONE TO EXISTING TREE TRUNKS, CROWNS, OR ROOT SYSTEMS 
SHALL BE REPAIRED IMMEDIATELY BY THE CONTRACTOR, AT HIS EXPENSE, UNDER 

THE DIRECTION OF AN ARBORIST FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION'S 
URBAN FORESTRY ADMINISTRATION. 

PROTECT ROOT SYSTEMS FROM DAMAGE CAUSED BY RUNOFF OR SPILLAGE OF 
NOXIOUS MATERIALS WHILE MIXING, PLACING, OR STORING CONSTRUCTION 
MATERIALS. PROTECT ROOT SYSTEMS FROM PONDING, ERODING, OR EXCESSIVE 
WETTING CAUSED BY DEWATERING OPERATIONS. 
DO NOT STORE CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS, DEBRIS, OR EXCAVATED MATERIAL 
INSIDE TREE PROTECTION ZONES. DO NOT PERMIT VEHICLES OR FOOT TRAFFIC 
WITHIN TREE PROTECTION ZONES; PREVENT SOIL COMPACTION OVER ROOT 
SYSTEMS. 

MAINTAIN TREE PROTECTION ZONES FREE OF WEEDS AND TRASH. 

INSTALL MYCORRHIZAL FUNGAL INOCULATION INSIDE THE TREE PROTECTION ZONE 
AS REQUIRED BY THE MANUFACTURER. 

WHERE RE—GRADING IS REQUIRED, THE FOLLOWING SHALL APPLY: 

MINOR FILL: WHERE EXISTING GRADE IS 6 INCHES OR LESS BELOW ELEVATION OF 
FINISH GRADE, FILL WITH MATERIAL AS SHOWN IN THE CONTRACT DRAWINGS. 
PLACE MATERIAL IN A SINGLE UNCOMPACTED LAYER AND HAND GRADE TO 
REQUIRED FINISH ELEVATIONS. 

MODERATE FILL: WHERE EXISTING GRADE IS MORE THAN 6 INCHES (150 MM) BUT 

LESS THAN 12 INCHES (300 MM) BELOW ELEVATION OF FINISH GRADE, PLACE 
DRAINAGE FILL, FILTER FABRIC, AND TOPSOIL ON EXISTING GRADE AS FOLLOWS: 

CAREFULLY PLACE DRAINAGE FILL AGAINST TREE TRUNK APPROXIMATELY 2 INCHES 

(50 MM) ABOVE ELEVATION OF FINISH GRADE AND EXTEND NOT LESS THAN 18 

INCHES (450 MM) FROM TREE TRUNK ON ALL SIDES. FOR BALANCE OF AREA 

WITHIN DRIP LINE PERIMETER, PLACE DRAINAGE FILL UP TO 6 INCHES (150 MM) 
BELOW ELEVATION OF GRADE. 

PLACE FILTER FABRIC WITH EDGES OVERLAPPING 6 INCHES (150 MM) MINIMUM. 
PLACE FILL LAYER OF MATERIAL TO FINISH GRADE. DO NOT COMPACT DRAINAGE 
FILL. 

HAND GRADE TO REQUIRED ELEVATIONS. 

C. MEASURE AND PAYMENT: 

NO MEASURE WILL BE TAKEN FOR THIS WORK. NO DIRECT PAYMENT WILL BE 
MADE. THIS WORK IS CONSIDERED INCIDENTAL TO THE WORK BEING PERFORMED, 
THE COST OF WHICH SHALL BE CONSIDERED WHEN PREPARING BIDS FOR WORK IN 
THESE AREAS. 

STREET TREE PROTECTION ZONE 

DRIPLINE ——~ AL Ts 
' h Hina, 0 

~——DRIPLINE 

    MULCH HIGH TRAFFIC AREAS 
OUTSIDE PROTECTION FENCING 
WITHIN DRIPLINE 

PROTECT ALL ROOTS 
OVER 2 INCHES 
            

    

i 
a¥ 2 aS         ES 

o IRRRARREEKS 

STREET TREE PROTECTION 
1. ALL EXISTING STREET TREES, TO REMAIN WITHIN A WORK ZONE UNTIL A PROJECT IS 

COMPLETED, REQUIRE THE FOLLOWING AS TREE PROTECTION. IF FOR ANY REASON THE SCOPE 
OF THE PROJECT REQUIRES WORK TO BE PERFORMED WITHIN THE FENCED PROTECTION ZONE, 
THE PERMIT HOLDER MUST CONTACT THE DISTRICT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION'S 
URBAN FORESTRY ADMINISTRATION AT 202-671-5133 BEFORE ENTERING. 

A. SIX (6) FOOT TALL CHAIN LINK FENCING ON ALL SIDES. 

B. INSTALL FENCING PRIOR TO AND MAINTAIN THROUGHOUT CONSTRUCTION, REMOVING ONLY 
AT THE END OF THE PROJECT. 

C. FENCING SHALL PROTECT AN AREA NO SMALLER THAN 4 FEET BY 9 FEET. 

D. FENCING SHALL HAVE VERTICAL AND HORIZONTAL SUPPORT RAILINGS TO DECREASE 
FLEXIBILITY AND PREVENT SAGGING. 

E. FENCE POSTS SHALL BE ANCHORED IN THE GROUND TO PREVENT MOVEMENT AND 
PROVIDE A AUTHORIZED ENTRY ONLY: CONTACT THE WARD ARBORIST AT DDOT URBAN 
SECURE BARRIER. 

2. NO INSTALLATION OF SILT FENCE/SUPER SILT FENCE, TRENCHING, ALTERATION OR 

DISTURBANCE TO EXISTING GRADE; STAGING/ STORAGE OF CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS, 
EQUIPMENT, SOIL, OR DEBRIS; DISPOSAL OF ANY MATERIALS SUCH AS CONCRETE, GAS, OIL, 
PAINT, AND BLACKTOP IS ALLOWED WITHIN THE FENCED TREE PROTECTION ZONE. 

3. EXCAVATIONS WITHIN THE DRIP LINE SHALL PROCEED WITH CARE BY USE OF HAND TOOLS. 
THE DRIPLINE IS DEFINED AS THE GROUND AREA UNDER THE CANOPY OF THE TREE. 

4. NO ROOTS LARGER THAN TWO (2) INCHES IN DIAMETER ARE TO BE CUT WITHOUT UFA 
PERMISSION. 

5. EXPOSED ROOTS TWO (2) INCHES AND LARGER IN DIAMETER SHALL BE WRAPPED IN BURLAP 
OR OTHER APPROVED MATERIAL AND KEPT MOIST AT ALL TIMES. 

6. TREES THAT ARE PROTECTED ARE TO BE WATERED EVERY 10 DAYS FROM APRIL THROUGH 
SEPTEMBER. 

7. SECTION 608.07 TREE PROTECTION AND REPLACEMENT OF THE 2013 DISTRICT DEPARTMENT 
OF TRANSPORTATION STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR HIGHWAYS AND STRUCTURES WILL 
APPLY SHOULD ANY DAMAGE OCCUR TO THE EXISTING STREET TREE(S). 

8. ANY FINES RELATED TO DAMAGE TO A STREET TREE ON A JOB SITE SHALL BE THE 
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE PERMIT HOLDER. 
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TEMPORARY SEEDING SUMMARY 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

              
  

  

  

  

  

    

SLED MIXTURE FERTILIZER RATE 
SPECIES |SEEDING RATE | SEEDING DATES SEEDING (10-10-10) LIME RATE 

(LB/AC) DEPTHS (IN)"2 

ANNUAL 40 02/15 TO 04/30; 05 
RYEGRASS 08/15 TO 11/30; 

02/15 TO 04/30; BARLEY 96 08/15 TO 11730; 1.0 

02/15 TO 04/30; 
OATS 72 08/15 TO 11/30; 1.0 436 Ib/ac 2 tons/ac 

02/15 TO 04/30; (10lb/ (90Ib/ WHEAT 120 08/15 TO 11/30: 1.0 1,000 ft.2) 1,000 ft.2) 

02/15 T0 04/30; CEREAL RYE 12 08/15 T0 1215; 1.0 

FOXTAIL VILLET 30 05/01 TO 08/14; 0.5 

PEARL ops 20 05/01 TO 08/14; 0.5 

PERMANENT SEEDING SUMMARY 

SEED MIXTURE 
SEEDING LIME RATE APPLICATION | SEEDING NO. SPECIES |o\ (Ib /ac) DATES DEPTHS N P20s K20 
(IN*2) 

11 [CREEPING 2/15 70 4/30; 
RED 30 8/15 T0 10/31; 1.0 

FESCUE 11/01 TO 11/30; 
45 Ib/ac | 90 Ib/ac | 90 Ib/ac | 2 tons/ac 

” 2/15 TO 4/30; 
CHEWINGS 30 8/15 T0 10/31; 1.0 
FESCUE 11/01 T0 11/30; (10b/ | (21b/ | (21b/ | (90 Ib/ 

1,000 ft.2) [1,000 ft.2)| 1,000 ft.%)| 1,000 ft.?) 
11 KENTUCKY 2/15 T0 4/30; 

BLUE 20 8/15 TO 10/31;| 0.5 

GRASS 11/01 TO 11/30;                     

DUST CONTROL NOTES: 
1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CONDUCT OPERATIONS AND MAINTAIN THE PROJECT 

SITE AS TO MINIMIZE THE CREATION AND DISPERSION OF DUST. DUST CONTROL 
SHALL BE USED THROUGHOUT THE WORK AT THE SITE. 

2. THE CONTRACTOR MUST PROVIDE CLEAN WATER, FREE FROM SALT, OIL AND 
OTHER DELETERIOUS MATERIAL TO BE USED FOR ON-SITE DUST CONTROL. 

3. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUPPLY WATER SPRAYING EQUIPMENT CAPABLE OF 
ACCESSING ALL WORK AREAS. 

4. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL IMPLEMENT STRICT DUST CONTROL MEASURES DURING 
ACTIVE CONSTRUCTION PERIODS ON-SITE. THESE CONTROL MEASURES WILL 
GENERALLY CONSIST OF WATER APPLICATIONS THAT SHALL BE APPLIED A 
MINIMUM OF ONCE PER DAY DURING DRY WEATHER OR MORE OFTEN AS 
REQUIRED TO PREVENT DUST EMISSIONS. 

5. FOR WATER APPLICATION TO UNDISTURBED SOIL SURFACES, THE CONTRACTOR 
SHALL: 
A. APPLY WATER WITH EQUIPMENT CONSISTING OF TANK, SPRAY BAR, PUMP 

WITH DISCHARGE PRESSURE GAUGE; 
B. ARRANGE SPRAY BAR HEIGHT, NOZZLE SPACING AND SPRAY PATTERN TO 

PROVIDE COMPLETE COVERAGE OF GROUND WITH WATER; 

C. DISPERSE WATER THROUGH NOZZLES ON SPRAY BAR AT 20 PSI (137.8 K PA) 
MINIMUM. KEEP AREAS DAMP WITHOUT CREATING NUISANCE CONDITIONS SUCH 
AS PONDING. 

6. FOR WATER APPLICATION TO SOIL SURFACES DURING DEMOLITION 

AND/OR EXCAVATION, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL: 
A. APPLY WATER WITH EQUIPMENT CONSISTING OF A TANK, PUMP WITH 

DISCHARGE GAUGE, HOSES AND MIST NOZZLES; 
B. LOCATE TANK AND SPRAYING EQUIPMENT SO THAT THE ENTIRE EXCAVATION 

AREA. CAN BE MISTED WITHOUT INTERFERING WITH DEMOLITION 

AND/OR EXCAVATION EQUIPMENT OR OPERATIONS. KEEP AREAS DAMP 
WITHOUT CREATING NUISANCE CONDITIONS SUCH AS PONDING. 

C. APPLY WATER SPRAY IN A MANNER TO PREVENT MOVEMENT OF SPRAY 
BEYOND SITE BOUNDARIES. 

7. APPLY WATER WITH EQUIPMENT CONSISTING OF A TANK, PUMP WITH DISCHARGE 
GAUGE, HOSES AND MIST NOZZLES. 

8. LOCATE TANK AND SPRAYING EQUIPMENT SO THAT THE ENTIRE EXCAVATION 

AREA CAN BE MISTED WITHOUT INTERFERING WITH DEMOLITION AND/OR 
EXCAVATION EQUIPMENT OR OPERATIONS. KEEP AREAS DAMP WITHOUT CREATING 
NUISANCE CONDITIONS SUCH AS PONDING. 

9. APPLY WATER SPRAY IN A MANNER TO PREVENT MOVEMENT OF SPRAY BEYOND 
SITE BOUNDARIES. 

DOEE SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN 
GENERAL NOTES: 

10. 

Mn. 

12. 

FOLLOWING INITIAL LAND DISTURBANCE OR RE—DISTURBANCE, PERMANENT OR 
INTERIM STABILIZATION MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN SEVEN (7) CALENDAR DAYS 
FOR THE SURFACES OF ALL PERIMETER CONTROLS, DIKES, SWALES, DITCHES, 
PERIMETER SLOPES, AND SLOPES GREATER THAN THREE (3) HORIZONTAL TO 
ONE (1) VERTICAL (3:1); AND FOURTEEN (14) DAYS FOR ALL OTHER DISTURBED 
OR GRADED AREAS ON THE PROJECT SITE. THESE REQUIREMENTS DO NOT APPLY 
TO AREAS SHOWN ON THE PLAN THAT ARE USED FOR MATERIAL STORAGE 
OTHER THAN STOCKPILING, OR FOR THOSE AREAS ON THE PLAN WHERE ACTUAL 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES ARE BEING PERFORMED. MAINTENANCE SHALL BE 
PERFORMED AS NECESSARY SO THAT STABILIZED AREAS CONTINUOUSLY MEET 
THE APPROPRIATE REQUIREMENTS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA STANDARDS 
AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL (ESC). 
[21 DCMR § 542.9 (0)] 

ESC MEASURES SHALL BE IN PLACE BEFORE AND DURING LAND DISTURBANCE. 
[21 DCMR § 543.6] 

CONTACT  DOEE INSPECTION (202) 535-2977 TO SCHEDULE A 

PRE-CONSTRUCTION MEETING AT LEAST THREE (3) BUSINESS DAYS BEFORE THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF A LAND-DISTURBING ACTIVITY. [21 DCMR § 503.7 (A)] 

A COPY OF THE APPROVED PLAN SET WILL BE MAINTAINED AT THE 
CONSTRUCTION SITE FROM THE DATE THAT CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES BEGIN TO 
THE DATE OF FINAL STABILIZATION AND WILL BE AVAILABLE FOR DOEE 
INSPECTORS. [21 DCMR § 542.15] 

ESC MEASURES SHALL BE IN PLACE TO STABILIZE AN EXPOSED AREA AS SOON 
AS PRACTICABLE AFTER CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY HAS TEMPORARILY OR 

PERMANENTLY CEASED BUT NO LATER THAN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS FOLLOWING 
CESSATION, EXCEPT THAT TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT STABILIZATION SHALL BE 
IN PLACE AT THE END OF EACH DAY OF UNDERGROUND UTILITY WORK THAT IS 

NOT CONTAINED WITHIN A LARGER DEVELOPMENT SITE. [21 DCMR § 543.7] 

STOCKPILED MATERIAL BEING ACTIVELY USED DURING A PHASE OF 
CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE PROTECTED AGAINST EROSION BY ESTABLISHING AND 
MAINTAINING PERIMETER CONTROLS AROUND THE STOCKPILE. 
[21 DCMR § 543.16 (A)] 

STOCKPILED MATERIAL NOT BEING ACTIVELY USED OR ADDED TO SHALL BE 
STABILIZED WITH MULCH, TEMPORARY VEGETATION, HYDRO-SEED OR PLASTIC 
WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) CALENDAR DAYS AFTER ITS LAST USE OR ADDITION. 
[21 DCMR § 543.16 (B)] 

FILL MATERIAL MUST BE FREE OF CONTAMINATION LEVELS OF ANY POLLUTANT 
THAT IS, OR MAY BE DETRIMENTAL TO SURFACE OR GROUND WATER QUALITY, 
OR WHICH MAY CAUSE DAMAGE TO PROPERTY OR THE DRAINAGE SYSTEM. ALL 
FILL MATERIAL MUST BE FREE OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND COMPLY WITH 
ALL APPLICABLE DISTRICT AND FEDERAL REGULATIONS. 

PROTECT BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES FROM SEDIMENTATION AND OTHER 
DAMAGE DURING CONSTRUCTION FOR PROPER POST CONSTRUCTION OPERATION. 
[21 DCMR § 543.5] 

REQUEST A DOEE INSPECTOR'S APPROVAL AFTER THE INSTALLATION OF 
PERIMETER AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS, BUT BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH ANY 

OTHER EARTH DISTURBANCE OR GRADING. [21 DCMR § 542.12 (A)] 

REQUEST A DOEE INSPECTOR'S APPROVAL AFTER FINAL STABILIZATION OF THE 
SITE AND BEFORE THE REMOVAL OF EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS. 

[21 DCMR § 542.12 (B)] 

FINAL STABILIZATION MEANS THAT ALL LAND-DISTURBING ACTIVITIES AT THE SITE 
HAVE BEEN COMPLETED AND EITHER OF THE FOLLOWING TWO CRITERIA HAVE 
BEEN MET: (1) A UNIFORM (FOR EXAMPLE, EVENLY DISTRIBUTED, WITHOUT LARGE 
BARE AREAS) PERENNIAL VEGETATIVE COVER WITH A DENSITY OF SEVENTY 
PERCENT (70%) OF THE NATIVE BACKGROUND VEGETATIVE COVER FOR THE AREA 
HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED ON ALL UNPAVED AREAS AND AREAS NOT COVERED BY 
PERMANENT STRUCTURES, OR (2) EQUIVALENT PERMANENT STABILIZATION 
MEASURES HAVE BEEN EMPLOYED (SUCH AS THE USE OF RIPRAP, GABIONS, OR 
GEO-TEXTILES).[21 DCMR § 542.12 (B.1, B.2)] 

. FOLLOW THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

AGENCY APPROVED STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP) AND 
MAINTAIN A LEGIBLE COPY OF THIS SWPPP ON SITE. [21 DCMR § 543.10 (B)] 

. POST A SIGN ON SITE THAT NOTIFIES THE PUBLIC TO CONTACT DOEE IN THE 
EVENT OF EROSION OR OTHER POLLUTION. THIS SIGN MUST BE IN PLAIN VIEW OF 

AND READABLE BY THE PUBLIC AT A DISTANCE OF TWELVE FEET (12 FT). THE 
SIGN WILL BE PLACED AT EACH ENTRANCE TO THE SITE OR AS DIRECTED BY 
THE DOEE INSPECTOR. THE SIGN WLL PROVIDE DOEE'S TELEPHONE NUMBER 

(202-535-2977) AND EMAIL ADDRESS. [21 DCMR § 543.22] 

IF A SITE DISTURBS 5,000 SQUARE FEET OF LAND OR GREATER, THE ESC PLAN 
MUST CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT: 

. A RESPONSIBLE PERSON MUST BE PRESENT OR AVAILABLE WHILE THE SITE IS IN 
A LAND-DISTURBING PHASE. THE RESPONSIBLE PERSON IS CHARGED WITH BEING 
AVAILABLE TO (A) INSPECT THE SITE AND ITS ESC MEASURES AT LEAST ONCE 
BIWEEKLY AND AFTER A RAINFALL EVENT TO IDENTIFY AND REMEDY EACH 
POTENTIAL OR ACTUAL EROSION PROBLEM, (B) RESPOND TO EACH POTENTIAL OR 
ACTUAL EROSION PROBLEM IDENTIFIED BY CONSTRUCTION PERSONNEL, AND (C) 
SPEAK ON SITE WITH DOEE TO REMEDY EACH POTENTIAL OR ACTUAL EROSION 
PROBLEM. A RESPONSIBLE PERSON SHALL BE (A) LICENSED IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA AS A CIVIL OR GEO-TECHNICAL ENGINEER, A LAND SURVEYOR, OR 
ARCHITECT; OR (B) CERTIFIED THROUGH A TRAINING PROGRAM THAT DOEE 
APPROVES, INCLUDING A COURSE ON EROSION CONTROL PROVIDED BY ANOTHER 
JURISDICTION OR PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION. DURING CONSTRUCTION, THE 
RESPONSIBLE PERSON SHALL KEEP ON SITE PROOF OF PROFESSIONAL LICENSING 
OR OF SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION OF A DOEE—APPROVED TRAINING PROGRAM. 
[21 DCMR § 547] 

EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL NOTE: 

1. 

10. 

THE APPLICANT MUST NOTIFY THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT 

BY PHONE (202-535-2977) AT LEAST 72 HOURS PRIOR TO THE START OF 

LAND DISTURBING ACTIVITY AND WITHIN (2) WEEKS AFTER COMPLETION OF 
PROJECT TO REQUEST INSPECTION. IF THERE IS NEED TO MAKE CHANGES OR 
MODIFICATIONS IN THE APPROVED DESIGN, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND 
ENVIRONMENT MUST BE NOTIFIED IMMEDIATELY. 

REMOVAL OF ANY EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES REQUIRES 
APPROVAL FROM DOEE INSPECTOR. 

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR DESIGN OF SHEETING AND 
SHORING AND SUPPORT OF EXISTING UTILITIES AND ADJACENT STRUCTURES. 

SHORING, BRACING, AND UNDERPINNING DESIGNED BY THE CONTRACTOR'S 
STRUCTURAL ENGINEER LICENSED IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SHALL BE 
PROVIDED AS NECESSARY TO ENSURE THEIR SUPPORT. 

PROVIDE SILT FENCE AT PERIMETER OF EXCAVATION AREA TO REMAIN IN PLACE 
UNTIL BELOW GRADE EXCAVATION HAS BEGUN UNLESS OTHERWISE APPROVED BY 
THE INSPECTOR. 

. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE ON SITE APPROVED STAMPED AND SIGNED 
SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL DRAWINGS BY DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT, WATERSHED PROTECTION DIVISION. 

PROVIDE A CHAIN LINK FENCE AT PERIMETER OF SITE 

NO LATER THAN THE FIRST DAY OF CONSTRUCTION, INSTALL SITE ACCESS 
MEASURES TO MINIMIZE OFF-SITE VEHICLE TRACKING OF SEDIMENTS. EACH 
CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE MUST BE STABILIZED AND INCLUDE EACH ADDITIONAL 
MEASURES REQUIRED TO KEEP SEDIMENT FROM BEING CARRIED ONTO PUBLIC 
STREETS BY CONSTRUCTION VEHICLES AND WASHED INTO A STORM DRAIN OR 
WATERWAY. 

REMOVE OFF-SITE ACCUMULATION OF SEDIMENT DAILY DURING CONSTRUCTION 
AND IMMEDIATELY AT THE REQUEST OF DOEE INSPECTOR. 

PERFORM ROUTINE MAINTENANCE TO PREVENT ANY NEW DE-STABILIZATION 
AREAS. 

STRAW BALE DIKES WILL BE REPLACED EVERY THREE (3) MONTHS UNTIL 
COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION. 

1. 

VEGETATIVE STABILIZATION: 

PERMANENT AND TEMPORARY SEEDING, SODDING AND MULCHING 

l. SITE PREPARATION 

PERMANENT OR TEMPORARY STABILIZATION SHALL BE COMPLETED WITHIN (A) 
SEVEN CALENDAR DAYS AS TO THE SURFACE OF ALL SEDIMENT CONTROL 
PRACTICES SUCH AS DIVERSIONS, GRADE STABILIZATION STRUCTURES, BERMS, 
DIKES, GRASSED WATERWAYS, SEDIMENT BASINS, PERIMETER SLOPES, AND ALL 

SLOPES GREATER THAN 3 HORIZONTAL TO 1 VERTICAL (3:1) AND (B) FOURTEEN 
DAYS AS TO ALL OTHER DISTURBED OR GRADED AREAS ON THE PROJECT SITE. 

Il. ~~ SEEDBED PREPARATION AND SEEDING APPLICATION 
THE TOP LAYER OF SOIL SHALL BE LOOSENED, LIMED AND FERTILIZED BY RAKING, 
DISCING OR HARROWING OR OTHER ACCEPTABLE MEANS BEFORE SEEDING. FLAT 
AREAS AND SLOPES UP TO 3 TO 1 GRADE SHALL BE LOOSE AND FRIABLE TO A 
DEPTH OF AT LEAST 3 INCHES SLOPES STEEPER THAN 3 TO 1 SHALL HAVE THE 
TOP 1-3 INCHES OF SOIL LOOSE AND FRIABLE BEFORE SEEDING. FLAT AREAS AND 
SLOPES UP TO 3 TO 1 GRADE SHALL BE LOOSE AND FRIABLE TO A DEPTH OF AT 
LEAST 3 INCHES SLOPES STEEPER THAN 3 TO 1 SHALL HAVE THE TOP 1-3 
INCHES OF SOIL LOOSE AND FRIABLE BEFORE SEEDING. 

APPLY SEED UNIFORMLY WITH A CYCLONE SEEDER, DRILL CULTIPACKER, 
SEEDER OR HYDROSEEDER ON A FIRM MOIST SEEDBED. 

Ill. SOIL AMENDMENTS 

LIME AND FERTILIZE ACCORDING TO SOIL TESTS. IN LIEU OF SOIL TEST APPLY THE 
FOLLOWING: 

DOLOMITIC 2 TONS PER ACRE OR 92 LBS/1,000 

LIMESTONE (PERMANENT AND SODDING SQ.FT.) 

FERTILIZER 1 TON PER ACRE OR 46 LB/1,000 

(TEMPORARY) 10-10-10 OR EQUIVALENT AT 
1,000 LBS PER ACRE OR 23 LBS PER 

1,000 SQ. FT. (PERMANENT AND SODDING) 

IV. SEDIMENT CONTROL PRACTICES, SEEDING 

SEED: "KENTUCKY 31" TALL FESCUE 60 LBS/ACRE OR 1.38 LBS/1,000 

SQ. FT AND ITALIAN (ANNUAL) RYEGRASS 40 LBS/ACRE 
OR .91 LBS/1,000 SQ. FT. 

DATES: 1/2 - 10/31 5/1 — 8/14 WITH IRRIGATION. 
V. TEMPORARY SEEDING: PER GROWING SEASON 
SEED: ITALIAN OR PERENNIAL RYEGRASS 40 LBS/ACRE 

OR .92 LBS/1,000 SQ. FT. 
DATES: 2/1 — 4/30 AND 8/15 — 11/30 
SEED: MILLET 40 LBS/ACRE OR 

0.92 LBS/1,000 SQ. FT. 
DATES: 5/1 — 8/14 
VI. PERMANENT SEEDING 

A. RESIDENTIAL AND HIGH MAINTENANCE AREAS 

1. KENTUCKY BLUEGRASS, "PLUSH", "BIRKA”, "PARADE", "VANTAGE", 
"COLUMBIA", "MERION", "ADELPHI", "SOUTH DAKOTA", "KENBLUE". 

ANY THREE VARIETIES AT 30 LBS. TO MAKE 90 LBS/ACRE OR 
2 LBS/1,000 SQ.FT. AND RED FESCUE — "PENNLAWN" OR 

JAMESTOWN 10 LBS/1000 SQ.FT. 

DATES: 2/1 — 4/30 AND 8/15 — 10/31. 
2. "KENTUCKY 31” TALL FESCUE 

220-260 LBS/ACRE OR 
5-6 LBS/1,000 SQ. FT. 

DATES: 2/1 — 10/31 5/1 — 8/14 IRRIGATION REQUIRED. 
B. LOW MAINTENANCE AND MINING AREAS 

"KENTUCKY 31” TALL FESCUE 
40 LBS/ACRE OR 0.92 LBS/1,000 SQ. FT. 

AND "INTERSTATE" SERICEA LESPEDEZA 
(INOCULATED)20 LBS/ACRE OR 0.46 LBS/1,000 SQ. FT. 

DATES: 2/1 — 4/30 AND 8/15 — 10/31 

C. GENERAL AND LARGE ACREAGE 
"KENTUCKY 31” TALL FESCUE 
60 LBS./ACRE OR 1.38 LBS/1,000 SQ.FT.(0.5 kg,/100 sq.m) 

VI. MULCHING 
ALL SEEDINGS REQUIRE MULCHING. USE MULCH ONLY DURING NON-SEEDING DATES 
UNTIL SEEDING CAN BE DONE. 

MULCH SHALL BE UNROTTED, UNCHOPPED SMALL GRAIN STRAW APPLIED AT A 
RATE OF 1 TO 2 TONS/ACRE OR 70-90 LBS/1,000 SQ.FT. (2 BALES) MULCH 
MATERIALS SHALL BE RELATIVELY FREE OF ALL KINDS OF WEED BEDS AND SHALL 
BE FREE OF PROHIBITED NOXIOUS WEEDS. SPREAD MULCH UNIFORMLY 
MECHANICALLY OR BY HAND. MULCH ANCHORING SHALL BE ACCOMPLISHED 
IMMEDIATELY AFTER MULCH PLACEMENT TO MINIMIZE LOSS BY WIND OR WATER. 
THIS MAY BE DONE BY MULCH NETTINGS, MULCH ANCHORING TOOL, PEG AND TWIN 
OR LIQUID MULCH BINDERS. 

LIQUID MULCH BINDER SHALL BE RAPID CURING CUTBACK ASPHALT APPLIED AT A 

RATE OF 200 GAL/ACRE OR 5 GAL. PER 1,000 SQ. FT. SLOPES 8 FEET OR MORE 
HIGH USE 348 GAL./ACRE OR 8 GAL./1,000 SQ. FT. 

VI. SODDING 
CLASS OF TURFGRASS SOD SHALL BE MARYLAND OR VIRGINIA STATE CERTIFIED OR 
MARYLAND OR VIRGINIA STATE APPROVED SOD. SOD SHALL BE 
HARVESTED, DELIVERED AND INSTALLED WITHIN A PERIOD OF 36 HOURS. SOD IS 
TO BE LAID WITH THE LONG EDGES PARALLEL TO THE CONTOUR WITH STAGGERED 
JOINTS WITH ALL ENDS TIGHTLY ABUTTING AND NOT OVERLAPPING. SOD SHALL BE 
ROLLED AND THOROUGHLY WATERED WITHIN EIGHT HOURS OF INSTALLATION. DAILY 
WATERING TO MAINTAIN 4 INCH DEPTH OF MOISTURE FOR THE FIRST WEEK IS 
REQUIRED IN THE ABSENCE OF RAINFALL. SOD IS NOT TO BE APPLIED ON FROZEN 
GROUND. 

IX. MAINTENANCE 
A. IRRIGATION — WHEN SOIL MOISTURE BECOMES DEFICIENT, IRRIGATE TO PREVENT 
LOSS OF STAND OF PROTECTIVE VEGETATION. B. REPAIRS — IF STAND IS 
INADEQUATE FOR EROSION CONTROL, OVERSEED AND FERTILIZE USING HALF OF 
THE RATES ORIGINALLY APPLIED. IF STAND IS OVER 60% DAMAGED, REESTABLISH 
FOLLOWING ORIGINAL RATES AND PROCEDURES. 

NOTE: USE OF THIS INFORMATION DOES NOT PRECLUDE MEETING ALL OF THE 
REQUIREMENTS OF THE 1987 DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER 
AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR SOIL EROSION 
AND SEDIMENT CONTROL VEGETATIVE PRACTICES. 

STANDARD EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES 
AND SEQUENCE: 

ALL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE PLACED PRIOR 
TO OR AS THE FIRST STEP IN GRADING. 

PROVIDE TEMPORARY STONE CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE WHERE SHOWN. 
PROVIDE WATER SOURCE AND HOSE TO CLEAN ALL EQUIPMENT LEAVING SITE. 

INSTALL SILT FENCE AS SHOWN. 

NO DISTURBED AREA WILL BE DENUDED FOR MORE THAN 7 CALENDAR DAYS. 
INSTALL THE NECESSARY TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT VEGETATIVE 
STABILIZATION MEASURES TO ACHIEVE ADEQUATE EROSION AND SEDIMENT 
CONTROL. 

ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE INSPECTED DAILY BY THE CONTRACTOR, AND ANY 
DAMAGED SILTATION OR EROSION CONTROL DEVICES OR MEASURES WILL BE 
REPAIRED AT THE CLOSE OF THE DAY. 

ALL SILT FENCE TO BE MAINTAINED IN WORKING CONDITION. TO BE 
MAINTAINED IN WORKING CONDITION. 

STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCES TO BE PERIODICALLY SUPPLEMENTED 
WITH ADDITIONAL STONE AS NEEDED. 

CONTROLS CAN BE REMOVED AFTER THEIR CONTRIBUTING BASINS HAVE BEEN 
PERMANENTLY STABILIZED, AND APPROVAL OF INSPECTOR IS OBTAINED. 

STANDARD EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES 
AND SEQUENCE: 

1. SEDIMENT TRAPS, STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE OR BASINS AND OTHER 
EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS SHALL BE INSTALLED NO LATER THAN THE FIRST 
PHASE OF LAND GRADING. 

2. SEDIMENT TRAPS OR BASINS AND OTHER EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS, SHALL 
BE INSTALLED AS SOON AS NEW SITE-RELATED RUNOFF IS DETECTED AND EMPLOYED 
AT ALL TIMES, TO PROTECT INLETS OR STORM SEWERS BELOW SILT-PRODUCING 
AREAS. 

3. NO LATER THAN THE FIRST DAY OF CONSTRUCTION, INSTALL SITE ACCESS MEASURES 
TO MINIMIZE OFF-SITE VEHICLE TRACKING OF SEDIMENTS. EACH CONSTRUCTION 
ENTRANCE MUST BE STABILIZED AND INCLUDE EACH ADDITIONAL MEASURE, REQUIRED 
TO KEEP SEDIMENT FROM BEING CARRIED ONTO PUBLIC STREETS BY CONSTRUCTION 
VEHICLES AND WASHED INTO A STORM DRAIN OR WATERWAYS. 

4. REMOVE OFF-SITE ACCUMULATIONS OF SEDIMENT DAILY DURING CONSTRUCTION AND 
IMMEDIATELY AT THE REQUEST OF A DOEE INSPECTOR. 

5. PERFORM ROUTINE MAINTENANCE TO PREVENT ANY NEW DESTABILIZED AREAS. 

LAND DISTURBANCE ACTIVITY NOTE: 
A PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR LAND DISTURBANCE IS TO BE PRESENT OR 
AVAILABLE AT ALL TIMES WHILE SITE IS IN A PHASE INVOLVING LAND DISTURBING 
ACTIVITY. THE RESPONSIBLE PERSON IS RESPONSIBLE FOR INSPECTION OF THE 
SITE EROSION & SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES BIWEEKLY AND AFTER RAINFALL 
EVENTS. AVAILABILITY TO RESPOND TO POTENTIAL EROSION PROBLEMS AS THEY 
OCCUR AND AVAILABILITY TO SPEAK ONSITE WITH DOEE TO REMEDY POTENTIAL 
PROBLEMS. THE RESPONSIBLE PERSON IS TO HAVE AVAILABLE ONSITE PROOF OF 
PROFESSIONAL LICENSING OR OF SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION OF A DEPARTMENT 
APPROVED TRAINING PROGRAM IN COMPLIANCE OF RESPONSIBLE PERSON 
DESIGNATION. 

DESCRIPTION OF PREDOMINANT SOIL TYPE: 

URBAN LAND (UB) 

CONSTRUCTION AND STABILIZATION SEQUENCE: 
1. INSTALL SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES INCLUDING STRAW BALES, 

INLET PROTECTION, SUMP PIT, AND PORTABLE SEDIMENT TANK AS INDICATED ON 
SHEET CIVO103. SEE SHEET CIVO501 FOR EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL 
DETAILS. 

2. SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE INSPECTED AND APPROVED BY THE 
INSPECTOR PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY OTHER LAND DISTURBING ACTIVITIES. 

3. REMOVE ITEMS AS INDICATED ON DEMOLITION PLAN. 

4. WASTE MATERIALS WILL BE BROUGHT DOWN FROM THE ELEVATED FLOORS WITH 
AN INTERNAL TRASH CHUTE AND AN EXTERIOR TRASH CHUTE. WASTE WILL BE 
PLACED IN DUMPSTERS IN PUBLIC SPACE ON F STREET AND IN THE ALLEY FOR 
REMOVAL FROM THE PROPERTY. NEW MATERIALS WILL BE STAGED ON TRUCKS IN 
PUBLIC SPACE ALONG F STREET AND 19TH STREET (CURB LANES DURING THE 
DAY AND LANDSCAPED BERMS INSIDE THE BUILDING ONCE UNLOADED FROM 

DELIVERY TRUCKS). 

5. AT THE COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION AND AFTER THE INSPECTOR’S 
APPROVAL, ALL TEMPORARY SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES 
SHALL BE REMOVED. 

REQUIRING EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLANS: 
ALL CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS REQUIRING SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL 
(ESC) PLANS MUST POST A DISTRICT-APPROVED SIGN THAT NOTIFIES THE PUBLIC 
TO CONTACT DOEE IN THE EVENT OR EROSION OR OTHER POLLUTION FROM THE 
SITE. DOEE HAS INCREASED ITS ENFORCEMENT EFFORTS FOR THIS REQUIREMENT. A 
LIMITED NUMBER OF PRE-PRINTED SIGNS IS AVAILABLE AT THE DEPARTMENT OF 
CONSUMER AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS AND WILL BE ISSUED AT NO CHARGE WITH 
APPROVED SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLANS ON A FIRST COME, FIRST 
SERVED BASIS. AN ELECTRONIC COPY OF THE DISTRICT APPROVED SIGN IS 
AVAILABLE AT HTTP: //DOEE.DC.GOV/ESC. 

POLLUTION PREVENTION THROUGH GOOD HOUSEKEEPING: 

POLLUTION PREVENTION: 
THIS APPENDIX IS MEANT TO COMPLEMENT APPENDIX P STORMWATER HOTSPOTS 
AND EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN (ESCP), BUT NOT REITERATE EPA'S 
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT REQUIREMENTS. THESE NOTES SHALL APPEAR AS 

STAMPED NOTES ON STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLANS (SWMPS) WHERE LAND 
DISTURBANCE IS GREATER THAN 5,000 SQUARE FEET AND LESS THAN ONE ACRE. 
THESE NOTES SHALL CONSTITUTE A MINIMUM STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION 
PLAN (SWPPPmin) AND PROVIDE GUIDANCE ON GOOD HOUSEKEEPING PRACTICES 
TO PREVENT POTENTIAL CONSTRUCTION—SITE POLLUTANT FROM INTERACTING WITH 
STORMWATER. 

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN (SWMP) GOOD HOUSEKEEPING STAMP NOTES: 

FUELS AND OILS 

ON-SITE REFUELING WILL BE CONDUCTED IN A DEDICATED LOCATION AWAY FROM 
ACCESS TO SURFACE WATERS. [INSTALL CONTAINMENT BERMS AND, OR 
SECONDARY CONTAINMENTS AROUND REFUELING AREAS AND STORAGE TANKS. 
SPILLS WILL BE CLEANED UP IMMEDIATELY AND CONTAMINATED SOILS DISPOSED 
OF IN ACCORDANCE WITH ALL FEDERAL AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REGULATIONS. 
PETROLEUM PRODUCTS WILL BE STORED IN CLEARLY LABELED TIGHTLY SEALED 
CONTAINERS. ALL VEHICLES ON SITE WILL BE MONITORED FOR LEAKS AND RECEIVE 
REGULAR PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES. ANY ASPHALT SUBSTANCES USED 

ON SITE WILL BE APPLIED ACCORDING TO MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS. 
SPILL KITS BE INCLUDED WTH ALL FUELING SOURCES AND MAINTENANCE 
ACTIVITIES. 

SOLID WASTE 
NO SOLID MATERIALS SHALL BE DISCHARGED TO SURFACE WATER. SOLID 
MATERIALS INCLUDING BUILDING MATERIALS, GARBAGE AND PAINT DEBRIS SHALL 
BE CLEANED UP DAILY AND DEPOSITED INTO DUMPSTERS, WHICH WILL BE 
PERIODICALLY REMOVED AND DEPOSITED INTO A LANDFILL. 

ABRASIVE BLASTING 

WATER BLASTING, SANDBLASTING, AND OTHER FORMS OF ABRASIVE BLASTING ON 
PAINTED SURFACES BUILT PRIOR TO 1978 MAY ONLY BE PERFORMED IF AN 
EFFECTIVE CONTAINMENT SYSTEM PREVENTS DISPERSAL OF PAINT DEBRIS. 

FERTILIZERS WILL BE APPLIED ONLY IN THE MINIMUM AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED BY 
THE MANUFACTURER, WORKED INTO THE SOIL TO LIMIT EXPOSURE TO 
STORMWATER, AND STORED IN A COVERED SHED. PARTIALLY USED BAGS WILL BE 
TRANSFERRED TO A SEALABLE BIN TO AVOID SPILLS. 

PAINT AND OTHER CHEMICALS 

ALL PAINT CONTAINERS AND CURING COMPOUNDS WILL BE TIGHTLY SEALED AND 
STORED WHEN NOT REQUIRED FOR USE. EXCESS PAINT WILL NOT BE DISCHARGES 
TO THE STORM SEWERS, BUT WILL BE PROPERLY DISPOSED OF ACCORDING TO 
MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS. SPRAY GUNS WILL BE CLEANED ON A 
REMOVAL TARP. CHEMICALS USED ON SITE ARE KEPT IN SMALL QUANTITIES AND 
IN CLOSED CONTAINERS UNDERCOVER AND KEPT OUT OF DIRECT CONTACT WITH 
STORMWATER. AS WITH FUELS AND OILS, ANY INADVERTENT SPILLS WILL BE 
CLEANED UP IMMEDIATELY AND DISPOSED OF ACCORDING FEDERAL AND DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA REGULATIONS. 

CONCRETE TRUCKS WILL NOT BE ALLOWED TO WASH OUT OR DISCHARGE SURPLUS 
CONCRETE DISPOSAL AREA. FORM RELEASE OIL FOR DECORATIVE STONE WORK 
WILL BE APPLIED OVER PALLET COVERED WITH AN ABSORBENT MATERIAL TO 
COLLECT EXCESS FLUID. THE ABSORBENT MATERIAL WILL BE REPLACED AND 
DISPOSED OF PROPERLY WHEN SATURATED. 

WATER TESTING 

WHEN TESTING AND, OR CLEANING WATER SUPPLY LINES, THE DISCHARGE FROM 
THE TESTED PIPE WLL BE COLLECTED AND CONVEYED TO A COMPLETED 
STORMWATER CONVEYANCE SYSTEM FOR ULTIMATE DISCHARGE INTO A 

STORMWATER BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICE (BMP). 

SANITARY WASTE 

PORTABLE LAVATORIES LOCATED ON SITE WILL BE SERVICES ON A REGULAR BASIS 
BY A CONTRACTOR. PORTABLE LAVATORIES WILL BE LOCATED IN AN UPLAND 
AREA AWAY FROM DIRECT CONTACT WTH SURFACE WATERS. ANY SPILLS 
OCCURRING DURING SERVICING WILL BE CLEANED IMMEDIATELY AND CONTAMINATED 
SOILS DISPOSED OF IN ACCORDANCE WITH ALL FEDERAL AND DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA REGULATIONS. 
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== AlL Sous: W Nalale ina wii V/ Sipoctie colors and 

= — textured nnishes, Custom colors are also available. 

G | 

/ / Product Silent Protector’ Tuf Barrier® ne 

/ Specifications (Absorptive) (Reflective) = 

Span’ 8ft-12ft(244m-366m) 8ft-141t(244m-4.27m) 

Panel Width 278in (68.58 mm) 2.701n (68.58 mm) E 
T~— 

/ 
. 596in + .10in 5.96in + 10in o = : == 

~~ / y iis (15138mm £025mm) (15138 mm £025 mm) —— NEW TT / Weight £30bs/f QTkgim)* Min 4100s/fF 20kg/m) = 
~~ - TT 

Wall Height Greater than 30'/9m Greater than 30'/ 9m i 

h TT ~~ SIC Rating upto3y upto3! Add an optional embossed woodgrain texture to any flat color, 
w 7 

~~ TT / / NRC Rating 0.95} na a vi . 

~ For product technical specifications visit ailsoundwalls com 
TT Wo 

1. Span is governed by wind ioads and varies on core requirements. Contact AIL Sound Walls 

Op W, for recommended pane spans for your project. ! > ¢ Y > ¢ 

TT A y L A A, / 2. Standard Silent Protector has an STC rating of 32. Silent Protector Plus can achieve STCof 35 I 
\ | - (80 Wig E N / 3. Standard Silent Protector NRC 0.55. Silent Protector Plus NRC is 6.50 : 

) i / Color reproduction in thes brochure is subject to limitations of the panting process. Please ask fie 
’ / 4. Weight of Silent Protector Plus Is 7.30 Ths/ft* (3€kgim?) actual PVC color samples 

Sound Transmission Loss ASTM E90 / E413 CIVIL | LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE | SURVEY 
Planning, Engineering, Surveying & Landscape Architecture    

          

  

     

~ ) / Octave Band Number Z 3 4 5 6 7 SIC i a. 
~~ / LOT 801 \ / RE TE ve 7 0 a Ti 0 ~ 2000 Edmund Halley Drive Suite 120 Reston, Virginia 20191 

T= SQUARE 1 va y, / / / Silent Protector” 3 2 % 8 4% #9 TRASH (T) 703-391-7600 www.WM-DC.com 
CLASS RATRIGS UPTO 

Silent Protector” Plus 30 28 34 43 45 49 

| /, ’ Tuf-Barrier® 3 19 30 45 45 54 21C39 
Consultants: 

Sound Absorption Coefficients ASTM (423/E795 

Octave Band Number 2 3 4 5 6 7 NRC 

Center Frequency (Hz) 125 50 500 1000 2000 4000 2 

Silent Protector” 0.29 0.80 1.13 1.00 0.96 072 0.95 E 

Silent Protector” Plus 0.28 07 1.06 097 0.94 0.78 090 

hay) STC — Sound Transmission Class NRC — Noise Reduction Coefficient NRC Qualitative 
ES 
Rs STCis an integer rating used to measure the NRC is a rating between 0 and 1 to index how absorptive a material is, 0.4 orless Poor 

= decibel reduction through a partition. ft An NRC of 0 means no sound waves are absorbed whereas a rating of 1 051006 Mediocre 

states the number of decibels lost through means all of the sound waves are absorbed 

oo p IS that partition in a laboratory environment. 061007 Good 

— ra ~ 2 Va 0710085 | VeryGood 
LE3” » 0] <5, } & 2 Va / 

0.85 Ex If ———MAPLE3"S J >0 cellent 
~~ = ' 

_ — J& Va / ailsoundwalls.com 095 AIL Silent Protector®    
    7 " SAND VOLLEYBALL PIT, 

VA / / 
/ / / 

4 / 

For project planning and assistance call toll-free 1-866-231-7867, or email: info@ailsoundwalls.com 

    

Easy to install with local crews and reduced need for lifting equipment. 

f 

  

    

  

AIL Sound Walls are constructed with tongue and groove PVC panels. 

Panels are stacked and placed within standard steel posts to the required 

height and capped with a top panel. A standard panel is 10 ft, (3.0m) in 

length and weighs only 21 Ibs. (9.5 kg). 
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 7) American University 

SITE KEYNOTES: 

[1] NEW SOUND WALL WITH 2’ DIAMETER STRUCTURAL POSTS 
WITH 10" SPACING. REFER TO THIS SHEET FOR DETAILS. 

[2] NEW TREE TO REPLACE REMOVED EXISTING TREE IN KIND. 

NOTE: 
LOCATION OF EXISTING NEIGHBORING HOUSE ARE 
APPROXIMATE AND ARE ONLY TO BE USED FOR GRAPHICAL 
PURPOSES. Jacobs Field 

Sound Wall 
THE UNIVERSITY SHALL MAINTAIN THE EXISTING FENCE, 
WHICH IS SIX OR SEVEN FEET TALL, ADJACENT TO 
NEIGHBORING PROPERTIES TO THE WEST OF JACOBS FIELD, 
EXCEPT THAT THE FENCE MAY BE REMOVED TEMPORARILY 
DURING ACTUAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE ACOUSTICAL SOUND 
BARRIER WALL AND THEREAFTER A FENCE SHALL BE 
INSTALLED THAT CONNECTS TO EACH END OF THE 
ACOUSTICAL SOUND BARRIER WALL SUCH THAT A SINGLE, 
CONTINUOUS BARRIER REMAINS ALONG THE WESTERN MAIN 
CAMPUS BOUNDARY. 

       
AN 

\ \orhnr 

    PROPOSED TREE SPECIES: 

TREE NUMBER TREE SPECIES 
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STANDARD SYMBOL 

36 IN. MINIMUM LENGTH FENCE — sr —] 
POST, DRIVEN A MINIMUM OF SILT FENCE DESIGN CRITERIA: 
16 IN. INTO GROUND 

36 IN. MINIMUM FENCE 

16 IN. MINIMUM HEIGHT : 
OF GEOTEXTILE CLASS F FILTER 1 FENCE POST SECTION SLOPE STEEPNESS SLOPE LENGTH (MAXIMUM) (FEET) SILT FENCE LENGTH (MAXIMUM) (FEET) 

CLOTH — MINIMUM 20 IN. ABOVE Consultants: 

rei UND ow _ GROUND FLATTER THAN 50:1 (2%) UNLIMITED UNLIMITED 
UNDISTURBED GROUND 

EMBED GEOTEXTILE CLASS F — | 
A MINIMUM OF 8 IN. _1| FENCE POST DRIVEN > 50:1 TO 10:1 (2% to 10% 1,000 

VERTICALLY INTO THE A MINIMUM OF 16. 
GROUND TOP VIEW INTO THE GROUND E 

POSTS CROSS SECTION : : % % PERSPECTIVE VIEW NN. > 10:1 TO 5:1 (10% to 20% 

(ATT 
Fos 

>< 

SECTION 4 = ssmsiwsesn ow | wm 

JOINING TWO ADJACENT SILT FENCE . . 
SECTIONS > 3:1 TO 2:1 (33% to 50%) 

  
CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATIONS 

. FENCE POSTS MUST BE A MINIMUM OF 36 IN. LONG DRIVEN 16 IN. MINIMUM INTO THE GROUND. WOOD POSTS MUST BE OF SOUND QUALITY HARDWOOD WITH 1-1/2 > 2:1 (> 50%) 

IN. MINIMUM WIDTH WHEN SQUARE CUT, OR 1-3/4 IN. MINIMUM DIAMETER WHEN ROUND. STEEL POSTS MUST BE STANDARD T OR U SECTION WEIGHING NOT LESS 

THAN 1.00 POUND PER LINEAR FOOT. 

. FASTEN GEOTEXTILE SECURELY TO EACH FENCE POST WITH WIRE TIES OR STAPLES AT TOP AND MID—SECTION. GEOTEXTILE MUST MEET THE FOLLOWING 

REQUIREMENTS (GEOTEXTILE CLASS F): 

NOTE: 
| PROPERTY | ~~ VAWE | TESTMETHOD | e IN AREAS OF LESS THAN 2% SLOPE AND SANDY SOILS (USDA GENERAL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM, SOIL CLASS A) 

MAXIMUM SLOPE LENGTH AND SILT FENCE LENGTH WILL BE UNLIMITED. IN THESE AREAS A SILT FENCE MAY BE THE 
ONLY PERIMETER CONTROL REQUIRED. 

FLOW RATE 0.3 GAL/FT? MINUTE (MAX.) TO AVOID CIRCUMVENTION, EXTEND THE ENDS OF THE SILT FENCE UPSLOPE TO PREVENT WATER AND SEDIMENT FROM 
FLOWING AROUND THE ENDS OF THE FENCE. 

3. WHERE ENDS OF GEOTEXTILE FABRIC COME TOGETHER, OVERLAP, FOLD, AND STAPLE THEM TO PREVENT SEDIMENT BYPASS.   

  

. INSPECT SILT FENCE AFTER EACH RAINFALL EVENT, AT LEAST DAILY DURING SUSTAINED RAINFALL EVENTS, AND MAINTAIN WHEN BULGES OCCUR OR WHEN SEDIMENT 
ACCUMULATION REACHES 30% OF THE FABRIC HEIGHT. 

  * DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA * DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
EPARTMENT OF ENERGY & BE oo c7vENT OF ENERGY & 

| 
| 
[ 

SILT FENCE-1 MEN ENVIRONMENT SILT FENCE-2 ME. ENVIRONMENT D 
[ DWG. NO 301.1 DWG. NO 301.2 

    

                  

    

                

SOURCE: 2011 MARYLAND STANDARDS & SPECIFICATIONS SOURCE: 2011 MARYLAND STANDARDS & SPECIFICATIONS 

STANDARD SYMBOL TREE PROTECTION ZONE aN 
TEN =), 

TREE PROTECTION ZONE 

TREE PROTECTION FENCE (SEE DWG NO. 903.1) 

SILT FENCE TO BE INSTALLED ON GRADE WITH NO 
TRENCH, MATTING TO BE INSTALLED OVER SILT 
FABRIC AND ANCHORED BY MINIMUM 12 IN. 
LANDSCAPE NAILS © 12 FT O.C. SECOND LAYER 
OF SILT FABRIC TO BE INSTALLED ON TOP OF 
MATTING 

COVER MATTING WITH STEEL PLATE OR 
APPROVED ALTERNATE FOR HEAVY TRAFFIC USE 

TREE TO BE PROTECTED ROOT PROTECTION MATTING 
KEEP OUT TREE Hi ANCHORED BY 12 IN. LANDSCAPE 
PROTECTION AREA 1 NAILS © AVERAGE SPACING 

TREE PROTECTION EXISTING GRADE as asia : ) 6 IN. WOOD CHIP 
FENCE SRE Si A—— = Ee AS i gp MULCH 

  

      

    
    

  Architect/Engineer 
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  ROOTS PRUNE 
R00TS TO REMAIN PER PLAN (IF REQ'D) 

          
  

  

  

                          

    
  

  

                                                    

  

                              
  

CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATIONS 

MATTING MATERIAL MUST BE DOUBLE SIDED GEOCOMPOSITE, GEONET CORE WITH NON-WOVEN COVERING (SUCH AS TENSAR ROADRAIN RD7) 
OR APPROVED EQUIVALENT. 

American University 

INSTALL ROOT PROTECTION MATTING BY A CERTIFIED ARBORIST. 

TO BE USED FOR DESIGNATED TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION ACCESS AND STOCKPILE AREAS. 

SECTION VIEW . PLACE MATTING ON 6 IN. WOOD CHIP MULCH UNLESS OTHERWISE DIRECTED. Project: 

FOR HEAVY TRAFFIC AREAS, COVER MATTING WITH STEEL PLATES. 

    

    

x DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
I EP AR IMENT OF ENE GY & TREE ROOT PROTECTION EPA IMENT OF ENERGY & 

ENVIRONMENT ENVIRONMEN TREE PROTECTION WITH SILT FENCE _— 

DWG. NO 903.1 DWG. NO 903.2 
REFERENCE REFERENCE 

SOURCE: URBAN TREE FOUNDATION 2014 SOURCE: URBAN TREE FOUNDATION 2014 Q WwW | | 

                

  

            

NOTE: 

REFER TO THE 2017 DORR EROSION AND SEDIMENT   
CONTROL MANUAL FOR ADDITIONAL CONSTRUCTION | 3 | 
SPECIFICATIONS FOR EACH ESC MEASURE. | 2 [07/06/2022 100% DESIGN DEVELOPMENT | 

| No. | 

08/30/2022 REVISION-1 

06/19/2020 PROGRESS SET 
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SILT FENCE-1

SOURCE: 2011 MARYLAND STANDARDS & SPECIFICATIONS 

PERSPECTIVE VIEW
CROSS SECTION

TOP VIEW

CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATIONS

JOINING TWO ADJACENT SILT FENCE
SECTIONS

VALUEPROPERTY TEST METHOD

SILT FENCE-2

SOURCE: 2011 MARYLAND STANDARDS & SPECIFICATIONS 

SILT FENCE DESIGN CRITERIA:

SLOPE STEEPNESS SLOPE LENGTH (MAXIMUM) (FEET) SILT FENCE LENGTH (MAXIMUM) (FEET)

TABLE 3.1: SILT FENCE SLOPE LENGTH AND FENCE LENGTH CONSTRAINTS

·         

·         

TREE ROOT PROTECTION
WITH SILT FENCE

SECTION VIEW

CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATIONS

TREE PROTECTION

SECTION VIEW
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FOR HEAVY TRAFFIC AREAS, REFER TO HEAVY DUTY ROOT PROTECTION MATTING DETAIL 
ADDITIONAL LAYERS OF GEOTEXTILE MAY BE NEEDED DEPENDING ON LOADING AND SITE SOIL 
CHARACTERISTICS. 
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3. TRENCH SHOULD BE BACKFILLED IMMEDIATELY OR INCORPORATED WITH SILT FENCE INSTALLATION. 
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NOTES:
1. SEE TREE PROTECTION PLAN FOR FENCE LAYOUT
2. ALL EXISTING STREET TREES, TO REMAIN WITHIN A WORK

ZONE UNTIL A PROJECT  IS COMPLETED, REQUIRE THE
FOLLOWING AS TREE PROTECTION. IF FOR ANY REASON
THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT REQUIRES WORK TO BE
PERFORMED WITHIN THE FENCED PROTECTION ZONE, THE
PERMIT HOLDER MUST CONTACT THE DISTRICT
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION'S URBANFORESTRY
ADMINSTRATION (UFAI AT 202-671-5133 BEFORE ENTERING.

� SIX (61 FOOT TALL CHAIN LINK FENCING ON ALL SIDES.
� INSTALL FENCING PRIOR TO AND MAINTAIN THROUGHOUT

CONSTRUCTION, REMOVING ONLY AT THE END OF THE
PROJECT.

� FENCING SHALL PROTECT AN AREA NO SMALLER THAN
FOUR (4) FEET BY NINE (19) FEET, CENTERED ON THE TREE,
OR ENCLOSE MULTIPLE STREET TREES WHEN IN A
CONTINUOUS, OPEN TREE PLANTING SPACE AND SITE
ACCESS ALLOWS.

� FENCING SHALL HAVE VERTICAL AND HORIZONTAL
SUPPORT RAILINGS TO DECREASE FLEXIBILITY AND
PREVENT SAGGING.

� FENCE POSTS SHALL BE ANCHORED IN THE GROUND TO
PREVENT MOVEMENT AND PROVIDE A SECURE BARRIER.

� A MINIMUM OF TWO C2L DDOT /UFA STANDARD TREE
PRESERVATION SIGNS SHALL BE MOUNTED ON THE FENCE
OF EACH ENCLOSED TREE PROTECTION AREA.

2. NO INSTALLATION OF SILT FENCE/SUPER SILT FENCE,
TRENCHING, ALTERATION OR DISTURBANCE TO EXISTING
GRADE; STAGING/STORAGE OF CONSTRUCTION
MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT, SOIL, OR DEBRIS; DISPOSAL OF
ANY MATERIALS SUCH AS CONCRETE. GAS, OIL, PAINT, OR
BLACKTOP IS ALLOWED WITHIN THE FENCED TREE
PROTECTION ZONE.

3. EXCAVATIONS WITHIN THE DRIP LINE SHALL PROCEED
WITH CARE BY USE OF HAND TOOLS. THE DRIPLINE IS
DEFINED AS THE GROUND AREA UNDER THE CANOPY OF
THE TREE.

4. NO ROOTS LARGER THAN TWO C2L INCHES IN DIAMETER
ARE TO BE CUT WITHOUT UFA PERMISSION.

5. EXPOSED ROOTS TWO 12) INCHES AND LARGER IN
DIAMETER SHALL BE WRAPPED IN BURLAP OR OTHER
APPROVED MATERIAL AND KEPT MOIST AT ALL TIMES.

6. TREES THAT ARE PROTECTED ARE TO BE WATERED EVERY
TEN (DAYS FROM APRIL THROUGH SEPTEMBER.

7. SECTION 6D8.07 - TREE PROTECTION AND 608.08 - TREE
ROOT PROTECTION OF THE 2D13 DISTRICT DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR
HIGHWAYS AND STRUCTURES WILL APPLY SHOULD ANY
DAMAGE OCCUR TO THE EXISTING STREET TREES.

8. ANY FINES RELATED TO DAMAGE TO A STREET TREE ON A
JOB SITE SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE PERMIT
HOLDER.

9. FOR ANY QUESTIONS, CALL DDOT URBAN FORESTRY
ADMINISTRATION AT 202-671-5133

10. SEE (HTTPS://DDOT-URBAN-FORESTRY-DCGIS.HUB.ARCGIS.
COM/PAGES/TREE-PRESERVATION#TOLERANCE )
FOR PDF  DDOT SIGN DOWNLOAD
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ROOTS TO REMAINEXISTING
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TREE TO BE PROTECTED

NOTES:
1. MATTING MATERIAL SHALL BE DOUBLE SIDED GEOCOMPOSITE WITH GEONET CORE WITH NON-WOVEN

COVERING OR APPROVED EQUIVALENT
2. RPM SHALL BE INSTALLED BY A CERTIFIED ARBORIST.
3. REQUIRED MULCH DEPTH TO BE DETERMINED BY CERTIFIED ARBORIST.
4. TO BE USED FOR TEMPORARY AND SHORT-TERM CONSTRUCTION ACCESS AND STOCKPILE AREAS.
5. FOR HEAVY TRAFFIC AREAS, REFER TO HEAVY DUTY ROOT PROTECTION MATTING DETAIL
6. ADDITIONAL LAYERS OF GEOTEXTILE MAY BE NEEDED DEPENDING ON LOADING AND SITE SOIL

CHARACTERISTICS.
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12"-18" LANDSCAPE NAILS OR
STAPLES AT 3' AVERAGE
SPACING

NOTE:
1. TREE PROTECTION AREA WILL BE DETERMINED AS PART OF THE PLAN REVIEW PROCESS. EXACT

LOCATION, DEPTH AND METHODS OF ROOT PRUNING TO BE DETERMINED IN THE FIELD BY PROJECT
ARBORIST.

2. EXACT LOCATION OF TREE PROTECTION AREAS SHALL. BE STAKED OR FLAGGED PRIOR TO
TRENCHING.

3. TRENCH SHOULD BE BACKFILLED IMMEDIATELY OR INCORPORATED WITH SILT FENCE INSTALLATION.
4. ROOTS SHOULD BE SEVERED BY TRENCHER, VIBRATORY PLOW OR APPROVED EQUIVALENT. ROOTS

OVER 1.5" DIAMETER SHOULD BE CLEANLY CUT BY HAND. ROOT PRUNING ADJACENT TO SPECIMEN
TREES MAY REQUIRE SOIL REMOVAL BY SUPERSONIC AIR TOOL TO MINIMIZE TREE AND ROOT
IMPACTS.
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No Heritage trees (over 100” circumference) will have impacts within their critical root zones in 
relation to this project.  Several Special Trees (>44” circumference, <100”) will have impacts within 
their critical root zones and the following measures will be employed to preserve these trees:

1) treatment to help suppress Borers and Bark Beetles
2) fertilization and soil treatment
3) mulching of the root zones
4) irrigation during and after the project as necessary
5) matting over the root system where machine access is required
6) fencing as necessary to prohibit entry into root zones
7) root pruning of any roots to be severed within the critical root zones
8) no severing of roots within structural root zones
9) excavation only with air tools within the structural root zones

No special or heritage trees will have disturbance (except by air excavation if necessary) within 
their structural root zones, and disturbance will total less than 25% of the critical root zone of each 
protected tree.

Tree Preservation Notes
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PLANTING SCHEDULE
QTY. LATIN LANE COMMON NAME SIZE ALTERNATES

TREES
10 Cryptomeria japonica 'Yoshino' Yoshino cryptomeria 7-8' ht. B+B Thuja 'Green Giant'
11 Ilex x 'Nellie Stevens' Nellie Stevens holly 8-10' ht. B+B I. opaca
8 Magnolia grandiflora 'Bracken's Brown Beauty' Bracken's Brown Beauty southern magnolia 8-12' ht. B+B Thuja 'Green Giant', M. virginiana

SHRUBS
7 Aesculus parviflora Bottlebrush buckeye #2 cont/tubeling Lindera benzoin
17 Itea virginica Virginia sweetspire 4-5' ht. B+B Clethra alnifolia
12 Prunus laurocerasus 'Schipkaensis' cherry laurel 5-6' ht. B+B Viburnum rhytidophyllum

HERBACEOUS GROUNDCOVERS
50 Carex pensylvanica Pennsylvania sedge 1 qt Carex amphibola
25 Dennstaedtia punctilobula hay-scented ferm 1 qt Onoclea sensibilis
25 Dryopteris marginalis marginal wood fern 1 qt Thelypteris noveboracensis
25 Pachysandra procumbens Allegheny spurge 1 qt Asarum canadense
25 Polystichum acrostichoides Christmas Fern 1 qt Drypoteris marginalis

CLUSTER A:
(8) Magnolia grandiflora 'Bracken's Brown Beauty'

(12) Prunus laurocerasus 'Schipkaensis'
Interplanted with (25) Dryopteris marginalis and

(25) Pachysandra procumbens
in single species clumps

CLUSTER B:
(11) Ilex x 'Nellie Stevens'

(17) Itea virginica 4-5' ht B+B
Interplant (50) Carex pensylvanica,
(25) Dennstaedtia puntilobula and
(25) Polystichum acrostichoides in

single species drifts
with (7) Aesculus parviflora scattered

on mid-slope

CLUSTER C:
(10) Cryptomeria japonica 'Yoshino'

with mulch groundcover

PROPOSED SHRUB

Cryptomeria japonica

Aesculus parviflora

Carex pensylvanica

Polystichum acrostichoides

 Dennstaedtia punctilobula

Itea virginicaIlex x ‘Nellie Stevens’

Magnolia grandiflora

Pachysandra procumbens

Dryopteris marginalis

Prunus laurocerasus ‘Schipkaensis’
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( ) MATERIAL SPECIFICATION 

Manufacturer: 

Ail Sound Walls (ailsoundwalls.com, 1-866-231-7867) 

Product: 

Silent Protector Plus (Absorptive) 
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Noise Reduction Coefficient Rating: 
NRC 0.95 
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Sound Transmission Class Rating: 
STC 39 
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 Galvanized Steel with Covering (Same Material and 
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Post Installation: 
Flange Mounted Footing to CIP Concrete Footing 

  

           
Footing: 
Size (Width and Depth) is To Be Determined 

  

Footing/Post Spacing: 
To Be Determined (10 Ft. Min., 12 Ft. Max.) 

Wall Height: 
15 Feet    Wall Length: WIDTH 2 7+ 

360 Feet 

Panel Height: 
5.96 Inches 

Panel Width: 

2.70 Inches 
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Finish: 
Woodgrain Embossed Texture (Wall Panels and Post 
Sleeves), Panel Slots to be on University side and Solid 
Panel Finish on Adjacent Resident Side 

WALL DESIGN 
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3 MATERIAL SPECIFICATION

GRAPHIC SCALE

Manufacturer:
Ail Sound Walls (ailsoundwalls.com, 1-866-231-7867)

Product:
Silent Protector Plus (Absorptive)

Noise Reduction Coefficient Rating:
NRC 0.95

Sound Transmission Class Rating:
STC 39

Post:
Galvanized Steel with Covering (Same Material and
Finish as Wall)

Post Installation:
Flange Mounted Footing to CIP Concrete Footing

Footing:
Size (Width and Depth) is To Be Determined

Footing/Post Spacing:
To Be Determined (10 Ft. Min., 12 Ft. Max.)

Wall Height:
15 Feet

Wall Length:
360 Feet

Panel Height:
5.96 Inches

Panel Width:
2.70 Inches

Finish:
Woodgrain Embossed Texture (Wall Panels and Post
Sleeves), Panel Slots to be on University side and Solid
Panel Finish on Adjacent Resident Side
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View from the Southeast 
Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field (Existing Condition) 
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View from the Southeast 
Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field (After Tree Removal) 

    

; hud P 
4 

n % " y > $ * ¥ . > =v 1 a 

EE 

er ————— 

Clusters of Cryptomeria 

japonica   
View from the Southteast 
Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field (After New Planting) 
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Jacobs Field Acoustical Wall 
SEPTEMBER 2022

View from the Southeast 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field  (Existing Condition)
A1

View from the Southeast 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field  (After Tree Removal)

View from the Southteast 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field  (After New Planting)
A3

A2
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Clusters of Cryptomeria 
japonica

Remove Norway
Spruce

Remove 
Douglas Fir 
and Leyland 
Cypress
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A M E R I C A N  U N I V E R S I T Y

Jacobs Field Acoustical Wall 
SEPTEMBER 2022

View from the South 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field  (Existing Condition)
B1

View from the South 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field  (After Tree Removal)

View from the South 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from Jacob’s Field  (After New Planting)
B3

B2

R E N D E R E D  V I E WS  B

PAGE 5

Remove Douglas Fir 
and Leyland Cypress

Clusters of Cryptomeria 
japonica
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View from the West 
Looking Towards the Sound Wall from the Resident Yard (Existing Condition) 
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View from the West 
Looking Towards the Sound Wall from the Resident Yard (After Tree Removal) 

View from the West 
Looking Towards the Sound Wall from the Resident Yard (After New Planting) 
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Jacobs Field Acoustical Wall 
SEPTEMBER 2022

View from the West 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from the Resident Yard  (Existing Condition)
C1

View from the West 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from the Resident Yard  (After Tree Removal)

View from the West 

Looking Towards the Sound Wall from the Resident Yard  (After New Planting)
C3

C2
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Remove Red Maple and 
Leyland Cypress

Magnolia 
grandiflora

Prunus 
laurocerasus 
‘Schipkaensis’

Remove Nellie
Stevens Holly
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American University 2021 Campus Plan Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47 

  

(oF J CONDITION REQUIREMENT [oo] VIJRP [a YPN VL 

1 The 2021 Campus Plan will be approved for a term of 10 years beginning with the effective date of this  |AU is compliant 

Order as indicated below. 

2 The approved 2021 Campus Plan boundary shall include the Main Campus (including the area known as |AU is compliant 

East Campus), the Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., 

and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. as shown in Exhibit A of the American University 2021 Campus Plan. 

(Ex. 3A.) For the purposes of these conditions, all references to “on campus” include Main Campus, 

Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., and 3201 New Mexico 

Avenue, N.W. 

3 The University shall continue to work with community representatives to maintain the Community AU is compliant; CLC meetings (quarterly, at 

Liaison Committee created in the 2001 Campus Plan, with the enhancements to the composition, minimum) 

structure, purpose, and leadership proposed by the University for the 2011 Campus Plan, for the purpose 2022 meeting schedule: 

of fostering consistent communication between the University and the surrounding neighborhoods, e March 8, 2022 

discussing issues of mutual interest, and proposing solutions to problems that exist or arise in June 14, 2022 (President Burwell Town Hall) 

implementing the approved Campus Plan. It is recommended that the Community Liaison Committee be ¢ September 13, 2022 

composed of an equal number of representatives of the University and the community and meet as e December 6, 2022 

necessary, but at least quarterly; separate meetings may be held to discuss matters of particular interest 

to the Main Campus or Tenley Campus or other campus locations, if desired. Upon request, the 

University shall provide timely data relevant to Campus Plan issues to the Community Liaison Committee, 

provided that the data is not confidential or overly burdensome to produce.         

September 14, 2022 1o0f12

American University 2021 Campus Plan Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47

C # CONDITION REQUIREMENT COMPLIANCE STATUS

1 The 2021 Campus Plan will be approved for a term of 10 years beginning with the effective date of this 

Order as indicated below.

AU is compliant

2 The approved 2021 Campus Plan boundary shall include the Main Campus (including the area known as 

East Campus), the Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., 

and 3201 New Mexico Avenue, N.W. as shown in Exhibit A of the American University 2021 Campus Plan. 

(Ex. 3A.) For the purposes of these conditions, all references to “on campus” include Main Campus, 

Tenley Campus, 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 4200 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., and 3201 New Mexico 

Avenue, N.W.

AU is compliant

3 The University shall continue to work with community representatives to maintain the Community 

Liaison Committee created in the 2001 Campus Plan, with the enhancements to the composition, 

structure, purpose, and leadership proposed by the University for the 2011 Campus Plan, for the purpose 

of fostering consistent communication between the University and the surrounding neighborhoods, 

discussing issues of mutual interest, and proposing solutions to problems that exist or arise in 

implementing the approved Campus Plan. It is recommended that the Community Liaison Committee be 

composed of an equal number of representatives of the University and the community and meet as 

necessary, but at least quarterly; separate meetings may be held to discuss matters of particular interest 

to the Main Campus or Tenley Campus or other campus locations, if desired. Upon request, the 

University shall provide timely data relevant to Campus Plan issues to the Community Liaison Committee, 

provided that the data is not confidential or overly burdensome to produce.

AU is compliant; CLC meetings (quarterly, at 

minimum)

2022 meeting schedule:

• March 8, 2022

• June 14, 2022 (President Burwell Town Hall)

• September 13, 2022

• December 6, 2022

September 14, 2022 1 of 12
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Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Com 

CONDITION REQUIREMENT | 

The University shall continue to work with the American University Neighborhood Partnership, a joint 

forum between AU and leaders in the communities surrounding the University that is focused on 

improving University and neighborhood relations through discussion, information sharing, and problem: 

solving. The Partnership shall be co-chaired by a member of the University’s senior leadership and a 

neighbor leader who shall both serve on the Partnership Steering Committee. The Steering Committee is 

comprised of University administrators and representatives of community organizations and ANCs who 

were signatories to the March 18, 2018 letter submitted to and recognized by the Commission expressing 

the intent and vision of the Partnership (specifically Fort Gaines Citizens Association, Spring Valley 

Neighborhood Association, Ward 3 Vision, Westover Place Homes Corporation, ANC 3D, and ANC 3E). 

The Partnership is supported by working groups that meet regularly to address key issues of shared 

concern (i.e., Facilities Planning, Student Life and Safety, Transportation and Parking, Engagement and 

Communications, and Data and Metrics). Each working group has a community and University co-chair, 

and members include neighborhood residents, AU administrators, staff, faculty, students, and 

consultants. 

Student enrollment (headcount) shall not exceed 14,380, including every University student on campus 

including full-time, part-time, foreign, certificate/non-degree, single course, night programs, and 

executive program students. The number of students enrolled in courses at the Tenley Campus (including 

but not limited to Washington College of Law students) shall not exceed 2,000 students. Enrollment shall 

be determined annually on a headcount basis and shall be reported to the CLC and AU Neighborhood 

Partnership. 

The number of University employees shall not exceed 3,350 employees. 

Campus facilities may, from time to time, be used for conferences; however, any purposebuilt 

conference facility proposed to be constructed by the University on campus shall require amendment of 

the Campus Plan and specific approval of the conference-facility use through the special exception 

process.   
September 14, 2022 

pliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

AUNP 2022 Meeting Schedule 

Steering Committee 

e March 1st 

e June 7th 

e July 28th 

e Sept 6th 

Facilities Planning Working Group 

e July 20th 

e August 8th 

e August 22nd 

Student enrollment will be reported ot the 

Zoning Commission in December when the 

information for the Fall 2022 semester is 

available. 

Employee count is 3,018 

No plans for conference facilities to be built 

  

 

American University 2021 Campus Plan Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47

C # CONDITION REQUIREMENT COMPLIANCE STATUS

4 The University shall continue to work with the American University Neighborhood Partnership, a joint 

forum between AU and leaders in the communities surrounding the University that is focused on 

improving University and neighborhood relations through discussion, information sharing, and problem-

solving. The Partnership shall be co-chaired by a member of the University’s senior leadership and a 

neighbor leader who shall both serve on the Partnership Steering Committee. The Steering Committee is 

comprised of University administrators and representatives of community organizations and ANCs who 

were signatories to the March 18, 2018 letter submitted to and recognized by the Commission expressing 

the intent and vision of the Partnership (specifically Fort Gaines Citizens Association, Spring Valley 

Neighborhood Association, Ward 3 Vision, Westover Place Homes Corporation, ANC 3D, and ANC 3E). 

The Partnership is supported by working groups that meet regularly to address key issues of shared 

concern (i.e., Facilities Planning, Student Life and Safety, Transportation and Parking, Engagement and 

Communications, and Data and Metrics). Each working group has a community and University co-chair, 

and members include neighborhood residents, AU administrators, staff, faculty, students, and 

consultants.

AUNP 2022 Meeting Schedule 

Steering Committee

• March 1st

• June 7th

• July 28th  

• Sept 6th 

Facilities Planning Working Group

• July 20th

• August 8th 

• August 22nd

5 Student enrollment (headcount) shall not exceed 14,380, including every University student on campus 

including full-time, part-time, foreign, certificate/non-degree, single course, night programs, and 

executive program students. The number of students enrolled in courses at the Tenley Campus (including 

but not limited to Washington College of Law students) shall not exceed 2,000 students. Enrollment shall 

be determined annually on a headcount basis and shall be reported to the CLC and AU Neighborhood 

Partnership.

Student enrollment will be reported ot the 

Zoning Commission in December when the 

information for the Fall 2022 semester is 

available. 

6 The number of University employees shall not exceed 3,350 employees. Employee count is 3,018 

7 Campus facilities may, from time to time, be used for conferences; however, any purposebuilt 

conference facility proposed to be constructed by the University on campus shall require amendment of 

the Campus Plan and specific approval of the conference-facility use through the special exception 

process.

No plans for conference facilities to be built

September 14, 2022 2 of 12
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8 Following review with the Partnership Facilities Planning Working Group and discussion with members of |* Jacobs Field accoustical sound barrier wall and 

the community, the University shall submit to the Commission for further processing review each Reeves Field replacement scoreboard materials 

individual request to construct a building or structure described in the 2021 Campus Plan. Along with shared with Partnership Facilities Planning 

each request, the University shall submit information as to how this building or structure complies with  |Working Group, included meetings on 7/20/22, 

the 2021 Campus Plan and addresses project impact, particularly buffering, setbacks, visual impacts, and 8/10/22, 8/22/22; and the Steering Committee 

traffic, as applicable. With respect to any proposed building on the Main Campus (including East Campus) on 7/28/22, 9/6/22 

that includes additional retail uses, the University shall provide an analysis of the existing campus retail 

uses and the necessity for additional retail uses as part of its further processing application for such 

building. 

9 At the time the University files a permit application with the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Not applicable 

Affairs for ground clearance, excavation, or other major construction that would implicate remedial work 

performed at or around the campus by the Army Corps of Engineers, the University shall provide 

notification to the D.C. Department of Energy and the Environment (DOEE) or other appropriate agency, 

the Army Corps of Engineers (Baltimore Office), and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3, 

that the University intends to undertake such activities. 

10 No special exception application filed by the University for further processing under this Campus Plan Details contained within this report 

may be granted unless the University proves that it has consistently remained in substantial compliance 

with the conditions set forth in this Order. Any violation of a condition of this Order shall be grounds for 

the denial or revocation of any building permit or certificate of occupancy applied by, or issued to, the 

University for any University building or use approved under this Campus Plan, and may result in the 

imposition of fines and penalties pursuant to the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Civil 

Infractions Act of 1985, D.C. Official Code §§ 2-1801.01 to 2-1803.03 (2001). 

11 Within the 10-year term of this 2021 Campus Plan, the University shall undertake the following actions in |AU will comply with this requirement within 10- 

support of the preservation of historic campus resources: year term of plan 

11.a Research and document the University’s original campus plan. AU is one of several District universities, 

along with Catholic, Trinity, and Gallaudet, that benefited from campus planning by the pre-eminent 

Olmsted landscape architecture firm. This effort should include exploration of the archives available to 

the public at the Frederick Law Olmsted National Historic Site in Brookline, Massachusetts (according to 

the Master List of Design Projects of the Olmsted Firm, 1857-1979, there are 23 plans for the campus and 

correspondence dating from 1891 to 1897 in that archive);         
  

September 14, 2022 30f12

American University 2021 Campus Plan Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47

C # CONDITION REQUIREMENT COMPLIANCE STATUS

8 Following review with the Partnership Facilities Planning Working Group and discussion with members of 

the community, the University shall submit to the Commission for further processing review each 

individual request to construct a building or structure described in the 2021 Campus Plan. Along with 

each request, the University shall submit information as to how this building or structure complies with 

the 2021 Campus Plan and addresses project impact, particularly buffering, setbacks, visual impacts, and 

traffic, as applicable. With respect to any proposed building on the Main Campus (including East Campus) 

that includes additional retail uses, the University shall provide an analysis of the existing campus retail 

uses and the necessity for additional retail uses as part of its further processing application for such 

building.

• Jacobs Field accoustical sound barrier wall and 

Reeves Field replacement scoreboard materials 

shared with Partnership Facilities Planning 

Working Group, included meetings on 7/20/22, 

8/10/22, 8/22/22; and the Steering Committee 

on 7/28/22, 9/6/22

9 At the time the University files a permit application with the Department of Consumer and Regulatory 

Affairs for ground clearance, excavation, or other major construction that would implicate remedial work 

performed at or around the campus by the Army Corps of Engineers, the University shall provide 

notification to the D.C. Department of Energy and the Environment (DOEE) or other appropriate agency, 

the Army Corps of Engineers (Baltimore Office), and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3, 

that the University intends to undertake such activities.

Not applicable

10 No special exception application filed by the University for further processing under this Campus Plan 

may be granted unless the University proves that it has consistently remained in substantial compliance 

with the conditions set forth in this Order. Any violation of a condition of this Order shall be grounds for 

the denial or revocation of any building permit or certificate of occupancy applied by, or issued to, the 

University for any University building or use approved under this Campus Plan, and may result in the 

imposition of fines and penalties pursuant to the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Civil 

Infractions Act of 1985, D.C. Official Code §§ 2-1801.01 to 2-1803.03 (2001).

Details contained within this report

11 Within the 10-year term of this 2021 Campus Plan, the University shall undertake the following actions in 

support of the preservation of historic campus resources:

AU will comply with this requirement within 10-

year term of plan

11.a Research and document the University’s original campus plan. AU is one of several District universities, 

along with Catholic, Trinity, and Gallaudet, that benefited from campus planning by the pre-eminent 

Olmsted landscape architecture firm. This effort should include exploration of the archives available to 

the public at the Frederick Law Olmsted National Historic Site in Brookline, Massachusetts (according to 

the Master List of Design Projects of the Olmsted Firm, 1857-1979, there are 23 plans for the campus and 

correspondence dating from 1891 to 1897 in that archive);

September 14, 2022 3 of 12
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11.c 

CONDITION REQUIREMENT 

Maintain and expand online historical information in the University’s archives. The University’s 

substantial online public information resource, American University Digital Research Archive (AUDRA), 

provides informative historical and visual and historical documentation of the University’s history, easily 

accessible to students and researchers; 

Complete a comprehensive survey, documentation, and evaluation of Main Campus buildings, structures, 

and landscape features. This survey should be conducted in coordination with the Historic Preservation 

Office and should include research and evaluation overseen by qualified historic preservation 

professionals using the nationwide federal historic preservation standards issued by the Department of 

the Interior. Such a survey could also provide academic opportunities for students in the University’s 

public history program. Results of the survey should be made available to the public; and 

Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

  

  

12 

    
Adopt and implement a schedule for nominating eligible historic resources to the D.C. Inventory of 

Historic Sites and National Register of Historic Places. The University should use the findings of the 

campus survey to nominate the eligible properties on the Main Campus for historic designation. This 

should occur before any proposed development affects such features and, in any case, within the 10-year 

period of the 2021 Campus Plan. 

The University shall be permitted to repair, renovate, remodel, or structurally alter the facilities identified 

in its 2021 Campus Plan, as well as construct modest increases in gross floor area that are required to 

meet code requirements and improve accessibility as a modification of consequence and without further 

processing approval, provided that the University shall not be permitted to use this process to change the 

use of a facility as approved by the 2021 Campus Plan, and the Commission shall retain its ability 

pursuant to Subtitle Z § 703.17, to determine whether the proposed repairs, renovations, alterations, or 

other construction activities properly qualify as a modification of consequence, pursuant to Subtitle Z § 

703, or whether a modification of significance or further processing application is required. 

September 14, 2022 

  
AU is compliant; No improvements that meet this 

condition have been pursued since the approval 

of the current campus plan.   
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11.b Maintain and expand online historical information in the University’s archives. The University’s 

substantial online public information resource, American University Digital Research Archive (AUDRA), 

provides informative historical and visual and historical documentation of the University’s history, easily 

accessible to students and researchers;

11.c Complete a comprehensive survey, documentation, and evaluation of Main Campus buildings, structures, 

and landscape features. This survey should be conducted in coordination with the Historic Preservation 

Office and should include research and evaluation overseen by qualified historic preservation 

professionals using the nationwide federal historic preservation standards issued by the Department of 

the Interior. Such a survey could also provide academic opportunities for students in the University’s 

public history program. Results of the survey should be made available to the public; and

11.d Adopt and implement a schedule for nominating eligible historic resources to the D.C. Inventory of 

Historic Sites and National Register of Historic Places. The University should use the findings of the 

campus survey to nominate the eligible properties on the Main Campus for historic designation. This 

should occur before any proposed development affects such features and, in any case, within the 10-year 

period of the 2021 Campus Plan.

12 The University shall be permitted to repair, renovate, remodel, or structurally alter the facilities identified 

in its 2021 Campus Plan, as well as construct modest increases in gross floor area that are required to 

meet code requirements and improve accessibility as a modification of consequence and without further 

processing approval, provided that the University shall not be permitted to use this process to change the 

use of a facility as approved by the 2021 Campus Plan, and the Commission shall retain its ability 

pursuant to Subtitle Z § 703.17, to determine whether the proposed repairs, renovations, alterations, or 

other construction activities properly qualify as a modification of consequence, pursuant to Subtitle Z § 

703, or whether a modification of significance or further processing application is required.

AU is compliant; No improvements that meet this 

condition have been pursued since the approval 

of the current campus plan.
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13 

14 

15 

16 

17     

CONDITION REQUIREMENT 

The University shall maintain a supply of on-campus housing sufficient to make housing available for 

100% of its full-time freshman and sophomore students and for 67% of all full-time undergraduates. 

Housing provided by the University through a master lease that is subject to AU residence hall regulations 

for up to 200 beds at The Frequency Apartments at 4000 Brandywine Street, N.W. may be considered “on 

campus” housing for the purpose of calculating the housing percentages noted above through the term 

of this Campus Plan. The University will also be able to continue to use 330 on-campus triples in the 

calculation of the number of beds that is required to make available to full-time undergraduate students 

through the term of this 2021 Campus Plan. 

No additional or expanded master leases to house students off campus shall be allowed for the life of the 

2021 Campus Plan. 

All residence halls may be occupied by all levels of undergraduate and graduate students with the 

exception of Cassell Hall, Nebraska Hall, and all East Campus residence halls, which may only be occupied 

by sophomores, juniors, seniors, or graduate students. The University shall continue to enforce its 

residence hall regulations in all University-provided housing. 

The area of the Main Campus identified as East Campus (bounded by New Mexico Avenue, N.W.; 

Nebraska Avenue, N.W.; Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., and Westover Place) shall contain a maximum of 

590 beds for undergraduate students. 

New student housing projects approved through the term of the 2021 Campus Plan shall not result in the 

addition of more than 500 beds of on-campus housing to the University’s existing housing inventory, 

unless the 200 master leased beds described in Condition No. 13 are no longer available or are otherwise 

not considered “on campus” housing for the purpose of calculating the undergraduate student housing 

requirement, in which case new student housing projects approved through the term of the 2021 

Campus Plan shall not result in the addition of more than 700 beds of on-campus housing. 

September 14, 2022 

  

Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

  

Student enrollment and university housing 

requirements will be reported in December when 

information for the Fall 2022 semester is 

available. 

AU is compliant. AU is not seeking any additional 

master leases. 

AU is compliant 

AU is compliant: 

Total East Campus beds as of 9/1/22: 583 

breakdown (singles/doubles) includes 

e Duber Hall (12/122) 

e Constitution Hall (17/258) 

e Federal Hall (10/164) 

AU is compliant. AU is not proposing to build any 

new residence halls as part of this further 

processing.   
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13 The University shall maintain a supply of on-campus housing sufficient to make housing available for 

100% of its full-time freshman and sophomore students and for 67% of all full-time undergraduates. 

Housing provided by the University through a master lease that is subject to AU residence hall regulations 

for up to 200 beds at The Frequency Apartments at 4000 Brandywine Street, N.W. may be considered “on 

campus” housing for the purpose of calculating the housing percentages noted above through the term 

of this Campus Plan. The University will also be able to continue to use 330 on-campus triples in the 

calculation of the number of beds that is required to make available to full-time undergraduate students 

through the term of this 2021 Campus Plan. 

Student enrollment and university housing 

requirements will be reported in December when 

information for the Fall 2022 semester is 

available. 

14 No additional or expanded master leases to house students off campus shall be allowed for the life of the 

2021 Campus Plan.

AU is compliant. AU is not seeking any additional 

master leases.

15 All residence halls may be occupied by all levels of undergraduate and graduate students with the 

exception of Cassell Hall, Nebraska Hall, and all East Campus residence halls, which may only be occupied 

by sophomores, juniors, seniors, or graduate students. The University shall continue to enforce its 

residence hall regulations in all University-provided housing.

AU is compliant

16 The area of the Main Campus identified as East Campus (bounded by New Mexico Avenue, N.W.; 

Nebraska Avenue, N.W.; Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., and Westover Place) shall contain a maximum of 

590 beds for undergraduate students.

AU is compliant:

Total East Campus beds as of 9/1/22: 583 

breakdown (singles/doubles) includes

• Duber Hall (12/122)

• Constitution Hall (17/258)

• Federal Hall (10/164)

17 New student housing projects approved through the term of the 2021 Campus Plan shall not result in the 

addition of more than 500 beds of on-campus housing to the University’s existing housing inventory, 

unless the 200 master leased beds described in Condition No. 13 are no longer available or are otherwise 

not considered “on campus” housing for the purpose of calculating the undergraduate student housing 

requirement, in which case new student housing projects approved through the term of the 2021 

Campus Plan shall not result in the addition of more than 700 beds of on-campus housing.

AU is compliant. AU is not proposing to build any 

new residence halls as part of this further 

processing.
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41 

42 

    

CONDITION REQUIREMENT 

With respect to the William I. Jacobs Recreational Complex (hereinafter “Jacobs Field”), Condition Nos. 

18-42 shall govern until such time as the Commission modifies Condition Nos. 18-42 of this Order relating 

to Jacobs Field after the University (a) constructs an acoustical sound barrier wall pursuant to a further 

processing application to be filed in accordance with the conditions in this Order, (b) evaluates the actual 

sound mitigation benefits of the constructed barrier with respect to noise at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., 

and (c) provides notice to the owners of the property at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. Any such application 

for modification shall be submitted to the Commission with specific information about the relief sought 

and the University’s support therefore. 

No special exception application filed by the University for further processing under this Campus Plan and 

no applications for modification of conditions in this Campus Plan with respect to Jacobs Field may be 

granted unless the University proves that it has consistently remained in substantial compliance with the 

conditions set forth in this Order, and consistently and substantially complied with all conditions relating 

to Jacobs Field. Any violation of a condition of this Order shall be grounds for the denial or revocation of 

any building permit or certificate of occupancy applied by, or issued to, the University for any University 

building or use approved under this Campus Plan, and may result in the imposition of fines and penalties 

pursuant to the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Civil Infractions Act of 1985, as 

amended. 

The University shall continue to provide a reporting mechanism to address issues and concerns raised by 

members of the community in order to effectively implement and enforce the terms of the Student Code 

of Conduct, which applies to student behavior both on and off campus, and shall also implement the 

enhanced Good Neighbor Guidelines that have been developed in consultation with the AU 

Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group to address off-campus conduct by 

students living in residential neighborhoods adjacent to campus. Over the term of the 2021 Campus Plan, 

the University will take a number of proactive steps to address off-campus student behavior, including 

the following:   

Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

  

AU is compliant. See Exhibit G for analysis of 

compliance with condition nos. 19-40. 

AU is compliant. As detailed in this report, AU 

has maintained compliance with conditions of 

the zoning order. 

AU is compliant 
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18 With respect to the William I. Jacobs Recreational Complex (hereinafter “Jacobs Field”), Condition Nos. 

18-42 shall govern until such time as the Commission modifies Condition Nos. 18-42 of this Order relating 

to Jacobs Field after the University (a) constructs an acoustical sound barrier wall pursuant to a further 

processing application to be filed in accordance with the conditions in this Order, (b) evaluates the actual 

sound mitigation benefits of the constructed barrier with respect to noise at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W., 

and (c) provides notice to the owners of the property at 4710 Woodway Lane, N.W. Any such application 

for modification shall be submitted to the Commission with specific information about the relief sought 

and the University’s support therefore.

AU is compliant. See Exhibit G for analysis of 

compliance with condition nos. 19-40.

41 No special exception application filed by the University for further processing under this Campus Plan and 

no applications for modification of conditions in this Campus Plan with respect to Jacobs Field may be 

granted unless the University proves that it has consistently remained in substantial compliance with the 

conditions set forth in this Order, and consistently and substantially complied with all conditions relating 

to Jacobs Field. Any violation of a condition of this Order shall be grounds for the denial or revocation of 

any building permit or certificate of occupancy applied by, or issued to, the University for any University 

building or use approved under this Campus Plan, and may result in the imposition of fines and penalties 

pursuant to the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Civil Infractions Act of 1985, as 

amended.

AU is compliant. As detailed in this report, AU 

has maintained compliance with conditions of 

the zoning order.

42 The University shall continue to provide a reporting mechanism to address issues and concerns raised by 

members of the community in order to effectively implement and enforce the terms of the Student Code 

of Conduct, which applies to student behavior both on and off campus, and shall also implement the 

enhanced Good Neighbor Guidelines that have been developed in consultation with the AU 

Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group to address off-campus conduct by 

students living in residential neighborhoods adjacent to campus. Over the term of the 2021 Campus Plan, 

the University will take a number of proactive steps to address off-campus student behavior, including 

the following:

AU is compliant
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42.a 

42.b 

CONDITION REQUIREMENT 

To better inform and educate students who choose to live off-campus of their rights and responsibilities, 

the University, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working 

Group, will implement an improved off-campus living orientation program that will include an online 

training module developed in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and 

Safety Working Group that must be completed by students living in the 20016 or 20008 zip codes. Both 

online and in-person training sessions will include the Pledge to Uphold Community Standards, detailing 

the responsibilities and obligations associated with living off-campus, which will be developed in 

consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group. Following 

the training, students must affirmatively acknowledge that they have fulfilled the training and 

understand the University’s expectations. The Office of Campus Life will track participation and 

compliance with this program, and students not in compliance may be subject to adjudication under the 

Student Conduct Code; 

The University will continue to periodically distribute a letter to students from the Office of the Dean of 

Students that specifically reminds them of the University’s expectation that they maintain the condition 

of their property and manage the behavior of their guests. It will also state that the University expects 

students to know, understand and abide by the Disorderly Conduct Amendment Act of 2010 and the 

District of Columbia Noise Control Act of 1977, both of which address noise disturbances. Students will 

also be informed of the details of both ordinances 

during the orientation programs; 

Zoning Commission Order 20-31 - Status of Compliance with Condition Nos. 1-18, 41-47 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

  

e Mandatory online off-campus student living 

orientation was launched in 2020 as a pilot and 

became a regular requirement as of fall 2021 

* The letter was sent on September 16, 2022. 

  

42.c 

42d 

To remain engaged with the broader residential community, the University will continue its practice of 

making annual or more frequent visits to major apartment complexes and condominium communities 

where students live; 

The University’s Office of Community Relations will create, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood 

Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group, a neighbor education tool that informs residents of 

the University’s strategies for student training and includes resources and directions on how to contact 

the University and/or file a compliant in the event of an undesirable incident; and 

AU makes visits throughtout fall semester and as 

requested. 

e Postcard sent first week in September (2022) 

  

42.e     The University will create and distribute, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student 

Life and Safety Working Group, an AU Eagle Living Guide that will include good neighbor tips, resources, 

and a copy of the Pledge to Uphold Community Standards. 

September 14, 2022 

  e Eagle Living guide (and mandatory online 

training for students) is up as of 8/22/22   
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42.a To better inform and educate students who choose to live off-campus of their rights and responsibilities, 

the University, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working 

Group, will implement an improved off-campus living orientation program that will include an online 

training module developed in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and

Safety Working Group that must be completed by students living in the 20016 or 20008 zip codes. Both 

online and in-person training sessions will include the Pledge to Uphold Community Standards, detailing 

the responsibilities and obligations associated with living off-campus, which will be developed in 

consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group. Following 

the training, students must affirmatively acknowledge that they have fulfilled the training and 

understand the University’s expectations. The Office of Campus Life will track participation and 

compliance with this program, and students not in compliance may be subject to adjudication under the 

Student Conduct Code;

• Mandatory online off-campus student living 

orientation was launched in 2020 as a pilot and 

became a regular requirement as of fall 2021

42.b The University will continue to periodically distribute a letter to students from the Office of the Dean of 

Students that specifically reminds them of the University’s expectation that they maintain the condition 

of their property and manage the behavior of their guests. It will also state that the University expects 

students to know, understand and abide by the Disorderly Conduct Amendment Act of 2010 and the 

District of Columbia Noise Control Act of 1977, both of which address noise disturbances. Students will 

also be informed of the details of both ordinances

during the orientation programs;

• The letter was sent on September 16, 2022.

42.c To remain engaged with the broader residential community, the University will continue its practice of 

making annual or more frequent visits to major apartment complexes and condominium communities 

where students live;

AU makes visits throughtout fall semester and as 

requested.

42.d The University’s Office of Community Relations will create, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood 

Partnership Student Life and Safety Working Group, a neighbor education tool that informs residents of 

the University’s strategies for student training and includes resources and directions on how to contact 

the University and/or file a compliant in the event of an undesirable incident; and

• Postcard sent first week in September (2022)

42.e The University will create and distribute, in consultation with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Student 

Life and Safety Working Group, an AU Eagle Living Guide that will include good neighbor tips, resources, 

and a copy of the Pledge to Uphold Community Standards.

• Eagle Living guide (and mandatory online 

training for students) is up as of 8/22/22
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43 The University shall continue to implement the following TDM measures to minimize any adverse impacts AU is compliant 

of University-affiliated traffic and parking: 

43.a TDM Coordinator: AU will maintain the TDM Coordinator position as the primary AU staff lead for AU is compliant 

managing the AU TDM program and ensuring that all DDOT reporting requirements linked to parking and 

TDM are met; 

43.b AU Shuttle: The university will continue to operate its shuttle routes between the Main Campus and the AU is compliant 

Tenleytown-AU Metro station, Tenley Campus, and the Spring Valley Building. Ridership of the well- 

utilized shuttle program exceeded 1.2 million in calendar 2018 (prior to the operational impacts 

associated with COVID-19); 

43.c AU/WMATA U*PASS Program: The U*PASS program allows for unlimited student rides on all MetroRail AU is compliant 

and MetroBus routes throughout the region, significantly reducing the number of vehicle trips to campus 

by students. AU will maintain this program to the extent it continues to be made available by WMATA; 

  

43d Virtual Self-Park: As campus parking demand returns to pre-COVID levels, AU will pursue opportunities to AU is compliant. Since parking demand has not 

increase the availability and appeal of Virtual Self-Park for all AU campus commuters. Today, this option returned to pre-COVID levels, AU has not yet 

is attractive for employees with infrequent campus commutes. To realize more of the TDM potential of initiated the phase out of the monthly parking 

this pricing approach, the TDM Coordinator will work to phase out the university's monthly parking option. 

permit program for employees and transition to an expanded Virtual Self Park application for all AU 

affiliates. In addition, AU will explore opportunities to provide Virtual Self-Park options to neighbors and 

guests; 

43.e Building Upon Telework Gains: The majority of AU employees have been working remotely for the past | AU is compliant. Teleworking remains a option 

several months as a result of operational impacts brought about by COVID-19. While this situation was for employees and the university has expanded 

created by the pandemic, the tools, skillsets, and protocols developed to make this work for AU will options to include only coming to campus once a 

position remote working, or telework, as a powerful TDM tool for AU going forward. Due to the impact of /month for select employees. 

COVID-19, WMATA temporarily suspended the U*PASS program in 2020. Not only can telework 

significantly reduce campus-based parking and travel demand, but it can also reduce travel activity 

between campus locations and consequent parking demand. The TDM Coordinator will continue to track 

employee interest in maintaining telework as part of their AU employment beyond the current period of 

restricted campus access. The Coordinator will also monitor emerging best practices and innovative 

approaches to make telework both effective and attractive, to better realize its potential to reduce AU 

commute-based travel and parking demand; 
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43 The University shall continue to implement the following TDM measures to minimize any adverse impacts 

of University-affiliated traffic and parking:

AU is compliant

43.a TDM Coordinator: AU will maintain the TDM Coordinator position as the primary AU staff lead for 

managing the AU TDM program and ensuring that all DDOT reporting requirements linked to parking and 

TDM are met;

AU is compliant

43.b AU Shuttle: The university will continue to operate its shuttle routes between the Main Campus and the 

Tenleytown-AU Metro station, Tenley Campus, and the Spring Valley Building. Ridership of the well-

utilized shuttle program exceeded 1.2 million in calendar 2018 (prior to the operational impacts 

associated with COVID-19);

AU is compliant

43.c AU/WMATA U*PASS Program: The U*PASS program allows for unlimited student rides on all MetroRail 

and MetroBus routes throughout the region, significantly reducing the number of vehicle trips to campus 

by students. AU will maintain this program to the extent it continues to be made available by WMATA;

AU is compliant

43.d Virtual Self-Park: As campus parking demand returns to pre-COVID levels, AU will pursue opportunities to 

increase the availability and appeal of Virtual Self-Park for all AU campus commuters. Today, this option 

is attractive for employees with infrequent campus commutes. To realize more of the TDM potential of 

this pricing approach, the TDM Coordinator will work to phase out the university’s monthly parking 

permit program for employees and transition to an expanded Virtual Self Park application for all AU 

affiliates. In addition, AU will explore opportunities to provide Virtual Self-Park options to neighbors and 

guests;

AU is compliant.  Since parking demand has not 

returned to pre-COVID levels, AU has not yet 

initiated the phase out of the monthly parking 

option.

43.e Building Upon Telework Gains: The majority of AU employees have been working remotely for the past 

several months as a result of operational impacts brought about by COVID-19. While this situation was 

created by the pandemic, the tools, skillsets, and protocols developed to make this work for AU will 

position remote working, or telework, as a powerful TDM tool for AU going forward. Due to the impact of 

COVID-19, WMATA temporarily suspended the U*PASS program in 2020. Not only can telework 

significantly reduce campus-based parking and travel demand, but it can also reduce travel activity 

between campus locations and consequent parking demand. The TDM Coordinator will continue to track 

employee interest in maintaining telework as part of their AU employment beyond the current period of 

restricted campus access. The Coordinator will also monitor emerging best practices and innovative 

approaches to make telework both effective and attractive, to better realize its potential to reduce AU 

commute-based travel and parking demand;

AU is compliant.  Teleworking remains a option 

for employees and the university has expanded 

options to include only coming to campus once a 

month for select employees.
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43.f Pre-Tax Transit Benefit: This benefit, which allows AU employees to allocate up to $270 per month pre- |AU is compliant. 

tax for qualified transit costs, will be maintained as a longstanding AU employment benefit; 

43.g TransitScreen Technology: AU will continue to utilize transit screen technology to provide real-time AU is compliant. 

availability/arrival information on several multimodal campus mobility options, including Capital 

Bikeshare, the AU Shuttle, RideShare, MetroBus, and MetroRail. This information is currently available on 

several screens located around the campus and via a mobile phone application; 

43.h Multi-modal Travel App: AU will maintain its multi-modal travel app providing members of the university AU is compliant. 

community with real-time information on various mobility options; 

43. On Demand Ride Service: AU plans to maintain this service, as long as employee use continues, to AU is compliant. 

provide cost-effective benefits in terms of reducing parking demand; 

43. Transportation Network Company Coordination: TNC pick up/drop off (PUDO) locations will continue be |AU is compliant. AU is working with our ride 

provided near both Fletcher and Glover Gates on Main Campus and on East Campus. Discussions will be share vendor to improve markings at designated 

ongoing with TNCs regarding dedicated pick up/drop off (PUDO) locations on campus, and AU will pick up and drop off locations on campus. 

actively collaborate with DDOT, ANCs and other interested community stakeholders, and specifically the 

AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group, to explore other locations and 

alternatives to PUDO solutions with the goal of minimizing PUDO activity on Nebraska Avenue and 

Massachusetts Avenue; 

43.k Event Coordination: The TDM Coordinator will maintain involvement in event planning, working closely |AU is compliant. 

with on-campus partners to leverage benefits of AU’s TDM programming and resources to better 

manage/reduce parking demand generated by campus events; 

43. Good Neighbor Parking Policy: AU will continue to enforce the Good Neighbor Parking Policy, and will AU is compliant. See Good Neighbor parking 

work closely with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group to report (Dec 2021): 

enhance the efficacy of the program; https://www.american.edu/finance/transportati 

on/loader.cfm?csModule=security/getfile&pagei 

d=5898069         
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43.f Pre-Tax Transit Benefit: This benefit, which allows AU employees to allocate up to $270 per month pre-

tax for qualified transit costs, will be maintained as a longstanding AU employment benefit;

AU is compliant.  

43.g TransitScreen Technology: AU will continue to utilize transit screen technology to provide real-time 

availability/arrival information on several multimodal campus mobility options, including Capital 

Bikeshare, the AU Shuttle, RideShare, MetroBus, and MetroRail. This information is currently available on 

several screens located around the campus and via a mobile phone application;

AU is compliant.  

43.h Multi-modal Travel App: AU will maintain its multi-modal travel app providing members of the university 

community with real-time information on various mobility options;

AU is compliant.  

43.i On Demand Ride Service: AU plans to maintain this service, as long as employee use continues, to 

provide cost-effective benefits in terms of reducing parking demand;

AU is compliant.  

43.j Transportation Network Company Coordination: TNC pick up/drop off (PUDO) locations will continue be 

provided near both Fletcher and Glover Gates on Main Campus and on East Campus. Discussions will be 

ongoing with TNCs regarding dedicated pick up/drop off (PUDO) locations on campus, and AU will 

actively collaborate with DDOT, ANCs and other interested community stakeholders, and specifically the 

AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group, to explore other locations and 

alternatives to PUDO solutions with the goal of minimizing PUDO activity on Nebraska Avenue and 

Massachusetts Avenue;

AU is compliant.  AU is working with our ride 

share vendor to improve markings at designated 

pick up and drop off locations on campus.

43.k Event Coordination: The TDM Coordinator will maintain involvement in event planning, working closely 

with on-campus partners to leverage benefits of AU’s TDM programming and resources to better 

manage/reduce parking demand generated by campus events;

AU is compliant.

43.l Good Neighbor Parking Policy: AU will continue to enforce the Good Neighbor Parking Policy, and will 

work closely with the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group to 

enhance the efficacy of the program;

AU is compliant. See Good Neighbor parking 

report (Dec 2021): 

https://www.american.edu/finance/transportati

on/loader.cfm?csModule=security/getfile&pagei

d=5898069
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43.m |Expanding and Enhancing Good Neighbor Commitments: The AU TDM Coordinator will continue to AU is compliant. 

coordinate and align with the transportation and development plans for Upper Northwest, DC; 

specifically, Ward 3, to seek crossbeneficial opportunities to realize mutual benefits and to mitigate 

shared challenges. The university will continue to work closely with members of the community, 

specifically through the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group, which 

meets on a regular basis to assess current efforts and make recommendations to improve AU and 

community relationships around transportation and parking policies and programs. AU also gathers 

feedback from the Community Liaison Committee, other neighbor organizations, and the respective 

Advisory Neighborhood Commissioners; 

43.n Increased/Improved Bike Parking and Amenities: AU will track for any increase in rates of bike AU is compliant. AU is currently in the process of 

commuting that may result from the current period of direct COVID impacts on travel choice, and coordinating the installation of a station with 

increase on-campus bike parking and related amenities — repair stations, shower and locker access, etc. — Capital BikeShare and DDOT. 

to accommodate and encourage greater use of bikes on campus; 

  

AU will actively support DDOT with the installation of an additional Capital Bikeshare station near the 

Main Campus and pursue expansion of the two existing bikeshare stations along Nebraska Avenue and 

Massachusetts Avenue to accommodate and encourage use of bikeshare where it is most used by 

students and residents of the surrounding community; 

AU will continue to work with DDOT, ANCs, and other interested community stakeholders, and 

specifically the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group, in connection 

with the implementation of the recommendations of relevant DDOT studies that support bicycle and 

multi-use facilities adjacent to and in the vicinity of University property, including DDOT’s planned multi- 

use path from 42nd Street to Rockwood Parkway; and 

43.0 License Plate Recognition-Facilitated Parking Occupancy Monitoring: AU has invested in and will continue AU is compliant 

to use LPR technology to track parking occupancy in support of on-campus enforcement and space 

utilization monitoring. 

44 The University shall continue to work with the Transportation and Parking Working Group of the AU AU is compliant. The Transportation and Parking 

Neighborhood Partnership to evaluate the efficacy of these measures over the term of the 2021 Campus |Working group met on January 28, 2021. 

Plan. In keeping with the City’s and DDOT'’s transportation goals, the University will undertake the 

following:         
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43.m Expanding and Enhancing Good Neighbor Commitments: The AU TDM Coordinator will continue to 

coordinate and align with the transportation and development plans for Upper Northwest, DC; 

specifically, Ward 3, to seek crossbeneficial opportunities to realize mutual benefits and to mitigate 

shared challenges. The university will continue to work closely with members of the community, 

specifically through the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group, which 

meets on a regular basis to assess current efforts and make recommendations to improve AU and 

community relationships around transportation and parking policies and programs. AU also gathers 

feedback from the Community Liaison Committee, other neighbor organizations, and the respective 

Advisory Neighborhood Commissioners;

AU is compliant.

43.n Increased/Improved Bike Parking and Amenities: AU will track for any increase in rates of bike 

commuting that may result from the current period of direct COVID impacts on travel choice, and 

increase on-campus bike parking and related amenities – repair stations, shower and locker access, etc. – 

to accommodate and encourage greater use of bikes on campus;

AU will actively support DDOT with the installation of an additional Capital Bikeshare station near the 

Main Campus and pursue expansion of the two existing bikeshare stations along Nebraska Avenue and 

Massachusetts Avenue to accommodate and encourage use of bikeshare where it is most used by 

students and residents of the surrounding community;

AU will continue to work with DDOT, ANCs, and other interested community stakeholders, and 

specifically the AU Neighborhood Partnership Transportation and Parking Working Group, in connection 

with the implementation of the recommendations of relevant DDOT studies that support bicycle and 

multi-use facilities adjacent to and in the vicinity of University property, including DDOT’s planned multi-

use path from 42nd Street to Rockwood Parkway; and

AU is compliant. AU is currently in the process of 

coordinating the installation of a station with 

Capital BikeShare and DDOT.  

43.o License Plate Recognition-Facilitated Parking Occupancy Monitoring: AU has invested in and will continue 

to use LPR technology to track parking occupancy in support of on-campus enforcement and space 

utilization monitoring.

AU is compliant

44 The University shall continue to work with the Transportation and Parking Working Group of the AU 

Neighborhood Partnership to evaluate the efficacy of these measures over the term of the 2021 Campus 

Plan. In keeping with the City’s and DDOT’s transportation goals, the University will undertake the 

following:

AU is compliant.  The Transportation and Parking 

Working group met on January 28, 2021.
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44.a On an annual basis, the University shall provide DDOT with a Transportation Performance Monitoring ¢ AU typically provides in December 

Plan Report which separately details the transportation mode split of University staff and faculty and the |Link to 2021 report: 

transportation mode split of University students. Through the continued implementation of the TDM https://www.american.edu/finance/transportati 

measures, the University will aim to meet the City’s goals as outlined in MoveDC and the City’s on/loader.cfm?csModule=security/getfile&pagei 

Comprehensive Plan for non-auto mode share for both the student and staff/faculty populations; d=5898069 

44.b The Transportation Performance Monitoring Plan Report will also include utilization details of exclusive 

University-use parking facilities (Main Campus, Tenley Campus, and 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.) 

on a typical semester weekday; and 

44.c It is understood by the University and DDOT that the Transportation Performance Monitoring Plan Report 

will have some necessary flexibility over the first two reporting periods due to the unknown 

transportation related impacts of COVID-19. 

  

45 The University shall maintain a parking inventory of no more than 3,000 spaces for University use AU is compliant. AU currently has 2,318 spaces 

inclusive of all Campus Plan properties. The University shall continually evaluate its pricing policies for for university use on all Campus Plan properties. 

parking with the intention of discouraging single-occupancy vehicle trips to campus without generating 

demand for off-campus parking by University-affiliated vehicles. Parking utilization analysis will be 

included in the annual transportation memorandum as detailed in Condition No. 45. 

46 The University shall continue to implement, and will work in consultation with the AU Neighborhood AU is compliant. This information was reported 

Partnership to enhance its Good Neighbor Parking Policy regarding enforcement of student, faculty, staff, lat the CLC meeting on Dec. 7, 2021. 

and vendor off-campus parking: 

  

46.a The University shall use its best efforts to require all students, faculty, staff, and vendors servicing the AU is compliant. 

campus to park on the campus and shall prohibit, to the extent permitted by law, students, faculty, staff, 

and vendors from parking on the streets adjacent to and surrounding the Campus. The University shall 

use its best efforts to cause other University-related vehicles to park on the Campus. To accomplish these 

purposes, the University shall have in place a system of administrative actions, contract penalties, 

fines—which may be adjusted from time to time as needed—and/or termination of contracts for 

violations;         
September 14, 2022 11 of 12
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44.a On an annual basis, the University shall provide DDOT with a Transportation Performance Monitoring 

Plan Report which separately details the transportation mode split of University staff and faculty and the 

transportation mode split of University students. Through the continued implementation of the TDM 

measures, the University will aim to meet the City’s goals as outlined in MoveDC and the City’s 

Comprehensive Plan for non-auto mode share for both the student and staff/faculty populations;

• AU typically provides in December

Link to 2021 report:

https://www.american.edu/finance/transportati

on/loader.cfm?csModule=security/getfile&pagei

d=5898069

44.b The Transportation Performance Monitoring Plan Report will also include utilization details of exclusive 

University-use parking facilities (Main Campus, Tenley Campus, and 4801 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.) 

on a typical semester weekday; and

44.c It is understood by the University and DDOT that the Transportation Performance Monitoring Plan Report 

will have some necessary flexibility over the first two reporting periods due to the unknown 

transportation related impacts of COVID-19.

45 The University shall maintain a parking inventory of no more than 3,000 spaces for University use 

inclusive of all Campus Plan properties. The University shall continually evaluate its pricing policies for 

parking with the intention of discouraging single-occupancy vehicle trips to campus without generating 

demand for off-campus parking by University-affiliated vehicles. Parking utilization analysis will be 

included in the annual transportation memorandum as detailed in Condition No. 45.

AU is compliant. AU currently has 2,318 spaces 

for university use on all Campus Plan properties.

46 The University shall continue to implement, and will work in consultation with the AU Neighborhood 

Partnership to enhance its Good Neighbor Parking Policy regarding enforcement of student, faculty, staff, 

and vendor off-campus parking:

AU is compliant. This information was reported 

at the CLC meeting on Dec. 7, 2021.

46.a The University shall use its best efforts to require all students, faculty, staff, and vendors servicing the 

campus to park on the campus and shall prohibit, to the extent permitted by law, students, faculty, staff, 

and vendors from parking on the streets adjacent to and surrounding the Campus. The University shall 

use its best efforts to cause other University-related vehicles to park on the Campus. To accomplish these 

purposes, the University shall have in place a system of administrative actions, contract penalties, 

fines—which may be adjusted from time to time as needed—and/or termination of contracts for 

violations;

AU is compliant. 
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46.b Construction employees, contractors, and subcontractors shall by contract be prohibited from parking on AU is compliant. 

residential streets, subject to contractual penalties of termination. Visitors to the Campus, including 

attendees of all conferences, shall be encouraged to utilize non-single-occupant vehicle modes of 

transportation and/or use on-campus parking and, where feasible, notified in advance to do so; 

46.c For conferences and large special events, the Applicant shall encourage participants and attendees to AU is compliant. 

utilize non-single-occupant vehicular modes of transportation where possible and work with area 

institutions in order to provide additional parking as needed; and 

46.d The University shall direct its students to register their vehicles in the District of Columbia, or obtain a AU is compliant. 

reciprocity sticker if eligible to do so. The University shall withhold parking privileges from students who 

do not comply with DC registration requirements. Failure to abide by District law concerning registration 

of student vehicles shall constitute a violation of the Student Conduct Code. 

47 The University will pay all costs associated with the installation of a new 19-dock Capital Bikeshare AU is currently in the process of coordinating the 

station and will coordinate with DDOT on its ultimate location, which is expected to be at the southern installation of a station with Capital BikeShare, 

end of the Main Campus near Fletcher Gate in accordance with DDOT’s input. Additionally, AU will fund |FM, and DDOT. 

and install at least one four-dock expansion plate to each of the two existing Capital Bikeshare stations 

on Nebraska Avenue and Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., subject to DDOT approval.     
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46.b Construction employees, contractors, and subcontractors shall by contract be prohibited from parking on 

residential streets, subject to contractual penalties of termination. Visitors to the Campus, including 

attendees of all conferences, shall be encouraged to utilize non-single-occupant vehicle modes of 

transportation and/or use on-campus parking and, where feasible, notified in advance to do so;

AU is compliant. 

46.c For conferences and large special events, the Applicant shall encourage participants and attendees to 

utilize non-single-occupant vehicular modes of transportation where possible and work with area 

institutions in order to provide additional parking as needed; and

AU is compliant. 

46.d The University shall direct its students to register their vehicles in the District of Columbia, or obtain a 

reciprocity sticker if eligible to do so. The University shall withhold parking privileges from students who 

do not comply with DC registration requirements. Failure to abide by District law concerning registration 

of student vehicles shall constitute a violation of the Student Conduct Code.

AU is compliant. 

47 The University will pay all costs associated with the installation of a new 19-dock Capital Bikeshare 

station and will coordinate with DDOT on its ultimate location, which is expected to be at the southern 

end of the Main Campus near Fletcher Gate in accordance with DDOT’s input. Additionally, AU will fund 

and install at least one four-dock expansion plate to each of the two existing Capital Bikeshare stations 

on Nebraska Avenue and Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., subject to DDOT approval.

AU is currently in the process of coordinating the 

installation of a station with Capital BikeShare, 

FM, and DDOT.  
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