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INTRODUCTION

This scoping report summarizes the public scoping process for the Environmental 
Assessment (EA) being prepared for the proposed construction of the Georgetown 
University boathouse.  Georgetown University is proposing to construct a boathouse 
along the Potomac River in the Georgetown area of Washington D.C.  The purpose of 
the Environmental Assessment is to characterize the potential direct, indirect and 
cumulative environmental impacts of the proposed boathouse and alternatives and 
identify mitigation measures to avoid, offset, or minimize the impacts that would be 
generated.

The Environmental Assessment is being prepared in compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
regulations implementing NEPA [40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 1500 – 1508], 
and the environmental policies and procedures of the NPS. 

Project Background 

Georgetown University proposes to construct a boathouse facility for its collegiate 
rowing team along the bank of the Potomac River.  The proposed boathouse would 
provide new and modernized training facilities for University men and women 
participating in the University’s crew program in a single facility. The location of the 
proposed boathouse is in the area of the Georgetown Waterfront Park designated for 
non-motorized boating facilities.

Topics raised to be addressed in the EA include: 
Land Use Patterns & Socioeconomic Conditions 
Planning Control and Policies 
Visual Resources 
Transportation Systems 
Water Resources 
Geology, Soils and Topography 
Vegetation and Wildlife 
Solid Waste & Hazardous Materials 
Noise Levels 
Lightscape
Utilities 

Scoping Process 

It is a policy requirement of the National Park Service to engage in a public scoping 
process as part of the preparation of an EA.  The purpose of the scoping process is to 
allow citizens and public agencies to identify issues that should be addressed in the EA, 
including but not limited to, alternatives, potential impacts, and recommended 



mitigation measures.  It provides the public an opportunity to communicate issues and 
concerns to help develop alternatives before considerable resources have been 
expended.

A letter was sent in December 2004 to government and local non-governmental 
organizations, as well as individual residents, to notify them about the preparation of an 
EA for the Georgetown Boathouse project, and seek comments regarding any 
environmental issues that should be addressed in the EA.  In addition, a scoping 
meeting was held on January 11, 2005 at the Latham Hotel in Georgetown.  
Approximately 130 persons attended this meeting and provided feedback in a facilitated 
workshop format.  Also, 153 comment letters/emails were received during the comment 
period.

This scoping report includes both written summaries of the tables set up for receiving 
comments at the January 11th, 2005 scoping meeting and comments separately submitted 
in writing to NPS. 
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Dear Friend, 
 
For decades, many of you have been engaged in the planning for the Georgetown Waterfront and 
the C & O Canal.  In 1984, the Georgetown Waterfront Park was established as part of the Park 
System of the Nation's Capital by the National Capital Planning Commission.  After an extensive 
public involvement process, the plan for the Georgetown Waterfront Park and Georgetown 
section of the C&O Canal National Historical Park was approved in 1986.  This plan includes a 
non-motorized boathouse zone in the proximity of Key Bridge, where boathouses had been 
located on the Potomac River historically. The proposed Georgetown University Boathouse is 
one of five boathouses, including the Potomac Boat Club and Washington Canoe Club, which 
would be clustered around Key Bridge within this boathouse zone. 

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act, the National Park Service will prepare an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) to analyze the impacts associated with the construction of a 
proposed boathouse by Georgetown University on a one-acre site upstream from the Washington 
Canoe Club.  The EA will also meet the requirements of the National Historic Preservation Act 
to take into account the effect of the proposed boathouse on historic properties and to seek to 
accommodate historic preservation concerns through consultation with parties who have an 
interest in those effects.   

A public scoping meeting will be held Tuesday, January 11, 2005 from 6:00-9:00 p.m. at the 
Latham Hotel, 3000 M Street, NW. in Georgetown.  The scoping meeting will be conducted in a 
facilitated workshop format, where participants will express their views in small discussion 
groups rather than a public hearing format with participants providing testimony.  This format 



has been demonstrated to be an effective way to ensure a thorough discussion of issues.  The 
purpose of scoping is to offer the public an opportunity to identify the issues and alternatives that 
should be considered in the EA for the proposed Georgetown University Boathouse.  This 
includes, but is not limited to, such issues as natural resource impacts, floodplain and wetlands, 
views and vistas, size and design of a collegiate rowing facility, completion of the boathouse 
zone and its relationship to rowing on the Potomac River, potential effects on historic properties, 
and potential impacts to the Capital Crescent Trail.   

The environmental analysis process involves several steps.  During the scoping process, a full 
range of issues and alternatives will be identified.  The next step includes compiling and 
analyzing scoping comments on those issues and potential alternatives and preparing an EA that 
evaluates the environmental impacts and historic preservation concerns and identifies potential 
mitigation measures.  The EA will then be made available to the public for comment.  
Subsequent to the public comment period, the National Park Service will render a decision. 

While we welcome your participation in the public scoping meeting, it is not your only 
opportunity to share your thoughts.  We will accept written comments through January 21, 2005.  
Comments should be forwarded to the Office of Lands, Resources and Planning, National 
Capital Region, National Park Service, 1100 Ohio Drive, SW, Washington, D.C. 20242.  Due to 
delays in receiving mail as a result of security screening by the U.S. Postal Service, it is 
recommended that comments be hand-carried to 1100 Ohio Drive no later than 4:00 pm on 
January 21, 2005; transmitted via fax at (202) 401-0017 or via email to 
NCR_Georgetownboathouse@nps.gov.

Sincerely,

/s/ Joe Lawler 

Acting Regional Director, National Capital Region  
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING:  
PROPOSED GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY BOATHOUSE EA 

Public Comments 
1/11/05 

Comments from Table 1 

Land exchange should be included in EA 
EA should include other locations for facility 
Set aside part of Georgetown Waterfront Park should be used for boathouses 

- EIS should be done for Georgetown Waterfront Park 
Look at AWI for boathouse locations 
Look at Dempsey property 
Want to see land remain in public ownership 
Concern over size for this location 

- Gateway for Capital Crescent Trail 
- Access and parking 
- Traffic pattern 

Area will become choke point for many activities 
- Bikers
- Joggers
- Pedestrians
- Rollerbladers 

Traffic analysis should be included in EA 
Aesthetic degradation will occur because of size of facility 

- Affects users mentioned above and Tow Path users, Canal users, park 
users in general- look at Canal Road 

Private use of public lands 
- Concern over singular use 
- Sets the precedent for other users 
- Facility should be for public, and private use should be outside of the park 

Facility size is out of proportion for need 
Will this affect the engineering integrity of Canal? 

- Hydrology during floods and ice breakup 
- No way to put all uses between facility and Canal without affecting the 

Canal berm 
Concern over size of dock and will they be moved during winter? 

- Will these affect racing lanes? 
What effect will this have on the Capital Crescent Trail? 
Concern over wildlife and the effect on veg. comm. 
Location is the most ill conceived location for this purpose (unanimous in group) 
EA should include a history of land swap and the choice of the site
What is the possible degradation of the historic structures and landscape? 
EA should include land appraisal for both NPS & GU properties 
Consider potential water quality issues 
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New boathouses should be constructed in Georgetown Waterfront Park below 
Key Bridge 
Project of this magnitude should require an EIS and be included with the 
Georgetown Waterfront Park 

- The EIS should include all colleges, high schools and individual rowers 
Will the Dulles Interceptor Sewer be affected? 
There is a feeling of being in a tunnel/canyon for 300’ along the Capital Crescent 
Trail
Concern that Georgetown Waterfront Park was planned with a  small group, not 
the public 
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Comments from Table 2 

Why this spot? 
- Location
- Context of plans 
- Georgetown University 
- Singles out of Thompson’s 
- Why is the facility not in the boathouse zone? 
- Does Dempsey site really fit size? 

Facility Size 
- What is really needed? 
- Potomac Boat Club is not a good measure for GU program. University 

program needs appropriate size for collegiate level rowing 
- Can it extend over the river? 
- Views from Capital Crescent Trail 
- Smaller site could allow separate uses 

An EIS should be done 
Rowing is an appropriate use in Georgetown and on the Potomac 
Public Park Use 

- Facilities
- Will the rowing grow? Stay same? 
- Has NPS moved too fast without public input on all mix & match of uses 

What are implications of land swap? Of NPS giving up land? 
- Is it really buildable?  
- Is it really an equal swap? 

If not, could $ be added? 
- Why are the EA’s for the land swap and for the boathouse separate?  
- Does swap move forward without boathouse? 

Want to make sure full range of boating options can continue but one advantage 
of current facility division which means those “facing forward” are separated 
from those “facing backward” – race courses set in that way- to facilitate 
Can the Dulles Interceptor sewer line be moved? 

- Relocated? 
- Technically? 
- Financially? 

Explore options for a joint boathouse between Georgetown University & George 
Washington University 
Are VA side sites feasible? 

- Still NPS land but maybe other more feasibility issues 
Separation of uses/location 
Can WCC be moved (whole building) upstream? 
Public vs. Private use 

- Do we have the correct balance? 
- Mix of trailers & traffic on public spaces 
- Should they be shared or separated? 

Historic Impacts 
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- Preservation of views (height, location) 
- What does the use, traffic, development on the land do to historic facility? 

Flooding
- What impact does “flow-through” design have on flooding impacts to 

historic structures (WCC & C&O Canal)? 
- Does design create a speed up effect on water? 
- Where is the hydrology study? 
- Where does stormwater from development go? 

Access issues for existing property site? 
- Traffic impact on CCT 
- Are there any written restrictions on Georgetown’s future use of the land? 
- Spec. traffic 

Pandora’s box being opened 
- Use of that site, parties 
- Development on waterfront 

Group Identified Priorities: 
Location
Size of facility 
Implications of land swap 
Look at full range of use 
Sewer relocation 
Public vs. private use 
Historic impacts (C&O Canal & Washington Canoe Club) 
Hydrology study 
Access issues for property site 

Notes from Group 2 Facilitator: 
High school crews expressed objection to the NPS proposal to move rowers from 
Thompson’s to a new small boat facility. Instead, it was recommended that the new 
facility at Key Bridge be dedicated to the extra space needed for high school crews, 
thus avoiding the need to rebuild Thompson’s. 
Are boathouses being squeezed out? Want to make sure environmental objections do 
not continue to squeeze out a very environmentally friendly use. 
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Comments from Table 3 

There is a need for more boathouses 
Explore alternative sites 
Exchange of public lands for GU boathouse  

- Value inequity between sites 
Circumstances allowing public land to be used for private use 
GU Boathouse schedule- effect on Georgetown Waterfront Park 
Could boathouse zone be expanded/changed? 
Size of boathouse/dock 
Does GU boathouse exceed boathouse zone? 
River pollution- What are the environmental effects of construction? 
River use issues 

- Traffic pattern 
- Usage

Historic/cultural considerations 
High water/flood considerations 
Approval process, questions of precedence zoning- park commission? 
Was zoning based on faulty EA? 
Preserving natural interest in NPS property 
Size, footprint, height, blocking views 
Do rowing tanks have to be on site? 

- Concern over the use of chlorine in floodplain 
- Eliminating tanks would reduce footprint of building 

Impact on historic C&O Canal, CCT 
Impact on Washington Canoe Club (national register) 
Access to facility – no public access now 
Costs and benefits of “no action” alternative 
Could an EIS be required? 

- Why was an EIS required in Arlington? 
Could a single boathouse be used by GU and other users? 
Consider impact of widening Canal Road 
Will deconstruction of Whitehurst Freeway affect this project? 
Consider light pollution- effect on wildlife 
Dulles Interceptor interface 
Floor elevation of boathouse – relationship with dock extending into river 
Consider historic scale of Georgetown and waterfront 
Need for services for visitors on CCT 
Mix and balances of uses in the park 
Use of public money for private boathouses 
Is relocation of CCT needed? 
Will wetlands be impacted? 
Uses of boathouse- public use for events (evening) 
Maintenance of grounds 
Intensity of use and impacts 
Access and parking for boat trailers 
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Hours of operation- consider impacts to neighborhood 
Will public have access to the waterfront? 
Public comment period after report is released? 
EA/EIS document should be posted on NPS web site 

Group Identified Priorities: 
Size and location in the waterfront context 
Land exchange 
Can rowing shell use move further downstream? 
Alternatives for additional sites 
Impact to Canal from construction 
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Comments from Table 4 

What is the motivation for the site? 
’95 EA ‘land swap’ valid? 
EIS vs. EA 

- If controversy over project, then EIS 
GWU consideration 
EIS non –motorized boathouses zone 

- EDAW contract for this or start over with different scope? 
Outside of study area 
Sunshine process 
Full timeline from 1985 
Explain land appraisal process and values 
Define goals pf NPS and benefits to CHOH and in turn public 
Best of waterfront? 
Cumulative impacts of 3 separate non-motorized boating structures 
Thoroughly discuss access 
Concern of social function of boathouse 
Relationship to Arlington boathouse 
Viewshed from trail and other vantage point 
Canyoning of trail 
Whitehurst Freeway reconstruction 
Interceptor Sewer 
Parking
Construction impacts on/off site of building 
Maintain CC Trail integrity 
Engineering/geotechnical feasibility 
Hydrology (canal, flood, local flow) 
Lone private entity to use public land 
Concern over size and height of boathouse 
Consider impact on WCC race course 
Consider Historic value of WCC 
Issue of plan change by NPS 

- From 4,000 sf to 19,000 sf footprint 
Consider alternative building locations and design 
Evaluate decision of significance of impact in accordance with CEQ 1508.27 
NHPA 106 issues 

Group Identified Priorities: 
Significance of proposal to entire waterfront (level of analysis: EA vs. EIS) 
Alternative design, location, potential CBA 
Motivation for site 
Viewshed
Access concerns 
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Comments from Table 5 

Concern over conversion of parkland to private property 
- No public access to boathouse 
- Setting precedent 

Universal boathouse alternative 
- Different location 
- Funding is an issue 
- Co-finance with universities 

EIS of entire boathouse zone should be done 
Impacts to CCT? 

- Safety
- Scale of building 

Boathouse locations 
- Current location ok 
- Consider other locations from larger area 

Consider demands of rowing community 
Project not for the public good 
Access for recreational use 

- Rowing restrictions/requirements 
- Public benefit/aesthetics 

Concern over convergence of multiple uses in one location 
- Congestion
- Safety

What are the physical impacts? 
- Supporting structure/unstable land 
- What are the impacts on C&O Canal? 
- What are the impacts from the docks extending into water? 

Silt build up 
Waterflow

- What are the impacts on Canal embankment & CCT? 
Waterflow
Construction process 

Is it appropriate for NPS to co-sponsor the project with GU? 
- John Parsons/ Sally Blumenthal should recuse themselves from NEPA 

process
Current real estate assessment of both land tracts 
What are the minimum requirements for Georgetown’s program? 

- Need vs. want 
- Anticipated usage 

Parking
Construction impacts/access 

- Traffic impact in Georgetown 
- Consider river barges vs. vehicles on CCT 
- Impacts to wildlife 

Good location? 
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- Once parkland is developed, it is gone 
Size of boathouse 
Why is it necessary to have such a large exercise room? 
Cumulative impact of 3 boathouses in the boathouse zone 

- Trailers
- Boats on river 

Loss of opportunity to include public 
Visual impact 

- Towpath/CCT
- VA side 
- Full scenic viewshed analysis 

Traffic concerns if/when Whitehurst Freeway removed 
Impact on rowing community if delayed 
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Comments from Table 6 

NPS standards for maintenance of historic structures 
- C&O Canal 
- Standards for the treatment of historic impacts 

Concern over the exchange of land, proprietary nature of this exchange 
Is upriver site buildable? 
Facility size 

- Is smaller size being considered? 
- Is facility with and without rowing tank being considered? 

Program:  
- Need to explain program elements and rationale for need, size 

Height
- Why? 
- Need?
- What are the reasons for designed height? 

Footprint
- Effect on Capital Crescent Trail 
- Can this be reduced to minimize effects on Trail? 

Consider how fire and emergency access will be handled to minimize effect on 
Trail
Analysis of impacts on paddlers 

- Dock
- Increased use of river 
- Potential conflict during afternoon particularly from April through 

November 
- During canoe and kayak races 

How will construction over a sewer line occur? 
- Potential impact to sewer line? 
- Potential impact to structure? 

Hydrologic impacts during flooding 
No boathouse east of 34th Street. This will create impact to Georgetown residents 
Consider history of entire waterfront & “system” of river use 
Is there a better location? Can all crew uses be combined into a new facility? 
Is boathouse consistent with NPS mission of conservation, environmental 
resource protection and historic resource protection? 
Location

- Can boathouses go to Anacostia? 
- Can boathouses go to Virginia side? 

Boat use 
- Impact on races 
- # of boats on river at any one time and potential conflicts 
- Do “traffic study” type of analysis for river use 

Impact on bikers during construction 
Are mediation techniques included in EA process to resolve user conflicts? 
Include Thompson Boathouse and use of land for boats in EA 
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Group Identified Priorities: 
Alternative locations (Anacostia, VA, etc.) 
Footprint and size 
Historic impacts (C&O Canal, WCC) 
Trail issues (effects on bikers during construction and after boathouse is built) 
Effect on canoe and kayak use of river (daily, race) 
Sewer line 
NPS mission 
Relationship with entire park “system” 
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Comments from Table 7 

Verification of information from Georgetown University 
Exclusive private use of public parkland 
EA to include background on alternative sites (including Anacostia River sites 
and the No Action Alternative) 
Provide rationale on why the proposed site is better
Ensure appropriate distribution/notification
Identify legal requirements for the action 
Continuity of recreational resources 
Relationship of the site to the Key Bridge 
Construction impact and flooding impacts on the C&O Canal  
Evaluate flooding issues on the structures 

- Effect of structure extending out into the river
- Silting/flooding effects 

Evaluate the effect of the Dulles Interceptor on the size of the boathouse (i.e. 
square footage) 
Consider preparing a comprehensive EA on all proposed boathouses in the project 
area.
Ensure that documentation is tiered, not segmented. 
Evaluate the effect on C&O Canal visitor experience. 
Consider the visual effects from the land side and from the river side. 
Explain the basis for the building height/size. 
Address limitations on boathouse parties (only those that are ‘regularly 
scheduled’?) 
Address construction access relative to C&O Canal berm and 
maintenance/operational access 
Why are rowing tanks proposed/required? 

- Address the effect on building size 
Compare GU program requirements vs. boathouse size 

- Height of ceilings (cathedral) is driving height 
- Height of boat stacking area is too high 

Consider other recreational uses on site relative to  
- C&O Canal 
- Georgetown Waterfront Park 
- Potomac River 

Is a boathouse appropriate in a historic park (of this size)? 
Identify the historic uses of this site 
Address the condition of soil and foundations 
Conduct a geotech analysis of the boathouse to determine its effect on the site and 
the C&O Canal berm 
Address potential uses and relative value of upstream site 
Evaluate winter issues (ice flows) relative to Canal and boathouse 
Boathouse design- Did it consider effects on C&O Canal National Historical 
Park? 
Prepare view shed analysis of both urban & vegetated areas, Canal, river, etc. 
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Explain why an EIS is not required considering historic issues related to C&O 
NHP
Identify effects on the Crescent Trail 
Will the Whitehurst Freeway go away in the future? 
Will the Canal bank be affected? 

- Drainage of the Canal 
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Comments from Table 8  

Makes sure names are on the mailing list 
What justification is there for building a private building in a public park? 
Existing area is wooded with trail, vs. other sites 
Impact of site to trail system 
Consider site south of Key Bridge 
Access to the boathouse 
Boathouse size in line for college boathouse 
Consider public boathouse that meets many needs or several boathouses 
Impact during flood to Crescent Trail, river bank, canal banks from such a large 
facility
Number of people that justify this amount of space 

- Users
- University
- Public/private school 
- Citizens 
- Identify total need in the area for boathouse space 

Timeline for addressing needs 
Need to address land swap 

- Unfair
- Not equal swap 
- Georgetown giving up site that they could not build a boathouse on 
- Site giving up is of lesser value 

Alternative site, south of Key Bridge, would take away greenspace of residents 
south of K Street (2000 people) 
Impact of construction on GU’s current site/land 
Preservation of Georgetown 10 acre park 
Impact of parking for social events- excessive size of boathouse as illustrated 
Boathouse as shown has cathedral ceiling in exercise room 
Impact of views from canal 
Coordinate study of impacts of this boathouse with other 2 boathouse and 
expansion of Thompson’s boathouse 
Land swap violates role of NPS (public interest) 
Impact to existing sewer pipe below site 
Visibility from river 
Building cuts into part of Canal park that was not intended for development 
Interests of canal park different from waterfront park 
C&O Advisory Commission policy not to have development between Canal and 
River
Document history 
Learn about history of site 

- Was there a boathouse there? 
- Land was part of river until 1960 

Impact on use of river 
Impact on current users of that land 
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- Fishermen 
Include, or update, the old Coast Guard study of the river usage and safety 
Include consideration of Arlington boathouse & Anacostia potential boathouses 
Update of 1985 boathouse plan 
Will EA address currently proposed and originally proposed boathouse as 
alternatives?
Impacts on viewshed (from river and trails) C&O Canal 
Why is this site preferable to Dempsey site (who owns this site?) 
How would removing Whitehurst Freeway impact this? (this is being discussed) 
Make sure GU considers all potential sites and pick the best one 
How will it affect river traffic, usage, safety 
Interface between 12’ access road and CCT 

- safety of bikers, concern that drivers with boats will block CCT 
- turning issues 
- Can this fit in between Canal wall and Canoe Club? 

Impact of 75’ dock 
- River traffic 
- hydrology

Impact when we have flooding 
Original agreement was for 4,000 square foot boathouse, now it has become a 
19,000 square foot boathouse- how did this happen without C&O Advisory 
Commission knowing about it? 
Is site within zone of 1987 plan? 
Boathouse should be only for boating not social activities and size should be 
determined by boating requirements only (sf, height) 
Why do we need rowing tank in this location? Are there other locations that 
would work better? 
How many days per year is it necessary to use rowing tank? 
# users for CCT and river and how it has increased since original agreement 
Wildlife impact 
Impact on sewer below site 
Impact of chlorinated rowing tanks on river when it floods 
Advantage of GU having site further downstream where bridge across the canal is 
located
Should this be an EIS vs. EA? 
Concern about moving heavy construction equipment to the site on trails, canal, 
riverbank and canoe club 

Group Identified Priorities: 
Impacts on users of nearby facilities 
Looking at alternative sites, why was this chosen? (Dempsey site) 
Impact on greenspace 
Size of boating facility compared to requirements 
Availability of existing documents on web site? 
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Comments from Table 9 

Facility is private use that adversely affects other users of the area 
- Bikers
- Hikers
- Canoers/kayakers/other boaters 
- Bird watchers 
- Anglers

Is it fair to let a private entity construct at this location? 
- Where is the boathouse zone? 
- Why is there a boathouse zone? 
- Where will future boathouses be located? 
- How will current high school teams gain river access? 

Will the EA evaluate the cumulative impact of future boathouses? 
- Citizens concerns/use 
- Scholastic concerns/use 
- Need to ensure that as many interest groups as possible are involved in 

this project 
Size

- Will future structures “keep up with the Jones’”? 
- Due to limited waterfront space, there will be less space available for other 

facilities. This will be a detriment to other users. 
- Need to see engineering studies to ensure no damage to canal 
- Size can’t be bigger than original proposal 

Will be visible from: Rosslyn, Key Bridge, Tow Path, Canal Road, 
CCT

- Public will be surprised at physical size- “enormity” 
- Height

Does it need a 14’ high exercise room? 
Can the EA address mitigations to building’s size that would still accommodate 
the GU athletic program? 
Access

- CCT will be the size of a roadway – no longer a “trail” 
- Will expansion of the CCT for a “road” impact the Towpath slope? 

Physical impacts from construction, to historic properties 
- C&O Canal 
- Canoe Club 

Need to evaluate development of entire boathouse zone, not one boathouse at a 
time 
Scope of EA should include 

- River safety 
- Traffic patterns (boaters, vehicles, pedestrians) 

Can GU transfer this property (tract 114) in the future? If so, what could be 
impacts? 
Feel this project should be an EIS. This project seems to counter NPS mission of 
preservation
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Loss of natural eddy that currently protects Washington Canoe Club during floods 
Need to list benefits of land exchange to ecosystem in EA 
EA needs to list the history & evolution of both parcels 
The 2 properties 

- Are they equal (value)? 
- Upriver parcel is not buildable due to topography and access 
- Land swap is “fraudulent” 
- The Land Exchange is not to benefit the public 

Vegetation management 
- Land
- Water

There is a benefit of the land exchange 

Group Identified Priorities: 
Height/Size/Location (engineering study) 
Consider reducing size in EA 
River Safety/ River Traffic 
Vegetation/Weed management 
Public support/ opposition 
Understanding of “boathouse zone” 
Cumulative impact 

- Few large facilities vs. many small 
- Philadelphia’s boathouse row 

Access for high school rowers to river (benefit to HS) 

Final comment- meeting format was very good 
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Comments from Table 10 

Issue with conversion of open space to build any  structure west of Key Bridge 
- Whitehurst Freeway- violation to open/natural character of river – 

potential removal in the future should be acknowledged. 
- Open space for pedestrians along river 
- Impact on Crescent Trail (rail to trail) 
- Access to boathouse on Trail? 
- Size- impact on C&O Canal? 

Height
Hydrologic impact during flooding, on canal trail, other boathouses and nearby 
wetlands, Pawpaw plants. 
Impact on Metro if alternate site is chosen 
Hydrologic impact of fixed dock (silting, flooding and non-flooding) 
Impact of ice due to docks 
Impact of dock on river navigation 
Access and parking 
Parking of Canoe Club- on public land
Impact on Canoe Club, Jack’s Canoe and other current programs 
Impact on high school rowers, availability of space in the area 
Impact of new users on the river (boathouse would bring new users to the river- 
positive impact?) 
Impact on public access to the river west of Key Bridge? 
Impact on Dulles Interceptor sewer 

- How would it be maintained? 
Structural impact of building on landfill? 
Impact of barbed wire fence (existing and potential) on wildlife 
Precedence of land exchange 
Maintenance of proposed facility and visual impact 
Visual impact in comparison to Canoe Club from Trail and Canal 
Access to racing and training lanes of Canoe Club (document this later) 
Are there any sites east of Key Bridge for this boathouse? 
Difference in EA vs. EIS re: public input and depth of analysis 
Previous studies 
Green roofs on all of the boathouses along the river 

- Stormwater management 
- Mitigation of visual impact 

Precedence/setting a standard for rowing boathouses for a collegiate program 
Traffic impacts of bringing boats down during regattas and generally (corner of K 
and Wisconsin) 
Prior use of land and environmental impacts of those uses (past century, docks, 
historical ports) 
Impact on current users/usage of trail 
Economic impact on Georgetown’s economy 
Comparison to existing plans related to NPS land 
Relationship to historic port usage in Georgetown (docks) 
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Construction traffic on trail 
Displacement of water (flooding) from additional GU boats 
Wakes from coaching boats on canoes 

- Would GU use wakeless boats? 
Impact on Eagles on TR Island 
Impact of docks on fish 
Alternative uses of this site 

- Public bathrooms and amenities 
- Cabanas

Duration of construction? 
Legality of original donation of CSX parcel to GU 
Land swap not of equal value (economic, aesthetic, etc) 
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Comment Forms from Georgetown University Boathouse Scoping Meeting 
January 11, 2004 
Collected and Compiled By EDAW, Inc. 

Jim Ross 
5425 Mohican Road 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
301-229-5789
frailey.ross@excite.com

Comment:  
I think you need to perform a hydrology study to consider the impact of a flood to 
the Historic C&O Canal and the Washington Canoe Club if the GU building is 
there.

Phyllis LaBorwit 
12809 Babcock Lane 
Bowie, MD 20715 
(301) 262-2578 
bowievoice@aol.com

Comments: 
Concern about C&O Canal impact- historic 
Private use of public land. Equitable land swap? 
Precedent being set? 
Flooding problems 
Traffic impact-  
How many students does GU feel that is has to accommodate? 
Discussions at table [were] informative, insightful. 

Bobbie Thorburg 
2475 Virginia Ave NW-527 
Washington, DC 20037-2639 
(202) 338-4558 

Comments: 
NPS is giving up valuable land for land of lesser value. 
Issue of private use of public land 
NPS mandate is to protect the public interest 
Alterative sites should be considered (ex. Dempsey) 
Boat house usage should be limited to boats- no exercise or party space. 
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Susan Johnston 
4621 N. 37th Street 
Arlington, VA 22207 
(703) 532-0393 
shjohnston@earthlink.net

Comments:   
This meeting plan seemed well thought through. Dividing attendees into tables cut 
down on the endless haranguing of one group against the other which made 
previous meetings so unpleasant. The facilitator at our table (Amit Prothi) took 
care to be sure that quiet members of the group had the chance to be heard. He 
took facetious comments seriously, so that nothing was dismissed as frivolous or 
unimportant. This has been the most civilized of all our meetings I’ve attended in 
the past two years.
In my mind, the question of the land swap- worthless land swapped for parkland 
in a well- used public park- is still paramount. 

Blaise Rhodes 
2419 Lillian Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
(301) 951-3636 
blaiserhodes@hotmail.com

Comments: 
The Washington Canoe Club currently benefits from a natural eddy during floods. 
If the trees upstream from the Canoe Club are removed and replace with a slow 
through building, that eddy may be lost, resulting in damage and possible 
destruction of the Canoe Club. It is over 100 years old. 

River traffic will be an issue. Rowing shells travel backwards at high speed. 
Canoes and kayaks go forwards at a slower rate of speed. Placing a rowing 
facility north of the Canoe Club will create a continuous hazard.

John Kimbrough 
10602 Crossing Creek Road 
Potomac, MD 20854 
(301)983-5643
cakimbr@attglobal.net

Comments (underlined by author):
Problems with Georgetown University Boathouse (GUB)- all of which requires an 
Environmental Impact Statement and disqualifies the Georgetown Boathouse as 
proposed:
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Plan specifies a 4,000 square foot public boathouse- Georgetown University
specifies a 33,000 square foot private boathouse 
GU claims that their boathouse will only be for purposes of a college rowing 
team, however their communications with their alumni state that it will be for 
parties, weddings, etc.
What is the status of the site that GU traded to the C&O National Historical 
Park (C&O Park) in terms of current economic appraisals, environmental 
quality (e.g. is this site a “Love Canal”?) 
The GU Boathouse will obstruct the view from the towpath which is not in 
accordance with National Park Service rules and regulations. This should not 
be permitted.  
The impact of the GU Boathouse on the Potomac Interceptor Sewer, the soon 
to be torn down Whitehurst Freeway, the Capital Crescent Trail, the C&O 
Park’s Towpath 
There should be a comprehensive timeline produced which will specify in 
great detail exactly how the GU boathouse proposal evolved from nothing into 
a 33,000 square foot building for the exclusive use of GU (including their 
alumni and other non-rowing team uses) and for which the public is excluded 
Alternative sites for the GU boathouse should be considered  (why not return 
to GU the site that they traded to the C&O Park and let them build their 
exclusive, private boathouse there?) 
“sunshine process” - As a U.S. citizen (and as a taxpayer) I have been 
excluded from the “back room” process wherein the National Park Service 
discussed and decided 100% with GU only to trade the questionable site for a 
site in an existing national park. This is an illegal process.

Terry Lee Hume 
215 Morgan Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001 
(202) 393-3717 

Comments: 
1. No land swap of our public land! 
2. No boathouse or any buildings in our national historic park north of Key Bridge. 
3. Safety of novice, recreational, U.S. Olympic Canoe & Kayak (flatwater) and 

small boats that were protected by safety guidelines on the D.C. side for these 
craft vs. the guidelines for rowing along the VA side 

4. If a boathouse is built, I propose a “green roof” with a variety of plants be 
mandatory. 
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Louis J. LaBorwit, PhD 
12809 Babcock Lane 
Bowie, MD 20715 
(301) 262-2578 
bowievoice@aol.com

Comments: 
1. Concern about height of proposed boat house and how it affects the historic view 

from C&O Canal. 
2. Should current proposed site be considered totally viable – thus should another 

location be considered? 
3. Concern about impact of current proposal as it affects irretrievably the C&O 

National Park which is used by thousands annually. 

John P. Helm 
5406 Cromwell Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20836 
(301) 229-9516 

Comments: 
1. Need a hydrologic study to demonstrate whether this large structure on the river 

bank will divert water in flood stage such that river bank, Crescent Trail, C&O 
Canal bank and Trail, and Washington Canoe Club will be eroded/threatened. 

2. Does the proposed structure meet the public needs of removing the GU boats 
currently at Thompson’s and storing them elsewhere? 

3. Demonstrate that access road to proposed site will not interfere with CCT, Canal 
bank and historic Washington Canoe Club. 

4. Is site consistent with C&O Park mandate and mission? 
5. Object to damage to viewshed created by boathouse both from land and river.  
6. Object to forfeiting greenspace for building. 
7. Object to land swap not a good deal for the taxpayer 
8. Object to interference with river use. 

John Lederer 
1923 N. Quincy Street 
Arlington, VA 22207 
(703) 501-4612 
jledererarch@aol.com

Comments: 
Location
Vehicle access 
Relocation of WCC building upriver and Georgetown site moved downriver 
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- Race lanes/river safety 
- Hydraulics
- Vehicle access 

Bryan Seipp/ Potomac Conservancy 
8601 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
(301) 608-1188 
info@potomac.org

Comments: 
1. Need to permit a EIA of the entire waterfront area to identify alternate sites and 

the cumulative impact to the Potomac River (one is being developed for Arlington 
County and vicinity rowing facility) 

2. Setting a precedent for future private development of parkland, particularly in the 
C&O NHP, could result in additional loss of sensitive, historic and unique lands 
along the Potomac in the future 

3. Completion of full scenic viewshed analysis. Where are scenic views going to be 
hindered by proposed building? 

Ryan Goodrow 
906 Turkey Run Road 
McLean, VA 22101 
(703) 499-2481 
goodrowryan@hotmail.com

Comment: 
I am currently a member of the Washington Canoe Club. I think there is a definite 
need for an EIS before picking a site for a new boathouse. 

Timothy Downs 
3321 P Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20007 
otoobad@earthlink.net

Comment: 
Any solution must not include an additional boathouse or expansion of the 
boathouse zone downstream of Key Bridge. 
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Maggie Thompson 
733 15th Street, NW #1030 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 628-2500 
Maggie@waba.org

Comments 
In the event the Georgetown Boathouse is built in the proposed location near the 
Washington Canoe Club, modification to the current plan must be made in order 
to create a situation that does not harm the character of either the C&O Canal 
Towpath or the Capital Crescent Trail. A suggested modification is to reduce the 
footprint of the boathouse in order to create space for an unaltered towpath, an un-
shared hiker-biker path on the Capital Crescent Trail and the necessary fire/access 
lane to be used by EMS/fire/police/access to the proposed boathouse. 
Access to both trails must also be maintained during the construction of any 
building.

Eric Gilliland 
WABA 
733 15th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 628-2500 
gill@waba.org

Comments: 
Regardless of the size and location of the GUBH, the integrity of the Capital 
Crescent Trail must be maintained and plans made to provide trail users an 
alternate route during construction. We hope that the footprint of the boathouse be 
reduced to allow for the continuation of an AASHTO-standard trail to K/Water 
Street along with a separated access road for boathouse access without digging 
into the C&O Canal. 



Comments Received Via Regular Mail, Email or Hand Delivered 


























































































































































