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Agenda

• Welcome, Project Goals, Schedule and Update DPR
• Next Community Meeting:

• Draft Feasibility Study Presentation- 3 March 2021

• Review Community Survey results PEDC
• Major takeaways

• Building and Site Issues PEDC
• Draft Design Principles PEDC
• Q & A All



Community Survey Results- Overview
• 793 survey participants!

• 91% DC Residents

• 66% from the 20007 Zip Code, 10% from 20016

• 74% of the DC residents and 97% of 20007 zip code residents live one mile or less from the Jelleff

• Only 7% of the non-DC residents said they live within one mile of Jelleff

• Walking is the most common means of getting to the Jelleff by both DC residents (50%) and those residing in

the 20007 zip code (68%), though many also said they drive.

• Non-DC residents primarily drive to Jelleff

• Most of the survey respondents were between the ages of 35 and 65, or older.

• Most respondents have 0 to 1 children in the household;

• Pre COVID-19, the most used places were the Gym and the Athletic Fields;

• 27% of respondents were not aware of programs offered/not aware of programs offered for my

particular age group/not aware it’s open to the public (including pool);



Who took the survey?





Pre Covid During Covid



Community Survey Results- Most Appreciated at Jelleff



Community Survey Results- Least Appreciated at Jelleff



Community Survey Results- Programming

• 27% of the respondents said they are not aware of the programming offered at the Jelleff Community Center,
are not aware of programming relevant to their age group, weren’t aware the center is even open to the
public, and/or specifically noted the center’s publicity or advertising is poor (including a lack of website
updating and accuracy).

• 16% of the respondents complained about the outdoor fields being booked/unavailable, that it seems
“closed” to those not part of a team, and that other schools use the facility at the optimal times. One
respondent even noted that the school users (coaches, parents, etc.) make local resident-users feel
unwelcome.

• 15% of the respondents said that programming for older adults is limited— that there is nothing there for
seniors. Several of these respondents (and actually quite a number of the responses to this question, overall)
framed their comment as if the Jelleff Community Center is only for children’s programming.

• 13% of the respondents described poor, outdated, and/or “unpleasant” facility conditions. Similarly, an
additional three respondents said that the facility doesn’t feel welcoming. Three other respondents also noted
that there is inadequate handicap access/accessibility that limits their use (with one respondent even
discussing the illegality of this situation).



• Another common thread in the responses centered on the offerings available

at the Jelleff Community Center, with various people indicating a desire for:

• Art classes

• Speaker/lecture series and

• Continuing education courses,

• Cooking classes,

• Book clubs, and card groups.

• Identified need to accommodate these activities in party/meeting rooms that

can be reserved and an “office hub” for local non-profit agencies.

Community Survey Results- Desired activities



• Nicer, more hygienic pool;

• Larger pool since it can get so crowded;

• Longer pool hours or a longer season that the pool is operational;

• More shaded areas around the pool with more places to sit;

• Tables for picnicking;

• Nicer and cleaner bathrooms/locker rooms/changing rooms;

• Hot water for showering;

• Some interest in an indoor pool, as well.

Community Survey Results- Pool Comments



Community Survey Results- Amenities
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The Building facing the Field



The Lower Level Lobby and Game Room



The Entry Condition and Typical Hall Condition



Issues

• Site issues:

• Field size and orientation limits

expansion of parking and building

• Not universally accessible

• No sense of arrival

• Building issues:

• Limited Daylighting

• Confusing circulation

• Locker and restroom facilities poor

• Poor positive surveillance

• Pool patrons entering and leaving

locker rooms

• Poor storage

• Little sense of a “community place”

• No entry “hierarchy”



Field Size and Position restricts expansion



Parking lot restricts expansion



No Sense of Arrival



Poor Daylighting on lower level



Locker Rooms have poor access to gym and pool

`
`



Girls Locker Room is dangerously isolated



Locker Rooms have poor access to gym and pool



Givens:

• Not altering field size or location

• Parking lot

• Selective demolition and additions



Site Design Principles:

• Create a sense of arrival and “place” for the community

• Clarify path and pool uses separate from building functions

• Locate pool service equipment to the east

• Make the entire site and building ADA compliant

• Improve waiting and drop-off zone

• Add exterior community spaces and uses

• Use site paths to create enhanced use of entire site



Site Design Principles: 
• Create a sense of arrival and place for the community

Dunbar High School, Perkins Eastman, architect



Site Design Principles: 
• If we maintain the pool, accessing the pool locker rooms should not require passing through the building



Site Design Principles: 
• Make the entire site ADA compliant



Site Design Principles:
• Improve waiting and drop-off zone by making a sense of arrival

The Channel, Perkins Eastman, architect



Site Design Principles: 
• Add exterior community spaces and uses



Site Design Principles: 
• Relocate pool equipment to the east



Site Design Principles: 
• Exterior community spaces



Building Design Principles:

• Improve and enhance daylight access to lower levels

• Include exterior spaces for appropriate program uses

• Clarify internal circulation based on user groups and activities

• Improve interior “security ” sightlines

• Retain and improve existing gym

• Create a welcoming lobby and interior “hang-out space” that connects all program
elements and activities

• Visual connections from interior to exterior



Building Design Principles: 
• Improve and enhance daylight access to lower levels



Building Design Principles: 
• Create a welcoming lobby and interior “hang-out space” that connects all program elements and activities

Cleveland Park Library, Perkins Eastman, architect



Building Design Principles: 
• Clarify internal circulation based on user groups and activities

Deanwood Recreation Center, Perkins Eastman, architect



Building Design Principles: 
• Retain and improve existing gym



Building Design Principles: 
• Visual connections to the outdoors

Dunbar High School, Perkins Eastman, architect Cleveland Park Library, Perkins Eastman, architect



Building Design Principles: 
• Improve interior “security” sightlines

Deanwood Recreation Center Perkins Eastman, architect



Draft Program: 
• Improve existing

program numbers
• Expand program

numbers based on
need



Draft Program: 
• Improve existing

program numbers
• Expand program

numbers based on
need



Draft Program:
• Multi use space



Draft Program:
• Fitness room



Draft Program:
• Multipurpose “flexible” meeting space(s)



Draft Program:
• Improved and additional community office spaces



Draft Program:
• Interior public lobby

Dunbar High School, Perkins Eastman, architect



Draft Program:
• New interior locker rooms and restrooms
• Restrooms and changing rooms accessed from the exterior for pool patrons
• Possible pool expansion



Next Steps

• Analyze community feedback

• Synthesize feedback into report

• Meeting on March 3 to review draft of final submission




