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Testimony in Support of lnclusionary Zoning in Historic Districts: 
Z.C. Case No. 04-33A 

By Allen Greenberg1 

Before the District of Columbia Zoning Commission 
October 19, 2006 

Good evenmg. As a homeowner m a 1916 Dupont Circle cooperative apartment bwldmg located 
in an histone district. I enthUSiaStlcally endorse IncJustonary zonmg reqwrements being applied to 
my neighbomood md throughout the City. incluctmg m historic distncts. Housmg affordabllit}' JS 
among tho very top concerns of C1ty rem.deats and those who would like to be city residents 
lnclusionary zcming is an essential strategy for expanding aftbrdable housmg m the Distnc:t, and 
iDclUSianary zonmg standards must be applied m all areas throughout the cttyto even begm to 
address the wpot need for aftbntable housmg I c:ommend the D.C. Oftice ofPlannmg for 
recognizing this as ev1denced by its proposed map and urge the Zonmg Commission to accept the 
Office ofPlamung proposal Without weakening it 

The District needs more mixed-income neighbo:rhoods. includmg in histone d1stncts such as m 
the one that I reside. Affordable housmg is not incompatible with historic preservation The D C 
Office ofPbmning has demonstrated in its presentation this evemilg that in most cases the added 
density could be provided in a way compatible with the historic character of the neJ.gb.borllood 
and in the very few cases that it could nat be, the Htstonc Preservatum ReVIew Board retains and 
would use J.ts authority to deny mcompatlble development. 

While not the subJect of this hearing. there IS one zoning requirement that should nat apply m 
historic districts and that is for ofF.street parking. Off-street parkang mandates detract from the 
histone character of neighborhoods and are an anathema to affoidable housing. Requiring the 
construction ofparkm.gWith housmg m excess of market demand adds $50,000 or more to the 
price ofhousing units and guaraotees more car ownership, drivmg, ttaflic. and air pollution than 
tf such puking were not mandated Competition for on-street parking certainly is a problem in 
some neighbomoods. but the solution IS not to burden new housing wd:h the expense of car 
parking. espeCiallyhousmgthat IS des1gned to be affordable. tnstead. it is to manage curb space 
through a combination of regulations and pncing The Zoning Comnusston shouJd amend the 
zoning code by setting a date one year out after which ofF-street parkmg would no longer be 
required for new affordable housmg umts and two years out after which off-street parking would 
no longer be reqmred for any new housmg lUlits City Council and the Dtstnct Department of 
Transportation would them have ample lead tlme to design and unplemont appropriate pobc1es to 
manage on-street parking so that it will not be overwhelmed with new demand 

Thank you for providing me this opportunity to enthusiastically aodorse mclustoruuy zonmg 
standards bemg apphed broadly throughout the City. mcludmg m h1storic chstricts such as where I 
llve 
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