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Re. Charter Schools Text Amendment, Z.C. 06-06- Proposed Admtion of Section 401.11 
Exempting School With 16 or Fewer Students From Lot Dimension Requirements 

At our September 14, 2006 meetmg, the AdVIsory Neighborhood Comnnssion (ANC) 6A voted 
unanimously to recommend that the Zonmg Commission delete, from the Charter Schools Text 
Amendments (Z.C. Case No 06-06), the new Section 410.11 whlch exempts pubhc schools With 
16 or fewer students from the lot dimensions requrrements specified by the text amendment 
Thls provision IS unacceptable, as It allows the schools to locate without: 

• Opportunity for pubhc mput 
• Review by any entity accountable to residents/voters 
• Cntena to define or evaluate the sUitabihty of specific locations. 
• Cntena to m1tigate the adverse effects from noise, traffic and parking 
• Consideration of the cumulative effect of multiple mstitutions m close prox1m1ty. 

The ongmal proVISions of the text amendment, as set down by the Zonmg Commission on 
February 13, 2006, were viewed by ANC 6A and a wide spectrum of commuruty groups 
throughout the city as a positive change. It IS our opiruon that they set reasonable standards for 
the placement all pubhc schools -both DCPS and charter schools The text amendment requrred 
special exceptions for pub he schools of all siZes that do not meet certain lot area, lot Width, FAR 
and lot occupancy requrrements Wlthm a residentially zoned district Our CommissiOn strongly 
supported thls ongmallanguage1 because It struck the proper balance between the need to 
facthtate emergtng charter schools whlle protecting residential neighborhoods agmnst the 
mtrus10n of noise, increased vehlcular and pedestnan traffic, and mcrease parlang demands that 
disrupt the generally accepted standards of calm and qUiet atmosphere m residential zoned 
dtstncts as outlmed by the current comprehensive plan .. 

The Office ofPlannmg's own testimony clearly shows that matter of right use for small schools 
circumvents the mtent of the ongmal rule malang In their testimony to the Zonmg Comnnss10n 

See the Apnl 24, 2006 letter from ANC 6A to the Zonmg CommissiOn regardmg Z.C. 
06-06 
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on July 10, 2006 the Office ofPlanmng states the followmg as regards the Imtial February 13 text 
amendment language· "As stated zn a prevzous report, the proposed regulatzons were specifically 
deszgned for small nezghborhood orzented schools Obvzously, larger schools would need much 
more land area and loadzng than that requzred by the proposed text These large schools wzll 
continue to be largely self-monztored and for practzcal reasons tend to locate zn buzldzngs 
deszgned as schools or multz-purpose buzldzngs It zs the smaller sc!zools otherwzse able to locate 
zn reszdentzal buzldzngs and zn close proxzmztv to reszdentzal homes that are meant to be 
regulated_ by the new language" (Note- underlmed emphasis added) 

Furthermore, the Office ofPlanmng's June 12,2006 supplemental report states that· " the 
proposed text amendment resolves the immedzate concern of protectzng establzshed, small-lot 
nezghborhoods from posszble negatzve effects of school use, wzthout puttzng severe burdens on 
the locatzon of new schools". (Note - underlmed emphasis added) 

AB the Office Planning pomts out, the purpose of the anginal rule makmg IS to regulate small 
schools that are apt to msert themselves mto residential neighborhoods In our VIew, this IS, 
arguably, the most rmportant aspect of the ongmal text amendment. 

It IS mcorrect to assume that small schools which seek to "locate zn reszdentzal buzldzngs and zn 
close proxzmzty to reszdentzal homes" wtll not adversely Impact restdential neighborhoods and 
therefore should have matter of nght placement Schools of all siZes present heavy burdens on 
residential commumties. Increased traffic and parking needs, congestion due to the drop off and 
pickup of students, increased noise and pedestnan traffic throughout the hours of operation 
which may extend to evemng hours, and other adverse effects on the quality of hfe are all of 
significant concern. No other facilities that create sim1lar burdens on the commumty, such as 
stores, offices, and pnvate schools, are allowed to locate in a residential commumty as a matter 
of nght That a school Is pubhc rather than pnvate m no way relieves the burden of its presence. 

With regards the suggestton to exempt small schools from the lot dimension requirements, the 
Office ofPlanmng recommends that " the standard of 16 students currently used for matter of 
rzght childhood development centers zn R-4 and hzgher dzstrzcts be applzed to all publzc 
schools". In domg so, they failed to recogmze that charter schools m the Dtstnct of Columbia 
mclude students of all ages from early childhood through high school to adult education as well 
as boardmg schools and continumg. The recommendation does not address the degree to which 
the impact of these different types of schools wtll vary. Clearly, a facility for 16 pre-school 
children wtll not have the same rmpact as one for 16 teenagers or as a school offermg an adult 
conttnumg education program that operates mto the evenmg hours and on weekends 

The recommendation also Ignores the need to regulate uses differently by zomng district. If the 
language IS adopted, It wtll negate current zonmg regulations that reqwre a spectal exception for 
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a clnldhood development center With 16 or fewer students m the R-1, R-2 and R-3 districts. No 
evidence or testimony has been presented to show that there Is no longer a need for a special 
exception for that use m those zorung distncts. 

In addition, the proposal falls to address the cumulative effects of multiple schools wltlnn a 
neighborhood, winch can quickly overburden pubhc services, such as pohce, fire, trash, and 
ambulance services, and traffic management, to say notlnng of their deletenous effect on peace, 
order and qwet. With the number of charter schools mcreasmg each year, tins Will mevitab1y 
mcrease the total number of facilities that choose to locate m our residential neighborhoods. 
The proposal proVIdes no safeguards against over concentration, such as those m the existing 
zorung regulations for R1-R3 zorung distncts (DCMR 11, Ch 2, 205.8). The Impact of multiple 
16 person facilities wtthm a block or two of each other would be mdistlngwshable from that of 
smgle 32 or 48 person facilities Yet tins scenano IS not addressed at all by the proposal to 
exempt small schools from lot dimension requrrements 

The proposal to exempt small schools from the lot dimension reqwrement treats DCPS schools 
differently from charter schools despite the Zorung Commission's stated mtent to treat DCPS and 
charter schools equally in the zoning regulations. When the DCPS proposes new locations for 
schools, of any siZe, they are accountable to citizens/voters through the oversight of the School 
Board and the City Council. These entities provide a vehicle for public mput on the proposed 
locations of all DCPS schools. By contrast, mdependent charter school organiZations would be 
free to locate some schools free from ovemght of any entity that IS accountable to citizens/voters. 
This creates an unequal playing field for DCPS schools and charter schools 

Fmally, the ongmal February 13 text amendment did not entrrelyprolnb1t small schools from 
locatmg m a residential neighborhood. Small schools can be granted a special exception to 
locate on nonconfonrung lots when conditions warrant that use As the Office ofPlanrung noted 
in their June 12 report, "the speczal exceptzon provzsion grves schools the addztzonal optzons for 
smaller sztes where condztwn warrant., 

It is for these reasons that we request the Zorung CommiSSion to remove, from the text 
amendment, the language that exempts pubhc schools With 16 or fewer students from the new lot 
dimensions requirements specified by the text amendment. 

~i-+ 
Joseph Fengler, Charr 
Advtsory Netghborhood Comnnsston 6A 
fengler6a02@yahoo com, (202) 423-8868 


