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Comments of Neighborhood Input AGAINST the Proposed Text Amendment and Seeking 
a General Requirement of a Special Exception for Charter Schools Locating in Residential 

Districts 

Netghborhood Input offers these comments on the Proposed Text Amendment to the 

Zorung Regulations that was the subject of a pubhc heanng on May 11, 2006, as amended by 

pubhcatton m the DC. Regtster on July 18, 2006 Neighborhood Input IS a group of residents of 

an area bounded by Wisconsin, Massachusetts, and Idaho Avenues m Ward Three. 

Section 200.1 of the Zonmg Regulations makes clear that ''the R-1 District IS designed to 

protect quiet residential areas " The Proposed Text Amendment runs directly counter to this 

purpose The Proposed Text Amendment ensures that the characterofR-1 Dtstncts will be 

changed fundamentally as they are occupied by unregulated schools, wtth no oversight and no 

consideration of appropnate land use and no accommodatiOn of neighborhood concerns. 

Moreover, the amendment proposed on July 18 does nothmg to address the concerns 

vOiced on the record of the May 11 Hearmg and m wnting thereafter by our representative, 

Bruce Joseph, our ANC Representative, Shetla Hogan, and our ANC-3C by formal resolution on 

Apnl19, 2006, all of which are already of record m this matter, and all ofwhtch we mcorporate 

mto these comments by reference Nor does It address the concerns votced by countless other 

witnesses who appeared at the May 11 pubhc heanng on this matter 

Indeed, tf anythmg, the July 18 amendment exacerbates those problems, by makmg It 

easter for a charter school to estabhsh ttself on a residential street by acqutnng and combirung 
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multiple lots and by allowmg a school with 16 or fewer students to locate as of nght on any sized 

property. These proVIsions hold the promiSe of even greater disruption of residential 

neighborhoods tn the ctty. There are many qwet neighborhoods tn the City where it does not take 

many lots to reach the 15,000-foot lot size hmitatton In fact, there are numerous neighborhoods 

where one residential property will do Location of a large school on an all-residential street will 

fundamentally alter the character of that street and the neighborhood m which It IS located, 

bnngmg traffic, noise and crowdmg, among other nuisances. 

Thus far, the Zomng Commission has Ignored the Apnl19 Resolution of ANC-3C, in 

viOlation of DC law, which requires It to give "great weight" to the Resolution and to respond to 

each pomt therem In response, on August 22, 2006, ANC-3C unanimously adopted a second 

resolution re1teratmg Its concerns, deta1hng additional concerns With the July 18 Amendment, 

and calhng on the Zoning CommiSSion to comply with the law and gtve the requisite great 

weight to the concerns of DC neighborhoods expressed through therr duly elected ANC 

representatives Although we understand that the August 22 Resolutlon has been proVIded to the 

CommiSSion through formal channels, we attach a copy to these comments for ease of reference. 

Fmally, before the CommissiOn adopts the Proposed Text Amendment, we mVIte the 

CommiSSioners to visit our neighborhood-the area around Woodley Road, 38th Street, Idaho 

A venue and Massachusetts Avenue-between 7.40 and 8 00 on a school mormng The lme of 

cars and SUVs on Woodley Road waltmg to drop children off at NCS stretches across Wisconsm 

Avenue, across 38th street and mto the next block It takes several long hght cycles to get out of 

the neighborhood The gnarl of traffic on 39th Street, Idaho and Massachusetts Ave., with 

Annunciation School and Washington Latm (175 more students dropped mto the Chnst Church 
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ofWaslnngton tlus year) 1s nnpenetrable Then Imagine another schoollocatmg as ofnght in the 

neighborhood wtth no obhgatlon to consider traffic or other land use ISsues. 

In short, we urge the Zonmg CommiSSIOn to take senously Section 200 1 and to preserve 

the qu1et and character of the c1ty's Residential D1str1cts. A school seeking to locate m a 

residential neighborhood that 1s not movmg mto an ex1stlng public school bulldmg should be 

requrred to seek a special exception. Only m that way can the city be sure that the concerns and 

needs of 1ts neighborhoods are taken mto account. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Bruce G. Joseph 
On behalf of Neighborhood Input 

-3-



* * * 
Single Member DIStnct Comm1ss1oners 
01-D•a Black, 02-Deborah Jane Lindeman, 03-Stepharue Zobay 
04-Avram Fechter; 05-Bruce Beckner; 06-Trudy Reeves 
07-5heJia Hogan, 08-Cathenne May, 09-Nancy MacWood 

ADVISORY N&IGHBORHOOD COMMISSION 3C 
GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

CATHEDRAL HEIGHTS • CLEVELAND PARK • MASSACHUSETTS AVE HEIGHTS 
MCLEAN GARDENS • WOODLEY PARK 

Resolution No. 2006-40 
Regarding Text Amendments to Title 11 to Allow Charter Schools 

to Locate in Specified Zones as a Matter of Right 

WHEREAS the Zomng Commtss1on has g1ven notice m August 18, 2006 DC Register that they 
mtend to amend T1tle 11 DCMR (Z.C. Order No. 04-33; Z.C. Case No. 04-33) so as to change the 
defimt1on of "Schools, publlc" to 

-mclude charter schools, 
-amend the bUlldmg height, lot area, lot wtdth, and lot occupancy reqUlrements for 
publlc schools m Restdence D1stncts, 
-exempt publlc schools wtth 16 or fewer students from the lot d1mens10n reqUlrements, 
-perm1t charter schools (and other publlc schools) to locate in Restdence D1stncts as a 
matter of nght on lots meetmg proposed lot d1mens1on requirements, 
-allow co·locatton of school uses wtth other uses and shanng of recreatton fac1llttes, 
-permtt schools m Restdence Dtstncts not meetmg the proposed requtrements to be 
allowed as a spectal exceptton, 
-amend FAR ltm1ts for pubhc schools m Commeretal Distncts, and 
-create parking standards for preschools; and 

WHEREAS Advisory Neighborhood CommiSSion 3C (ANC 3C) on Apnl19, 2006 approved a 
Resolution No. 2006·021 opposmg the proposed Text Amendment to permit locatton of charter 
schools m Res1dence Dtstncts as a matter of nght based on lot dimenston due to the lack of 
public and neighborhood mput mto school Siting decisions and the potential adverse Impacts on 
netghborhoods, but has yet to recetve a wntten response from the Zomng Commtsston on each 
of the Resolved provtsions as IS requ1red by DC law, particularly the ANC Amendments of 2000, 
and 

WHEREAS the Zomng Commission has not held publtc heanngs on the proposed exemptiOn from 
the proposed lot dtmension requirements for schools with 16 or fewer students, nor on the 
add1t10n of prOVISIOns affectmg the lot dtmension requtrements; and 

WHEREAS the proposed amendments would 
-allow a school to aggregate adJacent properties, mcludmg properties separated by an 

alley, under the1r ownershtp to meet the lot d1mens1on reqUlrements; 
-allow a school to mclude comer street frontage or through lot street frontage 

measurements to meet the proposed m1mmum lot w1dth requirement; 
-use the less restnct1ve proposed lot dimenston requtrements If the school IS located on 

a spltt zone property and was m existence as of February 13, 2006; 
-ratse the allowable FAR from 1.0 to 1.8 when butldmg a school m a C-1 Commerctal 

Distnct; 



-ra1se the off-street parkmg requirements for pre-elementary and pre-kmdergarten 
schools or faohties from 1 for each 4 teachers and other employees to 2 for each 3 teachers 
and other employees; and 

WHEREAS there are 136 trad1t1onal pubhc elementary, mtddle, JUmor h1gh, and h1gh schools 
operatmg m the District and 51 charter schools with legislatwe authonzat10n for 20 new 
charter schools annually; and 

WHEREAS there are no restrictions on the number of schools that can locate m a Residence 
D1stnct nor on how many schools that could locate on a block or m a neighborhood; and 

WHEREAS the location of even one new school m a Restdence Dtstnct Without appropnate 
planmng and cons1derat1on of neighborhood cond1t1ons can have s1gmf1cant adverse effects on 
the quallty of l1fe m the affected Res1dence District; and 

WHEREAS there are no requirements that the concerns of neighbors, commumty orgamzat1ons, 
or ANCs regardmg the adverse Impacts of locatmg a new school m an area or on a speofic 
property be constdered m grantmg charters or locating new charter schools; and 

WHEREAS there IS no cons1derat1on g1ven to the number of schools, publ1c and pnvate, that 
may already ex1st m close proXImity to one another and that as a result may already be 
negatively affectmg the quallty of ltfe of residents; and 

WHEREAS both the D1stnct of Columbia Board of Education and the DC Public Charter School 
Board, which authonze applicants to operate a charter school, do not routmely and 
aggressively seek pubhc comment or hear testimony on the potential adverse neighborhood or 
commumty 1mpacts of the proposed location of an apphcant school, and 

WHEREAS neither the Dlstnct of Columbia Board of Educat10n nor the DC Publtc Charter School 
Board cons1ders the 1mpacts of the proposed new school on the surrounding neighborhoods or 
cons1ders the number of eXJstmg schools close to the locat1on of the proposed school as cntena 
for approvmg or d1sapprovmg the appl1cat1on for a charter school: 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that ANC 3C contmues to urge the Zonmg Comm1ss1on to requ1re 
all charter schools seekmg new locations to locate m Residence Zones only by spec1al except1on 
so that residents, commumty orgamzat1ons, and ANCs can have the1r concerns related to 
adverse 1mpacts considered and given great weight; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that ANC 3C opposes altenng the zonmg regulations m Res1dence 
D1stncts to allow matter of nght locat1on of charter schools because 

-the current proposals 1f Implemented could s1gmf1cantly change the res1dent1al 
character and quahty of these D1stncts, 

-the allowance for the accumulatlon of adJotmng res1dent1al property to meet the lot 
area and Width requirements could destab1llze a res1dent1al block or area and; 

-the allowance proVIded to meet the proposed Wldth requ1rement by aggregatmg pass 
through lot frontage does not consider whether the frontage IS accessible for a school and thus, 
would be a reasonable location for proposed p1ck-up and drop-offs, nor does 1t cons1der 
eXJstmg traffiC cond1t1ons or access to public transportation; 

-the lack of limits on the number of schools that could locate m a res1dent1al 
neighborhood or area leaves a res1dent1al area unprotected from adverse Impacts that would 
d1m1msh quallty of hfe; 

- the wawer of adhenng to the less restnct1ve requirements on a spllt-zoned lot 1S 

arbitrary and does not cons1der the nature of each zone or the adjommg property uses or scale; 



-the exemption for 16 or fewer students from lot dlmens1on requ1rements 1s also an 
arbitrary expansion of a rule des1gned for child development centers that do not have the same 
impacts as do older children or adult educat1on fac1llt1es; 

-the current process for chartenng new schools does not protect commumt1es nor does 
1t giVe them the same access to due process that 1s available to residents when the Distnct of 
Columbia Board of Educat1on cons1ders locatmg a new trad1t10nal publlc school; 

-more than 50 charter schools have opened m the D1stnct m the last 10 years, wh1ch 
has expanded the number of public schools m the Dlstnct by more than 45% and there IS no 
reason to expect th1s number not to grow each year and yet, there is no c1tyw1de plan for 
where th1s expans1on should occur, other than the proposed regulations that seem to 
encourage unbndled expansion of schools m res1dent1al neighborhoods; 

-the nearly doublmg of FARm C-1 Commeraal D1stncts should be closely examined 
through the heanng process to determme the 1mpact on ad)ommg res1dent1al properties and 
whether additional requirements should be assoc1ated wtth th1s proposed allowance; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that ANC 3C urges the Zomng Comm1ss1on to rescmd the 
authonzat1on of these prov1s1ons and to reevaluate whether and to what extent some or all of 
these proposals are usmg land use rules to make educat1on pohcy or whether and how some or 
all of the proposed prov1s1ons further the goals of land use in the affected zone d1stncts; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that ANC 3C calls upon the Zomng Comm1ss1on to giVe thiS resolution 
and the resolution adopted on Apnl19, 2006 on th1s same subJect matter the "great we1ght" 
required by DC law and to respond to each pomt ra1sed herem and m the resolution adopted on 
Apnl19, 1006; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all ANC 3C comm1ss1oners are authonzed to represent the 
Comm1ss1on on th1s matter. 

Attested by Cha1r, on August 22, 2006 

Nancy J. MacWood 

Th1s resolut1on was approved by a vote of 7-0 on August 21, 2006 at a public meetmg of ANC 
3C at whTCh a quorum (7 of 9 members) was present. 


