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The Zoning Co..-mission should enact tbe.District Office of Planning's (OP) proposed 
zoning cQde ch~nges to eliminate many otT-:-st"~t parking require~ents ~s market forces 
most often do a. b~tter,_j~b ~(~et~rmin~n.g minimum:· par~ng require~ents. _Acidition.Uy, 
while government 01andated ~ini..-~m padilng requi~ments address the_ creation of 
spaces for ~ru: sto.rage they (Jo .-ot addt:e$S.th~ u~tJ oft.~~ sp~c~·for'that p~.,Jose;~ ·Owners 
or users of the space often· make a rationill'decision that the· sp~ce intended for car 
storage has a higher and better use and that car storage can be ·more cheaply ·provided on 
the street. _ }?inalty, gire~ ~be.g~als and v~ion of.the C~mprehe-.sive _Plan (he use of 
goverQmeni lnan~··~- w4)~1~ be ~~tter· used to proVIde ·public transit and other multi­
modal transpo.riation enhancements. 

Introduction 
My t;la~Jle js .S~~v~ :a:: Jon~s and. I am a ~tive W~gton currently livihg in th~ Fo,ggy 
Bottomfw:est end' ~eighboJ;hoc;>~. i \y~t to. thank' the Zonmg·.Commi.ssion for this· opportUnitY 
to testify. at this RoimdtRbl~ iii ~pport the. Offiee ofPI~g's ·propbsed zoning code cllanges. 
While I am speaking toriigbt in. an individual capacity,' lny' commeirts reflect years of 
experience wor!dng with .r~ ~state developers and ~~ial ~~i~tions.providing ~rat~gic 
financial.s~rvices and hours 

1
spent providing inp~~ as·a·memtier,ofthe Comprehensive Plan 

Task F_oi;ee. 1\:IQ~. re~eiltlyJ ;~a;ve bee,Ii ~orkiD.g to· develop uiiaetwriting 'statidards that ·seek to 
address the relative value of green building pracnees. 

Historical Context 
Parking minimums began being broadly adopted in the· mid'2oth·centwy when our society wa:s 
in the midst of policy of aggressively promoting automobile use and automobile-based 1an.d 
development. This was believed to be the best way to _increase. mobility at minimal cost to 
society. ,Former GM :presideQ.t Charles Wllson's~st~temeiit thlrt ''What's gooo fot the colllitry 
is good for.GM and Vice versa" captures the sentunept ofth~ tiiri.e quite-well. 

While ther~ ·were many benefits, we now know t~t the oo$ts~ ofiliese policies were much 
greater .~ti~ .~e i~ried ,in .t~~ of 8ir qqaliey de~adation, lo~s_ oflllibitat, wa~et. p~llutfun, _ 
energy dep~den~,.qpesii}i, et~: We now·~~d poliCies that oohtrioute to:the Vision of the City 
outl!Jled ~ .the.'~omprehensive Plan.. ' Th;e Ttan.sportatlQn ~al is to "Ci~te a safe, Stistafuable, 
efficient, l_l;tU}fi~~o.~ ~r~poftation system that·meets the access and 1!\0bility 'needs of 
District res,derit~jhe.r~giQ~ workforce, and visitorS; ·supports local and re-gic5nat·economic 
prosperity; 'arid.ennances th~ q\lallty of life for' District' residents." 

1 Steven Jones resides at 2425 L St, NW, WaShington, DC 20037 and·ca.n be teacliecfat (202) 491-6864. 
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Elimination of Parking Minimuins 

Market Approach to Parking Demand 
The Comprehensive Plan calls for unbundling of parking costs for residential units. This 
reflects the understanding that the greatest effi~ie~cy is aChieved when the costs and benefits of 
a product or service are most directly associated with those incurring the cost or receiving the 
benefit. In my work with real estate developers and investors, I have seen t~t the market is 
keenly aware of ~e existing demand. for parking and understands the value of meeting that 
demand .. On-sit~ parking repres~ts ~ enh8ncem_efit, for the tenant/p-urchaser and/or a revenue 
str~ for tbe property owner. Any d~veloper that does not address the associated parking 
demand will have a ha,rd time gettmg fimmciilg. ' Accordingly, developers will provide as 
mu~h parking as th~ir analyses suggest the. rPm-ket Will bear and it will be priced to meet that 
demand. This I believe represents tli~ }>est mechanism for determining parking requirements 
and is clearly superior to a governtnent mandate. 

Minimum Parking Requirements Only Address the Creation of Off-Street Parking Spaces 
One of the Pritna.rY justifications for mitliinum parking requirelllents is to. lessen th~ "spillover 
effect" of new development. In theory, if the parking demand for t_he development is handled. 
on-site, the impact on the existing community will be minimal. This approach supposes that 
parking deman4 is static rather than dynamic. How~ver., car owners are constantly re­
evaluating ,the best use of space available to them: Even though a property may have adequate 
parking for its 'use, own~rs often d~jde tlu~.t the space is more 'valuable us~d:as a storage area, 
accessory apartment or workshop and that the car can be stored mi the $treet. · 

Similarly, th~ choice of @ll existing resident to purchase a second or thitd car that ~ is then 
parked on the street lessens th~ av~able street parking. However, this property owner Is not 
required to store that car on hls/her OWn property .. Over'titp.e tbe.choices of'individual property 
owners can have much the same impact on available street parking· as a new development. 

Therefore, I support elimination of parking minimums in order to achieve the 
Comprehensive Plan's visi~n. 

Public Tr~sportation Acce~s Enh~cem~nts 
Finally, I'd like to make the ~se fQr a 21st Century approach to the issue. Just like parking 
minimums were designed to make it easy for' people io' store their cars on-site, we can adopt 
policies that make it ~asy for peopl~ to ~*e tnp~sit, walk or bike to their destination. In a 
~ecent cqnvers~~on wi~h a se~or exec~ti\.:e of a maj?r iniematioDal_broker~e ·~d real e~te 
mvestm_ent ~'stated ~hat maJ.or penston funds _and mv~st.~rs ~ere ~creas';llgl~ !flterested m 
properties WitH~sy, high quality access to public transit because.oftts desrrabtlity for tenants . 
and the positive impact on issues like climate crumge .. They were less iilter.e~ted in autoniobile­
dependent pt,"operties .~d development. We.know.that proximity to~ transit sta~on or bus stop 
makes it easy for people to use transit. We also ·know ~hat the quality of :the access to transit 
increases the likelihood that people will choose to use transit. I would propose that the Zoning 
Commission adopt policies that encourage property owners to enhance the quality access to 
nearby transit or other desirable modes of transportation. 

Thank you for this opportunity to testify. I look forward to working with the Zoning 
Commission in achieving the goals and vision of the Comprehensive Plan. 
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