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District of Columbia 
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Mr. Anthony Hood. Chairman 
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4661 Garfield Street, NW 
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CASE NO. L./(_) . - .&!'!' :z: 

BY FAX (202~ 727-6072) 

Dear Mr. Hood: 

EXHIBIT NO. 09 C?.' 

Re: Zoning ComiDissiOil case 0&.06-2 
Proposed Ameodmmrts to tbe Paddog Regulations 
11 :DCMR. 

I am writing to the Zoning Commission to expn=ss my conoem about the proposed cbange iD the Zoniog 
regulatioos, noted above. 

I bave been following with interest the receDt discussion of this proposal in The Northwest Cuneat. I have 
also read the MemoJ'BJldum datal July 1 S, 2008, from the Oftice of Planning \()P") to tbe Zouing 
~ission; this Memorandum is found ODline at 

bttps:/lwww.communicatiOilSIJllf.COmiWQiects/135S/docs/OP%20Parking%20Report.pdf 

As you know, OP's Recomulendalion 1, which generally inclkates 1hat "minimum pm:lciag sbu1dards 
should be ~ved from 1he park41s schedule," has aunu::ted a great deal of atmntioD.. The telatecl 
Recommendation 2, tbat "The regulations should apply parldDg maximlmls iiS a general ruJe, • also is 
controversial. 

It is iut:eresling that OP's consultmt based its recommendation "that an approach of minimum and 
maximum parldng limits should be explm.l" in part OiJ "The tendency of some developets 1o 'over-palk" 
projects as a concession to neigbbozbood concem about spillover" (see Page 3 of the Memorandum). As a 
resident of a D.C. neighborhood, I find it a bit penerse tb8t neighbors affectJ=d by development projects 
are to have less pmtaction from tbe Zonma Replations in die future becall$e citimls have e:scpressed 
con~ ¥o1Jt palkiog spillover in the past. This apptoacb. seems to me to feflect a fundam.emB1 distrust 
for the role of our city's most affected citizens in the process of give-and-take that typically- and 
appropriately - cbaracte.rizes developmem in the District. 

Another interestiug comment, made by the author of the ~C)randUlll on Page 4l' is that "'f the paddng 
regulatiOQS were revised to ~italize on the District's urban qualities. new development would foUow a 
Jess auto-dependant pmem and add to tbe character oftlte ~g and new neighborhoods of the future."' 
This analysis is valid, ofcourso, but only to a limimd extent because the J)istrict's "urban qgalities" yary 
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widely from one part oftbt cit>; to another.lQ addition, the ayailabiJit,y ofe1fect;i.vt public trampoJ1ItiOJ! 
<Metro pd Metrol_msl ya.rjel widely ftom one part of the cit,v to auotfler. 

Far exatDple, Wesley Heights, where I live, could well be~ as more suburban dJq urban. 
Similarly, tho adj~t Palisades neigbborhoocl otfers 1be advantages of ci1y living (close access to the 
urban core ~ its amenities) combined with a suburban feel and its own higbly-valued "downtown" of 
the type that pre-dates the era of massive shopping-malls. Botb ncigb.borboods are sparsely served by 
M.-obus anti not at all semd. by Meb'o-

I would (ISk the Zcming Commission this: .... is tbeJe to guarantee tbat new develOJDDCDt in these 8Rl8S 

"would follow a less auto-dependant~, ifpaddog minimums ware eliminated? Please come to the 
4800 block of MacArthur Bout~ NW, in the eveniDg tO see 1he parldDg impact in the neighbprhoocl 
ofUle popular new restaurant ealled uBlack Salt" Since they opeiJCd. ~of wide-open parkiDg an 
night lon& almost all the nearby parking is :1UJly utilized. A very smallalilouDt of parking belongs to the 
building in question, which houses several businesses and offers a .SIQ8Il rooftop paddns •k. If a new 
development of some kind should ever be proposed for that block, there would be no "left o~ parking 
to shate with the new lise. In dJat ~wouldn't it iilake seDse to oonside.r some provision for paddDg in a 
part of the city that patrons are unJikeJy to 8CCe$S except by automobDe? 

I found it interesting~ the Memonmdum notes (on Pages 12-13) that "The clumges would serve iD the 
short term to lessen a large number of padcing-related variances where parking is cUfficult or impossible 
to provide.~ I gen:uinely v~ue tbe goal of lessening the burden of zoning mi~·wbich would benefit 
not only the Office of Planning but also the bard-wotkiug members of the Zoning Commission and the 
Board of Zoning Adjustment, not to mention ANC comttlissiOAers and even project applican1s.. However, 
it strikes me that the resultant reduction in 1he ~ for public input may be a bigh price to pay. 

In tbe final analysis, I remain uneasy about what may tum out to be a "one sizcfits all approach" to this 
important issue of providing suffici• patldng for new develQpoJent. For that~ I urge the Zoning 
Commission to caxetUlly weigh the conc:ems raised by ANC 3D through the testimony of Commissioner 
Alina Gat:es, see 

httg;UancJd.orsftestimony.bJm. 

aod the~ of Commissioner Ann Haas, see 

http://ancld.omJcommcats.btro 

Thank you for your consideration.. 

Cc;ANC3D 

S.incerely, 
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From: Matk Vershbow 
4661 Garfield Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20007 

202-686-4130 (voice) 

To: District of Columbia 
Zoning Commission 
Mr. Anthony Hood, Chairman 
c/o District of Columbia Office of Zoning 
441 4th Street, N.W., Suite 210-S 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

202-727-6072 (fax) 

Date: August 21, 2008 

Number of Pages (including this Covet Shef!t): 3 
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Please see the attached comment letter regarding Zoning CommiSsion Case 08-06-2, 
·proposed Amendments to the Parking Regulations 11 DCMR. • 

Thank you. 
Ci 
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