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LINDSLEY WILLIAMS 
3307 HlliHLANO P~CE NW 

WAiiiHINI;!WON DC 201:10& 

(ZCZI 537-4EIB4 •PIIZIMART 
t2CS!J 241i•4B 1 4 - M;i&ru: 

August 29, 2008 

Zoning Commission of the District of Columbia 
One Judiciaty Square. Suite 210-south 
441 Fourth Street, NW 
Was~ DC 20001 

T-728 P.002/004 F-204 

D.c. OF~fff1V£D. 
. OF ZONING 

2008AUG 29 . . 
PH/2: 06 

Re: Additional Comments about Comprehensive Rewrite of Zoning Regulations: Parking 
(ZC Case 08-06-2) (By Fax. and E-mail) 

Honorable Members of the Commission: 

Attached, as a reminder, is a copy of the outline of comments I touched on briefly when testifyingJuly 
31, remarks that I could not complete in the allotted time. 

This letter focuses on a few of the topics I and others discusSed that evening, and oenefits from my 
reading/interpretation of·the tranSoript that was produced :from that bearing as well. 

Fnnn the transcript, it appears that the ~on will dedicate some of its upcoming meeting of 
September 8, 2008 to provide direction for concepts tbat will then be developed for fom:ml advertisement 

• You will tocall, from my outline and rem.arks. a reservation (that others expressed as well) about 
having so many concepts for subseqUent regulation tied to detenninations tbat will be made by 
officials in the District of Columbia Department of Transportation {''DC-DoT"). These could be 
critical in the ovetall development process, but at present there are few published standards -let alone 
regulatiOllS that have been subject to public review and adoption consistent with the .A@tinistrative 
Procedures Act. As a consequence, the process that could result is undefined and the resulting zoning 
regulations operation is _unpredictable. As a practical matter, you will not be able to p:roject with any 
certamty just bow the regulations will apply and thus are limited jn yolir ability to discern if they will 
serve the public interest, 'harm it. or otherwise. ~gly, my suggestion would be that yau 
provide guidance the ,nature of which would call for dual and coneurrent adoption of 20Iling 
regulations and related regulations trom De-DoT on the aspects that intersect, bar.monizing the final 
products. 

• As to changes that would hinge on Transit Oriented Development "\1'0D,'), I suggest tllat you direct 
those who will take that to more specific language identify a range of circumstances that would . 
eStablish TOD projects or IRI8S by a range of physical features, QlCtrlcs. and public ~rtation ~ 
semces- clarifYing, for example, that being "along or :g.ea,r a bus route or stop" would not necessanly 
propel a site to suoh StatUs it for example~ the service were Ollly there on msh hours or did not · 
operate with SOD'le reasonable frequency weekeuds. _ () 

• Next, as to bicycle parking, I would urge the Commission to request that· the two critical Agencies- ~ ~ C) 
the Office ofPlanning and Department of Transportation- provide the Cmnmission and public a !!l § r-.r' -..a .... ,_" 

mtionale for, on the one hand, proposing elinlination of, or substutial reduclion ii;l. parking 5I 8· · 
requiremen:rs for autOmobiles while concurrently suggesting significant increases in required bicycle 8 0 
pa:dcing. Pending rec~pt ~d acceptance of this, I would urge the CoiDJDission to forego publication ~ ~ 
oi any standards as to requjmnents iJ1 this coJU;epwal round and leave that, as seems likely for 1 -~ 
aut011'l0biles in many OthOf section&, fOl' determination as a part Of the tcgulationS for each ZODC ~ 0 
district (with possible modification by overlays). 
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• Finally, it 'llVOuld be. ;~estion that you aftirm that the many ... dng'"exception" and 
''inteqnetiVe" provisiOns be retained in the absence of a clear rationale for changing them or 
eliminating them. 

Respectfully, fdJ:-·-'_, __ 
Attachment 
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Lindsley Williams 
3307 HighlaDd Place NW 

WashingtOn DC 20008 

July 31,2008 

ODdiDe of Remarks Regarding 

T-728 P.004/004 F-204 

Potential Changes to "Parking" Requirements in DC ZolliDg Regulatious 

I. Introduction and DOC\liillmts Reviewed (Concept Report and Notice of Hearing) 

2. Context of Case 

a. Existing Provisions (1958, 1984, as amended) 

b. Comprehensive Plan Amendments (2006) 

c. Zoning Update Process (2008) 

3. Goals and Directions Provided by Compreh~ve PJan 

a. Location, Location, Location (Generalized Land Use Map, and more) 

b. Use, Use. Use (and Mixes Thereof) 

c. Density, Jntmsity, Propinquity- or the ObverH 

d. .Form, form, form; High and Thick, Low and thin. Jn Between (Range) 

4. Parki.ng (and Loading) are By Products of What is, or Comes to Be, Estab~ 

S. Zoning Provides Direclion to Steer I>evelc)pment in the Directions Set Out by the Coq71'Chensive 
Plan 

a. The Basics of this Are the ~sence of Paragraph 3, which is infonned by the degree to 
which the effects of that conteqJlated can be achieved within the ·whole panoply of Uiban 
resources a~le (land, utilities. mmsportation, communication. etc.) 

b. Puking, as such, cannot be ftllly studied in the context of any ~g "update" until the 
basics to which it is tied are themselves better sealed. · 

c. Even then, the need for zoning controls must be weighed agah)st the benefits of allowing 
market factors to opetate freely-particularly if they produce no unacceptable adw.rse 
impact on the sUirOU!lifu,g cOiiJIIlUility or overall public: the test should be: Why is this 
regulation needed? 

d. It seems pOSSible that control on numbers (minimums and maxima) and metrics are let$ 
relevant to (adverse) impact than various aspects of operation (c.f., CM zone rules). 

6. The conceptS advanced at this time are gtimulatiug. but mostly so vague as to make detailed 
COIDIJleilt impossible. 

7 _ Reducing requirements in zoning may be a useful step, but one tp be taken With care about 
situations that could see themselves as released from burclcns of prior (current) regulations and 
various BZA or zr, Orders, which is a matter tO which the Zoning Commission should gi'Ve 
fUrther tllou.ght prior to adoption ofa:oy changes. 

8. Conversely~ the proposed concepts move in quite the opposite direction for one mode of 
mmsportatiQD-bicycles, without explanatic;m or justification. 

9. Finally, the proposed concepts appear to defer to as yet unspecified, 8lld certainly unpromulgated. 
sumdanis to be determined and interpreted by the DC Department of Ttansportation. This puts 
what are quintessentially zoning 4ecisions outside the realm of both the Zoning Commission and 
the Zoning Administralor-- which seems unwise. 

10. Focus on Critical elements (those in paragraph 3~ then re1mn to this question. later (post DC-DoT) 
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