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April 14, 2022 
 
The Honorable Elissa Silverman 
Chair, Redistricting Subcommittee 
Council of the District of Columbia 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC  20004 
 

Dear Councilmember Silverman: 
 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the proposals for redistricting Advisory Neighborhood 
Commissions (ANCs) and Single Member Districts (SMDs) to adjust for population changes in the 2020 
U.S. Census. We appreciate the time and effort you and the other members of the Redistricting 
Subcommittee have given to this process, your patience through the 10-hour hearing on April 7, listening to 
all the witnesses and asking questions. For ANC Commissioners, listening to constituents and other 
stakeholders is an essential part of our responsibility, as it is for Councilmembers. 
 

Though current ANC Commissioners were not allowed to join the Ward 3 Redistricting Task Force this year, 
we joined “virtual” task force meetings, participated in other redistricting discussions, and submitted 
comments to the Ward 3 task force, as did multiple constituents. We did not receive a response from the task 
force as a whole, but we did receive a response with task force member Mary Alice Levine, who sought our 
input and developed revised maps based on comments from many neighborhoods. Her recommendations 
were adopted by the Neighborhood Voices coalition, along with recommendations from other neighborhoods 
in Ward 3, and she ultimately voted for the Neighborhood Voices map rather than the task force map. 
 

We also support the Neighborhood Voices (NV) map for Ward 3, and urge you to accept that proposal as the 
better of the two proposed maps for the ward, in both ANC and SMD boundaries. We would like to 
summarize our reasons for that recommendation: 
 

  •  The Neighborhood Voices map does a better job of carrying out the law covering redistricting, reflects 
more closely the comments of residents, and is better aligned with the boundaries of neighborhoods 
which is what ANCs were established to represent and serve. 

  •  The NV map was based on listening and adapting to comments from residents and community groups. 
The task force did not meet with or make presentations to communities, answer questions or provide 
opportunities for dialogue with residents over various perspectives and recommendations.  

  •  The NV map proposes more compact and coherent ANCs that more closely correspond to the identity and 
shape of existing neighborhoods. 

  •  The NV map proposes more logical SMDs that fit the geography and pattern of movement and life in the 
community. The task force’s recommended SMD boundaries cut across blocks and streets, and do not 
follow the way people relate to the space or think about local issues and concerns. That is the case in our 
ANC, where the task force said they were trying to keep “like with like” in SMDs, such as by grouping 
blocks with row homes v. blocks with apartments, but their map does not achieve that. 
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  •  The NV map does not split major neighborhoods in half between ANCs which is what the task force 
maps initially proposed in Foxhall Village and Spring Valley, and still call for in Cleveland Park, 
Westover Place and Normanstone-Woodland. The task force map also would split parts of ANC3B to 
use those residents in two other ANCs that needed population numbers. Witnesses from around the 
District testified on April 7 about their hope for their neighborhoods to be kept together and served by 
the same ANC, which is what Ward 3 residents are asking for and supporting in the NV map.  

While the Task Force Report contains considerable discussion and data, much of the data and the statements 
listed as “guiding principles” were not discussed or adopted in the task force meetings but were added to the 
Final Report during the drafting, after the task force had already developed its proposed maps.  

One of the principles that evolved toward the end of the task force process was the idea that all ANCs in 
Ward 3 should be nearly the same population. It had long been recognized that neighborhoods are not all the 
same size and therefore it is appropriate for ANCs to be different sizes and have different numbers of SMDs. 
All the other redistricting task forces appear to accept that and accommodate the varied sizes of their 
neighborhoods. The Ward 1 task force discussed raising an ANC from 3 to 4 SMDs, while other ANCs have 
8 or 9 SMDs. In Ward 2, one ANC has 5 SMDs and two ANCs have 12 SMDs. Those differences are 
understandable and allowable under the law because it is the size of the existing neighborhoods that defines 
the size and scale of the ANCs, not the other way around. 

The Ward 3 Task Force Final Report also highlights as a guiding principle “one person one vote” which 
applies to election of individual Commissioners as well as ward Councilmembers. SMDs are required to 
include close to the same number of residents, just as the wards are supposed to include close to the same 
number of residents. But the task force has extended that concept to ANCs as a whole, where there are no 
numerical standards for population. ANCs are advisory bodies not legislative bodies, and never act together, 
casting votes for or against a program or policy proposal as a decisionmaking body, so it seems clear that a 
“one person one vote” concept does not apply. 

The Ward 3 Task Force Final Report also introduces “great weight” as an argument for trying to create 
ANCs with equal numbers of Commissioners. In DC Code, the “great weight” provision for ANCs states that 
each executive agency required to notify ANCs of a proposed action or policy shall consider the issues and 
concerns raised by each ANC and respond to each ANC in writing and with particularity, stating why the 
agency did or did not adjust its proposed actions or policies to address those issues and concerns. That does 
not dictate that an agency should find equal merit in each ANC’s comments, or give equal “weight” to each 
ANC recommendation, but only that each ANC should have its issues and concerns considered. 

The Council is not covered by “great weight” but does generally allow each ANC Commissioner to speak for 
5 minutes in a hearing or roundtable, along with representatives of other organizations, regardless of the size 
of the organization, while each individual public witness gets to speak for 3 minutes. To our knowledge, the 
Council does not have any requirement or commitment to give equal weight to the testimony of each witness 
for an ANC or any other organization, but listens and gives primary attention to the merits of all testimony. 

After reviewing the Task Force and Neighborhood Voices proposals for ANC and SMD boundaries, the 
Commission finds the NV map to be more effective at meeting the goals in the law and accepted practice. 
We urge you and the subcommittee to support the NV map of Ward 3 ANCs and SMDs in the next 10 years. 
 

Thank you again for your attention and your service. Please be in touch with us if you have any questions. 
 

Sincerely,  

 
 
Brian Turmail 
Chairman 
 
 
This letter was approved by a vote of 5-0 at a duly noticed public meeting of ANC3B on April 14, 2022, at 
which a quorum was present. (Three of the five Commissioners constitute a quorum.) By this same vote, the 
Commission designated the Chairman or his designee to represent the ANC on this matter. 


