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November 10, 2022 
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1350 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC   20004 
Sent by email 
 

COMMENTS RE B24-433 RESIDENTIAL PARKING PERMIT REGULATION AMENDMENT ACT 
 
Dear Councilmember Cheh: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed legislation B24-433, “Rightsizing Residential Permit 
Parking Regulation Amendment Act of 2021.” Our Commission discussed this bill at our November 10 regular 
public meeting and heard question and comments from residents. We are strongly opposed to the bill as written 
and would like to express our serious concerns about the proposal to change Residential Parking Permit (RPP) 
program from a system based on wards to a system based on Advisory Neighborhood Commissions (ANCs).  
 
The RPP program was developed to make it possible for residents of the District of Columbia to be able to find 
convenient parking spaces more easily in the vicinity of their homes and neighborhoods.  
 
Though “Neighborhood” is the key word in the title “Advisory Neighborhood Commission,” and the ANCs do 
serve and give voice to their respective neighborhoods, we have to recognize that the boundaries of ANCs are 
not truly set to represent neighborhoods or communities that correspond to areas people identify with and do not 
define where people live and move and try to park in their area. We urge that the Council re-examine this 
proposal and seek areas for establishing parking zones that would follow more sound outlines of areas to match 
residents’ transportation patterns, and social and cultural identification, and more equitably assign areas for 
residents to be able to use RPPs. 
 
We have multiple substantive and data-driven reasons for taking this position, including: 
  • A large number of ANCs are too small to make sense as an RPP parking zone.   
  • ANC boundaries do not reliably reflect the geographic extent of the areas where people reside and lead their 
lives. ANC boundaries are established in a political process that assigns blocks based on the population numbers 
needed to fulfill the requirements to create a Single Member District, following the street pattern associated with 
Census divisions.  
  • Using ANCs as parking zones would be highly inequitable because ANCs differ greatly in population as well 
as land area. Some are 5 to 10 times larger than others in number of residents in the ANC and/or in the number 
of acres or square miles within the ANC boundaries.  
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This would discriminate in favor of residents in areas farther toward the edge of the District, where residential 
parking is generally not as scarce to start with, and would be tremendously unfair to the smaller ANCs. Some 
small ANCs do not have substantial commercial development within their area to serve local residents’ needs, 
while other ANCs that are also small have dense residential development in close proximity to commercial areas 
where parking is often in shorter supply and most difficult to find. In both cases, the small ANCs would be 
disadvantaged. 
 
All these factors mean that using ANCs as parking zones would run counter to a logical, efficient, effective, or 
equitable system for identifying where residents should be able to park in their neighborhoods. This is not a 
system that is helpful in establishing logical parking zones that make sense for people in parking or planning for 
their transportation needs. 
 
MORE DETAILED ASSESSMENT 
 
A primary objective of the Residential Parking Permit program is to make it more easily possible for District 
residents to find parking spaces when they need them, near their own homes and in their neighborhoods. As the 
introduction to the proposed legislation state, the RPP program also is in part designed to allow residents to park 
near other local destinations. Many residents depend on RPP parking near schools, stores, medical offices 
recreation sites, local businesses and other organizations where they go in the course of their lives in the District. 
 
The proposed legislation as written would reduce the size of each RPP parking zone from an entire ward to the 
size of the individual ANC in which a resident lives. The bill was first introduced in 2021, before Ward and 
ANC Redistricting changed many boundaries. In 2021, there were 40 ANCs ranging in size from about 4,000 to 
about 24,000 residents. Now under the redistricting adopted by the Council in June 2022, there will be 46 ANCs 
ranging in size from under 3,000 residents to just over 20,000 residents. The land area within individual ANCs 
ranges even more widely, from less than half a square mile to 3 or 4 square miles. The redistricting process has 
created greater awareness of the nature of ANC boundaries and the factors that go into establishing the lines. 
 
We would like to elaborate on several points outlined above: 
 
1. Not a sound proxy for logical parking zones 
 
ANC boundaries do not reliably reflect the geographic areas where people reside and lead their lives: 
 

a. ANC boundaries are established in a political process that assigns blocks based on the population numbers 
needed to fulfill the requirements for creating a Single Member District, following the street pattern 
associated with Census divisions. This is not a system that is helpful in establishing logical parking zones 
that make sense for people in parking and planning for their transportation needs. 

  b. Some neighborhoods have been divided between ANCs either to make up the population needed to create 
a new ANC or to make the number of SMDs in the two ANCs more nearly equal, even if the result defies 
the logical boundaries of the neighborhoods.  

  c. Some ANC boundaries are set to meet other social or policy objectives, as the Councilmembers have seen 
in recent months through the recent redistricting process. For example, to connect diverse neighborhoods 
and forge greater unity between the two parts of Ward 7, two ANCs were established that include areas on 
both sides of the Anacostia River. Using the ANC as a parking zone would mean that much of the parking 
zone open to residents in the four SMDs 7D 01 through 04 would be on the west side of the river in East 
Capitol Hill, and much of the parking zone open to residents in the six SMDs 05 through 10 would be on 
the east side of the river.  
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These elements of the ANC and SMD Redistricting process mean that many residents are assigned to different 
ANCs than their nearest neighbors and the rest of the neighborhood with which they identify most closely, and 
which also is part of the area where they are most likely to be looking for parking near their homes and local 
destinations. 
 
Those points are not intended as a criticism of the ANC boundaries or redistricting. They are  simply facts that 
make the ANC boundaries a poor choice for identifying areas that make sense as the basis for planning or 
transportation policies. 
 
2. Inequitable and Discriminatory 
 
Relying on ANC boundaries to establish parking zones would be inequitable and discriminatory among different 
ANCs and parts of the city, depending on how the ANC lines have been drawn. 
 

   a. In establishing ANC boundaries, in some cases the dividing lines cut off some residents from their 
immediate neighbors in a more or less arbitrary way, to create Single Member Districts to the target 
population of 2,000 +/- 5%, and also to create ANCs of the desired size.  

  b. ANCs vary widely in population from 2,829 (ANC 2D) to 20,502 (ANC 1A) – 7 times as large – 
under the boundaries that go into effect on January 1, 2023. While about 3/4 of the ANCs will have 
between 7 and 9 Commissioners, not all follow that pattern and there are several ANCs that are 
significantly smaller, which will be the case for the next 10 years. 

  c. ANCs also vary widely in land area, from a fraction of a square mile (ANC 2D and ANC 2F will be 1/3 to 
1/2 of a square mile; ANC 3A and ANC 3B will be less than 3/4 of a square mile) up to 3 to 4 square 
miles (ANC 3D, ANC 5C). That would mean that some ANCs are 6 to 9 times as large as others.  

  d. It is not surprising that the land area differs between ANCs, in proportion to higher or lower population 
density, but for some ANCs the combination of small total population and small land area creates a 
significant difference in the number of parking options available to residents of one ANC compared to 
other ANCs.  

 
In some cases, the boundary between ANCs is a major street or busy arterial with commercial as well as 
residential development on both sides. In other cases, the boundary is placed in a low-density residential 
neighborhood. Around the District, many residents living along an ANC boundary are part of the same close 
neighborhood as their neighbors across the street and would logically be trying to park for several blocks in 
either direction but under the proposed bill, they would be in different ANCs and therefore in different parking 
zones under the proposed legislation. 
 
As an example, at only half a square mile in area, ANC3B has made up about 15% of the population in Ward 3 
but only 4% of the land area in the ward. Our neighboring ANC3D has made up almost 1/4 of the population 
and close to 1/3 of the land area in the entire ward. Resizing the parking zones from the ward to the ANC level 
would reduce the area for ANC3B residents to use RPP parking to about 1/25 of the current area available to our 
residents for RPP parking, while the area for ANC3D residents would only be reduced to about 1/3 of the 
current area available to them to seek RPP parking, with multiple commercial areas, clusters of medical offices, 
schools, parks, and other amenities. The situation would be similar across other wards where ANCs differ 
widely in size. 
 
Presumably the Council would instruct DDOT to maintain the current regulation saying that residents with a 
zone parking permit can park in any RPP space up to one block beyond the boundary of their ANC. But in some 
areas, that will not provide residents with sufficient alternatives because of the nature of the streets and the 
nature or number of parking spaces on the nearby block. 
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For the ANCs with substantial numbers of residents cut off from others in their same neighborhood, because of 
the location of the ANC boundaries, it could be possible to adjust the lines around the proposed ANC-based 
parking zones but that could lead to a large number of requests for changes in parking zone boundaries. The 
current DDOT regulations governing RPP only have one exception, to deal with the portion of current Ward 7 
that is west of the Anacostia River. But if parking zones were changed from wards to ANCs, there would likely 
be far more requests for exceptions. 
 
We urge the Council to consider carefully other alternatives for parking zones that match more closely a logical 
set of divisions that correspond to functioning communities in terms of transportation patterns and other key 
variables related to how people live and move day-to-day. 
 
This mirrors the point that the DC Office of Planning made in developing the Comprehensive Plan, when asked 
about the areas they selected to use as the foundation for their planning. OP explained that their work had to be 
based on areas of the District that were lasting and made sense in the way people live and use the space and 
think about the space, not on political boundaries that are changed every 10 years. Therefore, rather than the 8 
wards, OP has established 10 planning Area Elements.  
 
Also for planning purposes, the DC Department of Transportation has established 21 “Livability Zones” that 
correspond to clusters of neighborhoods that relate to each other and share the same part of the transportation 
network. Those areas could have more connection to parking than an ANC area would. See map at: 
https://ddot.dc.gov/page/livability-program   It should be possible to develop other systems for mapping areas 
that would make sense for parking zones, if the Council does not want to use wards to define RPP zones. The 
software used by the Office of Planning State Data Center and other agencies was used to map all the newly 
drawn ANCs and Single Member Districts within weeks after redistricting and then to mail all voters about their 
Ward, ANC and SMD for the General Elections. With that technology, the District should be able to map any 
geographic boundaries and identify electronically which area would include any given address.  
 
Please do not hesitate to be in touch with the Commission if you have any questions.  
 
Thank you again for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Brian Turmail 
Chairman 
 
 
 
 
This letter was approved by the Commission by a vote of   5 – 0   at a duly-noticed regular public meeting on 
November 10, 2022, at which a quorum was present. (Three of the five Commissioners constitute a quorum.) 
 
cc. Chairman Phil Mendelson 
      Nyasha Smith, Council Secretary 
      Ariel Ardura 
      Christian Piñeiro 
      Matt Frumin 
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NOTES: 
 
The RPP program has been implemented in many residential areas of the city, particularly where demand for 
parking from non-residents on during weekdays, including workers and shoppers going to nearby businesses as 
well as commercial vehicles, has taken up a substantial share of available on-street parking spaces. Under the 
existing Residential Parking Permit system, residents of a block that is eligible for RPP have been able to pay 
for an RPP sticker along with the registration for a vehicle they own and register in the District, which allows 
the vehicle to park in any RPP parking space within their ward without following a two-hour time limit (or other 
limits noted on parking signs).* 
 
Since its inception, RPP stickers have applied within an entire ward, with the exception of one portion of the 
District. (Since redistricting in 2012, that area has been part of Ward 7 but is west of the Anacostia River. The 
DDOT regulations governing Residential Parking Permits have a provision that those blocks of Ward 7 will be 
treated as part of Ward 6 under the RPP program.) 
 
In the ANC3B area, virtually all the residential blocks are now classified as RPP-eligible, with the exception of 
a portion of Tunlaw Road, north of Calvert Street. Only 21 of the 106 on-street parking spaces on the section of 
Tunlaw from Calvert to 42nd Street are currently designated as RPP. DDOT is reviewing the designation of on-
street parking spaces in that section of Tunlaw, as part of the planning for installing protected bike lanes on New 
Mexico Avenue and Tunlaw Road north of Calvert Street.  is under review under the proposed (The blocks of 
Tunlaw Road from Calvert Street to 39th Street are classified as RPP-eligible, so residents there can obtain RPP 
stickers. Only one block is not RPP eligible, the 4000 block of Tunlaw Road between 39th and 42nd Streets, 
where there are two condominium/apartment buildings across the street from each other, fronting on Tunlaw.) 
 
 
* District residents on blocks identified as RPP-eligible have also been able to obtain Visitor Parking Permits, 
including an annual Visitor Parking Pass mailed to each eligible household (issued through 2020; currently 
remaining in effect through December 21, 2022). Those residents on RPP-eligible blocks continue to be able to 
obtain temporary parking permits through the ParkDC program that can be used by visitors as well as 
contractors and health aides working at the residents’ homes. 
 
 


