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Please accept these comments on behalf of the Coalition for Smarter Growth (CSG). The Coalition for 
Smarter Growth is the leading organization working locally in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan region 
dedicated to making the case for smart growth. Our mission is to promote walkable, inclusive, and 

transit-oriented communities, and the land use and transportation policies and investments needed to 
make those communities flourish.  

 
We wish to testify in support of Bill 20-707, the Land Disposition Transparency Act of 2014. We have 
tracked public land dispositions for several years and applaud the significant public benefits that have 

been delivered as a result of them. As laudable as many of these public land dispositions are, the process 
for how a public subsidy is provided to a private development to accomplish public goals is opaque. The 

process has often left the public wondering if it received the best deal. Adding greater transparency  
through this bill, in combination with the other bill you co-sponsored on public land dispositions, which 
ensures high standards for affordable housing (Bill 20-594), will be a critical contribution to making the 

most of public-private development opportunities. 
 

In 2012, we released a report which examined the city’s record of creating affordable housing in public 
land disposition deals. The city has created a great deal of affordable housing along with other benefits in 
public land dispositions. However, levels of affordability are unpredictable and vary without explanation. 

We concluded that the city should commit to specific affordable housing goals, and it should provide 
transparent valuation of public and private benefits as a part of the process. This bill addresses the public 

accountability we have recommended.  
 
We specifically agree with section (D) which calls for the valuation and explanation of the difference 

between fair market value and purchase price, along with any government subsidy for contributions such 
as affordable housing. This comparison can help us understand the cost of the public benefit and the 

amount that the land value is contributing to subsidizing it. This section may be further strengthened by 
more explicitly explaining how the land value or other subsidies are used to pay for affordable housing or 
other benefits.  

 
Thank you for your consideration.  


