
  

 
 
 

 

 

September 25, 2017 

 

The Honorable Mary Cheh, Chairman 

Committee on Transportation and the Environment 

John A. Wilson Building 

1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 108 

Washington, D.C. 20004 

 

RE: Support with Amendments for Bill 22-351, the Daytime School Parking Zone Amendment Act of 

2017; Comments regarding Bill 22-181 

 

Dear Chairman Cheh and members of the committee: 

 

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, DC 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. 

 

Regarding B22-351 – We support the proposed creation of daytime school parking zones, for the purpose 

of protecting public school grounds for the use of children and the community as play and recreational 

space. We like to refer to this bill as the “Children’s Playground Protection Act.” Too often our public 

school grounds are paved over to provide uncharged surface parking for school staff. Taking play space 

for free parking should prohibited. This bill is a helpful approach to protecting school play space.  

 

Proposed amendments: 

 

1. State that the purpose of this act is to explicitly protect public school play/recreation open space 

for children and the community against the use of this space for staff surface parking lots. Insert 

this purpose at the beginning of the bill. 

2. Require a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) plan, approved by DDOT, as an 

eligibility requirement for the Daytime School Parking Zone designation. The Mayor or the 

school can prepare the TDM plan, with the approval of DDOT. The purpose of the TDM Plan is 

to increase access to the site for employees, students, and guardians, while reducing vehicle miles 

traveled and vehicle trips. Insert a TDM plan preparation and implementation requirement in 

Section 2 Definitions, and in Section 3(e) (1) (a). 

3. Require that in exchange for designation of a School Parking Zone, or qualified alternative, the 

school shall allow no more than 5% of open space at the site to be devoted to private vehicle 

parking. Alternatively, DCPS could set minimum open space standards for schools, permitting 

other uses if the school site exceeds those minimum standards. To discourage the construction of 

extremely expensive structured parking for staff, the bill should also prohibit construction of 

structured parking as a single use facility for school staff in order to be eligible for a School 

Parking Zone, or qualified alternative. The resources spent on an extremely expensive parking 

garage could be better spent on education facilities, along with a robust TDM plan, and a daytime 

school parking zone. This can be added as Section 3(e)(1)(b). 
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4. Setting fees in Sec. 4(4): Amend the language to state: “Setting fees including daily and/or 

hourly charges, permit fees, and period of validity…” The purpose of this clause is to give the 

Mayor authority to establish fees for parking permits and charges for every use period such as by 

the day or the hour. We proposed the Mayor establish a system that charges a one-time fee to 

purchase a parking permit for a certain period of time – similar to a Residential Parking Permit, 

then also require per-use charges such as a daily charge or fee by the hour. The fee can be 

collected and enforced using pay-by-phone technology and appropriate signage. The charge 

should not be less than the lowest bus fare that would be paid by a staff member commuting to 

and from the site by bus. This approach to charging fees to park on a per-use basis will address 

neighborhood concerns that allowing school staff to park on public streets in the neighborhood for 

too low a price will incentivize additional and unnecessary vehicle trips and competition for 

curbside parking. 

5. Alternative compliance: This bill should also allow for alternative compliance with a qualified 

alternative plan that would be defined in a TDM plan to achieve the same stated purpose of 

protecting children’s play space on public school grounds, while also addressing the commute and 

access needs of school staff and the school community. A Sec. 4(e) could state: A qualified 

alternative plan, defined in the approved TDM plan, to provide access for school staff and the 

school community, while protecting or restoring all, or not less than 95%, of open space to usable 

play space on the public school site, shall be permitted subject to the applicable provisions of this 

Act. 

6. Sec. 5. School Parking Minimum Requirements Repealed – we support this provision as the 

process provided in this bill will establish a higher standard than that provided in the Zoning 

Regulations. This section should also be pursued as a text amendment to the zoning code in line 

with the provisions in this bill.  

 

Comments regarding Bill 22-181 

 

Regarding B22-181 – We recommend that instead of acting on this bill, that DDOT work with Ward 

Councilmembers to establish a process for regular briefings for their constituents and demonstrate how 

DDOT planning and policies affect each Ward. The scope of these briefings and demonstration of the 

integration of DDOT planning and policies should include, but not be limited to, how current DDOT 

activity affecting the Ward is implementing provisions in the MoveDC Transportation Plan, or revisions 

to this overarching document.  

 

Thank you for your consideration.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
 

Cheryl Cort 

Policy Director 


