ANC 6A Transportation and Public Space Committee Meeting Minutes

Capitol Hill Towers (900 G St NE)

October 22, 2007

I. Chairman Mahmud called the meeting to order at 7:10 PM absent a quorum.

A. Committee members present: Lance Brown, Marlon Smoker and Omar Mahmud.
B. Committee members absent: DeLania Hardy, Sean Lovitt, Warner Sterling and Diane Hoover.
C. Also in attendance were Alice Kelly and Fran Harris of DDOT, and several members of the community.
II. Agenda Amendments

A. Mr. Mahmud made a motion to add an agenda item under New Business, Review of New Proposed Dog Park Regulations, as item IV.D. and to amend item IV.B. by removing “DDOT presentation on Capitol Hill Transportation Studies and Initiatives.”
i. The motion passed without objection.

III. Community Comment

A. ANC 6A resident Michael Herman raised a few concerns he had about parking sign replacement on his street (previous signs had been removed by a condo developer and not replaced).  He provided the community with copies of his service requests and expressed his hope the problem could be resolved sooner than the service center’s date estimate since the lack of signage was causing major parking concerns for residents on his street.

i. Ms. Kelly offered to assist Mr. Herman with his request and explained the condo developer may be responsible for the costs of replacing these signs.

ii. Mr. Mahmud offered to send Ms. Kelly an email with his and Mr. Herman’s contact information, and to follow-up with Ms. Kelly regarding this request.

IV. New Business
A. Meet with DDOT Representatives to Formulate Procedures for Emergency No Parking Sign Requests

i. Mr. Brown briefed the committee on his preliminary research into the emergency no parking sign request process.  Mr. Brown was unable to locate guidelines online or anywhere else governing the emergency no parking sign procurement process.  According to Mr. Brown’s research, a public meeting was held in 2005 to address the emergency no parking sign process.  However, he was unable to locate any documents summarizing the meeting’s findings.  Mr. Brown also visited the 1st District Substation to inquire about the sign request process, but after speaking with the officer on duty he was unable to gain a clearer understanding of the process and he was unable to determine if a clear policy had been established.  In sum, it is currently unclear who has authority to put up these signs, which signs are actually valid and how enforcement is carried out.

ii. Mr. Brown also pointed out a particular case on the 600 block of M Street SE where the no parking signs state they are valid from October through December 31.  Ms. Kelly acknowledged she was aware of those signs and added she is well aware of problems with the current process.  For example, Ms. Kelly pointed out many signs have vague enforcement dates/times like Mr. Brown’s M Street SE example, so residents don’t know if enforcement is 24 hours a day within the date range, or just during certain hours.
iii. Ms. Kelly briefed the committee on DDOT’s efforts to address this problem, including a brief explanation of the city council’s effort to pass legislation concerning a emergency no parking sign program, the Parking Amendment Act of 2006 (Title 18, Chapter 24 of the DC Code – Law 16-0175, Act 16-0453).  According to Ms. Kelly, this legislation was passed and calls for DDOT to establish an e-tracking program of sorts, which DDOT’s technical support department has been slow to implement.  
iv. Ms. Kelly also provided the following information concerning the current process:

1. A permit must be secured by the applicant for a majority of no parking signs and each sign should list the permit number on it.  Technically, anyone wishing to obtain no-parking signs must apply using a public space application and be issued a permit through DDOT, but applicants often obtain signs from MPD for last minute requests since the public space application process is lengthy.  Therefore, the process is in limbo since signs can still be obtained absent a properly issued permit number via MPD.  DDOT hopes to resolve this problem with its e-tracking program.
2. Committee residents may call her office to check the validity of permit numbers listed on no parking signs and request enforcement for illegally posted signs (202-671-2333).
3. The salmon colored no parking signs are not legal.

4. All signs must be posted 72 hours in advance.  If not posted 72 hours in advance, the sign is not legal.

5. No parking signs sold by hardware stores and the like are not enforceable.

6. Residents should call the City Arborist, John Thomas, if any signs are seen nailed to trees.

v. Mr. Mahmud asked how the Committee and/or the ANC can be helpful in curing the process.  Ms. Kelly indicated the problem lies with DDOT’s technical department implementing the procedures called for by the city council’s legislation, not in budgeting or anything of that sort.
vi. Mr. Mahmud indicated he would follow up with Ms. Kelly in a month or so to inquire about the status of DDOT’s e-tracking program.

B. Consider Coalition of Concerned Citizens of Eastern Washington Letter
i. Barbara Eck, Thomas Grahame and Christopher Herman of the Coalition provided the Committee with a summary of their effort to urge DDOT to conduct a comprehensive mobility study which would incorporate the findings of other DDOT studies and assess the impact of these studies on the greater Capitol Hill area and Anacostia riverfront.
ii. The Coalition explained that there are at least four major transportation initiatives in place right now, including the Capitol Hill Transportation Study, and that DDOT’s Kenilworth Plan calls for a bridge across the Anacostia river at Massachusetts Avenue.
iii. Mr. Mahmud informed the Coalition Kathleen Penney of DDOT told the committee last month that DDOT is not planning to build a bridge at Massachusetts Avenue for public use.  Mr. Smoker backed this up by pointing out to the Coalition the map it provided showing a bridge at this location was from a preliminary study and that it was his understanding DDOT had decided not to go forward with this idea.  The Coalition disputed this, explaining that it has yet to hear a formal pronouncement from DDOT officially ruling out the Massachusetts Avenue bridge.

iv. The Coalition also made a point of indicating their request was for a study that also considered the economic development impact of all the various DDOT transportation plans, and that this need is not currently addressed in DDOT’s current publicly available plans.

v. The Coalition members also made a point of indicating their request for a comprehensive mobility study is without regard to their feelings about DDOT’s plans for the 11th Street bridge.  The members insisted they are only concerned about what they see as a lack of comprehensive planning on the part of DDOT, not any effort to block bridge construction.

vi. According to the Coalition, DDOT has acknowledged the need for a comprehensive study of this sort, but that the study DDOT commissioned – The Anacostia Waterfront Transportation Mobility Study – was not comprehensive enough in the Coalition’s opinion.
vii. The Coalition informed the Committee ANC 6B had signed on to its letter requesting a comprehensive mobility study and that ANC 7B was considering doing the same (draft letter attached).

viii. The Committee discussed the merits of sending the letter and concluded it needed to further explore the matter before making a decision one way or the other.  Therefore, it decided no action would be taken at this time.

C. Change date of December Meeting or Cancel (currently scheduled for December 24, Christmas Eve; following Monday, December 31, is New Year’s Eve)

i. After discussing the possibility of moving the meeting to an alternate date, Mr. Mahmud made a motion that the Committee cancel its monthly meeting for December.

ii. The motion passed without objection.

iii. Recommendation: Cancel December Transportation & Public Space Committee Meeting.
D. Review of New Proposed Dog Park Regulations
i. Mr. Mahmud informed the Committee Commissioner Schultheiss had expressed support for the newly revised Dog Park Regulations currently up for public review.

ii. Mr. Brown informed the Committee of a couple concerns he had with the draft regulations.  In particular, he would recommend the following changes:

1. Strike the word "double-" from Section 731.7 so that it reads "All dog parks shall be enclosed by appropriate fencing that is at least five (5) feet in height and includes a gated entryway area."  Mr. Brown explained that a "double-gated entryway" that creates some sort of entry staging area is unnecessary, especially considering the second gate will inevitably be left open by park visitors who don’t want to hassle with going through two gates.
2. Strike the second sentence of Section 735.6 so that it reads “A handler shall leash each dog within his or her control until entering and upon exiting the dog park.”  Mr. Brown felt the second sentence, requiring that dogs be off leash in the park, amounts to excessive control over residents' use of the park.
iii. Mr. Brown made a motion that the Committee recommend the ANC send a letter of support for the proposed regulations as amended by his suggestions.
1. The motion passed without objection.
iv. Recommendation: ANC 6A Commission send a letter of support for the proposed dog park regulations as amended by IV.D.ii.1. and 2. above. 
V. Updates
A. Flex Car Parking Enforcement Update
i. Mr. Mahmud briefed the Committee on the response email ANC 6A had received from William Howland of DPW regarding the ANC’s request for a stricter enforcement regime.

ii. According to Mr. Howland’s email, DPW has “Flex/Zip Car violations as a priority.”  Offenders will be ticketed by DPW within “20-30 minutes.”  Mr. Howland encourages residents to call in all violations to 727-1000 and also expressed a willingness to tow offenders, although he admits his agency’s ability to tow is limited.

iii. Mr. Mahmud recommended the Committee get the word out to Flex and Zip Car users to document response times to requests for parking violation enforcement.  Mr. Mahmud indicated documented lax response times would help the Committee push for a stricter enforcement regime, such as greater towing enforcement as is currently done in places like Arlington County.
VI. Adjourn meeting at 9:05 pm.
Coalition of Concerned Citizens of Eastern Washington
The Honorable Adrian Fenty

Mayor, The District of Columbia

John A. Wilson Building

1350Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington DC 20004

August 1, 2007

Re:
Request for a New Traffic Mobility Study for Eastern Washington, DC 

Dear Mayor Fenty: 

Communities on both sides of the Anacostia River face major impacts from large-scale transportation proposals.  The transportation proposals alone involve reconfiguration of three major bridges and the addition of multiple new linkages that will hugely affect neighborhood and commuter traffic flows.  The development proposals will greatly intensify land use bringing many additional people through and into the Anacostia River communities for work and recreation. Their addition will have large impacts on existing traffic corridors and open space.

All our affected communities have significant questions and uncertainties about (1) what exactly is planned, (2) how all the plans in combination will affect our communities and (3) what the cost to local taxpayers of the transportation infrastructure will be.  In the past, a number of our organizations have supported one or more of these projects but failure to get responses to questions over the last year, has caused increasing concern for projects with such large potential results.

Acknowledging only the second of these three concerns, the District of Columbia government undertook a study of “future land use and transportation demand in the Anacostia corridor”. This was issued in March/April of 2006 and was entitled “The Anacostia Waterfront Transportation Mobility Study”. The other two concerns, i.e. the totality of what is planned and the cost of the transportation “package,” have gone largely unaddressed.

We seek the following actions:

· Preparation of a new Mobility study in light of the fundamental deficiencies (summarized below) of the first mobility study.  This new study should be prepared by consultants who are expert in the integration of urban land use and multi-modal transportation system planning and who are not involved with particular AWI or other initiatives in the affected communities.

· Preparation of a single document that accurately describes all AWI, Great Streets and other significant development projects planned for implementation in the Anacostia River communities.

· Full disclosure of how much parkland is proposed to be taken for development purposes and how much private property is proposed to be taken by eminent domain.

· Realistic estimates of the total cost of these transportation infrastructure projects including a breakdown of how much will be paid by the federal government, how much by District taxpayers and how much by other jurisdictions.

· Estimated costs of alternatives to particular plans which were identified by our communities in District-sponsored, planning meetings.

Deficiencies of the first Mobility Study:

The existing mobility study falls far short of providing the comprehensive look that is needed, given the potential for the AWI and other projects to affect the integrity and viability of our District neighborhoods 

and the flow of commuter and other regional travel.  While the study disclaims any goal of simply “moving cars,” regional drivers and commuters appear to be the major beneficiaries of the “rationalized” (but uncosted) system it evaluates.  It does not show how AWI and other transportation projects and related economic development will affect our communities.  

Major shortcomings of the mobility study include:

· Failure to examine how freeway and arterial conditions will affect neighborhood traffic conditions

· Failure to examine conditions on the freeways and arterials including the SE/SW freeway and Pennsylvania Avenue. This issue is key to understanding commuter movement across and through our neighborhoods.

· Failure to integrate redevelopment of the 14th Street Bridge into transportation planning for the Anacostia River communities.  This issue is important in the understanding of how the proposed system will affect the use of the freeway by regional and interstate car and truck drivers as a beltway alternative.

· No assessment of conditions on the expanded 12 lane, 11th Street Bridge comprised of freeway and non-freeway lanes. For example: this expansion is proposed, in part, in order to shift a large amount of commuter and other regional traffic from the South Capitol Street Bridge.  This shift would increase 11th Street Bridge traffic by 64% to 209,000 vehicles daily.  A significant portion of this traffic would be carried by the four non-freeway lanes of the 11th Street Bridge and the community streets on both sides of the river.  Yet this major impact on the communities is not even mentioned in the mobility study. 

· Failure, conceded in the mobility study (p.A3-21), to examine the impact on the transportation network of the intensified land uses resulting from AWI projects and other development initiatives on the east side of the river.  For example: the Office of Planning’s Great Streets proposal for Pennsylvania Avenue SE calls for unbroken, high-rise, mixed-use development from the Sousa Bridge to Southern Avenue and the re-location of multiple police facilities that will bring 1100 cars into the Virginia Avenue SE neighborhood. 

· Failure to address conditions resulting from Stadium events.

· Failure to describe or assess the benefits of comprehensive community traffic mitigation

In Sum:
1) We believe it is important to do this new mobility study as quickly as reasonably possible. It is important for the future of these communities that this information be provided in time to inform discussion of and decisions about AWI, Great Streets, and other major development initiatives.  We have heard that some contracts may already have been signed, or signing is imminent, for the 11th Street Bridges Project despite the fact that the final Environmental Impact Statement has not yet been released.  We fear that any such contracts might “lock in” particular designs before residents, the Mayor and the Council have had an opportunity to fully digest costs and neighborhood impacts.

2) The same information must be provided to all residents and affected communities. To date, information from District government employees and government consultants varies from meeting to meeting. Citizens who attend a meeting in one neighborhood receive different and conflicting information from that received by citizens in another neighborhood.  Information given to the same residents changes from meeting to meeting without explanation.  For instance, residents have been told affirmatively that an east of the river trolley will/will not be built; the contracts have/have not been let and that the trolley will run on Martin Luther King Avenue/Good Hope Road.  It is apparent that planners and their advisers are talking past each other and that no one is speaking candidly to the communities.  We request an open process with full disclosure for all neighborhoods and wards bordering the Anacostia.

We look forward to meeting with you to discuss these concerns.  Thank you for your consideration of our request. 
Sincerely,

Lisa Alfred, President
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