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Parking tickets should identify the parking regulation violated

Resolved, that ANC1D advisesthe Parking Enforcement branch of the Department of Public
Works, and the Metropolitan Police Department, that parking violation citations should state
explicitly what parking regulation has been violated.

Why: Parking tickets commonly indicate only vaguely, or even inaccurately, what the parking
violation was. Frequently thetickets merely state "No Parking Anytime", code PO55, with no hint
of why thelocation was so posted, nor what Municipal Regulation was actually violated.

Thiscomplicates any attempt to challenge the validity of such aticket. A specific problem hasto
do with parking distance from an intersection, where the standard minimum distance is 40 feet, but
certain District regulations permit cars to be parked as close as 25 feet from the intersection. With
no clear indication on the parking citation of exactly what regulation has been violated, it ishard to
argue which regulation is applicable to the situation, and perhaps overrides the presence of a"no
parking" signpost.

The Sixth Amendment is not applicable, but its sense of justiceis clear: aperson accused of a
violation isentitled "to beinformed of the nature and cause of the accusation™. When aparking
ticket failsto note explicitly what the parking violation was, the spirit of this constitutional rightis
violated.

The awkwardness of attempting adefense against such avague accusation iscompounded upon the
appeal of aparking ticket to the District of Motor Vehicles Appeals Board. Again, thereisno clear
description of the charge, and it is hard to prepare adefense against such avague charge. Ina
current casein Mount Pleasant, the Board itself cannot state what parking regul ation has been
violated, and yet has upheld the "conviction", and the penalty, for violating some unnamed parking
regulation.

Passed by 5 to 0 vote at thelegally noticed, public meeting of ANC1D on July 20, 2010, with a quorum
present. Voting “ yes’ : Commissioners Bosserman, Tunda, McKay, Edwards, Lepanto.
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