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Summary of July 22, 2013 Meeting 

2100 Clarendon Blvd, Azalea Conference Room 
 
Members Present:  Shannon Cunniff, Claire O’Dea, Christine Ng, Sarah Meservey, Alex Sanders, Eric 
Harold, Gabriel Thoumi, Mike Hanna, Shannon Siart, Scott Bauer, Scott Dicke 
 
Members Absent:   Brooks Rainwater 
 
Guests:   Lynn Pollock, Tony Trabandt   
 
Staff Present:  Adam Segel-Moss (DES), Steve Stricker (APS), Scott Prisco (APS) , Jeff Harn (DES), 
Allan Rowley (DES) 
 
1. Public comment 

No public comment 
 

2. Stormwater Master Plan (Jeff Harn and Alan Rowley, DES) 
Jeff Harn and Alan Rowley provided an update to the Commission on the Stormwater Master Plan 
(SWMP) and solicited feedback. 
 
As background, Mr. Harn noted that Arlington has:  

 26 sq. mi. of land area 
 11 sq. mi. impervious cover (42%) 
 ~ 400 miles of storm sewers 
 28.5 miles of perennial streams 

 
There are many impacts of existing land use and historic drainage decisions.  Some of these include 
aging infrastructure, system capacity limitations, degraded water quality and stream corridors, 
tightening state and federal regulations, and climate change. 
 
Jeff noted that stormwater discharges are regulated by a Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System 
(MS4). Mike Hanna asked if it the County was pleased with the County’s new MS4 permit.  Jeff 
noted that it was certainly a milestone that comes with increased targets and enforcement.  
 
Adequate resources are needed to comply with regulations and continue managing stormwater at 
appropriate levels to meet community needs.  Compliance with state and federal stormwater 
regulations is now the primary focus of Arlington’s stormwater program. 
 
The Stormwater Fund that was created in 2008 generates $8 MM annually and is roughly split 
between operations and capital projects.  
 
The proposed stormwater strategies include: 

 Reduce the risks to public and private property from flooding  
 Maintain and upgrade stormwater infrastructure  
 Restore stream corridors and implement other water quality improvement projects 
 Add stormwater treatment facilities, such as Green Streets, to areas that currently do not 

have stormwater treatment  
 Require on-site stormwater controls for new development to meet federal and state 

regulations  
 Implement urban housekeeping best practices such as street sweeping and catch basin 

cleaning 
 Provide ongoing public outreach, education, and volunteer monitoring programs  
 Improve existing stormwater management facilities and construct new facilities, where 

appropriate and cost effective 
 Comply with MS4 permit and Chesapeake Bay TMDL regulations 



 
 
 
Jeff noted that the biodiversity, buffers, and water quality have been deeply impacted by the volume 
and quality of runoff.  The streams in Arlington are in very poor condition.   
 
Gabriel Thoumi asked if the reductions would include non point source pollution.  Jeff noted that the 
WPCP may be used to trade credits, but specific projects (e.g. green streets) address non point 
source issues.   
 
Jeff also noted the complexity involved in implementing retrofit projects.  He noted that they are in 
some ways complementary and competing with other county needs such as parking, underground 
utilities, and more. 
 
The County’s Stormwater Management goals are: 

 Reduce stormwater threats to public safety and property 
 Reduce impacts of development on County streams and watersheds 
 Comply with all federal, state, and local regulatory requirements 
 Help create a sustainable community 

  
The County wasn’t designed with stormwater management in mind.  In addition, climate change is 
going to have impacts on our community and we need to know how to address them.  One of the 
issues that the SWMP will address is redevelopment.  Generally redevelopment is helpful where 
infrastructure is upgraded and installed; however, the new development generally includes larger 
homes with less green space.  
 
Christine asked what ongoing requirements exist for single family homeowners.  Jeff noted that there 
are ongoing maintenance inspections when stormwater facilities are put in place to ensure that they 
are working as intended. Maintenance agreements are required for private properties.  Christine 
asked how that is enforced.  Jeff noted that County staff sends notifications to properties with 
required maintenance agreements requesting verifications of maintenance.   
 
Shannon C. asked how larger and more frequent storms will be taken into consideration in the Plan?  
Jeff confirmed that increasing intensity and frequency as well as climate adaptation will be included 
in calculations.   
 
Eric Harold asked how the County defined capacity deficiency.  Jeff clarified the definition as the 
hydraulic grade line coming within a foot.   
 
Staff identified more than 1,200 possible retrofit projects.  These include green streets and other 
streetscape projects.  In aggregate these projects will be complex, expensive, and will have to deal 
with competing right of way space. 
 
Shannon C. asked what the bang for buck will be per pound of nutrient or particulate reduction.  
Shannon expressed concern from the public perspective and asked what cost benefit analysis was 
being performed.  She also noted that public education needs to be more than just what the public 
can do to reduce risk. Jeff and Allan didn’t have hard numbers as to cost per pound of reduction 
since each project will be a separate item.  They noted that all projects will be vetted for 
effectiveness and cost.  
 
The current timeline for Board adoption of the SWMP is as follows: 

 

 September/October – Meet with commissions (e.g., PC, E2C2, TC, Urban Forestry) 
o October 7 – Planning Commission (informational item) 

 October/November –  Revise and finalize draft SWMP based on comments 
 November 16 – Request to Advertise 
 December 2 – Planning Commission (action item) 
 December 14 – County Board adopts SWMP 

 



 
Shannon C. asked that the Commission have a point of contact for the SWMP.  Eric Harold 
volunteered to spearhead the SWMP review.  Once the draft is received by the Commission, Eric will 
coordinate with individual Commission members to review the draft in parts. 

 
 

3. Williamsburg ES1 Letter 
The Commission reviewed, discussed, and amended the draft Williamsburg ES1 letter to the County 
Board. The Commission felt that it should more clearly express opinions on lighting, turf fields, 
stormwater, and overall project impact. The letter was amended and will be sent to the County 
Board.  

 
4. W&OD Proposed Letter 

The proposed letter on the W&OD/Carlin Springs bike access was postponed until September.  
 

5. Approval of Meeting Summary – June 24, 2013 
Unanimously approved with edits.  

 
6. Old/New Business 

Shannon C. and Shannon S. are working with Tap It to reduce plastic bottle use in Arlington.  They 
asked for volunteers to help staff tables and do outreach to attain 10,000 pledges.  
 
Alex Sanders noted that the removal of the Four Mile Run Bridge began today.  
 
Eric Harold noted that his PFRC term is up.  Gabriel T. noted interest. 
 
Gabriel T. noted that EPP is something that he is interested in having the County pursue.  Mr. 
Thoumi suggested that the Commission look into EPP.  Staff will contact Joan K. to see if she could 
give a short update at the September meeting regarding EPP.   
 
Mike Hanna noted that the W&OD / Carlin Springs bike access is an issue that has come up 
repeatedly.  A letter is being drafted and will be reviewed at the September meeting.  
 
  
 


