
 

 

Environment and Energy Conservation Commission 
Draft 

 
Summary of May 21, 2012 Meeting 

2100 Clarendon Blvd, Azalea Conference Room 
 
Members Present: Shannon Cunniff, Daniel Broder, Scott Bauer,  Dean Amel, Alex Sanders, Scott 
Dicke, Christine Ng, Mike Hanna  
 
Members Absent:   Claire O’Dea, Shannon Siart, Eric Harold, Brooks Rainwater, Sarah Meservey 
Guests:    Ron Sappenfeld, Bernie Berne  
Staff Present:  Adam Segel-Moss (DES), Jessica Abralind (DES), Tom Hutchings (DES) 

 
1. Public comment  

<No comments> 
 
2. Green Building Incentive Density (Jessica Abralind, DES) 

Jessica Abralind provided an update on the green building incentive density program.  Ms. Abralind 
explained that the design and construction market has transformed significantly over the past 5 years 
and that the green building incentive program catalyzed significant change in Arlington.  The program 
has been very successful at lowering energy use, water use, and lessoning environmental impacts on 
the environment. 
 
The voluntary green building incentive program is looking at what can be done next to evolve with code 
changes, new baseline construction standards, and to incentivize the market to go one step beyond 
what is currently occurring.  
 
In the process of revising the incentive density program County staff met with developers, other County 
staff, elected officials, energy modelers, green building consultants, and others.  Ms. Abralind noted that 
one challenge has been finding the appropriate level of FAR bonus for the program.  Developers feel 
that it should be more while residents, commissions, and others feel it should be lower.  Jessica noted 
that staff is trying to strike a win-win balance for residents, the County, and developers. 
 
Daniel Broder asked what the additional costs would be to create a project at the proposed 20% energy 
efficiency level.  Ms. Abralind noted that the cost is highly variable, depending on the size of the building, 
if the developer plans to own the building, what baseline building systems are specified, and other 
variables.   
 
Shannon asked if the bonus space would pay for the energy efficiency measures.  Jessica also noted 
that the answer depends on the project specifics such as the type of lease (e.g. if the developer leases 
the space using a triple net lease where tenants pay the utilities) or if the developer flips the property.  In 
both examples the developer will never recoup the up-front cost premiums associated with energy 
efficiency upgrades.    
 
Scott Dicke asked if there was some way to create a guide to help projects achieve these energy 
efficiency targets.  Jessica noted that the program shouldn’t be overly prescriptive, but rather set targets 
and let the market find the solutions.  There are significant resources out there to help projects achieve 
these goals and we’ve seen a few projects already achieve these targets. Every LEED project is given 
access to multiple webinars that show examples of energy efficiency strategies. 
 
Alex asked what would happen if the developer did not meet the agreed upon LEED-EB certification 
target.  Jessica noted that the developer would forfeit the financial security that was put up to ensure 
certification.  It is important to make sure that the financial security is equal to or greater than the cost of 
certification to ensure the developer or owner doesn’t walk away from the agreement and surrender the 
financial security.  Ms. Abralind also made it clear that the County would much prefer the certification 



 

 

and has no desire to use the financial security as a revenue stream for the County.  
 
Scott Dicke asked what feedback loop exists to calibrate model.  Jessica clarified that the new utility 
reporting requirement in the program will help create this feedback loop.  Utility data will be required for 
10 years after occupancy in order for the program to review performance of the buildings and ensure 
program goals are being met. 
 
Jessica concluded by stating that the final standards and FAR bonus remains to be decided, but staff is 
confident that the final numbers will be close to the presented ranges. Jessica also noted that there 
would not be another E2C2 meeting between now and the time this issue goes to the board. 
 
The commission discussed the targets and a letter of support.  The E2C2 concluded that even without 
the specific FAR bonus numbers that the commission feels the alignment of the program with the 
community energy plan was moving in the right direction.  The commission also felt that the increased 
energy efficiency and additional policy components are the right decision by staff.   
 
The commission agreed that a letter of support was in order.  Scott D. volunteered to draft the letter of 
support and circulate it prior to sending it to the Board.  
 
 

 
3. Clarendon Metro Plaza – Tom Hutchings (DES) 

 
Tom Hutchings from DES presented the Clarendon Metro plaza project, which has been in the works 
since 2003.  Arlington County is working with the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
(WMATA) to improve the Clarendon Metro Plaza between Wilson and Clarendon Boulevards and from 
N. Highland Street to the Metrorail elevator.  This initiative will create an active, multi-use plaza to 
accommodate the farmers’ markets, music events, vendors and other community activities, while 
enhancing pedestrian access to Metrorail and transit. Improvements will include: 
 
• New pedestrian paving 

• New curb extension on Clarendon Blvd. 

• New seating walls and movable tables and chairs 

• New street and plaza lighting 

• New landscaping and irrigation 

• Covered bike parking 

• Modular newspaper racks 

  



 

 

 
The design evokes feelings of the rail line below, a piano or xylophone music feel, and may someday 
contain a timeline to label Clarendon’s history.  There is also a compass rose outside of the metro to 
assist with directional orientation. 
 
The project team includes citizens, businesses owners, the Clarendon Alliance, Kimley Horn, and 
County staff from multiple departments and disciplines. This group has continually refined the conceptual 
design. Outreach has included ongoing updates with the surrounding civic associations, public design 
meetings at the Clarendon Alliance, and County Manager and County Board Member briefings. 
 
The second half of the park will remain as is for the foreseeable future, but future renovations may occur 
eventually. 
 
Mr. Hutchings noted that current lighting, seating, and the ability to have public events is too limited by 
the current design.  Given the vigorous use by the farmers market, Clarendon Day, Clarendon Bike 
Invitational, concerts, Taste of Arlington, and other events, the community feels a more appropriate 
space is needed.  
 
As part of the project the turf panel in the center will be removed.  Two of the Ohio buckeye trees will 
also be removed or moved.  Dean asked if there will be any improvements that help remediate the 
additional impervious area?   
 
Mr. Hutchings is working with staff to confirm that the project is in compliance with Chesapeake Bay 
requirements. 
  
In trying to understand the slope, stormwater, and elevaction Shannon C. asked about the height of the 
seats noting that they seemed extremely low.  Mr. Hutchings clarified that the seats are standard height 
and mentioned that the renderings may be somewhat confusing.    
 
Dean asked about small trees in previous iterations and asked why they were removed.  Tom noted that 
in 2008 an additional 8 trees were in the plans and are now removed from the plans.  Ultimately the 
shallow height between the Metro below and street surface reduces the ability to put additional trees.   
 
Scott Bauer noted that this is not just a sidewalk project and therefore should not be exempted or 
excluded from the EA 4.4 process or the Chesapeake Bay. Mr. Bauer articulated that that this lack of EA 
4.4  project is emblematic of a concern we’ve raised previously about County projects.   
 
Mike Hanna noted that there are more opportunities in this project that are missed here.  Mr. Hanna felt 
that it sends a bad message to the rest of the County even if it does have a technical exclusion.   

 
5. Workplan 

The commission decided to defer this item due to lack of time. It will be placed on the agenda in July to 
look at the roles previously held by Bree and Lisa.  Christine volunteered to fill the role for the pedestrian 
advisory committee. 

 
6. Approval of Meeting Summary April 23, 2012 

<Approved as amended> 
 
7. Old/New Business 

Shannon noted that she received a message from Rich Dooley with a number of meetings for the CEP.  
Shannon and the commission discussed coverage of the meetings. Both Scott D. and Dan B. 
volunteered to cover the meetings. 
 
Dean noted that APS continues to explore a number of options to build or expand schools that preserve 
significant open space.  Several of the options contain multi-story schools that were previously not 
considered.  



 

 

 
The County has been working on ways to reduce stormwater runoff and has identified 327 potential 
retrofits in the county out of 925 total projects.    
 
The solid waste committee met and discussed pay-as-you-throw programming.  This is a way that 
residents can pay for what they dispose of based on hauling volumes or weights.  Given the low 
recycling and incineration fees there won’t likely be a recommendation for unit based pricing anytime 
soon. 
 
Alex Sanders provided a Ballston Pond update.  He noted that they project continues to move forward 
and plans to remove invasive species this winter and begin construction next year. 
 
Mike Hanna provided an update on the Arlington Bicycle Advisory Committee. 12 new CaBi bikeshare 
stations are being installed in the Ballston area.  Several new stations are in the pipeline.  The adoption 
has been very fast and there was significant conversation about the 9th street bike boulevard as a bike 
trail.    
 
Scott Dicke provided an update on the NRJAG.  He noted that Alonso Abugattas continues to work on 
an Environmental Assessment to protect natural resources and complement the existing EA 4.4, not 
supersede it.  It is still in the process of adoption.  Scott suggested that the natural resource review be 
considered as an agenda item at an upcoming E2C2 meeting.  
 
 
Adam Segel-Moss noted that new County building energy performance labels were placed in fire 
stations and community centers.  Buildings with energy labels now include County offices, libraries, 
community centers, and fire stations.  
 
English ivy choking hazard brochures and County 2012 Profiles were passed out to the commission. 
 
 
 


