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Meeting Summary 

 

Staff provided a presentation on the proposed GLUP, MTP and Zoning amendments.  Key points 

were as follows: 

 The Courthouse Square Plan was adopted by the County Board on September 21, 2015. 

 Adoption of the GLUP, MTP, and ZO amendments will allow for the realization of the Plan 

vision and will enable future development to achieve the building form recommended in 

the Plan in exchange for projects which further the Plan’s Priority Concept 

Recommendations.  

 Staff is targeting Planning Commission and County Board action in October 2017. 

 

A summary of clarifying questions and/or responses (in italics) provided at the meeting as well as 

other comments from the meeting are as follows.  Please refer to the “Courthouse Square 

Implementation Comment/Response Matrix” for a more detailed record of questions, comments 

and staff responses.     

 

GLUP 

 Open space symbols are not binding in the sense that the GLUP is a policy instrument 

providing the County’s future vision rather than regulation. 

 The GLUP amendment recommendations do not address ground level retail; the Plan 

provides recommendations for retail and guidance for retail is also found in the Arlington 

Retail Plan.  The proposed GLUP designations are consistent with ground level retail.   

 Is there an impact of changing “Government and Community Facilities” to “Public”?  A 

GLUP amendment from “Government and Community Facilities” to “Public” signals the 

County’s vision for open space in those locations. 

 A “High” O-A-H designation is compatible with County office space. 

 The boundaries of the Courthouse Special District are intended to include Wilson Boulevard 

and Clarendon Boulevard (and Courthouse Road) because the Plan includes 

recommendations for these streets. 

 In the final presentation and staff report, provide two versions of the proposed changes: 1) 

a current map of the GLUP using call-out boxes to indicate proposed amendments; 2) a 



future version of the GLUP showing how it would look if the proposed changes are 

implemented. 

 Add the missing open space symbol to the future conditions map. 

 Add cross-hatch to "County-owned" property adjacent to the Study Area for consistency 

and clarity of understanding regarding County owned property 

 

 

MTP 

 The County may ultimately need to work with Metro (and allocate funding if it is a priority) 

to determine whether the area should be known as "Courthouse" or "Court House" on 

Metro maps and signage 

 The Plan recommends underground access points and a transit kiosk; these are not items 

to indicate on the MTP. 

 The proposed new Metro entrance in Courthouse Square will not impact the proposed 

Western entrance to the Courthouse Metro. 

 

Zoning Ordinance  

 Revisit provision that "no" step-backs could be provided for exceptional site plan 

applications; step-backs are a priority outlined in the Plan and by the commissioners. 

 For the AMC site, show two different images: an option A and an option B, rather than 

combining both potential heights into a single map  

 Given the Plan’s lack of specificity regarding exceptional architectural features, should 

examples of exceptional architectural features be added to clarify expectations to achieve 

additional height?  Discussion concluded that this should be addressed through site plan 

review process. 

 Where in the Plan are the building massing and architectural recommendations located? 

They are located in Section 2 and Section 3.  

 Page 11, line 47: the language is vaguely self-referential.  Should this be addressed? Page 11, 

line 47: indicate "in this section." 

 Why is the heights map proposed to be codified when this was not done in Rosslyn?  The 

Rosslyn building heights are modifiable, whereas the Courthouse Square heights are not.  

Codifying the map is an effective way to establish the heights, as was done in Clarendon 

and Crystal City. 

 Consider removing step-back lines and referential heights for surrounding buildings so 

they are not codified in the Zoning Ordinance.  

 Given that traditional bonus mechanisms will not be used, how will the Zoning “earn up to” 

approach be applied to site plan elements such as LEED and affordable housing and 

ultimately in determining the provision of actual community benefits?  Note that 

sustainability is one of the Priority Concept Recommendations.  Benefits would be 

negotiated during site plan review and the priority would be on addressing the Priority 

Concept Plan Recommendations, yet traditional site plan elements such as LEED and 

affordable housing would still be considered. 

 How is the Plan’s position on affordable housing reflected in the zoning approach?  Clarify 

Plan’s position on affordable housing as an opportunity to incorporate into new residential 



buildings, but not one of the Priority Concept Plan Recommendations that would be 

sought in exchange for additional height and density. 

 

Public Comments 

 Clarendon Plaza has a ground lease through 2030. (Kedrick Whitmore, Venable) 

 The Plan recommends heights for the Verizon, South Square and AMC sites less than 

allowed through a C-O site plan.  How can this be applied? (Kedrick Whitmore, Venable) 

 Support for 15th Street designation as a shared street. (Kedrick Whitmore, Venable) 

 “Shall” and “should” are used in different places in the Plan.  How were these addressed in 

developing the Zoning language? (Land Use Attorney) 

 Would the proposed change to the GLUP and Zoning for the AMC site preclude a theatre 

in the future? (CA President, Clarendon-Courthouse Civic Association) 

 Clarendon-Courthouse Civic Association is concerned that the bonus density is not enough 

to pay for the benefits; surface parking lot located on top of rubble from old courthouse 

which includes asbestos. (CA President, Clarendon-Courthouse Civic Association) 

 


