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ARLINGTON COUNTY 
PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION 
2100 Clarendon Boulevard, Suite 414 

Arlington, Virginia 22201 
 

 

 

Approved Meeting Minutes 
October 28, 2014 

 
Commission Members Present:  
Caroline Haynes, Chair  Paul Holland     
Elizabeth Gearin  Peter Hage    
Bill Ross   Renee Mayo  
Conor Marshall   Ken Bass 
Edie Wilson  
 
Guests: 
Terri Armao, Chair, Green Committee, and Margaret Alvord, Penrose Civic Association 
Lori Bowes  
Steve Blakely, Potomac Overlook Preservation Association, Bill Richardson and Charles Henkin 
Mike Nardolilli, Arlington County Representative, Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority 
(NVRPA) Board 
Bernie Berne  
 
County Staff:  
Richard Viola, Transportation Planning, Department of Environmental Services   
Erik Beach, Planning and Development, DPR 
Henry Dunbar, Bike Arlington, DPR  
Diane Probus, Commission Liaison, DPR  
 
Caroline called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
Chairman’s Introduction and Review/Approval of Meeting Minutes  
 The Commission approved the September 23, 2014 minutes. 

  
Public Comment: None 
 
Washington Blvd. Bike Trail: 
Richard Viola provided an overview of the County’s trail project:  
 Staff is waiting on completion of the VDOT permits and then the project will be ready for 

construction.   
 The County has adjusted the trail alignment to reduce the number of trees which have to be 

removed.  They obtained a trail easement from the Navy Support facility and can route the trail 
along this section to reduce cutting trees.  They will also push the dog park fence line back a few 
feet to avoid trees along that section.       

 Will remove a substantial amount of trees but will replace them 1 by 3 ratio (180) trees. Many 
trees can be planted in Towers Park and the County will plant trees in the area that was cleared 
by VDOT when they used the site for a staging area.     

 One of the reasons for placing the trail on the west side of Washington Boulevard was to 
provide a trail connection to Towers Park to provide easier access to the park by pedestrians 
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and bicyclists.  Currently the park is mainly accessed by car.  A connection will be built to 6th 
Street also.   

 Currently along the planned trail route there is a mix of trees and vegetation in the trail area  
 Staff assessed the east side of Washington Boulevard for building the trail but found a number 

of issues with steep grades, space for the trail, no direct connection to Towers Park, and 
difficulty in building a connection to Columbia Pike at the trail end. 

 
Terry Armao spoke on behalf of the Penrose Civic Association Green Committee:   
 The original trail plan had it closer to Washington Boulevard. VDOT has destroyed significant 

trees with their street work.  A foot path to Towers Park would be fine from 6th street. 
 Only a few people will benefit with the current access sites in the plan.  
 The community objects to the removal of more trees to construct the trail because these are the 

only woods in the Penrose neighborhood.   When the trees are cut the houses will be more 
exposed to traffic noise which is unfair to the neighborhood. 

 Towers Park and the dog park is busy now.  Cyclists riding on the trail will cause the dogs to 
bark more.  Do not want more problems introduced into the area than already are there. 

 In general, paving through the woods, even with remediation of the area will be useless for 
wildlife.  Penrose considers the woods a wildlife habitat.  

 The east side of Washington Boulevard is a viable solution for placing the trail and on that side 
of the street the County will not have to cut trees down. 

 Providing access to Towers Park should not impact their neighborhood with noise and 
pollution and other issues from trail.   

 She has met with two County Board members this week and expects to meet with a third Board 
Member to discuss the trail route this week. 

 Terry requested the Commission send a letter to the County Board supporting the Penrose Civic 
Association’s position on the trail location.   

 
Bernie Berne remarked that the east side of Washington Boulevard is feasible for the trail.  The 
ASHTHO standards require 8 foot wide trails.  Bridges could be built to take the trail over the 
stream and over Columbia Pike. 
 
Commission Questions/Comments: 
 Commissioner: how far away is the trail from the road?  

Richard Responded: About 10 feet away. VDOT does not want the trail going into the shoulder. 
 Commissioner: is there a MTP for this trail?  

Richard Responded: Yes.  
 Commissioner: did any experts come out to look at trees?  

Richard Responded: Yes, Urban Forestry staff came out to look at the condition and species.  They 
also will require tree protection measures to protect remaining trees. 

 Commissioner: How did you figure out which trees to put back in?  
Richard Responded: We are working with Urban Forestry staff to identify the species to plant.  

 Commissioner: Is there a maintenance plan? What about permeable paving?  
Richard Responded: Permeable paving is much more expensive.   

 Commissioner: how far along is the trail design?  
Richard Responded: The construction plans are 100% complete. 

 
Commission Action:  The Commission thanked staff and residents for the presentations but is 
unlikely to send a letter. 
 
NVRPA Potomac Overlook Park Planning 
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Steve Blakely provided the Commission with background information and an update on the 
community reaction to Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority (NVRPA) planning for Potomac 
Overlook Park. 
 The plan NVRPA presented in 2013 extended outside their park boundary. 
 It was a bad planning process with little notice to the community.  The plan the NVRPA 

presented was a violation of the purpose of the park. 
 NVRPA rescinded their proposed plan.   
 Potomac Overlook Park was the first park to be created in the NVRPA and Arlington was the 

first jurisdiction to join with NVRPA.   
 The park is the last remaining large, contiguous parkland left in Arlington.  At the time when 

Arlington contributed funds to NVRPA their intent was to save the land. 
 The NVRPA management plan for the park has a vague purpose written in it.  Low impact 

recreation was initially planned for the park.  
 Six civic associations wrote the County Board asking them to go on record stating they support 

the protection of the park's resources and the original purpose of the park. 
 All future proposed plans need to be publicly vetted.   
 
Mike Nardolilli spoke on behalf of the NVRPA Board:    
 Through his work at the Northern Virginia Conservation Trust, Potomac Overlook Park was 

protected by adding new conservation easements around the park. 
 Why do we have NVRPA? Because of Virginia’s segregation laws and for the purpose of creating 

state parks which were desegregated. 
 The NVRPA budget is posted online.  The regional park system is a national model.     
 There are 12 board members from 3 counties and 3 cities. 
 Potomac Overlook loses about $200K a year. 
 Occoquan Regional Park is getting a conference center which will be paid for through the 

bonding authority.   
 NVRPA is now called NOVA Parks.   
 Mike apologized for the Potomac Overlook planning process last year.  He considers those plans 

dead now. 
 
Commission Questions/Comments: 
 Commissioner:  Why do they still exist since integration has been accomplished?   

Mike responded:  There are no other state parks in the region; this is our equivalent. 
 Commissioner: Do they consider each park as its own cost center? Do you have a loss leader?  

Mike responded:  He does not anticipate a lot of donations going towards Potomac Overlook and 
without revenue resources it is hard to maintain the facilities.   

 Commissioner: The shelter at Potomac Overlook is cheaper to rent than the county's shelters. 
 Steve Blakely: He noted that Paul Gilbert had said that he would like to resuscitate the plans.   

Mike responded: Paul Gilbert works for the board and has to respond to their direction.   
 Mike:  There are safety issues at the park and they must be remedied so expect to see some 

changes as necessary.   
 Commissioner: From the County’s contribution, what does the operating funding go towards in 

Arlington?  What goes towards Overlook Park? 
Mike responded: Contributions from all jurisdictions go toward operating budget..     

 Commissioner: Recommended to Steve to broaden the number of civic associations who 
support preserving the park as natural area.   
Mike responded: NVRPA will get community input before developing any new plans for Overlook 
Park.   

 Commissioner: Consider having campouts for scouts in the park, increasing rentals, and other 
small steps to show increase in revenue from Potomac Overlook.   



 

4 

 

Mike responded:  We will do that (and some of these were included in the previous proposal).   
 Commissioner:  Check out the NVRPA donations site to make it easier to use.   
 
Mary Carlin Woods at Bluemont Park Naming Request  
Caroline presented the request from the Bluemont Civic Association to rename a portion of 
Bluemont Park to Mary Carlin Woods at Bluemont Park.  She explained the importance of the 
wooded area to the community and why they wanted to rename it.   
 
Commission Questions/Comments: 
 Commissioner:  It is a semantics issue, the area is confusing. 
 Commissioner:  For what other reasons do they to want to rename it?  

Caroline responded: Because the wooded area has unique history and includes special natural 
resources, but is physically separate from the rest of Bluemont Park.  This naming will help to 
connect to Bluemont Park and give it a sense of place. 
Paul responded: Because it gives an identity to the area. 

 
Commission Action:  The Commission recommends that BCA move forward on completing all the 
steps in the County’s facility renaming process.   
 
PRC Letters  

 PLPG site evaluation charge comments: Caroline asked the Commission if they had any 
suggested revisions for the letter.  She recorded their suggestions and promised to revise 
the letter and to send it out by the deadline on Friday.      
 

Staff Report [Diane Probus] 
 Report on upcoming park name request for redevelopment along Columbia Pike 

Diane reported that Bethany was working on another park naming request for a new park 
that would be built within a development along Columbia Pike.  She will bring the park 
naming request to the Commission.     

 Update on George Washington Barcroft Field Naming  
Diane reported that Barcroft field #6 had recently been named after Avram Tucker, who 
contributed $2 million to the university of which $1 million will go towards the athletics 
program. The field is now called “Tucker Field”.   

 
Commission Member Reports (8:50 – 9:15) 

 Budget/CIP  (Haynes/Epstein/Scott) 
 The upcoming 2016 budget will be discussed next month since there is no guidance at this 

point from the County. 
 Courthouse Square Planning Study [Bill Ross] 

 A letter will be drafted to provide Commission comments on the concept. 
 Economic Analysis of Value of Parks (Ross/Gearin/Scott) 

 Commissioners are kicking off an effort to write a white paper. 
 Four Mile Run [Edie Wilson/Peter Hage] 
 Grants/Awards Committee  

-- Bill Thomas Award Update (Gearin/Mayo) 
-- Park Enhancement Grants (PEG) 

 Land Acquisition and Preservation Policy [Holland / Epstein / Scott] 
 Lee Highway President’s Group (Paul Holland/Peter Hage) 

 The community is doing charrettes with groups of civic associations.  They will start 
formal process next September. 

 Long Bridge Park [Alonzie Scott] 
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 Erik reported that the bid for the playground will go out likely in January 2015 but there 
has been no movement on Long Bridge Park Phase II. 
Commissioner: Can they build the other planned soccer fields if the aquatics center is not 
built?  
Erik responded: It will cost more than $35 - $37 million effort to build those fields because 
of the structure needed to support the fields. The last CIP had referenced those fields. 
Commissioner: I would like to know more about the aquatic facility in relation to the 
Olympics.   

 Natural Resources (NRJAG) [Haynes/ Gearin/ Epstein] 
 Jason Papacosma and Bethany Heim provided an update on the instream restoration of 

lower Four Mile Run.  Construction is expected to begin in July 2015 and part of the 
objective is to make the stream more visually and physically accessible to the bike trail, 
even though this is primarily a flood control project. The restoration is being coordinated 
with Alexandria, and has had a long history of funding and other technical delays.  The 
project includes invasive plant control and native plant restoration. 

 Public Facilities Review Committee [Elizabeth Gearin] 
 APS is planning expansion to Abingdon Elementary School in Fairlington, in accordance 

with the CIP. (This will raise capacity from 589 to 725 seats. It is currently over-capacity at 

627 students.) The school site is bordered by several condominium associations that 

regularly use the open space in front of the school; and access to both the condominiums and 

the school is a via South Abingdon St. Maximizing open space and addressing traffic are 

primary concerns. PRC may also be interested in learning about potential pedestrian access 

to the school via the north/east parts of the site, where the Trades Center on Stafford is 

located, and via Ft. Reynolds Park. This would increase non-auto access between the school 

and neighboring residences, and Shirlington, for example. Expansion would require parking 

to increase from 80 to about 116 spaces per the zoning ordinance. Although the APS 

representatives and architects expressed interest in requesting an amendment to this (sic) it’s 

not clear that is viable as there already appears to be a shortage of parking in the area. 

Community residents raised the issue of a possible endangered bird species on the site or 

adjacent park. (I forwarded the concern to Alonso Abugattas and Greg Zell.) More 

information about this process can be found on the County's website 

at http://commissions.arlingtonva.us/planning-commission/public-facilities-review-

committee-pfrc/ 

 
 Quincy Park Design Development [Marshall/Ross] 

 County staff (parks) architect Josh Serck led the meeting--the lead staff person on this 

project--summarized the responses to the public survey that was conducted (online and via e-

mail to various stakeholder/community groups), and facilitated robust, productive discussion 

among many community members interested in both the volleyball aspect of the project and 

parents/advocates for the disabled youth community. 

 The project scope includes the following items: 
- Playground elements for various ages (including universal project features 

- Playground surfacing (rubberizing port-a-play or possibly synthetic turf (like the newly re-

developed  

  Ft. Myer Heights Park) 

- Drainage/Surfacing 

- Fully ADA compliant Pedestrian Circulation 

- Site furnishings 

- Landscaping 

- Sand Volleyball Court improvement 

 One of main points of emphasis during the discussion of the re-development of the sand 

volleyball court was the desire for lights at the court. Josh addressed this issue by saying it 

http://commissions.arlingtonva.us/planning-commission/public-facilities-review-committee-pfrc/
http://commissions.arlingtonva.us/planning-commission/public-facilities-review-committee-pfrc/
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was off the table due to the fact that this projected is funded by capital maintenance, and 

lights would be considered a new amenity/aspect of the project. While it is likely that there 

will be no additional volleyball court added, county staff is going to re-visit the issue during 

the current stage of the planning process.  

 Josh presented two initial concept renderings for the park re-development: concept A and 

concept B. The main difference between the two is that the proposed covered shelter area is 

the focal point of concept B, mocked up in the center of the park in that design concept. In 

concept A, the shelter is off in one corner of the park. Concept A boasts a wheelchair 

accessible pathway that allows access to the center of the park. There seemed to be support 

for incorporation of these over-arching elements. Josh was very open to combining them into 

one concept. Clemyjontri Park in McLean is the only universal playground in the area. That 

park provided inspiration for some of the elements/scope of the initial concepts.  

 It should be noted that no existing trees will be harmed during the construction of this 

project. Overall, I thought the discussion and process were both productive and positive. 

Both of these upgraded amenities are really going to enhance the user experience and 

community benefits gained from one of Arlington’s keystone parks.  

 Next Steps: Josh will generate two design concepts to be presented an upcoming open house 

(Oct/Nov 2014). Online voting will take place following the meeting, which will be 

incorporated into the overall feedback of the design concepts. After a concept is chosen, the 

construction document phase will begin (Fall 2014/Winter 2015). 

 

 TJ Working Group [Elizabeth Gearin] 
 The group has met several times and most recently hosted a community meeting in which 

anyone could see and comment on the four primary development schemes proposed by the 

County/APS. Comments ranged from frustration at the seeming lack of transparency and 

swiftness of the process; to specific concerns about the site. Everyone is concerned about 

retaining the open space and fields on the east side of the site. The four proposed 

development plans minimize the footprint of any new elementary school on the site, but vary 

in location: one is a multistory building with subterranean parking beneath located along 

2nd St; the second is a triangular multistory building and parking in the parking lot on the 

west side of the site; the third is a multistory building and parking directly in front of the 

existing middle school and community center; and the fourth is a multistory building in the 

back of the site, built around the existing theatre and over the community garden. The scheme 

summaries are attached here for more detail.  

 The charge of the TJ working group is to consider whether a new elementary school would be 

appropriate on the site. I think it would be: demand in the area; beautiful grounds to 

incorporate in school-wide learning; access to community center and theatre; possible space-

shifting with adjacent middle school. There are transportation issues as at most sites in 

Arlington, and I think most can be well-addressed. However, I think we ought to master plan 

the site. This is primarily because: the site is big, 26 acres, in the middle of Arlington; and 

features multiple uses that are projected to expand.  

 The current layout is three parcels – a triangular, paved parcel, County-owned on the west 

side; the APS owned parcel with the middle school and community center buildings in the 

middle; and the greened park and fields, County-owned, on the east. The ownership and 

layout currently provide challenges to work around. The existing middle school and 

community center buildings were built in the 1970s (per APS staff) and are due for 

remodeling in 15 years, at the latest. They were not well-constructed (again, APS staff) and 

require all sorts of regular, costly rehab to prevent flooding, for example. From a cost-

perspective alone, it would make more sense to rebuild as a whole.  

 From a design perspective, the current focus is on building a new elementary school (ES) 

that would have a minimal footprint. This means building around the existing buildings; but 

this also means that in at most 15 years we'd then be rebuilding the middle school and 

community center around the new ES. My biggest concern with master planning the site is 
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time. APS consistently creates a sense of urgency about the need to create school seats via 

construction (new buildings or expansions.)  It may be possible to expedite such planning. 

 

 Rosslyn Sector Plan Update [Paul Holland] 
 Western Rosslyn Area Planning Study [Paul Holland] 
 Site Plan Review: 

- The Berkeley (Ashley Robertson) 
- 223 23Rd Street, Crystal City [Bill Ross] 
- Wendy’s Site 2025 Clarendon (Bill Ross) 
 SPRC process is wrapping up.  Last meeting (10/27) discussed the open space design for 

the frontage.  
 Sports Commission Liaison [Ken Bass] 
 Urban Agriculture [Rene Mayo] 
 Urban Forestry Commission [Caroline Haynes] 

 
Future Meetings: 
 

November 18 Meeting: 
 Public Spaces Master Plan 
 Land acquisition and parks acquired with bond funds  
 Four Mile Run invasive control plant project  

 
Meeting Adjourned at 9:15pm  


