
 

 

Environment and Energy Conservation Commission 
Final 

 
Summary of October 22, 2012 Meeting 

2100 Clarendon Blvd, Azalea Conference Room 
 
Members Present: Shannon Cunniff, Claire O’Dea, Eric Harold, Christine Ng, Mike Hanna, Scott Bauer, 
Alex Sanders, Brooks Rainwater, Shannon Siart, Scott Dicke, Sarah Meservey 
Members Absent but accounted for:    
Members Absent:  Daniel Broder, Dean Amel 
 
Guests:    Bernie Berne 
Staff Present:  Adam Segel-Moss (DES), Bethany Heim (DPR), Lisa Grandle (DPR) 

 
1. Public comment  

Bernie Berne noted objection to the Parkland / Open Space Acquisition and Preservation Plan.  Mr. 
Berne asked for the feasibility study to be reviewed by the commission. 
 

2. Park Land Acquisition and Preservation Policy (Lisa Grandle & Bethany Heim, DES) 
The purpose of the Parkland / Open Space Acquisition and Preservation Plan (POSAPP) is to provide  
the Arlington County government with a framework for acquiring parkland and open space and 
preserving natural resources over the next 10 years. This plan fulfills the 2005 Public Spaces Master 
Plan (PSMP),  
Priority 2 Recommendation 1.2 that calls for developing a land acquisition policy. This plan also fulfills 
the 2010 Natural Resources Management Plan (NRMP), Recommendation 6 that calls for identifying 
and preserving additional open space.  
 
Arlington County is nationally recognized for the quality and diversity of its park and recreation 
opportunities. According to the 2012 Resident Satisfaction Survey, County residents are highly satisfied 
with the County’s park system and recreational opportunities. Having established such exceptional open 
spaces and recreational opportunities, it is critical that this high level of service is maintained, even as 
the County continues to develop and increase in density.  
 
The POSAPP will assist the County government in maintaining its high level of satisfaction and keeping 
pace with increased demand for both recreational and natural lands.  The County Board’s adoption of 
this Plan means that the tools and policies presented in this Plan are available for County staff to use to 
preserve and acquire park land and open space. The many tools and policies include the following:  
 

• Four goals intended to guide County staff in acquiring and preserving open space for the 
County.  
• Criteria to prioritize parkland acquisition and natural resource preservation.  
• A map identifying Priority Acquisition Sites.  
• Description of the Voluntary Negotiated Fee Simple Acquisition process, including pre-
authorization to negotiate the acquisition of Priority Acquisition Sites within County Board-
approved parameters.  
• Guidelines for the interim use of parkland for purposes other than parks and open space.  
• Guidelines to acquire lands that may contain historic resources.  
• Guidelines for changes in ownership or use of parkland.  
• Guidelines to permanently repurpose parkland for use other than a park.  
• Open space and park classifications and definitions.  
• Mapping analysis that identifies priority acquisition areas. 

  
With these tools Arlington County can move forward to preserve and acquire parkland. Arlington is 
nationally recognized for parks and open space.  Bethany noted that our small community is growing in 
population and that the limited land is being squeezed.  The goals of the plan are to: 



 

 

 
Goal 1: Assemble Land for Planned Parks 
Goal 2: Plan for Residents’ Future Parkland Needs 
Goal 3: Preserve and Enhance Nature Preserves 
Goal 4: Improve Trail Connections and Parkland Accessibility 

 
6 areas within Arlington’s urban corridors have been identified to target land acquisitions for future parks 
and open space preservation.  Areas within the R-B corridor, Columbia Pike, and Crystal City have been 
identified.  
 
Natural resource areas have also been identified throughout the County.  Specific attention has been 
focused within the plan to mitigate stormwater impacts, preserve natural resources, and maintain land as 
natural space.  
 
Scot Bauer asked if the open areas for preservation denoted on the plan were predominantly residential 
or commercial.  Bethany noted that much of this area is Army Navy Country Club and residential areas.  
These areas wouldn’t be purchasable, or cost effective, but that is where voluntary preservation and 
education is important. 
 
The appendix lists acquisition tools that the County has at hand.  The document also identifies CIP 
elements.  Currently $30 MM in funding is identified over the next 10 years. $14 MM is identified in  
2013-2022 CIP. 
 
The Plan timeline and next steps are as follows: 
 

Public Meetings

Historic Affairs & Landmark Review Board (HALRB)

Environment & Energy Conservation Commission (E2C2)

Parks Commission

Urban Forestry

Sports Commission

Long Range Planning Committee (LRPC)

Deadline for Public Feedback

Neighborhood Conservation Advisory Committee (NCAC)

Planning Commission

Request to Advertise

October 16 & 18

October 17

October 22

October 23

October 25

October 25

November 1

November 5, 2012

November 8

November 26

November / December 2012
 

 
Shannon noted that Dean passed along comments prior to the meeting and volunteered to write a letter 
on the preliminary draft.  Lisa noted that feedback is needed before November 5th.   
 
The commission is generally supportive of the concepts of the plan, but feels any projects that move 
forward should be vetted further.  This includes but is not limited to the preservation of mature trees, the 
removal of invasives, planting of native species, and mitigation of stormwater. 
 
Eric asked if any projects were in the budget to move forward imminently.  Lisa noted that at present no 
significant projects are moving forward.  Lisa further clarified that on page 6 of the plan there are 8 
criteria in terms of ranking.  The County doesn’t prioritize projects because the timeline of parcel 
availability is highly variable.   
  
This item was moved and seconded to write a letter in support of the plan as discussed.  
 
 



 

 

 
3. Bird Collisions with Buildings 

A draft letter was circulated in advance of the meeting.  The commission is working to further refine the 
issue and the requested action by the board.  This is a recognized issue in other cities, but it has not 
elevated to that level of discussion in Arlington yet.  The commission discussed several simple steps that 
existing and new buildings may take with minimal effort to reduce building collisions with birds and 
achieve energy reductions. 
 
Shannon C. suggested that the commission first get clear local or regional data to further define this 
issue.  Scott D. also suggested that data be presented on pre and post program implementation.   
 
The commission is going to research local data and revise the letter based on discussion at the meeting. 
This issue will again be on the agenda in November. An updated letter will be circulated in advance of 
the November meeting. 

 
4. Approval of Meeting Summaries for September 24, 2012  

Approved as amended. 
 
5. Old/New Business 

 Shannon C. noted that staff reached out regarding the PLACE Space initiative.  She asked that the 
chair and another commission member attend a meeting on November 8th.   
 
 
Mike noted that PFRC is meeting with significant frequency.  Ashlawn and Williamsburg are two hot 
topics and discussions have circled around building massing, traffic impacts, and increased energy use. 
The projects are not attempting LEED certification due to the project size and scale.   
 
Scott D. noted that the EA 4.4 revision process is an unresolved item and asked for an update.  This 
topic is scheduled for December to revisit process and progress.   
 
 
 
 
 


