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E2C2 Energy Committee  
February 20, 2018 Meeting Summary 

 
Present: John Bloom (Chair), Irwin Kim, Stephanie Burns, Scott Sklar, Scott Dicke, 
Jonathan Gritz, Scott Brideau, and Rich Dooley (Staff)   
 

1. Greetings, review agenda, and share updates on each member’s energy 
related activities, information and feedback – 7:00 pm to 7:30 pm 
a. What’s new since our last meeting? (All contribute – flag significant 

developments) 

• A member sent a letter to legislators in Richmond asking them to 
change pending legislation so that Dominion Energy could no longer 
“double-dip” or recover its costs twice. Dominion has overcharged its 
customers in the past. Instead of forcing Dominion to send those 
overages to its customers in refund checks, the pending legislation 
would allow Dominion Energy to spend some of those overages/profits 
on grid modernization and Dominion Energy would be able to recoup 
those costs, i.e., profit again, by increasing customers’ rates/bills.  

• The Pentagon selected Dominion Energy for The Pentagon’s Utility 
Services Contract. Per Dominion Energy’s proposal, the possibility 
exists for partnering with Arlington on an energy project. 

• Tracking the update to the Sustainable DC Plan. 

• Working on the Renewable Energy Resolution for the upcoming Civic 
Federation meeting; March 6 meeting date. Dominion Energy is 
interested in being on the panel. John Morrill and Ivy Main will also be 
on the panel, with Dean Amel of the Sierra Club presenting on how 
Arlington can achieve net 100% renewable electricity by 2035. 

• The Commercial Property Assessed Clean Energy (C-PACE) Program 
Administrator and County staff leads presented C-PACE presentation 
to the Stafford County Economic Development Authority members. 

• County staff will be presenting C-PACE information at the upcoming   
Falls Church City Planning Commission meeting. 
 

2. CEP 5-Year Update - Directional Discussion – 7:30 pm to 8:45 pm 

• Staff reminded the EC members the scope of the CEP technical 
recalibration. Also presented was a general approach and timeline for 
the CEP technical recalibration. The scope is to focus primarily on the 
policies in the CEP. Given the IEMP lessons learned, the district 
energy goal area may need additional refinement. Once the CEP 
changes are approved, then attention can be turned toward any 
corresponding updates to the CEP Implementation Framework 
administrative document. The goal is to bring the suggested CEP 
changes to the Planning Commission and County Board during the 4Q 
of 2018. 

• It was noted that County staff would be the final arbiter to CEP 
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changes, and that staff welcomed comments from the EC members 
and the community on the CEP technical recalibration. Staff plans to 
have online a “CEP Comments & Replies” document. That document 
would track the comments submitted and staff’s replies regarding what, 
if any, changes would happen to the CEP per each comment. This 
process was like the process used to develop the CEP between 2010 - 
2013. 

• The EC members then discussed in detail the review of Goal Area 1 – 
Buildings. Things for EC members to consider when creating 
recommendations for County staff’s review, and questions for County 
staff include: 

o How far should the EC look into the future? Given that the CEP 
is slated to be updated every five years, does it make sense for 
the County staff, consultant, and EC to try to look beyond that 
five-year mark when developing a list of recommended 
changes? 

▪  Staff welcome the EC members’ take on what the County 
and energy modeler should do and consider when it 
conducts the CEP review. 

o Regarding GHG emissions, the Paris Agreement uses absolute 
values. Should Arlington use absolute values or keep the 
mT/capita/year metric? What about the milestones?  

▪  During discussion, there seemed to be consensus not to 
advocate for changes to the milestones at this time; 
some members were open to considering changes to 
milestones if data generated during this process 
suggested that it would be appropriate to do so.  

▪  In addition, it would help the EC members to know what 
the energy modeling undertaken as part of this process 
suggests in terms of potential adjustments to milestones.   

o Should we think about, at some time, changing the way we set 
the target? During the 3.5 years of CEP development, it was 
about aspiring to be like Copenhagen, which was at 3.0 mT. 
Should we instead forecast technology changes and determine 
where the 2050 number should be? 

▪   We are 5 years into a 37-year plan. At some time we 
could revisit the overall GHG emissions reduction target, 
but for now the consensus was to focus on other things.  

o Is there documentation as to how the model was created? 
Where is the model sensitive, e.g., technology changes, policy 
changes, costs? Could the model be made non-proprietary, that 
is, released to the public? If not, can County staff let the EC 
better understand the underlying model principles from the 
consultant? What has the model already taken into account  

o to establish our current milestones and goals? 
▪   The energy model used during CEP development is 
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proprietary. County staff will review the EC’s request and 
attempt to offer insights into the model’s variables and 
assumptions.  

o Regarding Solar PV on buildings, how should that solar 
generation be referenced or incorporated into energy use data 
for buildings?  

▪ There seemed to be consensus that PV on buildings should 
be accurately accounted for in estimating energy use 
under Goal Area 1, with appropriate discussion and 
cross-reference to the Renewable Energy goal area. In 
other words, PV solar should be addressed consistently 
in both sections.  

o Should the CEP Buildings Goals information be based on 
Energy Use Intensity (EUI)? 

▪   Policy 3 in the Buildings Goal Area does not have 
numbers tied to it. Should solar be added to this policy to 
note how solar on buildings can have an impact on Site 
and Source energy, we could elaborate within that Policy. 

• No changes planned at this time. 
o Reduction Targets: Need to wait for data 
o Buildings Goal Area - Policy 3:  Is there a way to quantify non-

grid progress against Policy 3? How do we track progress to 
know how effectively we are implementing the policy? In 
general, should each CEP Policy be quantifiable? This policy is 
related to carbon intensity whereas policies 1 and 2 are EUI-
based, does that matter? The policy is worded weirdly; it seems 
like the policy is to reduce the amount of carbon produced by 
energy use by buildings, but the text thereafter seems to focus 
on advocating using Source Energy instead of Site Energy. 

▪   Staff will send the EC members the EPLs document that 
describes why we are interested in Site vs. Source 
Energy. 

• The EC members then used the remaining limited time to discuss 
crosscutting issues, though some of that discussion occurred earlier in 
the meeting.  

• One to-do item was for the EC Chair to try to identify community 
members with expertise in areas currently underrepresented on the 
EC, and for those responsible for reviewing specific CEP Goals to 
consider experts in those areas who might be willing to assist in the 
EC’s review. We agreed that we are open to inviting experts to work 
with and present to the EC on an ad hoc basis, and to expand the EC  
if good candidates with broad interest and expertise are identified, 
subject to the desire to stay within the goal identified last year of 
“approximately 6 to 10 members.”  

 
3. EC schedule – 8:45 pm to 9:00 pm 
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• As a reminder, the idea was to set up a schedule assigning one or more EC 
member leads to review and offer big picture comments to CEP Goal Areas. 

• For each Goal Area: 
o At the first meeting to discuss it, the lead EC members for that Goal Area 

will present on their initial thoughts and recommendations for changes, 
and conduct a Q&A session with other EC members 

o At the next EC meeting, part of the meeting will be spent reviewing and 
finalizing (subject to a final round of editing at the end of the process) draft 
documents presenting recommendations and comments on the two Goal 
Areas discussed at the previous meeting. The rest of the meeting would 
allow the lead EC members for the next two Goal Areas to present on their 
initial thoughts and recommendations for changes and conduct a Q&A 
session with other EC members 

o The CEP and CEPIF documents are on the EC Sharepoint site to allow for 
simultaneous editing capabilities. 

o The EC will plan to meet on the 3rd Tuesday of each month, as schedules 
allow.  

▪   Rich Dooley will reach out to Adam Segel-Moss to discuss a 
joint EC – E2C2 meeting to occur later in the year once all of 
the EC’s CEP comments are done and submitted to County 
staff. 

• The EC leads for each task are as follows: 
o Crosscutting issues: John Bloom (scribe). 
o Goal Area 1: Buildings: Jonathan Gritz, Scott Dicke and Scott Brideau.  
o Goal Area 2: District Energy: Irwin Kim and Scott Sklar 
o Goal Area 3: Renewable Energy: Scott Sklar, Scott Dicke 
o Goal Area 4: Transportation: Stephanie Burns, John Bloom 
o Goal Area 5: County Government Activities: Stephanie Burns, Irwin Kim 
o Goal Area 6: Education and Human Behavior: Scott Sklar, Scott Brideau 
o Final editing and review: Process TBD 

 
The current EC meeting schedule and topics to be covered is as follows: 
 
 

Meeting Date Location Topics 

Tues., February 20 2100 Washington Blvd., 
Conference Room D (lower 
level), Arlington, VA  22204 

Crosscutting issues 
 
Preliminary discussion: 
  Goal Area 1: Buildings  
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Meeting Date Location Topics 

Tues., March 13 2100 Clarendon Blvd., Azalea 
(lobby level), 22201 

Discussion: 
  Crosscutting issues (ongoing 
work required in this area) 
 
Preliminary discussion: 
  Goal Area 2: District Energy 
Goal Area 3: Renewable Energy 
[If RE goes forward this time, that 
change will need to be reflected in 
later sessions] 
Final discussion: 
  Goal Area 1: Buildings 
 
 

Tues., April 10 2100 Clarendon Blvd., Azalea 
(lobby level), 22201 

Preliminary discussion: 
  Goal Area 3: Renewable Energy 
  Goal Area 4: Transportation 
 
Final discussion: 
  Goal Area 2: District Energy 
 
Guest speaker: ? 
 

Tues., May 15 2100 Clarendon Blvd., Azalea 
(lobby level), 22201 

Final discussion: 
  Goal Area 3: Renewable Energy 
  Goal Area 4: Transportation  
 
Preliminary discussion: 
  Goal Area 5: County Government 
Activities 
  Goal Area 6: Education and 
Human Behavior 
 
Guest speaker: ? 
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Meeting Date Location Topics 

Tues., June 19 2100 Clarendon Blvd., Azalea 
(lobby level), 22201 

Final discussion: 
  Goal Area 5: County Government 
Activities 
  Goal Area 6: Education and 
Human Behavior  
 
Final discussion: 
  Final editing and review 
 
Guest speaker: ? 
 

Tues., July 17 Potential joint EC – E2C2 
meeting 

EC to present suggested CEP 
changes to E2C2 
 
Guest speaker: ? 
 

Tues., Sept 18 2100 Clarendon Blvd., Azalea 
(lobby level), 22201 

TBD 

Tues., Oct 16 2100 Clarendon Blvd., Azalea 
(lobby level), 22201 

TBD 

Tues., Nov 20 2100 Clarendon Blvd., Azalea 
(lobby level), 22201 

TBD 

 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:15 pm. 
 
 

 

 

 

 

  


