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E2C2 Energy Committee  
April 10, 2018 Meeting Summary 

 
Present: John Bloom, Scott Sklar, Stephanie Burns, Jonathan Gritz, Scott Dicke, Rick 
Keller, Scott Brideau, and Rich Dooley (Staff)   
 

1. Greetings, Update 
 
• Waiting to see what happens with the latest VA legislative session and discussions 

about VA joining the RGGI program. 
• There is a George Mason University free lecture by Professor Jim Kinter, Director of 

Mason’s Center for Ocean-Land-Atmosphere Studies (COLA). Professor Kinter will 
provide a talk on how climate change is affecting Virginia. April 24, 7 PM, City of 
Fairfax, Old Town Hall (second floor), 3999 University Drive, Fairfax, VA 

• The 2018 PACE Nation Summit recently took place in Denver, CO. It was good to 
see and hear about successful c-PACE projects happening around the country, and 
taking those lessons learned while implementing Arlington’s C-PACE program. 

• The Sierra Club will present Ready for 100 program information and ask for an 
endorsement at the May 4th Arlington Chamber of Commerce Sustainability 
Committee meeting.  

• Government officials in the Hampton Roads area benefited from a VAEEC-
originated C-PACE information session.  

• To help learn what other leading communities are doing to address resiliency, 
County staff joined a group of other experts in the region at the recent Building 
Resilient Communities conference in Pittsburgh. 

• A group of representatives from Northern VA universities met to discuss critical 
infrastructure issues. 

• The Energy Committee will present a CEP update project status check-in and be 
part of the upcoming April 23rd E2C2 meeting. Erik Gutshall is coming and 
presenting at the meeting, as is the NEW OSEM Bureau Chief, Demetra McBride.  

• Regarding the next FY Arlington budget proceedings, Paul Ferguson was the 
primary person at the recent Budget Hearing that supported AIRE. At the April 5 
Tax Rate Hearing, EC members testified and talked with CB members about 
keeping the same amount of Residential Utility Tax (RUT) funding for AIRE efforts. 
There was consideration of reiterating previous CB policies to send the RUT 
funding to AIRE. Last, the E2C2 letter to the CB was shared among the EC 
members. 

 
2. CEP 5-Year Update 
 
The EC members discussed the District Energy Goal Area: 
 
• Microgrids (MGs): about 40 new MGs are coming onboard in the US. There is the 

possibility of having multiple MGs, that is, one or more in each Arlington 
neighborhood. MGs could, within about 7 years, see price parity. Various 
components at this time, e.g., solar PV, have come down in price to help MGs be 

http://pacenation.us/summit18/
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financially viable. The Connect Arlington initiative could blend with this idea. A blend 
of property types with one owner is the best option.  

• Batteries have come down in price 60%+ in the last few years. 
• Change this Goal Area label to "Distributed Generation" or "Diversified Energy 

Sources and System/Technology Optimization." 
▸ Optional label: Energy Infrastructure Resilience 

• We need to keep in mind the three overarching CEP lenses, tenets: Arlington’s 
economic competitiveness, energy security or resiliency, and environmental 
commitment. 

• Option: The DE technologies could fit into other existing Goal Areas, e.g., Buildings. 
▸ An approach like this could also address current Policy 1.3 - Source vs. Site 

Energy. 
• Resiliency is not well-defined in the current CEP - how to improve that? 

▸ Also, the other Goal Areas are more tangible than the concept of “resiliency.” 
However, labeling this Goal Area as “resiliency” is difficult since the term 
seems to be too abstract a concept to put into its own Goal Area. 

• Include in this Goal Area a definition for “resiliency” since this DE Goal Area is one 
of the main ways the CEP addresses energy security or resiliency.  

• Note - the current Buildings section looks at Residential and Non-Residential 
buildings - whereas DE, CHP, MGs works across multiple types of buildings; the DE 
Goal Area goes up in SCALE from an energy system perspective 

• Scott S and Irwin will incorporate the discussion into the group’s comments back to 
staff. 

 
The EC members discussed the Renewable Energy Goal Area: 
 
• See slides presented by Scott Dicke in Attachment 1.  
• The Goal Area is currently geographically limited to Arlington-local renewable 

energy; does not include renewable energy generated outside Arlington, such as 
utility-scale solar PV and wind that can be used by Arlington. There is a need to 
look beyond the Arlington borders. 

• Do we know what the actual local solar PV capacity potential is? Rich Dooley sent 
to the group the PV capacity study conducted for the County in 2011-2012. John 
Bloom shared NVRC’s estimate of 495 MW for viable Arlington rooftops based on 
2016 technology. 

• What about creating an Arlington-based RPS? 
 
The EC members discussed the Transportation Goal Area: 
 
• Given the limited time tonight, the goal is to briefly introduce this section tonight, 

then collect comments afterwards via e-mail. 
• The overarching sentiment of this Goal Area as currently written is to, "Move more 

people with lower GHGe." 
• The 2012 GHG Inventory: is the transportation sector contributing 4.1 

mt/capita/year or 3.7 mt? Staff reply: The 2012 inventory shows the community 
transportation-related emissions in 2012 totaled 836,434 metric tons CO2e, which 

https://departments.arlingtonva.us/dts/connectarlington/
https://environment.arlingtonva.us/wp-content/uploads/sites/13/2015/08/2012-ArCo-Community-Report-Final.pdf


3 

 

was a decrease of approximately 1 percent compared to the 2007 estimate for 
Arlington County of 841,599. Given the overall CO2e, this equates to the 
transportation sector contributing 3.9 mt/capita/year to the total (2,403,295 metric 
tons CO2e resulted in 11.3 overall mt/capita/year). 

• People are confused with the proposed drop over time to year 2050 in the 
transportation sector CO2e – is it a 68% and not a 73% drop over time? 

• VMTs, MPGe, and Emissions per gallon – should we set targets for each of those? 
• Try to create an equivalency example to let people know how ambitious this is, e.g., 

what’s the equivalent number of cars taken off the road such a CO2e equates to? 
• EC members met with Ritch Viola. When the Master Transportation plan (MTP) 

Elements are updated (from 2008) – should we request to have the CEP align with 
those updated MTP Elements, vice-versa? 

• In predicting the future, we should really think about how new technologies could 
change things, e.g., autonomous vehicles, EVs.  

• Next step - put the initial comments in a Google Doc, share it among team 
members, finalize comments. 

• This section will likely not undergo much of a change. However, it should take into 
account changes since CEP adoption, e.g., there will not be a Columbia Pike 
Streetcar, which was envisioned at the time of the CEP developed in 2012. Update 
the assumptions in the energy model to reflect current day thinking. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 9:21 pm. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 – GOAL 3 SLIDES 
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