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 E2C2 Energy Committee  
June 18, 2018 Meeting Summary 

 
 

1. Greetings, review agenda – 7:30 to 7:35 am 
• Energy Committee (EC) members and the new County Office of Sustainability and 

Environmental Management Bureau Chief, Ms. Demetra McBride, took turns introducing 
themselves. 

• The group also provided updates on items related to CEP implementation: 
• Sklar: A group of students anecdotally looked at power quality in South Arlington. He will 

look to expand on that statistically by working with VT, and produce something to share 
with the EC members. 

• Staff noted that HB204, a bill regarding benchmarking, failed in subcommittee this past 
legislative session. Given the success of benchmarking in DC and Montgomery County 
(MD), AIRE staff will look into ways to enhance the current benchmarking done in public 
and private sector buildings.  

• Staff also noted the active pursuit of external funding, including a potential opportunity 
through the Bloomberg Foundation. In addition, given the potential opportunities at the 
State level, the group discussed whether the Chamber of Commerce and/or Economic 
Development could help get business interests aligned, or whether the Sierra Club could 
be good sponsors for a County effort.  

 

2. CEP 5-year update – 7:35 to 9:15 [20 mins average per item] 
a. Update on current activities (GHG inventory, etc.) and timeline for CEP review – Rich 
b. Goal Area 5 – Review draft comments – County Government Activities (Stephanie and Rick) 
c. Goal Area 6 – Review draft comments – Education and Human Behavior (Scott B. and Rick) 
d. Cross-cutting issues – Review draft comments – John 
e. Finalizing our comments and presenting to E2C2 on July 23 

i. Intro/summary 
ii. PPT for E2C2? 

============================================================================ 
2a – Comments made and questions asked about the CEP Update project, in general: 

 
Rich Dooley provided an update on the progress-to-date on the greenhouse gas emissions inventory 
work and the energy modeling work being done by consultants. He also outlined the general timeline 
for the CEP Update project. County staff will review the CEP and incorporate EC comments, 
comments from the general public, and inputs from the consultants’ work to draft a CEP update by 
the end of the calendar year. In the Fall, County staff plan to hold a couple of public listening sessions 
to gather additional public feedback regarding Arlington’s energy future. In early 2019, County staff 
plan to vet the suggested CEP update through various Commissions with a plan of finalizing the 
process by the end of Spring 2019. 
 
EC members asked questions and provided comments regarding the County’s work with consultants 
County staff plan to be at the upcoming July 23rd joint E2C2/EC meeting and will be happy to reply to 
those questions and comments at that meeting. 
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2b – Comments made and questions discussed regarding Goal Area 5-County Gov’t Activities: 
 
• Can the County government use offsets to meet our GHGe goals? 
• Should we ask the County to stretch, that is, to do as much as possible? 
• Ask the energy modeler to determine what is the best, most achievable goal to target 
• Add an additional Policy?: Electrify the County vehicle fleet under its control 

◦ How would natural gas from the WPCP Solids Master Plan effort feeding to the ART bus 
fleet make it more challenging for Arlington to make the ART fleet all-electric? 

◦ Add electric vehicle supply equipment (EVSE) - vehicle-to-grid - to the mix and set of 
options - infrastructure is important 

• Is there a willingness for Arlington to enter into a regional purchasing contract to further lower the 
costs to invest in new fleet, infrastructure? 
◦ Bulk purchasing can save governments upwards of 15% compared to going it alone 
◦ Possibly put into the CEPIF as a new Strategy or Tool? 

• Other regional coordination across purchasing, planning, etc. might help with economies of scale 
◦ Fairfax County, Alexandria - they are moving on multiple fronts regarding environmental 

issues 
• Regarding Economics: Should we add a Policy to emphasize the need to work closely with the 

community, including homeowners, renters, tenants, community groups, business and property 
owners? Layer onto that specific Strategies and Tools in the CEPIF to further bolster the 
importance of this idea. Emphasize "collaboration," recognizing that different stakeholder groups 
will have different interests. 
◦ Business community does not want to advance new interests because they are fearful that 

will result in a new tax to be imposed. 
◦ AED staff promote the CEP. However, we should package together the various CEP-related 

initiatives, programs we have in place that can help the private sector as business leaders 
and their employees as homeowners, commuters. Get and include testimonials from past 
project winners to showcase the benefits of the AIRE programs.  

◦ Words to use: "engagement" and "collaboration" 
• E: Standards for offsets: Does this belong in the Renewable Energy (RE) section? The group 

seemed to think yes, move it to RE.  
 
2c - Comments made and questions discussed regarding Goal Area 6 - Education and Human 

Behavior: 
 
• Suggested change to the Goal: Instead of changing the Goal to “….support corporate action…." 

change it instead to, “……support personal, commercial, and institutional actions….." 
• 6.1 - include “behavior change” 
• 6.2 - increase exposure and experience of new technologies to let people, facility managers get 

comfortable with those technologies – does this warrant a new Policy? 
• 6.3 – new Policy (make the old 6.3 now 6.4) 
• Universities - form some sort of ad hoc university council including GMU, VT, others to provide a 

organizational construct for those groups to work with ArlCo in a more official manner 
• Work more closely with Trade Schools, local unions 
• Talk with building owners, property managers to see what types of classes would be most 

helpful to them 
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• Civic Associations – If the CMO is getting them together to share information - why not treat that 
as a chance to discuss thematic, energy issues? 

 
2d – Comments made and questions discussed regarding the draft comments on CEP cross-
cutting issues 
 
• Reorder the cross-cutting comments - Standards for Review -  

◦ Modelling is seen as a tool to help us determine what our energy future can and should be 
• Consensus that the overall GHG goal should be reconsidered consistent with the standards of 

review 
• #5 - think about other benefits to changing our energy use over time - cleaner air 
• How to deal with equity or health in this and/or future updates - they should be part of the 

ongoing consideration 
◦ DC SEU - goals are sometimes in conflict with each other, so we should ensure we can 

align the various goals, policies 
• #7 – text sounds extreme in suggesting that natural gas is an undesirable fuel source  

◦ Gas is now economically and technically difficult to replace in some applications  
◦ Good decisions can be made based on lifecycle cost and GHG analyses of options 
◦ Agreement to use language that reflects consensus on these points 

• Updates to the cross-cutting draft comments to staff will be provided by e-mail to EC members 
 
2e – Prepare for July joint E2C2/EC meeting 
 
• EC meets in July - make it AM on the 11th (17th could be a Plan B) - 7:30 am start 
• During that meeting the EC members can prepare for the E2C2 meeting, PPT etc. 
 
3 - Wrap-up – 9:15 to 9:30 

 
• There’s a need for another E2C2 member  

◦ Staff noted that a few people have expressed interest in being involved - talk with John B 
about that 

• Use Goal Area 5 as the format to use for all Goal Area comment submissions to staff  
 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:30 am. 
 
 
 


