
E2C2 Energy Committee  
July 11, 2018 Meeting Summary 

 
 
Greetings and Agenda Review 
•   No changes needed to agenda 
 
Review CEP Comments document 
• Transportation - Topic E - Comment #9 - "….electric vehicles (Add) ...”as an 

alternative to fossil fuels.....”     
◦ What about scooters, bikes? Do "vehicles" include bikes, scooters? How 

should that idea be noted here? 
• DE 

◦ Resiliency - does the CEP address that well? 
◦ Some in the group thought the CEP should note climate change issues 

explicitly, not back away from the topic 
◦ Should we promise that distributed energy will be cheaper than the grid?  
◦ Is efficiency the appropriate metric to use when the grid is a mix of nuclear, 

renewable and fossil fuels? Aren’t emissions what we care about? 
◦ Should we promise that distributed energy will be cleaner than the grid will be?  
◦ There was general agreement that these questions are debatable and that the 

text should be more cautious in making claims about CHP and other forms of 
distributed energy. One member suggested revised text that other members 
liked.  

◦ Committee members are looking forward to consultants’ assessment of the 
grid’s future emissions intensity and fuel mix.  

◦ Should we keep in the numbers in the CEP that talk of the grid's overall 
efficiency? Is emissions intensity now a more relevant metric? 

◦ We should think about cost-benefit analysis as we assess the best options. 
◦ Think about expanding the DE chapter to beyond CHP and district energy. 

Instead, think of the value of all locally-generated or regionally-generated 
energy system options. 

◦ See in the CEP Comments document “Existing Policy P2.1” - ensure Arlington 
will use DE as long as it adequately addresses the CEP's three lenses.  

◦ We need to define "Distributed generation or energy" 
◦ Next steps - look at the draft Intro John B emailed out late 7/10, and 

revisit the EC comments on this chapter  
 
Prepare for E2C2 meeting 
•   Goals: 

◦ Report out from EC to E2C2 on the CEP update comments 
◦ Give staff the chance to update everyone on the staffs’ and consultants’ work 

thus far, e.g., Inventory results, modeling work being done (10 minutes) 
▸ Inventory update – give the headline #; tell folks why the change from 

13.4 to 12.9 baseline 
▸ Modelling work being done - status 



▸ Process - where are we in the timeline of the CEP Update project 
◦ Option: Pick the top two or three themes within each CEP Goal Area to 

characterize and summarize the essence of EC's comments to staff for each of 
the 6 Goal Areas - cover comments and questions posed to staff 

◦ Option: Pick the top 5 overall comments, regardless of Goal Area. Perhaps 
start with 3-5 overall themes of changes, comments, questions, (10 minutes)  
▸ Buildings, RE, DE are the three biggest change chapters 

◦ Assume E2C2 will provide the EC members an hour 
◦ We don’t need to go over the comments in detail – circulate them in advance 

and welcome questions before, during and after the meeting but avoid getting 
into the weeds  

◦ Next steps: John B can present and open for discussion. He will take 
today’s comments and develop a slide deck  

 
Inventory and modeling Task Orders, updates 
◦ EC members have the option of reviewing the Modeling Task Order and providing 

comments. Even if the comments do not change the current energy modelling 
effort, the comments could help to inform future energy modeling for CEP updates. 

◦ Members suggested that, where possible, high impact, high uncertainty variables 
should be handled the way that the modelers are handling the issue of population – 
by building “dials” into the spreadsheet model so that assumptions can be adjusted 
easily. If that is not possible, there was discussion about the pros and cons of high, 
medium and low estimates as a way to convey a range of possibilities 
▸ 160 MW of local solar PV energy generation – EC members felt that the 

consultants should be asked to take a fresh look at the potential for 
onsite solar energy in Arlington. Having this number reviewed and 
revised was a consensus recommendation under Goal Area 3.  

• Staff and the consultants will likely pick one number, not necessarily a range of 
numbers 

• Overall - it would be good to add a sensitivity analysis to the overall modeling 
effort 

 
Ideas for Fall EC meeting Agenda items 
• Bring in guest speakers? Issues to learn more about? 

◦ APS - solarization, net zero energy efforts 
◦ VPPAs - what is possible? 
◦ Legislation - to follow up on the E2C2 letter 
◦ A high priority: Inviting representatives from other jurisdictions - e.g., 

Alexandria EPC, Fairfax, DC 
◦ Underserved communities - how to address them? Bring in groups that work 

regularly with the underserved communities 
◦ Transportation - bring in an expert from the County 
◦ Microgrids - Scott Brideau knows of a designer via ULI; AECOM, Siemens 

reps - or maybe the Walter Reed (DC) contractor  
▸ What about developing a Microgrid Forum or panel where EC would 

moderate and we bring in a larger group from the public to  



◦ Janine Finnell – held a recent Microgrid session – it was well attended 
◦ For the October CEP Update meeting - What about a panel of experts to 

talk about the changes and advancements in different Goal Areas? 
◦ Electrification (Demetra’s contact) 
◦ Chamber of Commerce (October?) will have a Restaurants discussion 
◦ Don’t schedule our meeting for Oct 19th – that would conflict with EcoAction 

Gala 
 
Wrap-up, Personal updates 
• Irwin 

◦ There is a briefing today at the Pentagon from DOM on 23 possible ECMs for 
the Pentagon.  

◦ EcoAction EnergyMasters program e-mail - promoting that.  
◦ October = Energy Awareness Month – Irwin will send us a date in case the 

AIRE Team would like to participate.  
◦ Recently visited California energy locations as part of his Graduate school 

program.  
• Scott D 

◦ Falls Church and Alexandria are both looking at developing a CPACE 
program.  

◦ He attended an EcoAction Arlington event which was at the same time of the 
Sierra Club Central Library event. At his event, he wanted to see if there was a 
way for EcoAction to help improve a building’s performance even if CPACE is 
not going to be used for a MFH building. EcoAction is looking for additional 
places to do work - can the EC help channel their energy?  

◦ VA Hospital Center project - looking for ways to increase the critical asset's 
resiliency. John B and Scott S interested in talking more about that project.  

◦ Is there a role for EC members to review projects for E2C2 and look at the 
projects through an energy lens (question for Mike Mesmer)? 

• J Gritz – no update  
• Scott Sklar - no update 
• Scott B  

◦ See his Sierra Club newsletter piece - State chapter newsletter 
• Rick K  

◦ He moderated the Sierra Club event at Central Library.  
◦ He is tracking the APS solar PPA vendors proposals - upcoming meeting to 

review those, 3+ MW on 5 facilities. 
• Stephanie 

◦ Citizens Climate Lobby - 1200 volunteers recently on The Hill to meet with all 
House offices, e.g., Rep. Beyer – he was engaged and aligned with what the 
org does. The reps on The Hill said the CCL should engage with the business 
community - elected officials claim the business leaders do not and are not 
coming to the elected reps asking for change to address climate issues. 

 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:35 am 


