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11/19/2014 

Courthouse Square Working Group Meeting #15 

Working Group Discussion: 

(Transcribed by Margaret Rhodes) 

Attendees: 

Working Group 

Nancy Iacomini / Leo Sarli / Janel Brattland / Peter Owen / Patricia Darneille / Bill Ross / Ken Fulton / Jon 

Kinney 

County Staff 

Kris Krider / Jason Beske / Andrew D’huyvetter / 

Public 

Courthouse WG Meeting #15 11/19/14 

 

Cultural Resources 

 One member asked how staff defines a cultural facility. 

 Staff indicated that it could consider alternate locations for things if the memorial trees perish, 

but one member said that it seemed like that was the best location for a grove whether or not 

the trees remain there. 

 One member endorsed the concept of a phased plan. 

 The chair said that the Working Group feels that there should not be a building on the southern 

Square. 

 One member said that he would like to see a round-the-clock pedestrian presence on the 

southern end of the Square. He said that the farmer’s market alone will not be enough to 

animate this area, as it is temporal, operating only on weekends.  He asked if someone will 

actually walk to a coffee shop on the Verizon plaza.  He said that the Verizon plaza could perhaps 

be a good cultural venue, but it would need to be well designed. 

 The chair indicated that staff should show a 3-4 story building with a cultural facility and retail as 

a Working Group alternative to a 12 story building on the Verizon plaza. 

 Another member said that the Working Group never wanted 12 stories on the Verizon plaza and 

would recommend no more than 4 stories.  Another member seconded this. 

 One member said that the Simmonds building should be depicted in the southern Square activity 

zone.  He added that a large building is inappropriate for this area.  If there is private 

development on the Verizon plaza, something architecturally fabulous will need to go on the 

southern Square.  It is hard for the Working Group to evaluate what should go on the Square, as 

the use and public v. private nature of the development for the Verizon plaza is undetermined. 

 The chair said that a cultural resources inventory is needed. 
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 One member said that a heritage building could be a good use on the Verizon plaza site, but it 

would not serve as an anchor. 

 Another member said that he thinks that the concept is not ready.  The Working Group does not 

have the tools to evaluate the options.  He said that the Working Group supports the path they 

are on, but they are not ready to make final recommendations. 

 Another member said that there needs to be a cultural facility definition before the location and 

size of such a building can be determined. 

 Another member agreed that a cultural facility needs analysis should be completed.  He said that 

the most prominent recommendation heard from the public and advocacy groups is the need to 

support the farmer’s market and have a flexible space for other users. 

 Another member said that the farmer’s market only activates the area for half a day on 

weekends and there is a need for additional activation.  He remains uncomfortable about the 

County building in staff’s recommended location and wonders if apartments on the Verizon plaza 

could activate the Square. 

 One member said that public art is important, but public art should not be used to fix problems.  

There needs to be a well-designed County building. 

 Another member said that it is better to have public art physically integrated into the 

infrastructure than to have it added later.  Public art should be fully integrated from the 

beginning of the open space design. 

 The chair agreed that “plop art” is not desirable.   

 One member said that other designers have said that the County building should not be located 

in the Courthouse area.  He said that he thinks the County building is proposed for the wrong 

location. 

 One member suggested that the pavilion be designed with a reference to Lawyer’s Row.  He said 

that he believes in historic preservation.  He wishes that the importance of the Simmonds 

building had been recognized prior to the public workshops. 

 The chair indicated that when Historic Preservation Program staff did additional research on this 

area, they became aware of the significance of the Simmonds building. 

 One member asserted that Historic Preservation Program staff had indicated that the other 

facades were not important.  Staff corrected this assertion and said that staff did not indicate 

that the other facades were unimportant. 

 The chair added that some of the other facades are in fact listed on the County’s Historic 

Resources Inventory and are therefore deemed significant.  She said that she would like to see 

the Simmonds building relocated, but does not see this as the highest priority.  She also said that 

façade preservation can help in the design of a building and can offer something better at the 

pedestrian level. 

 Another member said that there are some instances where façade preservation has been 

successful to a degree. 

 Another member said that he thinks the facades may be challenging to incorporate into a new 

building. 

 The chair and another member both recommended that the Working Group look at the good 

façade preservation example at the Penzance project at Highland Street. 

 Another member said that he has a personal affinity for the Cosi building and not just for the 

exterior.  He said that it exemplifies old Arlington and that there was a similar building that was 



3 
 

lost when the Navy League building was constructed and one reason that the community let it go 

was because there was still the Cosi building.  He thinks that it would be the easiest corner to 

incorporate into the redevelopment of the Landmark Block and that the exterior and interior 

should be preserved.  He said that he would be saddened if it was lost. 

 Another member concurred that the Cosi corner would be the easiest to incorporate. 

 Two members said that the Saul building is another good example of a historic building that has 

been incorporated into a new development. 

 One member said that it will be important to talk about the nature of human activity in this area. 

 Another member said that it is important to have flexibility regarding the potential incorporation 

of a cultural facility here.  Leaving the options broad, such as for a visitor or a performing arts 

center is good.  The last sector plan was too prescriptive. As there appears to be no great passion 

for anything at this point, the decision should be left for a future generation.  This area should be 

identified as a possible location for a cultural facility. 

 Another member said that a cultural facility is a key ingredient of an intelligent community.  This 

is what will attract people from across the river and there is a need for more such facilities 

adjacent to Metro.  Studies have shown that restaurants near a cultural facility are filled before 

performances.  This area is starved for performance space and a cultural facility would be a 

success here. 

 

Sustainability 

 The chair asked if there should be a recommendation that all new buildings in this area be 

district energy ready. 

 One member questioned whether district energy is falling out of favor and being replaced by 

microsystems.   

 Another member said that there has been much discussion about the long-term viability of 

district energy in this region, as opposed to areas with a climate like that of Chicago. 

 The chair suggested that development here set an example for reusing asphalt and other 

materials. 

 One member suggested that the County preserve and refurbish the existing Court Square West 

building and open it up with larger windows.  He said that this would be a way to reuse the 

embodied energy in this solid building. 

 Another member asked if the Court Square West building is the last example of its architectural 

style in Arlington. 

 This member added that it would be inappropriate for a residential building to have the 

monumental view of the National Mall.   

 Two members expressed doubt that canopy trees could thrive over a parking garage.  One noted 

that the trees in Courthouse Plaza are felled every six years.  The other added that it will be very 

important to have adequate soil depth. 

 

Public Land for Public Good 

 The chair said that Public Land for Public Good was not originally included in the Working Group 

charge.  She asked if the group would like to comment on it or not. 
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 One member said that the group should not discuss it, as it was raised a third of the way through 

the process and it is outside of the Working Group’s scope. 

 Another said that it should be added to the long list of needed studies. 

 The chair said that she views this as a separate and parallel process, not as an item for further 

study. 

 One member said that the County Manager indicated that the Courthouse Square process was 

reviewing Public Land for Public Good, so it should indicated that this was not in the Working 

Group’s charge and that the Working Group will not be commenting on this. 

 Two other members concurred. 

 Another member said that he wished that the Working Group had looked at this. 

 The chair said that it is important to let all civic associations have equal weight in the Public Land 

for Public Good discussion and that there is a separate process for this. 

 One member said that one idea might be to subsidize affordable housing here or to leverage 

land to help the development at Fairfax and Courthouse. 

 County Board Member Tejada urged members to be open to the conversation. 

 

Circulation and Parking 

 One member does not agree with the statement in the draft Working Group letter to the County 

Board that the Working Group “generally agrees” with the staff proposal regarding circulation 

and parking.  He added that no one has defined what the big draw is for the promenade. 

 One member said that the aforementioned comment about the promenade assumes that no 

one walks there today and that is not true. 

 Another member said that if you have a big draw like the park, people will walk there anyway.  

She said that she supports the promenade, as does the Radnor/Ft. Myer Civic Association. She 

said that the community wants open space and does not care if the promenade has a 

north/south or diagonal orientation. 

 Another member said that he would prefer a diagonal promenade. 

 Yet another member said that he is struggling with the mini-National Mall concept. 

 Another member said that the previous member who said that there is a lot of north-south 

movement is correct.  When the open space is designed there could be additional diagonal 

paths. 

 The chair said that it is County policy to have through access on large blocks, but that she prefers 

the promenade to a street in this location. 

 One member said that it is worse for pedestrians to have to walk around a long block than for a 

car to have to travel around a long block.  He asked why the north/south orientation is the most 

important.  He said that he is not rejecting it, but would like to know if it has been well justified. 

 Another member said that this is not the only way to move across the area and the open space 

has not been designed yet. 

 One member suggested that the chair add some of the dissenting views, which he said were well 

highlighted in the matrix, in the letter to the County Board.  This member added that he would 

like the additional studies to precede or be concurrent with this process, as opposed to following 

this process. 

 Another member said that parking studies are normally done after a plan is developed. 
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 Another member replied that because of the shared parking here, the normal order of studies 

may not necessarily make sense. 

 One member said that he does not think that 15th Street should be entirely car free. 

 Another member said that 15th Street could have rush hour only traffic. 

 Yet another member said that parking going under streets is contrary to County policy. 

 Regarding the Landmark block, one member suggested that eliminating an entrance on the 

Landmark block would be a public benefit. 

 

Open Space 

 The Veitch Street area is important to the community, said one member.  In fact, he said, it is the 

top priority of some residents. 

 Another asked if the Veitch Street area would be dealt with more during the park planning 

process. 

 Another member asserted that Veitch Street is not the most important aspect of this plan. 

 On another topic, one member said that many members of the Working Group have said that 

the whole square should be green with no buildings on it.  Another member concurred with this. 

 Another member said that the emphasis should be on the quality, to the quantity, of the open 

space. 

 Another member said that the community was really behind the idea of a large green space with 

a market and that this has been lost in the discussion.  People do not want a permanent large 

building on the southern end of the square. 

 

Building Location and Design 

 One member said he supports the combined theatre/Court Square West site, as it would be 

facing Metro. He suggested that the back be cut off the building to allow for a larger Veitch 

Street promenade. 

 Another member seconded this building location. 

 One member asked if the major County office entrance would still be on the Court Square West 

site.  He said that he rejects such an entrance and would prefer the entrance to be on Metro or 

in the middle of the building. 

 This aforementioned member and another member voiced opposition to the Court Square West 

location.  One added that if the County building was located on this site, there would have to be 

an entry hierarchy between the Metro and square entrances, as door placement is important for 

functional and symbolic reasons. 

 Another member said that a County needs analysis should drive the building location. 

 Concurring, one member added that more solid numbers are needed to make a 

recommendation. 

 Another member said that the square footage needed for an office can change over time. 

 One member noted that citizens are concerned about losing the cinema use. 

 Regarding the cinema, another member said that the theatre is a private venture and the movie 

theatre business is dying a slow depth.  She recommended that this not be written into the plan. 
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 Another member disagreed, saying that it would be good to have something about a theatre use 

in the plan. 

 Another member asked if the County policy goals should be used to preserve the cinema.  This 

may or may not be a good use of County energy.  There may be a need to educate the public 

about this use, but it should be noted that the public does care about this use. 

 

Building Use 

 One member recommended that the County provide a pro/con analysis of the Strayer and 

Verizon sites, looking at, among other things, constructability and parkability. 

 One member said there should be at least an 18-20 foot walkway underneath the building on 

Veitch Street.  Will the Simmonds building go where the kiosk is?  The County should look to see 

if the Simmonds building would fit there.  He recommends that the parking garage have 3.5 

levels of parking, as the slope for the half story would not add that much more expense.  There 

will need to be ample parking if there will be a cultural center here.  Overparking will help to 

prevent parking in the surrounding neighborhoods. 

 The chair said that the Working Group prefers an office use on the Landmark site.   

 On the Strayer site, the chair said that the Working Group recommends residential or office 

development.  One member said that it should be office, as balconies look messy.  Three others 

said that they do not care whether the site is residential or office. 

  As for the Verizon site, one member said that there should not be a major residential use here, 

as it is de-activating.   

 Another member said that there should not be a battle over use and that residential should 

remain an option for this site.  He asked if office is a preference for the Landmark site.  He would 

prefer to see the combined theatre/Court Square West site as the location for the County 

building, but thinks that this site could be residential if it was not developed by the County. He 

added that a hotel could be a good use on the Landmark block or any site. 

 Another member concurred that a hotel use could be a good use on any site. 


