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Courthouse WG Meeting #16  3/18/15 

Jason Beske made a presentation to the Working Group and shared the County Board’s input provided at 
the work session.  This was followed by a Working Group discussion. 

 One member asked what the definition of a shared street is. 
 One member indicated that staff seems to have a very different interpretation of the County 

Boar’s guidance than he had and he would have liked for there to have been a Working Group 
meeting directly following the County Board work session. 

 One member asked if there is enough room for a bike lane on Courthouse Road with the parking.  
He wanted to know if parking alongside the park is a good idea. 

 One member said that the draft addendum has inconsistencies within it and is not consistent 
with other successful sector plans.  It jumps from aspirational to descriptive to prescriptive and 
“could” v. “should” v. “determined.”  Proposed options are not usually part of a policy-making 
document.  Some consensus items were not included in the document.   

 This same member asked if the County Board agreed to have public safety vehicles underground. 
 He also said that the sector plan should indicate where the entrances should be as opposed to 

saying “the entrances should be coordinated.”   
 He added that underground parking is perhaps the key recommendation of this plan and it is only 

mentioned once and briefly. 
 This same member noted that the treatment of 14th Street is very curious.  He said that a 

pedestrian orientation would work if the Square extended to Verizon Plaza, but wondered why 
there would be a pedestrian oriented street in this location if there is now a proposal to 
terminate the Square with a building. 

 Another member said that he really likes the direction of the plan, but does not like the 
vagueness of the statement “bike lanes will be improved.”  How will they be improved?  Will they 
be buffered or widened?  There is a need for greater specificity. 
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 One member asked if 14th Street will be closed.  Will the promenade go over it?  Will there be a 
reduction of traffic lanes on Wilson and Clarendon Boulevards? 

 Another member said that he likes the idea of the big stairs along Veitch Street.  He wanted to 
know if cars will be permitted in this area.  He suggested that a picture be provided. 

 One member said that there no longer seems to be a Verizon Plaza garage entrance shown.  He 
noted that an entrance in this location would be able to take advantage of the topography in this 
area. 

 This same member asked if it is really a good idea to connect the main underground garage to 
the Courts building. 

 Another member noted that it would be important to have a garage entrance that remains 
accessible even when the farmers’ market is taking place and even if a trial has forced the 
shutdown of Courthouse Road. 

 

Open Space 

 One member noted that at the recent public fora, residents really liked the open spaces.  How do 
the comments made by the public throughout this process move forward to inform the future 
international design competition?  How do we memorialize these comments? 

 Another member said that the addition of the civic building means a loss of open space.  He said 
that he is supportive of having trees, but perhaps there should not be trees in front of the steps 
to the civic building because that is where there would be speeches, etc..   

 This member also asked how the promenade will terminate on 14th Street.  Will there be pillars or 
something to define the space? 

 Another member said that it will be important to have a visual cue to anchor the East/West 
access.  He suggested that the war memorial could be put there which would fit in well with the 
civic function of this area. 

 Another member said that it would be necessary to discuss the relocation of the war memorial 
from Clarendon with the Legion, but that an organizing feature in this area is a good idea. 

 One member said that he thought that the inclusion of the Veitch terrace is illustrative of an idea 
generated by the citizens that was then included in the plan.  He said that this is very positive. 

 Another member suggested that some of the axiality of the plan be loosened.  He recommended 
connecting the southern Square building with the County building and having less structure in 
where the trees are planted. He advocated for a Greek, as opposed to a Roman, approach. 

 One member said it appears that the addendum does not plan for the order in which things will 
be built, etc.. 

 This same member asked if the public is interested in and supportive of encroachment on the 
open space in the form of the southern square building, etc..  He wondered if with such an open 
question about how the space will be designed, people will be comfortable with the proposed 
amount of open space. 

Buildings 

 One member asked why the County building is located so far from Metro.  She suggested that the 
building be located on 15th not 14th Street. 
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 Another member said that not having a building on 15th Street makes the open space feel bigger 
and the Strayer/Landmark blocks serve as a delineator. 

 Another member asked if the facilities study will inform the location of the County building. 
 This same member noted that this plan is not as detailed as the Clarendon Sector Plan. 
 Another member said that it is easy to located Alexandria City Hall and Capitol Hill, but the 

County building will be hard to locate here, as it is hidden off to the side.  She said that a business 
case needs to be made for a new County building. 

 Another member said that there used to be a civic building where the parking lot is now.  She 
added that people do not seem to realize that the County does not own 2100 Clarendon 
Boulevard. 

 One member said that his concern is that the needs analysis will be done after this addendum is 
adopted. 

 Another member said that there may be a good non-financial, ie. civic, reason to have a County 
building. 

 One member said that he personally would like to see a County building on the Square, but he 
does not think that there is a groundswell of public support for this. 

 One member said that he does not see the theatre mentioned in this document and that was 
something that the public was very interested in maintaining. 

 Another member said that the movie theatre business will be very different 10 years from now. 
 Another member said that perhaps broader language referring to an entertainment use could be 

incorporated. 
 One member asked how the County will encourage parking contributions for the central garage.  

Perhaps the plan should say that density and height are predicated on contributions. 
 This same member noted that it appears that the County has already given up on the idea of 

Verizon Plaza as a source of commercial benefit.   
 This member also wondered if condominium development is incompatible with the Square. 
 Another member asked how condominium development is different from rental development in 

terms of its impacts. 
 Another member asked if the heights shown in the plan are absolute maximums or if bonus 

density could be added.  How will penthouses be treated? 
 One member said that sector plans should provide certainty. 
 Another member said that this conversation is not useful without the design guidelines. 
 One member said that she is insulted by the bolded paragraph in the cultural resources section.  

She said that it is very troubling that the addendum is not firm about the goals. 
 Another member said that he seconds this option and thinks that the plan should have guidance 

about how historic preservation will be incorporated.  The expectations should be settled now. 

Cultural Resources 

 One member asked if there will be a cultural resources study. 
 Another member said that this is an opportunity for public art. 
 Another member echoed a previous comment that there is an inconsistent voice throughout the 

plan. 
 One member said that the area has lost a community center and there is no gym in this area.  She 

wanted to know if the cultural facility will have an arts, entertainment, theatre or sports use. 
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 Another member said that the cultural facility could include entertainment, arts and historical 
uses, but that there is no vision for an indoor athletic space.  There could be indoor meeting 
space, however. 

Sustainability 

 One member asked about the treatment of stormwater in the plan. 

General 

 One member said that it will be useful to see how this text works with the design guidelines.  
Seeing the integrated whole is important. 

 Another member said that he did not agree with staff’s interpretation of the County Board’s 
guidance.  He thinks that the County Board indicated that further work with the Working Group 
and the public, along with the completion of other studies, was needed.  He recommends that 
the Four Courts block, Courthouse Plaza and the Judicial Plaza be addressed.  He said that he 
would not be surprised if there was little public support for this document because it is staff-
driven.  He said that it is false to say that this planning process was centered around civic 
engagement.  He believes that this was peripheral to staff discussions. He then said that he 
agrees with most of the recommendations in this document, but that there are some outstanding 
issues. 

 Another member said that the community center idea was never raised here and that there is a 
need for a retail strategy. 

 One member said that having the consultants was a mistake because their involvement 
eliminated direct contact between the public and staff.  He said that once the process moved to 
the Working Group table, staff was very responsive.   

 Another member said that he is concerned about the involvement of the rest of Arlington. 
 One member said that consultants are not usually brought in until after six months.  She said that 

this plan is different from other sector plans and that having staff from the Urban Design and 
Research Team is also different.  This has not been an Arlington-style plan. 

 Another member said that we need to get off the path of marching towards sector plan adoption 
come what may.  He thinks this plan and process can still be turned around. 

 The Working Group agreed that at least one other meeting is needed to review the design 
guidelines and implementation matrices. 
 

 

4 
 


