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11/13/2014 

Courthouse Square Long Range Planning Committee #3 

 

LRPC Discussion: 

(Transcribed by Margaret Rhodes) 

 

Attendees: 

LRPC Members 

Inta Malis (LRPC Chair) / Erik Gutshall / Nancy Iacomini / Steve Cole / Karen Kumm Morris / Ginger Briggs Brown / 

Chris Forinash 

County Staff  

Kris Krider / Jason Beske / Margaret Rhodes / Diane Probus 

Public 

Andrea Dudney / Robert Vaughan / David Phillips / Inda Stagg / Laura Doore / Tom Roberts 

 

Meeting Agenda: 

 Introductory and opening remarks were provided by LRPC Chair Inta Malis. The purpose of the meeting was 
to continue the discussion of the Courthouse Square planning process and the draft concept plan initiated at 
the previous LRPC meeting. 

 Kris Krider outlined the planning process and Jason Beske made a presentation on the draft concept which 
was followed by discussion. The principal LRPC comments from the discussion are summarized below.  

 

LRPC Discussion: 

The following comments and questions were raised by LRPC members. 
 

 One commissioner asked if the Working Group chair will be preparing a report for the County Board.   

 The Working Group chair responded that a letter or a memorandum will be sent to the County Board 
outlining Working Group variances with the staff position.  Staff is compiling a matrix with comments from 
the commissions, committees, boards and civic associations with which it has met. 

 One commissioner asked if it is certain that a new County building will be constructed.  Staff responded that 
the County could continue to lease space, as opposed to constructing a new County building, but that the 
County Board charged it with recommending a site for a potential new County building. 
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 A commissioner noted that the current County building is located in one of the most prominent locations in 
the study area, as it is near Metro, the buses, etc.. 

 One commissioner said that he is sensitive to the notion of private development on public land. 

 Regarding a cultural facility, one commissioner asked if there were any specific recommendations.  He also 
wanted to know why the Landmark site is not being considered for the County building. 

 Another commissioner asked why the Simmonds building was not captured in the initial Historic Resources 
Inventory survey. 

 One commissioner noted that the new buildings framing the space is a good idea.  She recommended that 
views and vistas be shown on the concept plan.  Could the marketplace be a building?  She suggested that 
this might be a good idea, as less is more for open space.  It is a good idea to have a defined civic space and 
some of the open space should be hardscape for the market and other activities.  She opined that staff 
seemed to be striking a good balance with its concept.  She suggested that the southern square area be 
shown as a buildable area, as opposed to a building footprint.  Overall she indicated that she supports the 
proposed building locations.  She also supports up to 10 stories on the Verizon site, as this is a good site for 
affordable housing.  She said that a private use on public land is fine if it helps to subsidize the garage, the 
park and other community goals and it is done in a way to support the public mission, i.e. it is not a giveaway. 

 Another commissioner commented that she has observed that there are some aspects of the staff proposal 
that are very general and others that seem very specific and “locked in.” 

 One commissioner asked if there will be an illustrative concept plan that is shared with the County Board at 
the upcoming work session.  Staff responded that it was charged with developing the concept plan and that 
the work session will provide guidance so that staff can develop a more finely grained proposal. 

 With respect to cultural resources, one commissioner said that she does not think that she has enough 
information at this time to opine on whether or not the Simmonds building should be preserved. 

 One commissioner noted that he likes the activated open spaces proposed in the concept plan.  He said that 
there will be a number of buses and cars using 15th and 14 Streets, so it is difficult for him to picture cafes on 
any of the street edges framing the square.  He also asked why there is no activation proposed for 2100 
Clarendon Boulevard. 

 Another commissioner proposed an 80’ County building all across the southern edge of the plaza that would 
cut across and terminate the promenade.  He recommended that the government building symbolize 
government openness and be highly visible and accessible with café space. 

 Another commissioner observed that there are currently lots of pedestrians crossing to and from the Courts 
building.  She wondered if that activity/activation will disappear with construction of an underground parking 
garage.  She noted that this activation would be important for the square and was concerned that by 
encouraging people to go underground they might patronize local retailers and activate the square less. 

 Another commissioner added that some of the pedestrian activity in this area is related to the housing in the 
Radnor Ft. Myer Heights neighborhood.  She said that the Working Group is supportive of a garage entrance 
at 14th Street and Courthouse Road which would reduce traffic and improve the pedestrian crossing on 
Courthouse Road. She added that nearby residents really view this square as having an east-west orientation, 
though they support the north-south promenade. 

 One commissioner said that people will always chose the scenic route, so she was not concerned that there 
would be less pedestrian activation as a result of the underground parking garage.  She said that the square 
will be a “jewel” of a space that draws people. 



3 
 

3 
 

 One commissioner asked whether residential development on the square will help or hurt the space. This will 
be a place for concerts, protests and so forth and is residential development compatible with such uses?  
Another commissioner responded that it is possible that residential development is synergistic with a space 
like this. 

 Another commissioner said that she finds the open spaces interesting and varied and thinks that they will 
meet a broad range of needs.  She appreciates that all of the spaces are not geometric and says that quirky, 
organic, authentic spaces are appropriate for Arlington.  She advocates for such rich and multifaceted spaces, 
as opposed to a heavy civic space. 

 Regarding building heights, one commissioner said that he would support a taller building on the Landmark 
block.  He, like a previous commissioner, suggests that the County building should be located at the southern 
end of the open space. 

 Another commissioner said that the concept plans should show more trees.   

 One commissioner said that he thinks that the square is insufficiently defined and that this study should 
provide design parameters for the square. 

 Another commissioner asked why there would be more people in the square than there are now.  What in 
these plans will dramatically change this area?  From whence will the concentration of activity come, 
especially at night?   


