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EDISON PARK RENOVATIONS  
COMMUNITY MEETING MINUTES 

From: Kathy von Bredow, RLA 

Date: February 13, 2019 

County staff and Neighborhood Conservation Arlington Forest Civic Association 
Representative Liz Kaufmann conducted the Design Working Group Meeting on February 
13, 2019 to discuss the project scope, inform about some project constraints, present 
concept alternatives, and receive general feedback on the project.  The meeting was 
advertised to County residents via project page, project list serv, and on the Civic 
Association Website and newsletter. 
 
Below is a summary of the meeting: 
 

1. Introduction of Core Team 
 

• Kathy von Bredow, Landscape Architect/Project Manager 
• Bernadette Grullon, Landscape Architect Supervisor (not in attendance) 
• Susan Kalish, Communications Specialist 
• Lyndell Core, Park Area Manager (not in attendance) 
• Josh Serck – substituting for Bernadette Grullon (note-taking) 

 
2. Project Scope/Overview 

 
Purpose of this meeting was to present the Design Development plan with 
options that further refined the Approved Scoping Plan that was approved at 
the April 2017 Arlington Forest Civic Association meeting and the November 
2019 County Board NC Funding Session. Staff presented an overview of the 
project and Timeline and identified items in the scope and project constraints. 

 
3. Park History/Existing Conditions/Constraints 

 
• Edison Park is a small, quarter-acre, neighborhood park. The park 
currently features a playground with benches, a picnic table, a bike rack, a 
frontage fence and paved circulation. Most of the park’s amenities are non-
ADA compliant. The rear of the park has a small retaining wall, two swing 
sets, both swing sets are within the RPA. A storm water pipe and a sanitary 
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sewer pipe runs through the center of the park and drains into Lubber Run via 
a culvert. There is also an access trail for the Lubber Run Park trail system 
that has erosion issues. Dominion Energy often uses the access to maintain 
poles within the park. 

• The trail is one of several maintenance entrances and is crucial to 
weather-emergency remediation. 

• The park site is a former small stream filled in by the developer of 
Arlington Forest (1939-1946) and subsequently used as a trash 
dump/small parking area until a neighbor petitioned the County for a tot-
lot circa 1984. Presently, the tot-lot is a welcome and well-used 
neighborhood asset. 

• RPA - Environmentally sensitive ‘buffer’ areas that provide critical 
ecosystem functions and protect the health of adjacent streams and 
wetlands from upland land uses. RPAs filter and absorb upland runoff, 
stabilize soil and streambanks, provide wildlife habitat, and provide 
shading for streams. 

 
Question/Comment #1: What is an RPA? 
 

Response: The Resource Protection Area, or RPA, includes streams, rivers, and 
other water bodies and the environmentally sensitive lands within 100 feet of these 
water resources. These areas are known as stream or wetland buffers, and help protect 
water quality by: 

• Filtering out pollutants from stormwater runoff, 
• Reducing the volume of stormwater runoff, 
• Minimizing erosion, and 
• Providing wildlife habitat. 

A fully vegetated stream buffer can help protect private property by preventing 
erosion along a water body. Steep slopes (25 percent or greater) that are adjacent to 
buffers are also part of the RPA because of the potential for erosion in these areas. 

In RPAs, existing trees and other vegetation are protected and building projects 
are regulated to protect water quality. 

Source: Arlington County’s Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance. 
 
 

4. Park Working Group 
 

 
• Arlington Forest Civic Association members and any interested residents 

were encouraged to attend. This was the only Design Working Group 
meeting. Options were based on the elements chosen and approved by 
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the Civic Association (CA) during the funding round in 2017 and approved 
by the County Board at the Fall 2018 Neighborhood Conservation Funding 
Round. The final design will be presented to the CA for approval in April 
2019. Meeting minutes and other materials will be shown on the project 
webpage. The page will also include a comment box that asks for input 
on the overall park design. The online comment option will not be a 
“voting” tool.  

 
5. Elements 

 
• Six (6) Elements make up this area; the 2-5 Play Area, 5-12 Play Area, 

Swings, Site Furnishings and Gathering Space, Reforestation and Trail 
maintenance. 

 
1. 2-5 Play Area 

 
• There were two choices of play equipment from which to 

choose, both of which were in keeping with the scoping 
sessions. The equipment that was chosen was the “Spoo 
Roo”climber under advisement by the youngest attendees!  

• Will have seatwalls/separation from trail in order to have 
separation of the tot lot from dog walkers on the trail and to 
address grading issues and provide for ADA access. 

• Staff discussed need for items to be re-oriented or shifted per 
option chosen based on final engineering. 

• Play equipment may not be located on top of the sanitary and 
storm sewer lines. Footer design based geotechnical work 
during engineering may affect layout as the site may have a 
significant amount of fill. 

• There were a couple of options for “extra” features if space and 
budget allow. The people in attendance liked both options, but 
preferred the chalkboard option if space and budget allow 
during engineering. People discussed the option of 
incorporating native animals and plants into the design. 

 
2. 5-12 Play Area 

 
• There were two choices of play equipment from which to 

choose, both of which were net climbers in keeping with the 
scoping sessions. 

• Per the final scoping meeting, community preferred climbing 
features/nets 

• The equipment overwhelmingly chosen was the DNA climber, 
also under advisement from the youngest attendees! 
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• Staff discussed need for items to be re-oriented or shifted per 
option chosen, which may happen during engineering. 

• Play equipment may not be located on top of the sanitary and 
storm sewer lines. Footer design based geotechnical work 
during engineering may affect layout as the site may have a 
significant amount of fill. 

 
3. Swings 

• The swings shown were 2-bay swings similar to the swings 
at Rocky Run Park. An option for just a single bay swing was 
discussed and some members preferred just having one 
swing. At the same time, community members with young 
children stressed that the swings are a very sought-after 
element and thought it was important to have two swings. 

 
4. Seating Area 

 
• Staff explained that the seating area was the open, hard 

surfaced area between the play areas in the center of the park 
and the layout shown was similar to that shown on the scoping 
plan. Several people asked if the seating area can be reduced 
in order to gain more open grassy space and that reduction is 
being shown in the revision. 
 

5. Reforestation 
• The area for the reforestation was discussed. Several people 

mentioned that the reforestation area was not clearly 
defined during scoping. Staff explained that there continues 
to be stormwater management and RPA rules from DEQ (the 
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality) that can and 
do change and become more stringent. 

 
6. Trail Maintenance 

• During the engineering phase, the existing trail will be 
somewhat re-aligned and materials will be used to mitigate 
some of the runoff issues. This will not be a total fix, but 
should help and also have a better aesthetic look for the 
park. 

 
 

6. Q & A and Comments 
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• Are the existing three large trees being kept? Response: Yes, 
although the smaller tree in the center of the park is not in the best condition 
and may need to be removed during construction. 
• Consider more trees. Response: In addition to the reforestation we can 
consider more trees along the trail and in other areas within the park. Those 
areas will need to be determined after engineering.  
• Can the reforestation area be reduced? Response: The area for 
reforestation is determined by DEQ. Staff can look at options for re-
configuring the required planting. At the same time, the final area for 
reforestation will be determined by DEQ and DES. 
• Consider putting larger plantings toward the back side of the 
reforestation area. Response: Staff will consider this. 
• Is the reforestation area considered to be open space? Response: 
No. The reforestation area will be planted with trees, shrubs and perennials. 
The reforestation is critical to the health of the nearby stream and is required. 
• There are redback salamanders south of the existing swingset. 
Response: The reforestation will help provide more habitat. 
• Be realistic of the size of the space – the purpose, the place and 
the space. Response: Staff will consider this. 
• Don’t load up the park with unneeded items. Response: Staff will 
consider this. 
• Can there be space for pollinator planting? Response: Yes – in 
addition to providing habitat within the reforested area, we can also plant 
along the street frontage along the fence. 
• The play areas are sunny and hot. Can trees be planted for 
shade? Response: Yes, trees will be added for shade.  
• There is a lack of open space and green space. Where will people 
play ball and frisbee? Response: Staff will evaluate layout of scoped design 
elements and the area required for reforestation to attain a more open area 
for unstructured play. 
• Adirondack chairs are not needed and are not comfortable. 
Another person noted that they like Adirondack chairs. Response: Staff 
will consider different seating options. 
• Bike racks along the trail are not a good idea as it will encourage 
people to ride bikes down the trail past the playground areas where 
there are sensitive areas.  Response: Bike racks have been removed from 
along the trail from the revised Design Development plan. 
• Fencing along the trail will not allow people to natural approach 
the playground from the trail. Response: Noted, fence will only extend 
along the road frontage of the park. There will be no gates. 
• How many feet is there from the play equipment to the 
residential property line next to the playground? Response: There is 
approximately 15 feet or more to the property line. There is encroachment 
from the neighboring house (ie, fence, walkway) on to the park property.  
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• How far will the newly maintained trail go into the park? 
Response: Approximately to the rear existing playground swings.  
• Does the trail surface have to be flat? Response: The area for the 
proposed maintenance is shown for approximate location only. This will be 
engineered by the on-call civil engineer for best practice. 
• Does the 2-5 play equipment have slides? Response: Yes. 
• Reduce the size of the 2-5 play equipment/discussion. During 
the meeting it was emphasized by another community member that 
it already is a smaller size and to further reduce the element would 
make it not fun. Response: To have a slide which is very important to the 
group for the 2-5 play area, it is necessary to keep this as a minimum size.  
• Consider having only a one-bay swing instead of a two-bay 
swing to get more open green space. Response: There are a number of 
similarly-sized parks (ie Woodlawn Park) which have only a one-bay basket 
swing. At the same time, there were a few comments from the community 
indicating that swings are one of the most used features.   
• Consider re-scoping or reducing the scope of the park/ Consider 
eliminating a play area for more green space. Response from Liz 
Kauffman: Following two robust community discussions on Edison Park project 
scope, involving about 70 neighbors in total (Jan. 25 and Mar. 8, 2017), the 
Arlington Forest Citizen Association (AFCA) on April 19, 2017 approved the 
current project scope by a vote of 24 in favor and 1 opposed. AFCA will not 
reopen the project scope discussion at this stage.  

 
Contact Information 

 
Kathy von Bredow, Landscape Architect & Project Manager: 
kvonbredow@arlingtonva.us 
 
Susan Kalish, Public Relations Director, skalish@arlingtonva.us 
 
Liz Kauffman, NC Representative: lizkauffman@yahoo.com 
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