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Public Spaces Master Plan - Implementation Advisory Committee (PSMP-IAC) Virtual Meeting 

Meeting Summary 

September 29, 2020 
7:00-9:00 pm 

 

PSMP-IAC Members 

In Attendance:  
 Bill Ross, Park and Recreation Commission 
 Jane Rudolph, Department of Parks and Recreation  
 Elizabeth Kiker, Bicycle Advisory Committee 
 Sergio Enriquez, Park and Recreation Commission 
 Nancy Sharkey, Sports Commission 
 Erik Beach, Department of Parks and Recreation 

Absent:  

 Andrea Walker, Pedestrian Advisory Committee 
 Jane Siegel, Planning Commission 
 Thomas Jensen, Economic Development Commission 
 Bill Gillen, Arlington Public Schools 
 Teresa Leonardo, Environment and Energy Conservation Commission (E2C2) 
 Caroline Haynes, Urban Forestry Commission 

 

Other Attendees:  

County Staff:  

 Irena Lazic, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Bethany Heim, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Walter Gonzalez, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Ryan Delaney, Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Vincent Verweij, Department of Parks and Recreation 

Public:  

 Bernard Berne  
 Carol Fuller  
 John Seymour 
 Nancy Iacomini 
 Nedim Kirimca 
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 Renee 
 Roy Gamse 
 Scott Miles 
 Tony Trabandt  

Meeting Summary 

 

The Public Spaces Master Plan-Implementation Advisory Committee (PSMP-IAC) met virtually 
on September 29, 2020, to discuss the progress of the PSMP implementation. Staff presented 
updates on the progress of the priorities included in the County Board guidance, such as the 
Forestry and Natural Resources Plan process, field availability and utilization, zoning study, 
casual use space inventory and other selected PSMP recommendations.  

Public Comment:  

The Committee received public comments from 2 speakers.  

Mr. Trabandt commended Jane Rudolph and the P&R staff for the outstanding work they have 
been doing to create fun and educational activities on-line, especially for younger elementary 
and pre-school children. Mr. Trabandt noted that he had sent the P&R link to other family 
members with younger children outside the DMV area for that purpose. He offered a big WELL 
DONE to Jane and the staff for their truly valuable contribution to families attempting and 
struggling to navigate the impacts of the pandemic on those young and educationally 
vulnerable children. 

Mr. Gamse provided his verbal and written comments regarding the field utilization. The 
written comments are attached to this document in Appendix A. He noted that decisions on 
turf conversion/lighting of athletic fields must be based on actual utilization of the fields, not on 
theoretical or scheduled utilization. He acknowledged that measuring the utilization during the 
pandemic may be difficult since games are not occurring. Mr. Gamse added that he would like 
to learn how budget shortfalls and competing priorities for projects like stormwater will affect 
turf conversions and lighting.  

PSMP-IAC Discussion:  

Staff provided updates on the progress of the casual use space inventory and the PSMP-IAC 
members discussed different issues staff identified during the inventory.    

The PSMP-IAC discussion first focused on accessibility of steep, wooded areas at McCoy Park. 
Committee members noted that accessibility is important, and casual use spaces should be 
open to all and not just able-bodied people. Another example presented was Penrose Square. 
Committee members appreciated the tree cover and intentional Biophilic design elements 
included in this plaza and agreed that the plaza, although a primarily hardscaped space, 
functions as a casual use space. The Committee noted that a landscape strip along Columbia 



3 
 

Pike should be included in the inventory because it is part of the design that makes this space 
inviting. A question was raised about water features, and if this type of amenity should be 
included in the inventory. The Committee members acknowledged that some of these spaces 
do not meet all the design characteristics, but still function as casual use spaces. Equitably 
distribution of casual use spaces was also discussed, especially distribution of green spaces 
versus hardscape. Some Committee members suggested a possibility of including a 
subcategorization, urban plazas for example, to help with the inventory.  

Regarding the inclusion of rain gardens and similar stormwater amenities (Butler Holmes Park 
example), some Committee members emphasized accessibility issues and noted that if people 
can walk by and enjoy these amenities they should be included, but huge wetland areas, for 
example, should be reconsidered. 

Inclusion of trails with no shoulders was discussed with Fort Scott Park and Oakcrest Park 
shown as examples. Most Committee members agreed that these trails function primarily as a 
thoroughfare and do not to provide opportunities to stop and linger. In contrast, Woodlawn 
Park was perceived as a clear-cut example of casual use. Similarly, the Committee felt that John 
Marshall Greenway should be included in the casual use spaces inventory, even though some 
minor sections may include less accessible, vegetated areas.  

Another example presented was 23rd Street South & South Eads Street Park. Several 
Committee members noted that although this space could be better designed and more 
inviting, this park would fall in the same category of Plazas and should be considered a casual 
use space.  

An example of the proposed temporary dog park at Gateway Park was used to discuss 
temporary uses and impact on casual use inventory. Committee members agreed that 
temporary uses often remain permanent and suggested that unless it was clear that these 
programmed spaces will go away, they should be taken out from the casual use space 
inventory.  

Additionally, a Committee member expressed concerns about creating a dog park in Rosslyn 
where not enough unprogrammed space exists for children and families. A contradiction was 
noted in the Virginia Highlands Park area where the community was advocating for the fence to 
be taken down on the ball fields but supporting putting fences up for a dog park where this 
park is in the walking distance from the future dog park at Met Park. 

The Committee was asked to help with the casual use space inventory by selecting 2 parks to 
visit and document their observations and identify issues to be discussed at one of the 
upcoming PSMP-IAC meetings.   

Additional items presented included temporary uses, Biophilic Cities, signage in privately 
owned public spaces (POPS) and mountain biking.  
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Some Committee members expressed their support for developing uniform signage on privately 
owned public spaces and requiring private developers to install uniform signage on future 
public spaces.  

A Committee member requested a mountain biking to be added to the agenda for this meeting 
and noted that mountain biking can be enjoyed by all ages and would provide more 
opportunities for people to spend time outdoors. Other members noted that this was a 
medium priority item in the PSMP and discussed the need to identify the right timeline for 
mountain biking discussions, as well as the importance of various stakeholders to be included, 
such as neighbors, natural resources, tree and biking advocates. Some Committee members 
stated that pump tracks are more condense and could fit in smaller spaces in Arlington. 
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Appendix A, Written Public Comments  
 

PUBLIC COMMENT FOR THE SEPTEMBER 29,2020  
PSMP IMPLEMENTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETNG 

 
I have a few questions/comments prior to the September 29 meeting. Hopefully, these will be 
addressed during the meeting.  Having access to the presentation beforehand might alleviate 
the need for some written or oral comments in the future. 
 

1. Decisions on turf conversion/lighting of athletic fields must be based on actual 
utilization of the fields, not on theoretical or scheduled utilization. Observations by the 
roving monitors a few years ago and casual observation show that a significant 
percentage of scheduled fields are not used or lightly used. The County Board discussion 
included direction to use actual utilization as the basis for forecasted capacity needs.  
This point has been made in public comment at most or all of this Committee’s 
meetings. Measurement of actual usage will only be possible once full scheduling of the 
fields recommences.  

 
What are the County’s plans for measuring actual field utilization?  Will the schedule for 
recommendations be affected? 

 
2. What are the implications of budget shortfalls, competing priorities (such as storm 

water bonds), and Covid on the available funds and future schedules for turf 
conversion/lighting? 

 
3. Before the pandemic intervened, there was a plan for a community event in the Spring 

where people could review and comment on plans.  What are the plans going forward? 
 

4. What are the plans for community advice and involvement requested by the County 
Board in its POPS review? 
 

5. What is the best way for citizens to find out about plans being considered for particular 
fields? Is there someone on staff with whom we should talk? 

 


