
 Environment and Energy Conservation Commission 
Draft 

 
Summary of November 18, 2013 Meeting 

2100 Clarendon Blvd, Azalea Conference Room 
 
Members Present:  Shannon Cunniff, Eric Harold, Gabriel Thoumi, Scott Dicke, Claire O’Dea, Shannon 
Siart, Tara Zirker, Patrick Kenney,  Alex Sanders, 
 
Members Absent:   Mike Hanna, Christine Ng, Sarah Meservey, Brooks Rainwater,  
 
Guests:     Eric Schneiter 
 
Staff Present:  Adam Segel-Moss (DES), Jason Papacosma (DES) 
  
1. Public comment 

<none> 
 

2. Stormwater Ordinance – Jason Papacosma 
Jason Papacosma provided an update on the Stormwater Ordinance and noted that this item has 
been in the works since 2005.  Mr. Papacosma noted the following stormwater facts for the County 
and specifically pointed out the large ratio of storm sewer mileage to actual streams: 
 

• 2010 Census: 207,627 people 
• 26 square miles  
• 7,972 persons/square mile 
• 42% impervious cover 
• 400 miles of storm sewers 
• 28.5 miles of perennial streams 
• Potomac River watershed 
 

 
Jason provided a breakdown of impervious area in 
the County and noted that half of the impervious 
area is County roads and infrastructure, and the 
other half is private (e.g. homes, driveways, 
commercial properties, etc.).  

 
 
In the context of the stormwater master plan, the  
Chesapeake Bay TMDL & Arlington MS4 permit  
Specify the following pollutant load reductions from 
a 2009 baseline: 
 
Nitrogen    -8% 
Phosphorus  -14% 
Sediment   -18% 
 
Required load reduction schedule: 
Permit cycle #1 (2013 – 2017)   5% 
Permit cycle #2 (2018 – 2022)   35% 
Permit cycle #3 (2023 – 2027)   60% 
 
Achieved over 3 permit cycles 2013-2017, 2018-2022, and 2023-2027 the reductions are 
progressively more stringent. 
 
Jason noted that redevelopment is the best opportunity to improve stormwater management on 
private property.  
This is a significant change in the standard operating procedure for many NOVA jurisdictions that 
have not had significant management in place.  
 



 
At present, the County Board is expected to hear and adopt the Ordinance in March 2014. It is 
generally more stringent than current standards.  The key drivers are impervious cover change and 
amount of land disturbance (project size).  The more volume reduction public or private projects 
make, the more credit they will receive.   
 
From the construction side of things each project will need to include more items and document 
them.  County staff will also have implement a more comprehensive process. There are synergies 
with LEED/Green Home Choice  that include green roofs, pervious materials, and rainwater 
harvesting.  Staff expects more complex plans and plan review. 
 

 Pollution Prevention Plan to address potential pollution sources other than sediment 
 Reinforces requirements of MS4 permit that prohibits most non-stormwater discharges 
 Detailed inspection/compliance logs, including stormwater facility construction 
 More frequent and detailed inspections 

 
Shannon C. asked if there was a way for citizens to document infractions in a crowd sourcing kind of 
way.  Jason noted that it was a great idea and noted that the County is exploring these types of 
resources.   
 
Christine Ng noted the SeeClickFix.com is something that may be helpful for the County to explore.  
She noted that the website is a nexus between residents and local governments. 
 
Alex S. asked what enforcement mechanisms exist for private development.  Jason noted that 
warnings and ticketing are available.  Jason also noted that a stop work order was the most 
impactful.  Alex asked how many tickets have been issued.   Jason noted that they are tracked and 
could provide details to the Commission, but didn’t have them readily. 
 
Shannon asked at what point the Commission should voice their opinion to the Board.  Jason noted 
that a letter would be useful prior to the March Planning Commission meeting. 
 
Gabriel asked how this fits into the EA 4.4 process.  Jason noted that all projects above 2,500 sq. ft. 
must comply with the stormwater ordinance.  This means that the Commission may focus on other 
non required items such as energy, tree canopy, water efficiency, etc. 
 
Eric Harold noted that transportation is the largest chunk of imperviousness.  He noted concern that 
the area should really be addressed.  Jason noted that the CIP pipeline will include funds for right-of-
way projects.  Half of the projects are Neighborhood Conservation projects that are being 
championed from within the neighborhood.   
 
For Site Plan projects there may be other opportunities where public and private may work together, 
although maintenance can be tricky.  Jason noted that there may be an opportunity to incentivize the 
existing private properties to replace impervious area with pervious concrete.  
 



Mike H. asked how much coordination is occurring between schools and the County.  Jason noted 
that APS will have their own permit.  This means that schools and the County will be able to work 
together, but they are separate from the enforcement and compliance side of thinks. 
 
Cathy Lin noted that APS is working to clarify the threshold of the permit requirements and noted 
that there will be area for overlap. 
 
Alex asked what the consequences are if the County fails to meet the requirements.  The County is 
not certain that they can make the first milestone permit.  The WPCP will help to meet that first 
obligation while the County ramps up the effort and funding.  Jason noted that each household now 
pays approximately $70 per year.  The average homeowner pays approximately $900 per year for 
water and sewer.  Mr. Papacosma noted that the appropriate funding level would be in the $200-300 
per year per homeowner for a program, up from $70.   
 
Jason noted that 15 years won’t likely be enough to undo 100 years of development.  There could be 
penalties, litigation, and settlements.   
 
Gabriel asked if living machines have been explored.  Jason noted that staff wasn’t aware of such a 
project and asked that Mr. Thoumi share the info with staff. 
 
Shannon C. asked for someone to draft the comments for the letter.  Make sure that the impact with 
staff and capital projects and maintenance is balanced.  Clarify that funds be directed to the 
program. 

 
The Commission discussed the content of a draft letter.  Christine Ng volunteered to draft a letter.  In 
late December or early January the draft ordinance will be prepared.   
 
Jason noted the following timeline for the process: 

 

Oct 23  NVBIA/NAIOP 

Nov 4  SDG 

Nov 15  Briefing for builders 

Nov 18  E2C2 

Dec 13  Deadline to submit draft ordinance 
package to DEQ 

Early Feb  RTA/PC Info Item 

March  PC Mtg ‐ Adoption 

March  CB Mtg – Adoption 

April 1  Deadline to submit adopted ordinance 
package to DEQ 

 
 
Website: http://www.arlingtonva.us/departments/EnvironmentalServices/PermitsAndInspection/ChesBay/page90562.aspx   

 
 
 
 
 



3. PFRC Feedback 
Gabriel provided an update about the McKinley project that is in process.  The Commission 
discussed the project and feedback.  Gabriel will provide the Commission’s feedback at the next 
PFRC meeting.   
 

4. Approval of Meeting Summary – October 28, 2013 
Deferred until the December E2C2 meeting 

 
5. Old/New Business 

The Commission discussed the Urban Agriculture task Force.  Sarah M. noted that the CMO and 
Board are pushing for finality on this issue.  It was also noted that some facts were noted 
erroneously in the previous meetings.  The Commission discussed a letter to correct factual errors in 
previous documents and discussion.  Sarah M. agreed to draft a letter for review at the next meeting.   
 
Shannon C. noted that Tap In Arlington confirmed the date for Bag It at the Cinema Draft House for 
March 13 at 7pm.  Shannon also noted that there is high rate of turnover on the Commission.  She 
noted that Jay F. and Shannon discussed this.  Alex Sanders and Shannon C. volunteered to stay 
on with the Commission to support the transition.   Two positions are still open.    
 
Alex Sanders volunteered for the CBORC position.  Patrick Kinney volunteered to be the alternate. 
 
Tara Z. is the newly selected Chair of the solid waste committee.   
 
Christine noted that the EA 4.4 process review is ongoing.  Several commission members have 
interviewed staff and old project applications.  They are in the process of compiling a list of County 
ordinances, plans, and requirements.  Christine asked if Commission archives could be more 
available for new and existing commission members.  Staff is going to look into ways to make this 
happen. 
 
Staff is moving forward with the Carlyn Springs Bike trail.  Mike noted that there may be more 
collaboration between the bike community and transportation staff to maintain the main bike arteries 
as other transportation arteries are maintained. 
 
Scott D. asked that staff look into the NRJAG environmental review process. Staff will check with 
Alonso A. to see where things stand.  The Commission looks forward to finality and implementation 
of this process to protect Arlington’s natural resources.  
 
Alex S. noted that Ballston Pond project has been delayed.  Staff is working to finalize easements.  
Once finalized, the bids will be received.  The pond will need to be drained in early autumn to allow 
wildlife to find other habitats. 
 
Gabriel T. noted that living machines have come up several times.  He will provide information to the 
Commission.  Courthouse Urban Design Committee hasn’t begun yet.  Mr. Thoumi proposed the 
idea of a walking review of the space once the process begins. 
 
  


