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Summary of September 23, 2013 Meeting 

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

Shannon C. noted that this meeting marked the end of Scott Bauer’s tenure with the Commission.  
She expressed her thanks on behalf of the Commission, enjoyed working with him, and noted his 
tremendous efforts to support the Commission, County, and our environment.   
 

2. EA 4.4 Review(Joan Kelsch, DES) 
Joan Kelsch provided insights into the evolution of the EA 4.4 process. She noted that the process 
began in the '70s and had roots in the original NEPA reporting. Until recently the EA 4.4 process was 
more rigorous and difficult.  
  
LEED and other state and federal requirements came along in the mid ‘90s and supplanted much of 
the EA process. Joan noted that the County now has institutionalized processes to capture much of 
what was intended in the original EA 4.4 but some things still fall through the cracks, such as natural 
resources. E2C2 developed a checklist to help staff complete the EA 4.4 process. The checklist 
streamlined the process and distilled the EA 4.4 process.  
  
Greg Zell and Alonso Abugattas put together a separate process to address the gap that’s been 
identified to protect natural resources. The intent of the process is that any project, including curb 
and gutter, shall be reviewed using the GIS layer for natural resources. This simple check would 
take just a few minutes and most projects would fall outside of any protected areas. The goal is to 
make sure that issues such as the Claremont Magnolia Bog incursion don’t happen again. These are 
easily preventable incidents when decision makers have the right information at the right time.  
 
Ms. Kelsch noted that the two biggest issues are how to get a consolidated list of County projects 
and how to amend the existing EA 4.4 checklist. 
  
The process to aggregate County projects requires multiple agencies and budget cycles.  Parks has 
agreed to provide a list every six months.  DES also has several areas where projects originate, 
including Facilities Design and Construction, Transportation, and stormwater retrofit projects.  Lastly, 
the Neighborhood Conservation Program is another area where projects are generated.  Every 6 
months, projects are approved and funded.  Ms. Kelsch noted that she is working to put together a 
system that filters a list every 6 months.   
 
Staff will review all of these projects prior to sending them to the Commission.  This would help 
clarify exceptions and exemptions, and help the Commission focus on the EA review process. 
 
The other item that needs attention to improve the process is an update to the EA 4.4 checklist.  The 
Commission discussed what kind of information they want to see, which projects, how best to review 
the checklist, and when to receive it.  Joan noted that reviewing the Administrative Regulation (AR) 
would be a very lengthy process and suggested that the Commission focus on reviewing and 
revising the checklist first. 
 
Shannon noted that one of the challenges is getting the draft EA’s in a timely manner and when 
substantive feedback can be provided.  She asked when the Commission should receive the EA and 



provide input. Joan noted that it is tough to balance input at project inception as opposed to 
reviewing the impacts of a project design.  The EA should be generated once the project has a fairly 
concrete design.  Feedback from the EA process should help tweak the project to minimize 
environmental impacts. 
 
Mike Hanna asked what is triggering an EA review right now.  Joan noted that it is the staff review of 
projects every 6 months or when DES hears about projects. 
 
Gabriel T. noted that the biggest issue the County is working on is hitting the 2050 targets.  Joan 
noted that one item on staff’s to-do list is to create a County energy plan.  This would include setting 
energy targets for specific building types.  As a whole, most EA’s are performed for projects that use 
little to no energy (e.g. parks, plazas, and bike paths).  
 
Joan noted that the Commission’s guidance was welcome on Checklist edits. Alex Sanders noted 
that some redefined terms of open space would be helpful, as spaces that could be more natural.  
 
Courthouse and Western Rosslyn Planning Area are locations areas that the Commission should 
focus on.  Mike Hanna asked if that is an EA or if that is conceptual design guidance.  Joan noted 
that these will be lengthy planning projects with significant community process.  
 
Shannon suggested that a flowchart type of evaluative tool might be helpful, or if exempted or 
excluded, to still consider impacts and mitigation techniques. Shannon noted that the heat island 
effect should also be considered on the Checklist.  
 
Scott asked if staff was looking for an updated checklist or how it would be used.  Joan noted that 
the checklist would be used by staff to review projects and that an updated checklist would be 
useful. Shannon noted that a set of guiding principles would be helpful.  Scott suggested that the 
checklist be revised and prioritized. 
 
Eric Harold suggested that the checklist be amended to exclude all of the items that are 
institutionalized.  This could help streamline the process.  
 
Mike Hannah asked if a formal EA requires a public hearing. Joan noted that it does require an 
informational meeting and public hearing.  Mike then asked how many projects the Commission 
could receive.  Joan noted that it could be an agenda item per month; however staff could review 
and distill the project list.  The kinds of projects that this commission is looking for are more 
nuanced.  Shannon noted that statement of principles could help that process.   
 
Shannon suggested that the Commission continue to work on this and asked who on the 
Commission would be interested in staffing an EA working group.  Gabriel, Scott D, and Christine all 
volunteered.  Adam will send out the latest version of the EA 4.4 as well as the current Checklist.  
Christine will be the point of contact and will report back in 4 weeks to provide feedback.  Shannon C 
and Joan both offered support and input on the Checklist revision. 
 

3. Tap In 
Shannon C. presented on the Tap In Arlington campaign.  TAP IN is a grassroots educational effort 
launched by a group of Arlington residents. They are asking friends and neighbors to recognize the 
harmful impacts of single-use plastic water bottles, and to join us in pledging to drink water in ways 
that are good for the natural environment and good for household budgets.  
 
Shannon noted that they organization cares about natural resources and climate change, and want 
to make a difference through individual actions. TAP IN Arlington provides an easy opportunity to 
help protect the environment, save some money, and have fun along the way.  
 
Shannon C. presented facts and information about the number of bottles used annually, impact to 
the environment, and financial impact to consumers.  Shannon C. also noted the misconception that 
some have about water quality in bottled water or dangers of chlorine. 

 



Shannon C. noted that the Arlington County Board passed a resolution banning the use of taxpayer 
funds to purchase single use, bottled water in 2009. That resolution spoke to the environmental cost 
of producing, transporting and disposing of these bottles. 

Arlington is a generally progressive, urban community with a historical commitment to environmental 
sustainability through its smart growth planning, Arlington Initiative to Rethink Energy, and 
Community Energy Plan. Arlington residents rank 2nd in the US in terms of educational attainment, 
behind neighboring Falls Church.  How will Arlingtonians respond to the facts? 

Tap In Arlington set an ambitious goal to have 10,000 Arlington residents (about 5% of the 
population) make a personal pledge that, “I choose to drink tap water instead of purchasing single-
use plastic water bottles.”  They believe our community is capable of achieving this goal through 
extensive community education and outreach.  TAP IN ARLINGTON volunteers will make 
presentations and engage in community discussions at meetings of local civic association, 
organizations and neighborhood gatherings.    
 
Ms. Cunniff noted that the group continues to raise awareness and solicit individual pledges.  More 
information may be found at www.tapinarlington.com  

 
4. W&OD Proposed Letter 

Unanimously approved with edits 
 

5. Approval of Meeting Summary – July 22, 2013 
Unanimously approved with edits  

 
6. Old/New Business 

Christine Ng noted that that Pedestrian Advisory Committee has a new incoming Chair. She also 
noted that ParkING day came and went. 
 
Eric Harold noted that the APS McKinley Elementary school is moving forward.  The Commission 
nominated and voted to have Gabriel Thoumi take the new position of PFRC rep for the 
Commission. 
 
Scott D. – Noted that Clair O. volunteered to be the 4th member of the EA review subgroup.   
 
Scot B. thanked the Commission for the opportunity to serve the community and support 
environmental and energy issues.   
 
Mike Hannah noted that he would circulate an invite for a Bike-u-mentary showing at the Arlington 
Cinema Draft house on October 10th . 
  
 


