
Crystal City Citizen Review Council (CCCRC) Meeting 
December 16, 2015 

7:00 - 9:00 pm 
 

Draft Meeting Summary 
 
CCCRC Members in Attendance: 
J. Norris; B. Selfridge; E. Cassel; L. Withers; R. Kelly; S. English; L. Ong; C. Ahl; J. Siegel; M. 
Bonanno 
 
Staff in Attendance: 
R. Gibson; A. Fusarelli 
___________________________________________________ 
 
1. Introduction – Jerry Norris, Chair of the CCCRC  
 
 This meeting will include discussion about how the group rates the sector plan, as we get 

ready to send a letter to the County Board early next year. Do we use metrics, guiding 
principles, other elements? 

 What is interesting is that the charge of this group is primarily to monitor, comment on, 
and grade implementation of sector plan. Yet as not much of the plan has been 
implemented, it raises questions about what exactly we should focus on – maybe the 
bigger picture. 

 Chair’s goal: Send the biennial letter to the County Board by March 2016.   
 
2. 22202 Transportation and Planning Data Compilation & Report Update – Rob Gibson, 

DES 
 Rob Gibson of DES staff provided a presentation with a status update on the 22202 

Transportation and Planning Data report project. 
 The focus group should probably also include representation from the CCCA, ARCA, and 

AHCA civic associations. This could address concerns that CCCRC won’t provide enough 
coverage of the single-family neighborhoods. [JS] 

 Part of the starting point for this effort was to provide context as a part of ongoing 
monitoring practice that can add value in telling us something about the ability to 
support more growth in the 22202 area.  [CA] 

 Furthermore, the hope was that this effort would include a product that could become 
the basis upon which future TIAs could be developed, thereby addressing the issue that 
TIAs are being developed without acknowledgment of potential traffic generated by 
other projects in the pipeline. [CA] 

 Some of us wanted to see that there was an ongoing context as part of this, factoring for 
the regional economy, BRAC, inadequate support for Metro, etc....regional rises and falls. 
Recognizing that anytime you make a one-time analysis, there is a need to project, and it 
is important to consider that as things change, those changes need to be looked at, 
adjusted for, what can you and can’t see.  [SE] 

 As part of this, it would also be good to know the general mode splits; how people are 
getting in and out over time would be valuable information. [EC] 

1 
 



 There appears to be a lot of data on cars and transit....but no so much data on 
pedestrians and/or bicycle use - please think about that. That would be a good thing to 
know. [EC] 

 Proposed approach to have "soft eyes" when looking at all of the data appears to be a 
very healthy approach - (fuzzy logic); we each have our sense of traffic. However, we 
need a consensus understanding of where 22202 traffic fits - looks forward to the 
outcome. [JS] 

 Ultimately, the CCCRC letter to the County Board could include a recommendation that 
the 22202 traffic reporting is treated as a first step towards a larger, perhaps more 
comprehensive effort. [JS] 

 As development increases; demands may also come up for schools, parks, etc. It would 
be good to have a better understanding of how development thus far has impacted 
traffic and these other factors. [JS] 

 There would presumably be interest among the group to bring this back to the CCCRC for 
review later on in the process. [BS] 

 We need to be mindful both that development is happening more slowly than people 
envisioned when developing the sector plan, and that when trying to match up rate of 
development with traffic, the thing you cannot pin down is background growth. [MB] 

 
3. Presentation on the Crystal City Sector Plan – Anthony Fusarelli, CPHD 
 Anthony Fusarelli of CPHD staff provided a presentation with a status update on 

implementation of the Crystal City Sector Plan thus far. 
 We all know the pace of development has not been what we anticipated. Because of that 

certain things no longer appear feasible. In light of that, do we begin to think about other 
things/improvements that can be recipient of funds coming from the TIF and other 
funding sources? [MB] 

 When we reassess the ability of the plan’s vision to be achieved, how will we know that 
busses just will not work? What will tell us that that is the case? [JN] 

 Certainly, the transportation elements are the elephant in the room. We need to 
remember that the reduced service on the Blue line is still a problem, and needs to be 
addressed – recognizing it is outside the complete control of the County. [CA] 

 Currently, there is no such thing as a community facility of any kind in Crystal City; there 
seem to be emerging opportunities for things such as a pop-up library, or the like. The 
County should be focusing energy on exploring how can we focus on/achieve certain 
community facilities in the near-term even without redevelopment. [CA] 

 It would be interesting to get an understanding of how the Community Facility Study 
recommendations would apply here in Crystal City and Pentagon City. [JS] 

 With respect to the Long Bridge Park aquatic center facility, it seems like it really needs to 
be supported in order to show commitment to a much needed facility in an area that can 
be better served by such facility. [CA] 

 We knew early on there would be some slow years. As such, priority should be placed on 
gaining a better understanding of the transportation issues at play here, as well as 
addressing the communications piece so that balanced and accurate information is 
reaching the right people. [RK] 

 In the end, perhaps what needs to happen is for the Crystal City and Pentagon City 
station areas to be addressed through a single sector planning effort. [JS] 
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4. Discussion of the Crystal City Sector Plan and the CCCRC’s Spring 2016 Letter to the 

County Board - CCCRC 
 
 The next CCCRC meeting will be held in March 2016. 
 The Chair will work with Margaret to set up next meeting date/details. 
 A letter from the CCCCRC will be sent to the County Board some time CB this spring and a 

draft will be shared via email prior to the next meeting. 
 The goal is to review and finalize this letter at the next meeting in March. 

 
5. Conclusion – Jerry Norris 
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