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Long Range Planning Committee, Meeting Summary  
October 16, 2018; 7 – 8:30 PM  
CHP, Rm C/D 
Subject: MTP Bike Element Update 
PC Members in Attendance: Nancy Iacomini (Chair); James Schroll; James Lantelme; Daniel Weir; Elizabeth 
Morton.  Staff in Attendance: Kellie Brown, Ritch Viola 
 

 
POPS 
 
Following a presentation by Ritch Viola on the MTP Bike Element, the Planning Commissioners present raised 
the following questions and comments/considerations that focused on the main topics of the agenda. 
 
Public Engagement 

• A question was raised about the extent of outreach to underrepresented groups, which staff explained 
included popup events at Arlington Mill and Sequoia.  

• The suggestion was offered to reach out to Marymount University, the Marymount Farmers Market, 
neighborhoods in North Arlington, tenant organizations, and Black Women Bike (in DC) 

 
Geographic Recommendations 

• The properties formerly owned by VHC on S Carlin Springs Road should be referred to as “County-owned 
properties 

• There was a question raised about if the plan addresses S Carlin Springs Road or Washington Blvd and 
staff indicated that these corridors are very constrained 

• Comment on recommendations for network through Ballston area - recognize that the interest is in 
having it on Fairfax Drive but Wilson Blvd would be preferable due to that area being the activity zone 
and a more direct path through the area 

 
Trails 

• Suggestion to add in aspirational train connections in areas outside of County control, such as through 
the Foreign Affairs campus; suggestion to enhance paragraph on page 28 on regional coordination. 

• Staff confirmed that the Plan includes an aspirational element to bring trails up to NACTO standards, as 
does POPS. 

 
Bike Boulevards 

• Please clarify definition of bike boulevards and where they could be located.  There is a question if these 
are actually implementable given the trade off of losing vehicle access as currently defined.   

• Could bike boulevards pass through parks?  
• How would volume management measures be installed in these areas given that many traditional 

measures (ie. Speed bumps) intended to slow traffic rather than reduce volume?  
• What is implication of having 9th and 12th St S currently labeled as bike boulevards when they don’t align 

with proposed definition?  
• Does the plan address the importance of balancing bike facility planning for broad interests with local 

concerns? Please plan for facilities designed for broad interests.  
 
Bicycle Education 
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• Staff confirmed that education outreach is addressed in the plan.  Suggestion was made to recommend 
more education and training through the schools and community programs. Staff noted that the 
Washington Area Bicycle Association does some outreach 

• Suggestion was also made to recommend greater awareness of bicycles into driver training programs 
 
Site Plans 

• Does the Plan address how it should be used in reviewing site plans?  Are the maps and 
recommendations helpful for reviewing site plans?  

• Suggest adding a statement about site plan standard conditions 
• Suggest clarifying that we County may encourage cash out contributions 

 
Other Comments 

• What are the County’s policies regarding conflict areas between vehicle travel lanes and bike lanes. 
What is the county policy for crossover areas? The new facilities on N Quincy Street are great.   
Suggestion was made to consider developing standards for these areas or clarify our standards.  More 
broadly, we need standards for facility design and maintenance. 

• Staff confirmed that the County has a TDM Element. 
• The plan will come to PC as an RTA 
• How will electric scooters and other comparable vehicles impact our bike network?  What about 

autonomous vehicles?  
• Suggest better bike route signage 

 


