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LONG RANGE PLANNING COMMITTEE (LRPC) OF THE 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

December 12, 2018 
 

Room C/D 
2100 Clarendon Boulevard 

Arlington, VA 22201 
7:30 – 9:30 PM 

 
(Metro Accessible via Orange/Silver Line; free parking is available in the on-site parking garage after 5:00pm; on-

street parking may also be available in the vicinity) 

 
 

1. A Plan for our Places and Spaces (POPS) 
1. Introduction     LRPC Chair 
2. Remarks by POPS PC Liaison    Jane Siegel 
3. Staff Presentation     Irena Lazic, DPR (30 min) 

a. POPS Process and Timeline 
b. Public Input 
c. Final Draft 

i. Strategic Directions 
ii. Planning Context 

1. Level of Service 
2. Athletic Fields 
3. Casual Use 
4. Trails, Trail Loops 
5. Dog Parks and Dog Runs 
6. Privately-Owned Public Spaces 
7. Land Acquisition 

4. Discussion   (See Questions on pages 2-3)  LRPC (1.5 hours) 
5. Wrap Up      LRPC Chair 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The LRPC is a committee of the Planning Commission.  The meetings are generally discussions between the Commissioners and County 
staff.  Representatives of other commissions, task forces, community groups, and developers may be invited to participate at the discretion of 
the Chair.  The public is invited to attend and observe the meetings. 
                                                                     
For questions about this item please contact Irena Lazic (703-228-3206), or for the coordination of the LRPC, please contact: Kellie Brown at 
kebrown@arlingtonva.us, or at 703-228-3525. 
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Discussion Questions 
 
STRATEGIC DIRECTIONS (p.53) 
 
Do the ten strategic directions capture the basic policy elements we need to see in this updated Comp 
Plan element? 
 
PLANNING CONTEXT (p. 21-22) 
  
SPECIFIC POLICIES 
 
• Level of Service (p. 58; Appendix II General p. 169) “Context-sensitive, activity-based approach to providing 

amenities) 
 
Level of Service calculations are intended to be one broad planning tool among others.  How does the 
LRPC think about this tool, its methodology, its precision, and how it is to be used as part of this comp 
plan element in final decision-making? 
 
• Athletic Fields (p. 195)  
 
How does making fields more efficient change (or not) LOS calculations which don’t account for 
utilization (hours used)?  And what is the methodology for measuring additional hours against additional 
need for new or newly lighted fields?   
 
LOS standards for lights do not include criteria for neighborhood context.  Should they?  Specifics from 
Appendix IV  Williamsburg Lights (standards for lights) final report not include in final draft.  Should they 
be?  If so how? 

 
• Casual Use (Strategic Direction -- p. 62) 
 
POPS includes a definition and language for casual use, but doesn’t provide a way of measuring such 
use as it does with actively programed (fields) use.  Is the definition clear? Useful?  How does the 
LRPC understand potential conflicting demands, for example for fields (measurable) or casual space 
(inventoried, but so far not measurable)?  
 
CB referenced Appendix IV of Williamsburg lights report in its determination.  What should the standard 
be for field lighting in Arlington neighborhoods; how much specificity is appropriate? 

 
• Trails, Trail Loops (p. 81) 
 
POPS Action: 2.1: “Expand Arlington’s network of connected multi-use trails.” 
 
How familiar is LRPC with the statistically valid survey done at the beginning of the POPS process.  
Should the survey be appended and referenced in the document? 
 
What are LRPC views on importance of enhancing trail connectivity?  Conflicts? Synergies? 
 
• Dog Parks and Dog Runs (p. 225) (Note public comments not yet included.) 
 
Allowing dog parks and dog runs on privately owned property, will need zoning amendments.  What 
does LRPC think about standards for Dog Parks and Runs (p 228-9) 
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• Privately-Owned Public Spaces (p. 231) 
 

There are new design guidelines for these spaces assembled by URD and DPR (232-239).  Are the 
guidelines helpful? Complete? Correct? 
 
• Land Acquisition (p. 139) 
 
How does LRPC view Criteria (p. 140) for land acquisition. 

 
 
OTHER ISSUES OF INTEREST TO LRPC 
 
• TDR. P. 57 
 
• Williamsburg/Discovery Lights:  

 
Planning Commission recommended deferral of decision to light field, pending Arlington wide study of 
candidate fields.  County Board directed that relative costs should be included in the study, as well as 
“key considerations for evaluating potential field lighting from Section IV of the Williamsburg Field 
Working Group Final Report.” 
 
Community review of field lighting criteria.  Should there be a separate process as DPR proposes new 
lights and/or turf for individual fields? or should community review of specific fields be connected to CIP 
process? 
 
 
 
 
 
 


