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COUNTY BOARD CANDIDATE QUESTIONS 
May 2021 (due May 10 6 pm) 
  
1—THE GONDOLA:  ArlNow reported late last month on fresh efforts to resurrect a trans-Potomac River gondola 
after four years of dormancy, with DC City Council member Brooke Pinto calling on the District government to 
fund a $14 million environmental impact study and land acquisition for a station on the DC side of the river. 
  
Boosters contend a gondola would be a (relatively) rapid, low-cost way to increase Rosslyn-Georgetown 
connectivity and commercial activity in both jurisdictions, while critics slam it as a Disney-like contraption that 
would have limited capacity, mar scenic and historic vistas, interfere with recreational watercraft (support 
pylons needed mid-river) and lead to greater traffic congestion in both Rosslyn and Georgetown.  

 
What is your position and why? (Your answer should not exceed 350 words) 
 
Based on ridership and cost analyses done at the County Board’s request, I do not support investing in “the 
gondola”. It is a tiny segment of aerial transport that does not really add to connectivity in our transport 
network. Building out our networks - bike, bus and rail transit and even heavy rail with Long Bridge - is a much 
more integrated approach - and a better use of dollars - to enhance the region’s transportation network.  

 
2—FEBREY-LOTHROP HOUSE: Also known as the Rouse Estate, the circa 1910 home, improvements (both 
destroyed in March 2021 by the owner) and surrounding green space total roughly 9.5 acres at the northeast 
corner of McKinley Road and Wilson Boulevard in the Dominion Hills neighborhood. 
  
At its April 17, 2021 meeting, a unanimous County Board voted to adopt the Manager’s recommendation to 
deny the citizen-proposed local historic district designation of the Febrey-Lothrop Estate over the objection of 
its Historic Affairs and Landmark Review Board (HALRB).  The Board also directed the County Manager to have 
staff explore and report to the Board by October 2021 on a potential planning study and schedule for the site in 
support of furthering the (a) Historic Preservation Master Plan (HPMP) and (b) Affordable Housing Master Plan 
(AHMP) goals and objectives.    

A. Inasmuch as the property’s owner, through counsel, strongly opposed the Local Historic Designation 
(LHD) and apparently refused efforts to negotiate or even discuss development options with the County 
and other interested parties, what is the point of the time and expense required for this planning 
study?   

Given that the 2019 Public Spaces Master Plan identified the property as a “generational opportunity” 
for land acquisition and public use, isn’t this effort too little, too late? (Your answer should not exceed 
350 words) 

Any large parcel of land in Arlington that comes on the market could be called a “generational 
opportunity”. That does not mean that purchase is always within the County Board’s grasp.  When 
outright purchase is not an available option, the County does have other tools available to guide 
redevelopment of large parcels.  Hence the Board-directed study of various re-development scenarios 
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that the Board could entertain beyond by-right single family homes. 

While it is unfortunate that the current owner was unwilling to work with the Board in any way, the 
Board-directed study will, I believe, result in a broader, more successful discussion with the next owner 
regarding re-development opportunities beyond by-right.  t also gives the Board and community a 
chance to consider which community amenities, affordable housing, park/open space, historic 
representation, might be of greatest value in the context-sensitive redevelopment of this important 
parcel.  

B. Despite the County’s Park & Recreation Commission filing a comment letter with the County Board 
prior to its April vote that called for “the Board to add in considerations for public open space for the 
site, whether it is developed privately, publicly or in combination,” the Board failed to add a directive 
that the Public Spaces Master Plan be considered along with the AHMP and the HPMP in exploring 
potential uses.  

 If you agree with the Board, please explain why. If you disagree with the Board, please explain 
why. (Your answer should not exceed 350 words) 

I agree with the Park and Rec Commission that consideration of open space should be part of the 
Board-directed study and that the PSMP goals, along with goals in the AHMP and HPMP, should be 
examined in the study. As the study proceeds, I pledge to work to ensure these issues are vetted. 
However, Arlington does not have the luxury of responding solely to any one plan when we consider 
development proposals.  t’s essential to find the right balance between plan goals and to place each 
development in its physical and geographic context. 

 

3—FORESTRY AND NATURAL RESOURCES PLAN UPDATE: After a delay of the original timetable by more than 
two years, the County is finally launching a combined and consolidated update to the 2004 Urban Forest 
Master Plan and 2010 Natural Resources Management Plan.  

  
What is your overall vision for this initiative—both with respect to ensuring robust community engagement and 
to furthering our sustainable future? (Your answer should not exceed 350 words)    
 
I am glad that this work is beginning. Both plans were the result of collaboration between excellent 
Commissioners, citizen activists and County Staff. It’s my belief that a similar robust conversation will result in 
a useful, forward-looking consolidated plan for Forests and Natural resources. Since the majority of our 
“urban forest” is in private hands, I believe our new plan must be built on data - open and accessible data - 
that can be understood by all. 
 
I am glad, as first steps in addressing our needs, to have successfully advocated for more funding for the 
forester’s office in the FY22 budget and to continue my advocacy for more tools to address trees and natural 
resources from the General Assembly in the 2022 session.   
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Moving forward, we need to advance the use of biophilic principles in all our site plans and government 
buildings. The new plan also needs to account for amenities, such as benches, and accessibility to ensure that 
all Arlingtonians can enjoy nature within our 26 square miles. We will need to look at pocket parks with fresh 
eyes. Could they become a small grove of trees? Could these small places serve young children, teens or 
seniors in new ways? I look forward to this work and to ultimately voting for Arlington’s new plan.  
 
4—COST-BENEFIT STUDIES FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS:    As part of its FY 2019 adopted budget 
guidance to the Manager in April 2018, the Board directed the Manager, with assistance of the County Attorney, 
to “report back to the Board by the second quarter of FY 2019, i.e. no later than December 31, 2018,” on 
“options for implementing” the recommendation of the 2015 Community Facilities Study that calls for “an 
economic and fiscal impact section” for certain development proposals, as well as “contextual information 
about the impacts—including but not limited to tree canopy and stormwater management, student generation, 
and transportation—generated by all types of development in Arlington...” 
  
It is now exactly four years later, and despite repeated assurances by the Manager, it is unclear exactly where 
things stand with respect to this guidance and its implementation.   
 
What is taking so long, and what will you commit to do about it?  How do you see such studies impacting your 
thinking on the scope and pace of future development across the County? (Your answer should not exceed 350 
words) 
 
While I wasn’t on the Board when this direction was given in April 2018, I do believe this is work Arlington 
needs to do. In fact, a contract with a consultant is currently under negotiation.   
 
In my opinion, we need two things for this work to be meaningful and useful: 

A baseline understanding of where we are today on each of the dimensions, AND 
A model, whose metrics we agree are reasonable, that will measure change over time as well as in 
each particular project on those dimensions. 

 
Arlington is a place where change happens all the time. Focusing too intently on individual development 
decisions could result in unreasonable treatment of some properties. Being able to see trends over time, over 
different corridors, is critical. That is the approach the County took in planning the Metro corridors and one 
we should continue.  
 
I believe growth is inevitable. Managing Arlington’s development and growth is the County Board’s job in this 
dynamic region. I look forward to continuing this work in collaboration with the community.  

 


