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1. Public Comment #1 -  

Hello - Please make missing middle real. It'd be nice to live in a house instead of an apartment, and for 

more than just million-dollar homes to exist in Arlington. 

  

Thanks. Keep up the good work! 

 

2. Public Comment #2 - 

My wife and I enthusiastically support the Missing Middle Plan. We’re in our 60s and have lived in a 2 

story 72 year-old house off Military Rd near Donaldson Run for 25 years. It doesn’t meet our accessibility 

needs as we age, especially the stairs to the bedrooms. Missing Middle will allow us to replace it with a 

duplex or triplex with a unit for us that meets our accessibility needs, give us needed retirement income, 

and allow us to continue living in the neighborhood we love. 

 

3. Public Comment #3 -  

Housing costs in NOVA are literally through the roof. Please support the missing middle idea. It isn't 

radical. Many other counties have done it. Many missing middle developments already exist in the area. 

It will help us grow sustainably and be less car centered, and open up more affordable living 

arrangements for working class people. 

Choices like rejecting missing middle literally cause homelessness. For ever $100 increase in rent, 

homelessness goes up 8%. 

 

4. Public Comment #4 -  

I support ending exclusionary zoning in Arlington by allowing buildings of up to 8 units on all residential 

lots. Missing Middle housing was a staple of our neighborhoods that was banned for decades, depriving 

our community of much-needed housing and diverse types of housing. I hope this process continues 

without delay. Public comment has been dominated by established homeowners who are unwelcoming 

and rude. I hope renters are better engaged in this process. 

 

5. Public Comment #5 -  

The Missing middle housing zoning proposal is the only realistic way to begin to address the housing 

crisis. Allowing more density will benefit the environment and our community. 
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6. Public Comment #6 - 

Missing middle is a good first start to more affordable housing. NOVA has a huge shortage of available 

homes at all prices, and we need to embrace more flexible policy. Many other cities have done this, and 

there are basically no bad imapcts. It just lets homes be a little more flexible. The Arlington way is about 

diversity and inclusion for everyone, not sick obsession with excluding anyone not in a single family 

home. Without MM young people will be forced to move. MM supports strong families. 

 

7. Public Comment #7 -  

I am writing in support of Missing Middle. As a single family home owner in Arlinton Heights, I feel it is 

one of the coolestneighborhoods in the county, all kinds of housing together. More people deserve the 

chance to own a home and diversity is a good thing! 

 

8. Public Comment #8 -  

I support Missing middle housing and urge LRPC to support it too. It is important we adopt good 

planning practices such as ending exclusive zoning. 

 

9. Public Comment #9 - 

 

There needs to be a much better communication on the goals of this policy. Why does zoning in the 

entire County need to be changed? Doesn't the County Board have the ability to make changes 

project by project? This would allow a chance to see how the MM program will actually work before 

all the unintended consequences come into play. I urge the Commission to find a "Middle" solution to 

this issue. 

 

10. Public Comment #10 -  

 

I'm really worried about the changes to the phase 2 draft framework that seem to be considered in 

the staff presentation. I'm concerned that too many of these changes will result in fewer, more 

expensive units. The enabling zoning for missing middle housing needs to be by-right and it needs to 

be in all r-zoned areas (and I think it should apply to RT zones like R-15-30T as well). I don't 

understand why sector plan guidance would override the missing middle enabling zoning. 
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Plenty of homes along Adams, Barton, and 16th St N behind innovation school are included for 

"neighborhood preservation" in the courthouse sector plan, despite their proximity to the metro, and 

it would be a mistake to disallow missing middle on parcels like these. 

 I also think that applying "additional review or restrictions" on properties larger than 1 acre would be 

really harmful. 

 

Non by-right processes take an enormous amount of extra work and time to get permitted, massively 

driving up costs and contributing to the high housing prices we see in Arlington today. I strongly 

support Option 1 for minimum site area over option 2 that would lead to fewer units developed and 

to more expensive units on average. 

I am excited to see staff mention the possibility of lot subdivision. I think that allowing for fee-simple 

townhouse and duplex construction could be a huge win for enabling less expensive ownership options 

that don't require massive condo fees like the ones in my current building (870$ per month for a 2 bed). 

As someone who does not drive, I am concerned about requiring 1 parking space per unit. I don't think 

we should require people to buy parking in order to live in any part of Arlington and I worry that parking 

requirements have the potential to reduce supply as well as the guarantee of driving up costs by 

requiring the construction of parking. Also because of the lot coverage maxima, requiring higher parking 

minima will lead to smaller unit sizes on average, without leading to lower costs. 

I hope the missing middle study will end the privilege of single family homes and I hope we will not 

impose design requirements on multifamily homes that we do not impose on single family homes. 

 I have a lot of concerns about the development cap idea, I know we've seen in places like bloomington 

and from Arlington's ADU cap that often the existence of the cap makes development so much less 

feasible that virtually nothing is developed, rather than actually reaching the cap. 

I hope that staff, the board, and the planning commission will keep in mind families like mine who would 

like to stay in Arlington and move into a larger space than our current one bedroom as we look to the 

future of expanding our family. A 2 bed in a six or eight plex could meet our needs and seems like 

something we might be able to afford in our neighborhood where the options are currently mostly 

1M$+ single family homes and units in high rises with condo fees over 500$ a month. 

  

Even ignoring the supply effects, we might be able to afford something as large as a 3 bedroom 

townhouse in the near future, and I would hope that we'd be allowed to choose that, even if its in a 

shotgun configuration, or doesn't have one parking space per unit, or is in an area covered by a sector 

plan. 

 

11. Public Comment #11  

I love arlington, but owning a home here has become a pipe dream for people like me who are stuck in 

the increasingly unaffordable rent market. The best thing we can do for the arlington residents is to 
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increase the housing supply so that folks who care passionately for this community can afford to raise 

their families here. I support eliminating single family zoning so that we can bring more new 

townhomes, duplexes and condos onto the market. Addressing the supply side of the problem is key. 

 

12. Public Comment #12 

I support LRPC’s work on solving the MMH crisis.I’ve been a renter in Arlington since 2015.My husband 

& I enjoy being an active part of the community.Unfortunately, like many families, we have been 

deterred from homeownership by limited affordable options.I support changing SFH zoning to allow 

environ. sustainable multi-dwelling use.This change would provide more options for all.It also could 

support more environ. sustainable housing than SFHs, & reflects the character of our growing 

community. 

  

13. Public Comment #13 

I want to voice my opposition to the proposed legislation. It does not address affordability and it will 

strain existing public resources which have not been addressed and result in long term issues in 

water/sewer capacity, water run off challenges, school over crowding and additional traffics as a result 

of limited public transportation access.  

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

14. Public Comment #14 

Please consider in full what this means for our county. There is plenty of high density housing available 

in many areas already, if we turn our entire county into multi family housing it will change the entire 

complexion of our county. It's important to have many choices of living style: condo living with an urban 

feel (i.e. ability to walk to metro and shops), to townhouse/duplexes to single family houses - all of these 

choices already exist in Arlington County. The plan isn't well thought out. 

 

15. Public Comment #15 

The proposal does not yet address key questions raised by many Arlingtonians, nor does it support 

critical assumptions underlying its projected effects. Please defer recommending approval until those 

issues are addressed, for example 

 1. Role of Middle housing in Langston Blvd plan 

 2. Loans and tax benefits for existing housing stock to increase homeownership  

3. Risks, including owner flight, of rapid development MM rentals in neighborhoods with limited 

amenities and services  


