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Long Range Planning Committee (LRPC) of the Planning Commission 

Meeting Summary 

April 11, 2022, 7:00 p.m. 

 

This meeting was a virtual public meeting held through electronic communications means. 

 

Planning Commissioners in attendance:   

James Schroll 

 

Planning Commissioners absent:  

Elizabeth Gearin  

Stephen Hughes  

James Lantelme (LRPC Chair) 

Elizabeth Morton  

Devanshi P. Patel  

Tenley Peterson  

Leonardo Sarli 

Sara Steinberger 

Daniel Weir 

 

Other invited LRPC members in attendance:  

Pamela Van Hine 

Judy Freshman (Crystal City Civic Association) 

Ben D’Avanzo (Aurora Highlands) 

 

Staff in attendance:  

Anika Chowdhury (CPHD – Planning) 

Michael Cullen (CPHD – Planning) 

Max Ewart (DPR) 

Joanne Gabor (DES) 

Matt Mattauszek (CPHD – Planning) 

Pablo Penades Lopez (CPHD – Planning) 

 

Applicant team in attendance: 

Madhvi Shukla (JBG Smith) 

Eric Shullman (JBG Smith) 

Kedrick Whitmore (Venable) 

 

Crystal City Block Plan M 

 

Commissioner Schroll opened the meeting at 7:00 pm.  

 

Commissioner Schroll recognized the members of the LRPC and other advisory commissions 

and civic leaders in attendance, as well as staff members and the applicant. 

 

Michael Cullen presented the background and timeline for the study, in addition to the timeline 

for the SPRC process for the site application related to the block plan amendment. He then 
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reviewed the staff’s assessment of the proposed plan and focused on the proposed deviations 

that received most of the attention from the previous online engagement and that staff thought 

were most significative: 

 
1. Open Space: Phased open space 10 and new proposed location for open space 11. 
2. Street network being proposed by the applicant and its effect in the location of the 

loading access. 
 

Staff stated a question to the LRPC and the purpose of the meeting:  
 

1. Is there general LRPC consensus that the block plan scenario being proposed meets 
sector plan goals and is it ready to inform the SPRC review of final site plans? 
 

Eric Shullman of JBG Smith Group presented on the applicant’s requested amendment to Block 
Plan M. 
 
Once the applicant’s presentation concluded, Commissioner Schroll solicited clarifying 
questions from LRPC attendees and general reactions. 
 
The Commission members offered the following regarding the presentations (with staff and 
applicant responses included): 
 

• Question regarding whether Open Space #8 will be tied to the current application or the 

previous site application to the northern perimeter of the block. Staff confirmed that 

Open Space #8 is connected to a different site plan application approved in 2021, in 

relation to Plaza 1. JBG clarified how they would achieve Open Space #8. 

• Question regarding the grass that JBG showed in front of the WLWW building as a 

consequence of the realignment of 23rd Street. JBG mentioned that they are uncertain of 

the timing of the subject space and the preference for that space would not be an 

easement, due to its temporary characteristics. 

 

Key reactions and summary points raised during the LPRC discussion are as a follows: 

 

• Some commented regarding the shortening of the underground. One commissioner was 

concerned about the shrinking footprint of the existing underground, however, 

acknowledged the attractive potential of the North/South connection that JBG Smith is 

proposing and the leveling out of the land.  

• No opposition over the phasing of Open Space #10 was mentioned. Some concerns 

regarding the character of the 2nd phase of Open Space #10 were raised, which stated 

that efforts should be made to make the two phases of the park appear to resemble one 

single open space. 

• Regarding Park #11, there was unanimous consensus that it should be facing Crystal 

Drive with all understanding the challenges of the park being located where the site plan 

was shown and all in favor of the new location of Park #11. The applicant agreed and 

mentioned that the whole East/West connection and Park #11 will be designed as one 

space and through a formal design process with public engagement. Staff mentioned 

also that the character of the space will be determined through the appropriate design 

process. Staff reinforced that they support the relocation of Park #11. 
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• Some questions about the dead-end driveway connection to the North of the building 

were raised. JBG commented that it will provide flexibility in the future to extend to 

Clark/Bell streets to become an internal alley. JBG further elaborated on the possibilities 

of the subject dead-end driveway connection for temporary parking and pick up and drop 

off. No opposition was provided. 

 

 

Public Comment 

 

There were no public comments. 

 

Staff will process the LRPC feedback, work on the next steps for the study and proceed with a 

future SPRC meeting later this year. 

---------- 

Commissioner Schroll adjourned the meeting at approximately 8:30 pm. 


