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     WFWG OUTSTANDING ACTIONS AND REQUESTS AS OF 2-15-2016 

1. DPR field utilization and capacity data requests:  
a. DPR to provide data showing both schedulable hours and lower expected 

hours of play, considering the different effects of weather on the 
availability of grass vs. turf fields. The latter were requested multiple times 
by Roy Gamse, starting with a September 25, 2015 request and most 
recently a January 29 request, which included an example of what a 
response would look like. There was agreement at the end of the January 
19 meeting on what alternative time cutoffs should be used (e.g. 8 pm, 
9:30pm and 11pm).   

b. DPR to provide total capacity (e.g. 32,000 hours) for all rectangular fields 
programmed by the Department, lit and unlit, excluding the WMS fields, as 
well as total lighted rectangular field capacity per request by Gail Harrison 
(as alternate) at 1/2016 WFWG meeting and note if this data assumes 
100% or 75 or 80% of optimal use.  

c. DPR to confirm in writing data cited orally at 9/2015 and 12/2015 meetings 
in response to a request concerning average capacity for fields that are: 
a.Bermuda grass only (600), b. synthetic turf only (1600), and c. synthetic 
turf plus lights (2000). DPR to in writing confirm response to Q at 1/19/16 
meeting regarding the source of this data, e.g. average experience in 
Arlington County taking into account weather and sunset times or data 
provided by manufacturers or others and whether it assumes 100% of 
capacity or DPR’s 75% or 80% standard for optimal use.  

d. To speed progress, and to the extent possible, DPR to provide data & 
analyses responsive to all requests agreed upon at the January meeting 
prior to February 17th meeting.   
 

2. Master List of Data Requests. DPR on 1-18-16 posted an updated master list of 
data requests from the December meeting, with the DPR’s indicated status of 
each data request. Item # 5. “Noise Impacts” on the list was incorrectly listed as 
complete, even though items # 11, 12 and 13 below regarding noise impacts are 
still outstanding. In addition, items # 5, 7, 9 and 10 below were not included at all 
on the master list. Tony Trabandt sent an email to Patrick Todd on January 19 at 
4:34 pm requesting that Patrick correct the master list accordingly. 
 

3. Musco Responses. 
a. Musco to respond to.John Seymour’s questions (including  those 

submitted on 1-6-16 attached) about the 70 foot and 80 foot analyses and 
LED health effects, and other questions regarding their calculations, how 
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height is measured, past representations, etc. Musco to respond in writing 
to those questions prior to the 2-17 meeting. 

b. Musco to respond to request from Gail Harrison (as alternate) at 1/2016 
meeting for Musco to provide a aerial map of properties within a one 
quarter of a mile radius from the WMS soccer fields that would be in any 
way affected by LED field lights mounted on 68 and 80 foot poles, 
identifying properties with lines of sight to glare from the field lights, 
reflected light from the school building & trailers and glow on the lighted 
fields. 

c. Musco to re-run their analysis in accordance with instructions agreed upon 
at the January meeting. Musco to produce several large (24” x 36”) 
drawings showing impacts on neighborhing properties of (1) 68 foot lamp 
poles with 30 candela, (2) 68 foot lamp poles with 20 candela, (3) 80 foot 
poles with 30 candela, and (4) 80 foot poles with 20 candela.  

d. Musco to measure current ambient light levels at the property lines. 
e. Musco to re-run their analysis with the re-locatables using either Jim 

Miekle’s worst case configuration or the actual final APS configuration, 
once APS provides the reflectivity information for the units being 
purchased. 

4. Independent 3rd party lighting expert. Matt Pfeiffer/County Planning to report on 
how the County could arrange to engage an independent 3rd party lighting expert 
to review Musco analyses, since the County staff has acknowledged that it does 
not have the expertise and is totally dependent on Musco’s representations.  

5. Basketball court lights. DPR to arrange for lighting measurements to be taken at 
the court and then compared with the Musco analysis presented prior to 
installation, as a case study of the accuracy of the Musco pre-installation 
analysis, as per Erik. Musco to be on-site on 2-16 (or as soon thereafter as 
possible) for measurements and adjustments of the lights. (WFWG members to 
be notified ASAP of date, time and location to meet Musco on site). 

6. Field utilization data. Mitigation measures listed on slide 34 of the 1-19 DPR 
presentation. DPR to respond to pending WFWG question about whether DPR 
would be willing to accept their proposed mitigation measures as formal Use 
Permit conditions, rather than an MOA such as YCA MOA. 

7. Zoning Ordinance limitation on height of light poles. Request for the Zoning 
Administrator and Bob Duffy to brief the WFWG on the limitation and how it 
would be interpreted and apply at WMS. Erik also to seek a written clarification 
with regard to 68 foot poles from the Zoning Administrator 

8. Western boundary buffer. Request for a qualified arborist to inspect the current 
buffer and brief WFWG on the current condition and projected adequacy of the 
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pre-existing as well as newly planted trees and non-invasive species over the 
next 10 years in the context of the ES1 Use Permit, Condition 20 requirements. 

9. LED health effects. Bob Duffy/ Robin  to contact County health officials regarding 
LED health effects, including the identification of a health expert on the effects of 
LED lights, and post the response prior to the 2-17 meeting. 

10. LED environmental effects. Bob Duffy/Robin contact Arlington DES regarding the 
environmental effects of LED lights on wildlife, pets, and vegetation, including the 
identification of an environmental expert on the effects of LED lights, and post the 
response prior to the 2-17 meeting. 

11. Noise impacts. DPR to post the examples of Use Permit conditions with noise 
limitations for private non-exempt entities previously provided to DPR by Bob 
Duffy.  

12. Noise impacts. Bob Duffy to provide the opinion by the County Attorney about 
whether Use Permit conditions with noise limitations can be imposed on APS and 
DPR sports activities which are exempt in the Noise Ordinance. 

13. Noise impacts. Gary Greene to provide a description and explanation about how 
the County staff measures intermittent peaks of noise, including the analytical 
methodology, the equipment and the noise level standards used for 
measurements of intermittent peaks. 

14. Traffic study. Rob Gibson to return and discuss including evening hours in the 
Discovery traffic study required by the ES1 Use Permit, with recordings for each 
evening hour until 11pm. 

15. Sports User Group Study and GreenPlay. DPR to arrange for WFWG to have 
access to all of the data and information provided to GreenPlay in the data 
acquisition phase of the study.  

16. Sports User Group Study and GreenPlay. DPR to provide WFWG with the 
GreenPlay presentation to the Sports Commission at its February meeting. 

17. E2C2 and Environmental Assessment (EA). DPR to press APS to declare when 
it plans to prepare the EA for review by E2C2, and also to clarify the role of DPR 
in the preparation of the EA since installation of the lights would be a DPR-
contracted project. 

18. Linway Terrace. A request that WFWG members individually visit the unlit field, 
since it is the location most comparable to the WMS situation.  
 


