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1. Sustaining Arlington’s Economic Model
• S hrinking F ederal pres ence
• S hift in the way bus ines s es  us e office s pace
• G rowing competitivenes s  in the region (value of “proximity” is  diminis hed now that other Metro 
options  have emerged, s uch as  T ys on’s )

2. Sustaining Housing & Affordability
• L ack of market rate hous ing for thos e earning between 60%  and 120%  of AMI
• L os ing s upply of market rate affordable hous ing and “s tarter homes ” particularly impacting 
millennials , s eniors  over 65, and workforce hous ing

3. Ease of Doing Business X

4. Projecting growth in Arlington Public Schools X
5. Planning for diverse age groups as they evolve: Baby Boomers & Millennials X
6. Increasing income disparity and decreasing diversity

• Income dis parity concentrates  low-income s tudents  in a few s chools ; AP S  continues  to s truggle 
with providing effective academic programs  and s upport for low-income families
• C oordination between S chools  & C ounty is  not s ys tematic or cons is tent to addres s  needs  for after-
s chool activities  and trans portation
• S chools  are not included in any of the planning elements  of the C omp P lan
• C omp P lan does  not include an impact analys is  on income dis parity

7. Finding new ways to communicate
• C ommunicating with different s egments  of the population (neighborhood character; age groups ; 
cultural s egments ; hous ing & lifes tyle preferences );
• E quitable acces s  to information and opportunities  for engagement

8. Comprehensive planning
• C omp P lan E lements  developed at different cycles ; different s takeholders  w/o broad pers pective; 
creates  competing objectives  and no clear proces s  for reconciliation
• C omp P lan E lements  may addres s  future growth quantitatively, but ins ufficient detail to population 
growth characteris tics
• F acility needs  addres s ed through C IP  P roces s , which does  not adequately engage public & 
commis s ions
• F acility needs  are not s pecifically addres s ed in any exis ting C omp P lan E lement

9. Limited Land X
10. Limited Resources – making better use of existing resources X
11. Meeting “back of house” needs X
12. Setting Priorities X

REFINED CHALLENGES

PRELIMINARY CHALLENGES
Economic Sustainability Subcommittee Challenges:

Demographics Subcommittee Challenges:

Facilities Subcommittee Challenges:
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