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INTRODUCTION 
 
 
This year’s Annual Report on the Environment has been prepared by the Environmental Quality 
Advisory Council.  Staff support for the coordination and printing of the report has been 
provided by the Planning Division of the Department of Planning and Zoning. 
 
The Annual Report on the Environment, which is an update on the state of the county’s 
environment, serves a threefold purpose.  Initially, it is intended to assist the Board of 
Supervisors in evaluating ongoing environmental programs and to provide the basis for 
proposing new programs.  The document also aids public agencies in coordinating programs to 
jointly address environmental issues.  In addition, the report is directed to residents and others 
who are concerned with environmental issues. 
 
The report continues to include chapters on major environmental topics including: global climate 
change as it relates to Fairfax County; land use and transportation; air quality; water resources; 
solid waste; hazardous materials; ecological resources; wildlife management; and noise, light, 
and visual pollution.  An appendix addressing state legislation relating to the environment is also 
provided, as is an appendix providing EQAC’s resolutions and positions taken over the past year.  
Within each chapter are:  a discussion of environmental issues; a summary of relevant data; and a 
discussion of applicable government programs.  Most of the chapters conclude with 
recommendations that identify additional actions that EQAC feels are necessary to address 
environmental issues.  As was the case in last year’s report, recommendations are presented in 
two formats:  items addressing ongoing considerations and continued support for existing 
programs are noted as “comments.”  Items addressing new considerations, significant 
refinements of previous recommendations, or issues that EQAC otherwise wishes to stress are 
presented as “recommendations.” 
 
EQAC is in the process of preparing a new chapter addressing environmental stewardship efforts 
and opportunities.  EQAC anticipates that this chapter will be completed by spring 2009. 
 
This report covers activities affecting the environment in 2007; however, in some cases, key 
activities from 2008 are also included.   
 
While the Environmental Quality Advisory Council has prepared and is responsible for this 
report, contributions were made by numerous organizations and individuals.  Many of the 
summaries provided within this report were taken verbatim from materials provided by these 
sources.  EQAC therefore extends its appreciation to the following: 
 
 
  Audubon Naturalist Society 

Citizens for the Abatement of Airport Noise 
Clean Fairfax Council, Inc. 
Coalition for Smarter Growth 
Fairfax County Deer Management Committee 
Fairfax County Department of Systems Management for Human Services  
Fairfax County Department of Planning and Zoning  
Fairfax County Department of Public Works and Environmental Services 
Fairfax County Department of Transportation 
Fairfax County Executive’s Office 
Fairfax County Environmental Coordinator 
Fairfax County Fire and Rescue Department 
Fairfax County Health Department 
Fairfax County Park Authority 
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Fairfax County Police Department, Division of Animal Services 
Fairfax County Trails and Sidewalks Committee 
Fairfax County Wildlife Biologist 
Fairfax Joint Local Emergency Planning Committee 
Fairfax ReLeaf 
Fairfax Water 
Illuminating Engineering Society of North America 
International Dark-Sky Association 
Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin 
McLean Land Conservancy 
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority  
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments  
Northern Virginia Conservation Trust 
Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority  
Northern Virginia Soil and Water Conservation District 
Reston Association 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
United States National Museum of Natural History 
Upper Occoquan Sewage Authority 
Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation 
Virginia Department of Forestry  
Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries 
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 
Virginia Department of Transportation 
Virginia Outdoor Lighting Taskforce  
Virginia Outdoors Foundation 

 
 
Finally, EQAC wishes to acknowledge the efforts of the county’s interagency Environmental 
Coordinating Committee, which coordinated the staff responses to the recommendations within 
EQAC’s 2007 Annual Report on the Environment. 
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C o u n t y  o f  F a i r f a x ,  V i r g i n i a  
 
To protect and enrich the quality of life for the people, neighborhoods and diverse communities of Fairfax County 

Board of Supervisors      November 17, 2008 
County of Fairfax 
12000 Government Center Parkway 
Fairfax, VA 22035 
 
Chairman Connolly and Members of the Board: 

 
The Environmental Quality Advisory Council is pleased to present the 2008 Annual 
Report on the Environment.  In this report, we discuss various environmental issues in 
Fairfax County and make recommendations as to what actions the county should take to 
resolve identified problems.  The report consists of nine chapters – each chapter 
addressing a different aspect of the environment.  This includes the newest chapter to 
reflect the county’s leadership and efforts to address global climate change.  This is the 
initial chapter and the rest of the chapters are arranged to reflect the order of topics listed 
in the Board of Supervisors’ Environmental Agenda.  EQAC is in the process of 
preparing a new chapter that will highlight environmental stewardship issues and 
opportunities.  We anticipate providing this as a stand-alone chapter to the board next 
spring, and future reports will incorporate this new chapter. 
 
EQAC thanks the board for its continued strong support of environmental programs.  We 
continue to find that every year, Fairfax County’s programs improve and advance in their 
environmental stewardship, often setting the standard for the rest of Virginia’s counties.  

 
We understand that budget constraints this year have impacted all programs within the 
county and have resulted in some very challenging choices, including those affecting 
environmental services.  We therefore have three very specific requests this year.   
 
First and foremost, we ask that you continue to support the breath and depth of the 
environment programs you have established.  All of these programs are essential if we 
are to maintain the high quality of life we have in Fairfax County and the high standards 
we have set for ourselves.  We note that for Fairfax County residents, quality of life is not 
just about good schools and jobs but also about having a clean and healthy environment 
in which to live and recreate.  This support for environmental programs includes funding 
for the Environmental Improvement Program for the upcoming fiscal year.  The EIP is a 
reflection of those non-stormwater programs, including implementation of the Cool 
Counties initiative.  Funding the EIP is necessary to implement the Environmental 
Agenda adopted by the board for this county.  
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Secondly, EQAC recommends that the county consider implementation of a stormwater 
utility fee at this time.  This has been a long held recommendation of EQAC.  
Implementation of the stormwater utility fee would remove the costs of stormwater 
management from the annual budget and create a program that would be essentially a fee 
for service provided for the citizens and businesses of the county.   
 
Thirdly, EQAC requests that the county move forward with an Energy Coordinator 
position as recommended in the FY 2009 Environmental Improvement Program.  
Implementation of this position would allow Fairfax County to more fully implement 
efforts in support of the Cool Counties initiative that the county played such an integral 
role in establishing.  We also note that this position should result in long-term cost 
savings through continued improvements in energy efficiency.  We are also concerned 
that, without this position, many of the actions that are needed to support the Cool 
Counties initiative will not be able to be implemented.  
 
We also  thank you for your commitment and funding for the replacement of the county’s 
rather old information system (the Urban Development Information System, or UDIS) 
with a highly flexible database that will allow the county to do innovative design and 
management for all the county’s resources and make information much more accessible 
to citizens.  Several members of EQAC had the opportunity for a briefing on this program 
and are delighted with the progress being made and the improvements in the county’s 
understanding and management of its assets.  
 
Each chapter of this year’s Annual Report contains the remainder of our recommendations.  
We urge you to consider and act on each of these. 
 
This report covers 2007, but also includes significant actions from 2008 that could impact 
EQAC's comments and recommendations.   We recognize that the report does not capture all 
ongoing actions; if we tried to accomplish this, the report would never be finished and 
would be even longer. 
 
As previous reports have done, we would like to commend the outstanding efforts of the 
following groups whose actions improve and safeguard the environment in Fairfax 
County.  The Northern Virginia Soil and Water Conservation District continues its work 
to provide excellent education programs, to consult with the county on innovative stream 
restoration work, to have a large and successful stream monitoring program and to be 
available to residents and developers alike for site work consultation.  The Northern 
Virginia Conservation Trust continues to obtain easements on privately owned 
environmentally sensitive land.  Volunteers from the Audubon Naturalist Society provide 
valuable data on water quality.  Fairfax ReLeaf continues to promote tree preservation 
and tree replacement programs.  The Park Authority staff continues to provide exemplary 
service due to a small group of dedicated individuals, working with a very small budget, 
who are slowly enhancing environmental efforts in the county’s parks.  The members of 
EQAC thank all these groups, and all others who work to preserve and enhance the 
environment of the county. 
 
As we do each year, EQAC would like to thank and commend the county staff for its 
continued outstanding work.  We thank staff especially for providing the data for this 
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report and for a continued willingness to meet with EQAC to discuss various issues.  We 
commend the county’s Environmental Coordinating Committee, which is chaired by 
Deputy County Executive Robert A. Stalzer, for its continued efforts at managing 
environmental action within the county.    We appreciate the ECC’s willingness to meet 
with EQAC twice a year and to discuss issues of environmental significance. 

 
It gives me great pleasure as the representative of EQAC to thank and acknowledge the 
work of two individuals.  Every year we do this and every year the members of council 
continue to be impressed with the work and input of these two people.  First, we need to 
mention Noel Kaplan of the Environment and Development Review Branch, Department 
of Planning and Zoning.  Noel provides county staff support to EQAC.  Noel sets up and 
tapes every EQAC meeting, follows up on actions generated from the meetings, and 
coordinates the inputs and publication of the Annual Report.  Although the members of 
EQAC write the Annual Report, it is Noel who makes publication of the document 
possible.  EQAC cannot thank him enough for his hard work and long hours in our 
support.   
 
Second, we thank Kambiz Agazi, Environmental Coordinator, Office of the County 
Executive, who also attends all of our meetings and provides helpful advice and 
suggestions.  His insight and his overview of county environmental activities are 
invaluable to our work.  EQAC thanks him for his assistance and valuable contributions. 
 
Third, as I did last year, I would like to personally recognize my fellow EQAC members.  
They represent a diversity of views that allows for knowledgeable discussions and results 
in thoughtful recommendations.  They spend extensive time investigating issues, write 
excellent resolutions and produce comprehensive chapters on subjects they have carefully 
researched.  They are to be commended for their efforts.  
 
In conclusion, EQAC encourages the Board of Supervisors to both support and fund all 
of the valuable programs designed to protect the county’s environment and enhance the 
quality of life for its residents.  We continue to urge you to take a look at how to integrate 
these excellent programs to maximize your efforts and returns. 
 
The members of EQAC thank the Board of Supervisors for its leadership and look 
forward to continue working with you to achieve the goals of the Environmental Agenda 
in the coming years. 
 
      Respectfully submitted, 
 

       
      Stella M. Koch, Chairman 

       Environmental Quality Advisory Council 
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SCORECARD 
Progress Report on 2007 Recommendations 

 
I.  CLIMATE CHANGE 

Climate Change  
Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1.  EQAC recommends that 
the county hire an Energy 
Coordinator who will 
coordinate efforts among a 
number of county agencies to 
build coordinated, cross-
agency efforts to enhance 
energy conservation and 
efficiency. 

This recommendation is in the process of being addressed.  
The board directed the county executive to include a 
countywide energy manager position in the fiscal year 
2009 budget.  On February 25, 2009, the county executive 
presented the proposed budget with the energy 
coordinator position. 

EQAC notes that an 
energy coordinator has not 
yet been hired.  EQAC 
continues to support the 
hiring of an energy 
coordinator for Fairfax 
County. 

No. 

 
 
II.  LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION 

Land Use & 
Transportation 

Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1a.  EQAC recommends that 
the county produce an 
updated version of the “State 
of the Plan, An Evaluation of 
Comprehensive Plan 
Activities.” 

The Department of Planning and Zoning uses a different 
approach to Plan monitoring than that recommended by 
EQAC.  This approach addresses the quantification of 
Plan change in a GIS application called the 
Comprehensive Plan Potential Application. 

The current process does 
not provide a 
comprehensive review of 
the interrelationships 
between sections and does 
not review the underlying 
principals of the plan.  
EQAC reiterates its 
recommendation. 

No. 
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Land Use & 

Transportation 
Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1b.  EQAC recommends that 
the county assess the state of 
the county with respect to the 
PLUS principles set forth in 
1975. 

An assessment of the Comprehensive Plan using the 
PLUS Principals as measurement tools is not addressed.  
The Department of Planning and Zoning is evaluating the 
Comprehensive Plan through other means as mentioned in 
the response to recommendation 1a. 

Because of the significant 
impacts of new 
developments and 
transportation projects, 
EQAC feels the current 
Plan monitoring process is 
not comprehensive 
enough to accommodate 
these new developments. 

No. 

2a.  EQAC recommends that 
Geographic Information 
System tools and capabilities 
continue to be pushed out for 
use by the general public. 

Web-based GIS tools are available that enable county 
residents to view a range of data.  Planning for the next 
version of My Neighborhood is underway, with the intent 
to include linkage to more land use information. 

EQAC commends the 
county for developing the 
Web-based GIS tools.  We 
continue to recommend 
that the county find ways 
to further empower the 
public and leverage our 
existing investments. 

In process. 

2b.  EQAC recommends that 
the county begin leveraging 
three-dimensional models 
into the planning process. 

This recommendation is being addressed.  Staff uses aerial 
imagery, oblique imagery and three-dimensional 
modeling as part of the current review process for Plan 
amendments and special studies.  Thus far, staff’s use of 
three-dimensional tools in development review and in the 
review of Plan amendments has been limited to bulk 
massing illustrations and fly-throughs.  In the future, staff 
will explore other programs as they become available to 
determine the most effective and user-friendly application.

While the county has 
taken initial steps, EQAC 
recommends that the 
county improve the ability 
to leverage three-
dimensional models in the 
planning process. 

In process. 
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Land Use & 

Transportation 
Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

2c.  EQAC recommends that 
the county invest in models 
that leverage GIS capabilities 
and county data. 

 This recommendation is being addressed.  Staff 
recognizes the importance of the development of models 
that leverage GIS capabilities and county data.  Runoff 
modeling at the macro scale is being standardized county-
wide through the services of an engineering firm 
contracted in FY 2007.  Micro level modeling will be used 
whenever needed for narrower scope. 

EQAC is pleased that its 
recommendation is being 
addressed and reiterates 
the full recommendation. 

In process. 

 
III.  AIR QUALITY 
Air Quality 
Recommendation 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1.  EQAC recommends that 
the county add one 
supervisory staff position to 
provide needed compliance 
assistance, program 
coordination and public 
outreach in order to help 
eliminate ozone-related air 
pollution violations 
occurring within the county, 
in order to reach full 
compliance with PM 2.5 
ambient air quality 
standards and in order to 
ensure adequate 
participation in regional 
planning activities.   

The recommendation has not been addressed.  The air 
quality staff concurs with the recommendation and 
notes that funding will need to be added for this 
additional position. 

EQAC reiterates its 
recommendation. 

No. 
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IV.  WATER RESOURCES 
Water Resources 

Recommendations 
 

Action taken by Agency or Department 
 

EQAC Comments 
 

Completed 
1.  Continue to adequately 
fund and implement  the 
county’s ongoing water 
resource monitoring, 
management, restoration 
and educational stewardship 
programs.   
 

The FY 2008 budget included the dedicated penny 
from the real estate tax to fund stormwater 
management and watershed improvement initiatives 
(Fund 318), including the development and 
implementation of watershed master plans. Staff 
concurs that funding levels continue to be adequate to 
support and enhance existing programs. 
 
DPWES continues to partner with various agencies, 
including the U. S. Geological Survey, Northern 
Virginia Soil and Water Conservation District, Health 
Department, Fairfax County Park Authority and 
others, to maximize program effectiveness and 
implement programs and projects that will over time 
improve water quality throughout the county.  

EQAC commends the Board 
of Supervisors for continuing 
to fund the county’s 
stormwater and watershed 
management efforts through 
the dedicated penny on the 
real estate tax.  The resulting 
funds increased by $100K 
from FY 2008 to FY 2009.  
However, based on budget 
constraints in the FY 2009 
budget, $8.7 million of staff 
support, equipment and 
materials was shifted from the 
general fund to the penny 
(Fund 318).  This 38% 
decrease in funding delays 
future project implementation.  
EQAC continues to encourage 
the creation of a sustainable 
and stable funding source for 
watershed improvement 
initiatives. 
 
EQAC commends county 
staff for coordinating and 
leveraging resources by 
partnering with various 
agencies. 

In process. 
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Water Resources 

Recommendations 
 

Action taken by Agency or Department 
 

EQAC Comments 
 

Completed 
2.  EQAC supports efforts to 
establish a framework for 
ensuring proper and timely 
maintenance of alternative  
onsite sewage disposal 
technology and recommends 
that a related report include 
the requirement that owners 
with alternative septic 
systems be required to file a 
maintenance plan for their 
systems and provide 
evidence of compliance. 

The Health Department, with assistance from 
American Water/Applied Water Management, has 
developed a report that establishes a framework for 
ensuring appropriate maintenance and management of 
existing and future septic systems in the county is 
undertaken.  Stakeholder feedback from homeowners, 
realtors, homebuilders, environmental advocates, 
septic contractors and engineers was incorporated into 
the plan recommendations.  The final report will be 
presented to the Board of Supervisors in 2008 for 
approval. 

EQAC is pleased that this 
recommendation is being 
addressed and commends the 
Health Department for its 
work on developing the report 
and incorporating stakeholder 
feedback.  EQAC is also 
pleased that the final project 
will be presented to the Board 
of Supervisors in 2008. 

In process. 
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V.  SOLID WASTE 
Solid Waste 

Recommendations 
 

Action taken by Agency or Department 
 

EQAC Comments 
 

Completed 
1.  EQAC recommends that 
the county explore the 
possibility of establishing 
mechanisms to ensure that 
recycling efforts in county 
schools will be as rigorous 
as the efforts now required 
of county businesses. 

Recycling requirements in all schools (public and 
private) are now equal to requirements of business.  
The Fairfax County Public Schools are in the process 
of developing regulations to implement the policy. 

EQAC commends the Fairfax 
County School Board for its 
actions.  Once the regulations 
are implemented, EQAC’s 
recommendation will be fully 
satisfied. 

Yes 

2.  EQAC recommends that, 
in order to improve 
residential recycling rates 
and reduce unsightly and 
litter-producing open 
recycling bins, the county 
establish a test program to 
determine the effectiveness 
of requiring the use of 
single, large closed 
containers for curbside 
pickup of all recyclable 
materials. 
 

When the county’s Solid Waste Management Program 
revised Fairfax County Code, Chapter 109.1, the issue 
of whether or not to require collection companies to 
provide containers was discussed.  The decision was 
made not to require such containers at this time due to 
the cost impact.  However, the county is considering a 
test project where larger containers for recyclables 
(with lids) will be placed in neighborhoods that can 
accommodate this size of container. 

Once the county’s test project 
is completed, EQAC will 
evaluate the results and 
determine if EQAC wants to 
reiterate this recommendation.

In process. 

 
 
VI.  HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
There were no recommendations in the 2007 Annual Report 
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VII.  ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Ecological Resources 
Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1.  FCPA approved a 
Natural Resource 
Management Plan in 2004.  
However, most of this plan 
cannot be implemented 
without additional staff and 
funding.  A phased funding 
approach will allow FCPA 
to begin to manage ten 
percent of parklands and set 
up the program to be phased 
in over time.  Phase 1 would 
require $650,000 and six 
positions.  EQAC 
recommends funding and 
staff positions to implement 
Phase 1 and that some of the 
six positions be found from 
internal FCPA staff assets. 

The Park Authority sought funding for the NRMP 
through the regular budget process for the last few 
years.  Neither funding nor staff was provided in the 
FY2008 budget.  At this time, the Park Authority is 
unable to reallocate staff to the natural resource 
management position without sacrificing other 
important existing programs and services to the 
public.  The Park Authority will continue to work 
with the Department of Management and Budget to 
seek funding in future years. 

EQAC continues to support 
the Park Authority in seeking 
funds for implementing the 
NRMP.  However, EQAC 
also notes that a portion of its 
recommendation was that the 
Park Authority use internal 
staff assets to fill some of the 
required staff positions.  This 
was not done and EQAC 
believes that this should be 
done.  Based on the 
importance of implementing 
the NRMP and recognizing 
the tight budget conditions, 
EQAC reiterates its 
recommendation but now 
recommends that most of the 
staff positions be found from 
internal resources. 

No. 
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Ecological Resources 

Recommendations 
 

Action taken by Agency or Department 
 

EQAC Comments 
 

Completed 
2.  EQAC continues to 
recommend that the Virginia 
State Code §15.2-961 be 
amended to include tree 
preservation requirements. 

Between this year and last year, a committee 
consisting of representatives for the Northern Virginia 
Building Industry Association, the Virginia Forestry 
Board, the Fairfax County Tree Commission, the 
Fairfax County Urban Forest Management Division, 
State Delegate David Bulova and State Senator Patsy 
Ticer worked on reaching consensus on achieving a 
more robust tree conservation enabling authority.  
This goal was achieved with the passage of both 
House Bill 1437 and Senate Bill 710. 

EQAC appreciates the hard 
work that went into achieving 
agreement that more robust 
tree conservation enabling 
authority is needed.  Now that 
Fairfax County has the needed 
enabling authority for tree 
conservation, EQAC supports 
county staff in developing 
regulations and standards that 
will take full advantage of this 
new tree conservation 
authority. 

Yes. 
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VIII-1.  IMPACTS OF DEER IN FAIRFAX COUNTY 
There were no recommendations in the 2007 Annual Report 
 
 

VIII-2.  IMPACTS OF GEESE IN FAIRFAX COUNTY 
Geese Management 
Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1.  EQAC strongly 
recommends additional 
staffing for the county’s 
wildlife management 
program in the form of a 
second full-time equivalent 
Assistant Wildlife Biologist, 
to undertake several 
initiatives relating to geese 
management. 

This recommendation has not been addressed.  The 
request for this additional position was not included in 
the fiscal year 2009 advertised budget plan.  Staff 
concurs with EQAC’s recommendation so that this 
additional Assistant Wildlife Biologist can undertake 
the responsibilities necessary to make this program 
more effective.  

Resident geese continue to 
cause significant impacts to 
public facilities.  EQAC 
reiterates its recommendation. 

No. 

 
 
VIII-3.  COYOTES IN FAIRFAX COUNTY 
There were no recommendations in the 2007 Annual Report 
 
 
VIII-4.  WILDLIFE BORNE DISEASES OF CONCERN IN FAIRFAX COUNTY 
There were no recommendations in the 2007 Annual Report 
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IX-1.  NOISE 
Noise Recommendations Action taken by Agency or Department EQAC Comments Completed 

1.  In recognition of the 
federal approval of 
construction of new 
runways at Washington 
Dulles International Airport, 
formally request the 
Metropolitan Washington 
Airports Authority and the 
Federal Aviation 
Administration to evaluate 
options for the operation of 
the existing and new 
runways to identify 
approaches that will 
optimize flight operations in 
a manner that minimizes 
community noise exposure.   

Staff generally concurs with this recommendation but 
questions its timing.  Staff notes that this 
recommendation is the same as in EQAC’s 2006 
Annual Report on the environment and repeats the 
response to that recommendation.  Staff notes that the 
first of the two new runways will not be operational 
until late 2008.  Therefore, it may be premature to 
issue such a request at this time.  Staff also notes that 
the Fairfax County Airports Advisory Committee 
advises the Board of Supervisors on airport-related 
issues and will have an interest in this issue.  
Therefore, staff encourages EQAC to coordinate with 
the Airports Advisory Committee and to reiterate or 
refine its recommendation based on the outcome of 
this coordination. 

EQAC reiterates its 
recommendation. 
 
While the new runways at 
Dulles are not due to be 
operational until late 2008, 
experience with the noise 
problems at National have 
shown that the concerns and 
requests should be lodged 
prior to initial operation in 
order that they may be 
properly monitored from the 
outset. 

No. 

2.  Develop and distribute 
materials to educate the 
public on airport noise 
issues.  Incorporate these 
educational materials into 
the county’s overall 
environmental educational 
efforts. 

Staff agrees with the merits of this recommendation, 
but there are limited staff resources available.  Staff is 
developing basic noise-related materials to include on 
the county’s Web site; however, resources are not 
available for a broader initiative at this time.  Staff 
recommends that EQAC work with the Fairfax County 
Airports Advisory Committee for ideas on how this 
recommendation can be pursued in light of the limited 
resources. 

EQAC is pleased that a series 
of Web pages have been 
established on the county’s 
Web site addressing noise 
issues.  The county should 
ensure that this page is kept 
current through regular 
updates. 
 

Partially. 
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IX-2.  LIGHT POLLUTION 
Light Pollution 

Recommendations 
 

Action taken by Agency or Department 
 

EQAC Comments 
 

Completed 
1.  EQAC recommends that 
the Board of Supervisors 
direct the Department of 
Planning and Zoning to 
place work on a revision to 
the Outdoor Lighting 
Ordinance high in its 
“Priority 1” work plan in 
order to address glare and 
several minor issues and to 
have such ordinance 
revisions ready for Board of 
Supervisors approval not 
later than July 2008. 

Any revision to the outdoor lighting standards would 
require the adoption of a Zoning Ordinance 
amendment by the Board of Supervisors.  Every year 
the board adopts a Zoning Ordinance Amendment 
Work Program which contains a Priority 1 list of items 
that staff will be working on during the year and a 
Priority 2 list of items that will not be addressed 
during the year.  The Priority 1 ZOAWP list adopted 
by the board on April 30, 2007 contained an item to 
consider revisions to the outdoor lightning standards.  
A major component of this effort is contingent upon 
ongoing coordination and input from the Fairfax 
County Park Authority.  The board, in considering the 
2008 ZOAWP on March 31, 2008, included the 
changes to the Lighting Ordinance as a Priority 1 item.  

EQAC recommends that the 
Department of Planning and 
Zoning move ahead with 
revising the Outdoor Lighting 
Ordinance as rapidly as 
possible. 

No. 

2.  EQAC recommends that 
the Board of Supervisors 
direct the Fairfax County 
Park Authority to revise its 
specifications for athletic 
field lighting to correct the 
current deficiencies 

This issue is in the process of being addressed through 
coordination and collaboration with key members of 
EQAC and DPZ.  The Park Authority is addressing 
the issue in a White Paper that will be done in 2008. 

EQAC should work with the 
Park Authority to review and 
fine tune the specifications for 
athletic field lighting to 
correct the current 
deficiencies. 

No. 
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IX-3.  VISUAL POLLUTION AND URBAN BLIGHT 

Visual Pollution 
Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1.  EQAC recommends that 
the county continue 
negotiations with the 
commonwealth to enable the 
county to remove signs from 
the VDOT right-of-way and 
to enforce limitations and 
restrictions on such signage 
in the same manner as 
though the signs were 
covered under the Fairfax 
County ordinances, 
including the application of 
civil penalties. 
 

Staff reevaluated its pilot program and, because of 
problems in enforcing the provisions of Va. Code 
Ann. §33.1-373, staff suggested to the board that the 
following be considered:  enter into agreement with 
the Commonwealth Commissioner of Transportation 
for a very narrowly focused pilot program, which 
would allow the county to evaluate its effectiveness 
and cost; pursue addressing the issue through a 
partnership with the Sheriff’s Office, Adopt-A-
Highway and initiate an education program. 

EQAC continues to 
recommend changes to 
Article 12-300 to deal with 
illegal signs.  EQAC does 
support other efforts such as 
suggested by staff. 

No. 
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Visual Pollution 

Recommendations 
 

Action taken by Agency or Department 
 

EQAC Comments 
 

Completed 

2.  EQAC strongly 
recommends that the lack of 
an explicit provision in 
Article 12-300 of the 
present [sign] ordinance for 
assessment of civil penalties 
be rectified at the earliest 
opportunity.  (EQAC 
provided suggested 
language.)  It is further 
recommended that the 
modified ordinance be 
issued as a “Letter to 
Industry”.  When an 
illegally posted sign is 
observed by an inspector, or 
reported by a resident, such 
a letter, containing the text 
of the ordinance, including 
the penalties clause, could 
be sent to the offending 
party as a means of strongly 
discouraging continuance or 
repetition of the violation. 

Staff notes that current provisions in the ordinance do 
provide for penalties for violations and that staff’s 
experience is that a notice of violation served on the 
violator is more effective that a Letter to Industry. 
Staff will review the current notice of violation 
language to see if the language on civil prosecution 
including fines and/or injunctive relief is needed.  
EQAC may review any alternative approach that staff 
recommends and comment. 

EQAC feels that that the 
problem of illegal signs 
continues and that this 
problem needs to be 
addressed.  EQAC will be 
happy to work with staff on 
any alternative approach. 

No. 

 




