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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. 
 
Similar to last year’s Annual Report, EQAC is presenting this year’s report in two formats:  (1) 
A detailed report similar to the reports that have been produced each year; and (2) A summary 
report providing highlights of recent activities, key issues, and comments and recommendations 
associated with each of the major topical areas covered in the larger report.  In addition, most of 
the chapters of each report format include discussions of stewardship opportunities.  Both report 
formats are provided electronically, but only the summary document is being made available in 
hard copy.  It is EQAC’s hope that this approach to report formatting will provide interested 
readers with the level of detail or generality that they desire while saving resources associated 
with hard copy production. 
 
The report continues to include chapters on major environmental topics including: climate 
change and energy; 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 
within the detailed report format, as is an appendix providing EQAC’s resolutions and positions 
taken over the past year.  New to this year’s report is a short table identifying who people can 
call in regard to various potential environmental crimes/violations.  A similar table has been 
presented in the past within the Hazardous Materials chapter.   
 
Within each chapter of the detailed report format are:  a discussion of environmental issues; a 
summary of relevant data; and a discussion of applicable government programs.  Most of the 
chapters include information regarding stewardship opportunities and conclude with 
recommendations that identify additional actions that EQAC feels are necessary to address 
environmental issues.  References are presented only in the detailed report format.  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.‖ 
 
This report covers activities affecting the environment in 2010; however, in some cases, key 
activities from 2011 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: 
 
  Alice Ferguson Foundation 

Audubon Naturalist Society 

Clean Fairfax  
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Coalition for Smarter Growth 
Fairfax County Deer Management Committee 
Fairfax County Department of Cable and Consumer Services 
Fairfax County Department of Code Compliance 
Fairfax County Department of Information Technology 
Fairfax County Department of Neighborhood and Community Services   
Fairfax County Department of Planning and Zoning  
Fairfax County Department of Public Works and Environmental Services 
Fairfax County Department of Transportation 
Fairfax County Department of Vehicle Services 
Fairfax County Executive’s Office 
Fairfax County Environmental Coordinator 
Fairfax County Facilities Management Department 
Fairfax County Fire and Rescue Department 

Fairfax County Health Department 
Fairfax County Office of Community Revitalization and Reinvestment 
Fairfax County Park Authority 
Fairfax County Police Department, Division of Animal Services 
Fairfax County Public Schools 
Fairfax County Restoration Project 
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 Commission 
Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority  
Northern Virginia Soil and Water Conservation District 
Occoquan Watershed Monitoring Laboratory 
Reston Association 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
United States Geological Survey 
United States National Museum of Natural History 
Upper Occoquan Sewage Authority 
Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation 
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 
Virginia Department of Forestry  
Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries 
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 2010 Annual Report on the Environment, as well as the ongoing efforts of the 

interagency Energy Efficiency and Conservation Coordinating Committee. 
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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      December 6, 2011 

County of Fairfax 

12000 Government Center Parkway 

Fairfax, VA 22035 
 

 

The Environmental Quality Advisory Council is pleased to present the 2011 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.  This report covers 2010, but also includes 

significant actions from 2011 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.  The report consists of nine chapters – each chapter addressing a different 

aspect of the environment.  The chapters are arranged to reflect the order of topics 

listed in the Board of Supervisors’ Environmental Agenda.  We have again have 

created two versions of the report; one a published summary version, and secondly, 

an electronic complete version with all data included, available both on-line and in 

the CD attached to this report.  Additionally, we have again highlighted 

environmental stewardship opportunities within the report chapters.  

 

New to this year's report is a short matrix identifying who people can call in regard to 

various potential environmental crimes/violations.  A similar matrix has been 

presented in the past within the Hazardous Materials chapter; we are now presenting 

this within the introductory section of the report (immediately after our "Scorecard") 

and have expanded its scope beyond hazardous materials.  

  

EQAC thanks the board for its continued strong support of environmental programs. 

We understand that although budget constraints lessened this year they continue to 

impact all programs within the county.  

 

EQAC asks that you continue to support the environmental programs you have 

established.  These programs are important 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.    
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EQAC’s priority recommendations this year focus on the need for continuing long-

term financial support to sustain these environmental programs. 

 

1.   EQAC commends Fairfax County for its support of its ongoing stormwater 

program, which includes dam maintenance, infrastructure replacement, water 

resource monitoring and management, watershed restoration and educational 

stewardship programs.  EQAC recommends that Fairfax County continue to 

adequately fund and implement this ongoing stormwater program.  EQAC 

realizes the funding for the stormwater program will come entirely from funds 

generated through the Stormwater Service District rates.  EQAC also realizes that 

there is a need for increasing capacity within the Department of Public Works and 

Environmental Services to provide these services.  

 

EQAC recommends that the Stormwater Service District rate be increased in 

FY 2013 by a penny, from a rate of 1.5 cents per $100 assessed real estate 

value to 2.5 cents per $100.  This would, once again, result in more funding for 

modest watershed improvement programs and a somewhat more realistic 

infrastructure replacement timeline.  We realize that there will likely be a need for 

additional increases for water quality projects to meet future permit conditions, 

and for infrastructure reinvestment, as the system is continually growing and 

aging.   

 

2.   On Monday, June 21, 2004, the board, in continuation of its long history of 

environmental vigilance and dedication, endorsed and adopted ―Environmental 

Excellence for Fairfax County: A 20-year Vision,‖ also known as the 

Environmental Agenda (www.fairfaxcounty.gov/living/environment/eip/).  By 

adopting the Environmental Agenda, the board not only demonstrated its 

commitment to environmental excellence, it provided the necessary guidance for 

creative decision-making and leadership for the county.   The board 

acknowledged that the Environmental Agenda is an aggressive, multi-year plan 

that will require a long-term financial commitment.  For this reason, EQAC 

recommends that Fairfax County establish an Environmental Improvement 

Program projects fund.  The EIP Fund could be established and structured in a 

similar manner to the Information Technology fund. 

 

3.   And lastly EQAC recommends that the Comprehensive Plan be modified to 

better utilize GIS technology.  Land use conditions are continuously changing 

with new zoning, land acquisitions and other changes.  However, the latest 

adopted Comprehensive Plan changes are not displayed on the Plan map.  The 

plan should be digitally formatted so that approved Comprehensive Plan changes 

and other appropriate updates can be incorporated in a timely manner.  The 

Comprehensive Plan text volumes should continue to migrate to a digital format 

based on GIS technology.  Plan language can be tagged and referenced by GIS 

region for access through the digital interface.  Implementing this 

recommendation will both integrate the latest Comprehensive Plan changes and 

make those changes accessible to all.   

http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/living/environment/eip/
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As we do each year, EQAC 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.  Fairfax ReLeaf 

continues to promote tree preservation and tree replacement programs.  The Park 

Authority Natural Resources 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.  

  

Once again, 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 

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 David Molchany, for its continued efforts at managing 

environmental action within the county.  We appreciate the ECC’s willingness to 

meet with EQAC twice each year and to discuss issues of environmental significance.  

 

As always, 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.  

  

Finally, 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 
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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 
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SCORECARD 
Progress Report on 2010 Recommendations 

 

I.  CLIMATE CHANGE 
Climate Change  

Recommendation 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1 EQAC strongly recommends 

that Fairfax County explore 

methods to reduce GHG 

emissions from sources that are 

not operated by the county.  For 

example, for new building 

construction, Fairfax County 

should explore whether 

commitments can be sought 

from developers to:  (1) 

encourage reporting of 

greenhouse gas emissions 

estimates, which could be based 

on energy consumption of fuels 

that release greenhouse gases; 

(2) reduce their greenhouse gas 

emissions by reducing their 

energy consumption or by 

obtaining energy from sources 

that do not emit greenhouse 

gases (e.g., energy from wind, 

solar, hydroelectric and/or 

geothermal sources); and (3) 

expand efforts to benchmark 

energy use and energy 

efficiency beyond residential 

construction to include multi-

use, office and commercial 

buildings. 

Staff concurs with EQAC's recommendations to encourage 

developers, during the zoning process, to commit to levels of green 

building performance that are higher than the minimum expectations 

established in the Comprehensive Plan.  Staff also supports the 

concept of encouraging developers to investigate the potential for use 

of energy sources that do not produce greenhouse gas emissions and 

to report the results of such investigations to the county.  Staff will 

continue to pursue these ideas during the zoning process and is 

particularly hopeful that higher level green building performance 

commitments and commitments to innovative energy efficiency and 

conservation efforts will be made in conjunction with redevelopment 

proposals in Tysons Corner. 

 

With respect to the collection of building-specific energy use data 

and/or greenhouse gas reduction estimates, staff does not support 

EQAC's recommendation at this time.  Rather, staff 

feels that a broader emphasis on energy efficiency and conservation 

and greenhouse gas education and outreach should be the focus of 

both staff and EQAC efforts.  At staff’s February 18, 2011 meeting 

with members of EQAC, much of the focus of the discussion was on 

the forthcoming residential outreach effort and how to best structure 

and implement this effort.  Staff will continue to work with EQAC in 

the development and implementation of the outreach effort. 

Resources are not currently available to extend the outreach effort to a 

nonresidential audience.  Staff encourages EQAC to consider 

developing recommendations as to what such an 

effort should entail if and when resources become available in the 

future.  Finally, staff notes a condition of LEED certification will be 

the sharing of energy and water usage data for at least five years after 

occupancy of each newly-certified building.  

 

 

Following review of this 

response and discussion with 

county staff, EQAC agrees 

with the many constructive 

approaches that are being 

taken by Fairfax County and 

encourages the county to 

continue to explore 

opportunities to achieve the 

types of goals identified in 

this recommendation.  The 

recommendations at the end 

of the climate chapter have 

been revised so that they 

would have a better chance of 

adoption. 

Progress 

made, but 

not yet 

completed. 

        x
x
ii 



 

 
 

Climate Change  

Recommendation 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

2. While EQAC commends 

the county for work on the 

greenhouse gas emissions 

inventory and the use of 

social media to facilitate 

communications and 

education, EQAC 

recommends that the board 

direct staff to undertake 

education efforts to advise 

both businesses and 

residents on ways that they 

can play a role in making 

Fairfax County a leader in 

reducing GHG emissions.   

 

No action is necessary at this time, largely because staff’s 

current and planned efforts regarding 

energy efficiency and conservation should help achieve 

EQAC's objective, particularly if the efforts and community 

stories are publicized. 

The inventory has been 

completed and education 

efforts initiated. 

Yes—

inventory 

Education- 

efforts 

initiated. 

       x
x
iii 



 

 
 

 

Climate Change  

Recommendation 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

3. The Board of Supervisors 

should direct county staff 

to evaluate alternatives for 

the county to further 

reduce GHG emissions.  

More specifically, 

composting efforts similar 

to what is being pursued in 

the District of Columbia 

and Arlington County 

should be considered.  

Increasing the amount of 

waste recycled or 

composted will lower 

GHG emissions beyond 

reductions seen in 

incineration. 

The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality regulates 

the siting and operation of both vegetative waste composting 

facilities and food waste composting facilities.  Each of these 

types of facilities is regulated under separate portions of the 

state’s environmental rules and each type of facility must 

comply with different requirements.  At the present time, there 

are no food waste composting facilities in Fairfax County or the 

entirety of the northern Virginia area.  There are two food 

waste composting facilities in Maryland.  One is the Recycle 

Green facility in Carroll County, MD and the other is Pogo 

Organics in Montgomery County, MD.  

 

Since there is no local capacity for food waste composting in 

the northern Virginia region, it is unlikely that this request can 

be acted upon in the near term. Should the Fairfax County 

Board of Supervisors direct staff to undertake an evaluation of 

the potential for composting of organic residuals from the 

county, county staff could undertake this evaluation. 

 

There is the possibility of a privately-owned company with the 

desire to site and operate an organic residuals composting 

facility conducting this activity in the county.  While one 

private firm has expressed interest in developing an organics 

composting project in the county, no formal offers or requests 

have been received by the county. 

EQAC is pleased that this 

recommendation has 

furthered the discussion of 

the possibility of food waste 

composting and expanding 

recycling for other waste 

streams.   

 

EQAC agrees that adoption 

of this recommendation 

would most likely benefit 

from a public private 

partnership and has modified 

the recommendation to 

request that the scope of 

materials that could be 

recycled through food 

composting and other 

recycling be assessed. 

Progress 

made, but 

not yet 

completed. 

       x
x
iv

 



 

 
 

 

Climate Change  

Recommendation 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

4. While the county has 

promoted the 

incorporation of energy 

efficient certification, 

such as LEED at the 

Silver level or higher, the 

Board of Supervisors 

should promote the 

evaluation of energy use 

for LEED certified 

buildings. 

 

Staff concurs that the tracking/evaluation of energy use should 

be supported, but it does not feel that the county should 

establish a program to collect and interpret/evaluate energy 

tracking data from privately-operated facilities.  Staff concerns 

are outlined within a March 15, 2011 memorandum, in 

responses to this recommendation and the first recommendation 

in this chapter.  As staff has noted in this memorandum, if the 

concern about LEED certified buildings is related to assessment 

of energy performance of green buildings, staffs view at this 

time is that staff resources would be better spent on tracking 

broader studies of energy use and greenhouse gas emissions 

associated with buildings, as there are a number of factors 

beyond building design that will affect a building's actual 

energy use and it is therefore not clear to staff that the 

collection of energy use data from a small number of buildings 

can generate meaningful information that will inform the 

county's policy decisions. 

 

Staff has also noted that it does support outreach and 

educational efforts regarding energy efficiency and 

conservation, both for residential and nonresidential uses; staff 

also feels that this is important for all buildings and not just 

LEED certified buildings--New LEED buildings are only a 

portion of energy consumed in the county and existing 

buildings a larger portion. Improving existing buildings could 

have a larger impact in reducing energy consumption than 

focusing on LEED buildings that are already green. 

 

 

EQAC agrees that outreach 

and education is an essential 

component in this area and 

that the goal should be to 

derive meaningful 

information about what will 

inform the county’s policy 

decisions on energy.   

 

The new county inventory is 

very promising for helping to 

inform policy on buildings 

and energy use.  Moreover, 

the U.S. Green Building 

Council’s requirements for 

reporting show promise for 

helping to inform this 

recommendation when they 

are implemented.   

 

Nevertheless, in the absence 

of at least a sampling of 

different types of buildings, it 

seems that there will be an 

information gap that is 

needed to inform county 

energy policy that is not 

available. 

Progress 

made, but 

not yet 

completed. 

 

       x
x
v

 



 

 
 

 

II.  LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION 

Land Use & 

Transportation 

Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

1. EQAC continues to 

recommend that the 

county evaluate the Plan 

and publish an updated 

version of the ―State of 

The Plan, An Evaluation 

of Comprehensive Plan 

Activities between 

1990-1995 with an 

Assessment of Impacts 

through 2010‖ 

(published in 1996) to 

cover plan activities 

between 1995-2011 and 

assess impacts through 

2025.   

 

With the renewed focus 

on revitalization, 

especially in the mixed-

use centers, EQAC 

recommends that the 

county formalize and 

prioritize the focus on 

these centers.  . . . 

Staff is currently quantifying and assessing the county's 

development potential and trends to achieve a similar end, using 

different technology, now that many of the recent Area Plan 

amendments and other planning activities are nearing 

completion or have been adopted by the Board of Supervisors. 

 

Staff is currently engaged in quantifying and summarizing these 

planning activities utilizing the county's Geographic Information 

Systems-based Comprehensive Plan Potential Application. 

CPPA will assist staff in determining development trends by 

type of land use, focusing on the past decade, and comparing 

this information to trends since the Planning 

Horizons effort in 1991.  This effort is primarily intended to 

demonstrate how planning activities have achieved growth and 

conservation policies related to encouraging transit-oriented, 

mixed use development in the county's activity centers and other 

sustainability goals. 

EQAC agrees that GIS is 

an excellent way to capture 

and represent the plan 

changes.   

 

We suggest that a summary 

report be issued describing 

the changes and showing 

the GIS results.  This will 

be very informative to the 

board and the public. 

 

Progress 

being made 

but not 

completed. 

       x
x
v
i 



 

 
 

 

Land Use & 

Transportation 

Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

2a.  EQAC is an advocate of 

the county GIS system and the 

Integrated Parcel Lifecycle 

System. 

 New nonresidential 

pipeline data needs to 

be incorporated into 

IPLS.   

 IPLS should 

incorporate data 

regarding planned 

nonresidential land use 

intensities.   

 

County staff has allocated the resources to work on integrating 

the nonresidential development pipeline into IPLS. 

At the moment, the Plan options for non-residential data, in 

addition to residential data that are currently provided to IPLS, 

are captured through the Plan quantification system for in 

house use. 

EQAC appreciates the 

complexity of different 

data sets and the need for 

data cleansing and 

validation to maintain 

high quality information. 

Progress 

being made. 

2b.  EQAC recommends that 

the county continue to expand 

the ability of the general 

public to access GIS and IPLS 

tools, as appropriate and 

feasible.  This includes the 

next iteration of My 

Neighborhood and regular 

updates of the county digital 

data holdings. 

The components of this recommendation are being addressed. 

The redesign of My Neighborhood has resumed, since Virtual 

Fairfax has been implemented.  The county now has the GIS 

software and servers to move to the latest generation of Web-

services based applications that are essential for the next 

version of My Neighborhood.  It is being addressed and the 

recommendation is important. 

 Progress 

being made. 

       x
x
v
ii 



 

 
 

Land Use & 

Transportation 

Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

2c.  EQAC is impressed with 

the ways the county has 

incorporated GIS 

technology to transform 

business practices.  We 

recommend that this 

continue with a larger 

focus on strategic 

applications, such as a 

GIS Based Digital 

Comprehensive Plan.  

This would combine: 

 

1. The Integrated Parcel 

Lifecycle System as a 

base data capability. 

2. Three dimensional 

representations of the 

county. 

3. Future projections for 

planned changes and 

growth, as well as 

various alternatives.  

4. Environmental and 

Transportation models 

that illustrate local and 

countywide impacts to 

understand how micro 

and macro changes 

impact the county. 

 

The recommendation for a digital Comprehensive Plan is being 

addressed in part.  Growth projections and three-dimensional, 

environmental and transportation modeling are not a 

component of the digital Plan; however, these tools are 

available to the public when requested and if the information is 

available. 

 

The recommendation suggests that modeling tools, growth 

projection tools or their products should be added to the online 

digital Comprehensive Plan in order to supplement the text and 

map and to provide a more complete visualization of the Plan 

recommendations.  However, staff is unclear as to whether 

EQAC would like staff to make the representations, 

information, and models active tools online or whether the 

recommendation requests that staff place the results of the 

representation or models online. 

 

Either way, staff has several concerns about this 

recommendation. 

This recommendation had 

broader implications 

intended to transform the 

comprehensive plan from 

primarily text based to 

primarily GIS based, with 

all the inherent tools for 

manipulating and 

interacting with the plan.   

 

EQAC appreciates the 

concerns with this 

transformation and realizes 

it is a long term 

recommendation, but one 

that will be of great value 

in the future.  

Under 

consideration. 

      x
x
v
iii 



 

 
 

 

Land Use & 

Transportation 

Recommendations 

 
Action taken by Agency or Department 

 
EQAC Comments 

 
Completed 

3. EQAC recommends that 

the county focus on 

improving transit 

utilization through a 

systematic plan that 

includes multiple options 

within a community.  For 

example, the Virginia 

Railway Express Burke 

Centre EZ Bus provides a 

convenient alternative to 

commuting to the Burke 

Centre VRE station.  

This can be combined 

with pedestrian 

improvements, more 

connector bus options 

and biking trails that 

together provide a 

diverse transportation 

plan. 

 

The Fairfax County Department of Transportation is already 

considerably involved with diverse systematic planning efforts 

to improve transit utilization, including multi-modal 

approaches within communities when appropriate and feasible. 

The evaluation of Fairfax County Connector Bus and other 

transit service is an ongoing process, as are efforts to improve 

pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 

 

Per above, FCDOT is already involved in systematic planning 

efforts to improve transit utilization, including multiple options 

within communities where feasible and when resources, 

including funding, are available.  New possibilities and 

approaches for transit enhancements are considered and 

prioritized for implementation when resources are available as 

part of this planning effort.  FCDOT is interested in any 

specific concerns or ideas EQAC may have regarding transit 

service and planning. 

EQAC agrees that FCDOT 

is moving in the right 

direction with systematic 

planning, especially with 

the Connector bus system, 

as well as the pedestrian 

and bike programs.  As new 

projects are developed, we 

need to reemphasize the 

importance of multi-modal 

transportation options.  

Ongoing. 

      x
x
ix

 



 

 

 

III.  AIR QUALITY 
 

There were no recommendations in the 2010 Annual Report 

 

     x
x
x

 



 

 

IV.  WATER RESOURCES 

Water Resources 

Recommendation 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

1.  EQAC recommends that Fairfax 

County continue to adequately fund 

and implement its ongoing 

stormwater program, which 

includes dam maintenance, 

infrastructure replacement, water 

resource monitoring and 

management, watershed restoration 

and educational stewardship 

programs.  

 

EQAC recommends that the 

Stormwater Service District rate be 

increased in FY 2012 by a half 

penny, from a rate of 1.5 cents per 

$100 assessed real estate value to 

2.0 cents per $100.  This would, 

once again, result in the restoration 

of some more funding for modest 

watershed improvement programs 

and a somewhat more realistic 

infrastructure replacement timeline.  

We realize that there will likely be a 

need for additional increases for 

water quality projects to meet future 

permit conditions, and for 

infrastructure reinvestment, as the 

system is continually growing and 

aging.  

 No action taken on the recommendation in 

FY2012. 

EQAC is disappointed in the 

county not increasing the 

District rate in FY2012 and is 

therefore requesting a penny 

increase in the rate in 

FY2013. 

No. 

    x
x
x
i 



 

 

 

V.  SOLID WASTE 
 

There were no recommendations in the 2010 Annual Report 

 

 

VI.  HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Hazardous Materials 

Recommendation 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

1. EQAC recommends that the 

county continue to find ways 

to help people more easily 

recycle household hazardous 

waste.  As examples of the 

need for such efforts, with 

the increased use of 

rechargeable batteries and 

compact fluorescent light 

bulbs, more households in 

the county will have these 

hazardous waste items to 

dispose of on a regular basis.   

EQAC understands that the 

plan to stop remote 

hazardous waste collection 

events has recently been 

adjusted to have three events 

within the next year.  We 

support this decision and 

urge the county to continue 

to schedule and publicize 

these events in the future.    

 

The county’s Solid Waste Management Program 

operates two permanent Household Hazardous 

Waste collection facilities, one at the I-66 

Transfer Station and the other at the I-95 

complex, that support collection of household 

hazardous waste.  The county also supported six 

remote hazardous waste collection events in 2010 

as EQAC recommended. 

EQAC commends the 

county for maintaining 

scheduled remote 

hazardous waste 

collection events in 2010.  

We urge the county to 

continue to schedule and 

publicize at least three to 

five of these remote 

events per year in the 

future.    

 

Yes. 

 

   x
x
x
ii 



 

 

 

 

VII.  ECOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
Ecological Resources 

Recommendation 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

1. FCPA approved a Natural Resource 

Management Plan in 2004.  This 

partially fulfills a long-standing 

EQAC recommendation to develop 

and implement a countywide Natural 

Resource Management Plan.  

However, most of this plan cannot be 

implemented without additional staff 

and funding for the FCPA.  The FCPA 

staff estimates that implementation 

will require $3 million plus per year.  

A more phased approach will allow 

FCPA to begin to manage 10 percent 

of parklands and set up the program to 

be phased in over time.  Phase 1 with 

this approach would require $650,000 

and six positions.  EQAC strongly 

feels that the plan needs to be 

implemented.  Therefore, EQAC 

recommends that the Board of 

Supervisors provide sufficient funding 

to implement Phase 1.  EQAC 

recognizes that in today’s budget 

climate, such increased funding may 

be difficult to achieve.  However, 

once the county’s budget problems are 

eased, EQAC does recommend that 

the Board of Supervisors provide this 

funding as a high priority.  In the 

meantime, EQAC recommends that 

some of the six staff positions and 

supporting funding should be found 

from internal FCPA staff assets. 

 

As part of the county's efforts to evaluate and make 

changes to the limited term exempt employee system (in 

part a response to healthcare reform), the county converted 

two limited term positions to merit positions in support of 

Natural Resource Management Plan implementation.  Only 

one of these positions was funded in FY 2012 due to 

funding constraints, and the other will be funded in a future 

budget year as funding appropriations permit.  The funded 

Naturalist I position will support the continuation of the 

Invasive Plant Removal Program, which leverages trained 

volunteers to restore hundreds of acres of important natural 

areas.  The FY 2012 budget  also included $70,000 in 

support of the current level of this program. In addition, in 

the 2008 bond, $970,000 was included for natural and 

cultural resources in Sully Woodlands. 

EQAC appreciates that FCPA 

took steps to continue the 

Invasive Plant Removal 

Program, and thanks FCPA 

for the actions that enabled 

the program to continue.  

However, EQAC believes that 

FCPA should expand this 

highly successful program.  

Additionally, EQAC 

continues to support increased 

funding for implementation of 

the Natural Resource 

Management Plan from the 

Board of Supervisors, but 

recognizes that achieving the 

full amount of additional 

funding is not likely due to 

the current budget conditions.  

EQAC continues to 

recommend that some 

additional staff positions and 

supporting funding be found 

from internal FCPA staff 

assets. 

No. 

    x
x
x
iii 



 

 

 

VIII-1.  IMPACTS OF DEER IN FAIRFAX COUNTY 
Deer Management 

Recommendations 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

1. Managed hunts should 

be continued as they 

have become both cost-

effective and efficient in 

reducing excesses in the 

deer herd. 

Due to staffing limitations resulting from the 

restrictions on the county budget, fewer managed 

hunts have been conducted than in some prior years.  

However, those held have been successful in terms of 

the number of deer taken. 

The number of hunts and the 

success rates have been 

what could be reasonably 

expected given the level of 

staffing availability. 

 

 

Yes. 

2. The sharpshooter events 

should be continued 

because they are both 

humane and cost 

effective.  

 

Due to staffing limitations resulting from the 

restrictions on the county budget, somewhat fewer 

sharpshooter events have been conducted than in 

some prior years.  However, those held have been 

successful in terms of the number of deer taken. 

The number of sharpshooter 

events and the success rates 

have been what could be 

reasonably expected given 

the level of staffing 

availability. 

 

 

Yes. 

3. The newly begun 

archery program should 

be continued as a means 

of controlling deer 

depredation of 

vegetation on residential 

properties where 

firearms cannot be used. 

The use of archery to address the needs of residents 

to control deer depredation of their home sites has 

received increased emphasis and considerable work 

has been done with homeowners to aid them in 

utilizing these methods. 

 

 

The archery program has been 

very successful in addressing 

one of the key needs of 

homeowners to control the 

environmental destruction 

caused by deer in residential 

neighborhoods. 

Yes, within 

the limits of 

staff 

availability.  

Expanded 

effort would 

be desirable. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    x
x
x
iv

 



 

 

 

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

Recommendation 

 

Action taken by Agency or Department 

 

EQAC Comments 

 

Completed 

1. EQAC strongly 

recommends that the goose 

management program be 

continued, particularly the 

public outreach and training 

activities so that a cadre of 

volunteers can be created to 

provide the labor to do the 

actual egg-oiling that is the 

principal control measure. 

Due to staffing limitations resulting from the 

restrictions on the county budget, fewer direct goose 

management activities have been conducted than in 

some prior years.  However, much of the available 

staff time has been applied to public outreach and 

training activities so that the momentum of the 

program can be maintained. 

With the increases in the 

resident goose population it is 

desirable to increase the 

staffing for this program as 

soon as the budget situation 

permits. 

Yes, within 

the limits of 

staff 

availability. 

 

 
 
VIII-3.  COYOTES IN FAIRFAX COUNTY 
There were no recommendations in the 2010 Annual Report 

 

 
VIII-4.  WILDLIFE BORNE DISEASES OF CONCERN IN FAIRFAX COUNTY 
There were no recommendations in the 2010 Annual Report 
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IX-1.  NOISE 
Noise  Recommendation Action taken by Agency or Department EQAC Comments Completed 

1. Request the 

Metropolitan 

Washington Airports 

Authority and 

Metropolitan 

Washington Council of 

Governments to collect 

input from stakeholders 

and develop a noise 

report format and 

frequency for Dulles and 

Reagan National 

Airports.  Reports should 

be sent on a quarterly 

basis to the Fairfax 

County Board of 

Supervisors, relevant 

county staff, EQAC and 

other stakeholders. 

 

Staff and the Metropolitan Washington Airports 

Authority discussed the format and frequency of 

reporting results from the new noise monitoring 

system for Washington Dulles International and 

Ronald Reagan Washington National Airports. 

MWAA will post results on its website in the same 

format as in years past and will make efforts to post 

them quarterly. 

 

 

EQAC supports MWAA plans to 

continue the same format and to 

make the reports publicly 

available on the website.  EQAC 

urges MWAA to post results 

quarterly and to make the 

website more readily accessible. 

Not yet. 

 

IX-2.  LIGHT POLLUTION 

 
There were no recommendations in the 2010 Annual Report 

 

IX-3.  VISUAL POLLUTION AND URBAN BLIGHT 

 
There were no recommendations in the 2010 Annual Report 
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HOW TO REPORT ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES 

OR VIOLATIONS 

 
Type of Incident 

Phone 

Number 

ANY ACTIVE RELEASE OF MATERIALS INTO THE 
ENVIRONMENT   

If the dumping of any substance into a stream, into a manhole, 
into a storm sewer or onto the ground is witnessed, assumptions 
regarding the contents of the materials should not be made.  911 
should be called immediately.  When calling 911, be prepared to 
provide specific information regarding the location and nature of 
the incident. The local office of the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (703-235-1113) can be called in addition to 
(but not instead of) 911. 

 

 
 
 

911 

 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS-DANGEROUS   

If a suspected hazardous substance is being released, if lives are 

in danger or if property is threatened, 911 should be called 

immediately.  It is also appropriate to call 911 anytime an active 

release is witnessed. 

 

 

 

911 

 
 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS-NO IMMEDIATE DANGER 

If a known discharge of hazardous materials has occurred in the 

past and no lives or property are in immediate danger; this must 

be reported to the Fairfax County Fire and Rescue Department’s 

Hazardous Materials and Investigative Services Section at this 

number (includes Towns of Clifton, Herndon and Vienna).  If 

there is any question about whether a release may still be 

occurring or whether there may be any immediate danger, 911 

should be called.   

 

 

 

During 
working 

hours, call:  
703-246-

4386 
 

TTY 703-

335-4419 
 

After 

hours, call: 

703-691-

2131 

 

TTY 711 

RELEASE OF ANY MATERIAL INTO THE 

ENVIRONMENT  

Any release of materials into the environment, whether hazardous 

or not, should be reported to the Northern Regional Office of the 

Virginia Department of Environmental Quality at this number.  If 

the release is an active one, call 911.  

 

 

703-583-

3800 
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Type of Incident 

Phone 

Number 

LAND CLEARING; EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION; 
DUMPING OF FILL 

If the illegal removal of trees, the illegal clearing of land and/or 
the illegal dumping of fill is suspected, contact Fairfax County’s 
Code Enforcement Division at this number.  This number should 
also be contacted if siltation and other harmful effects of 
construction activity are occurring or observed on neighboring 
lands and waterways.  All calls received during non-working 
hours will be responded to during the next business day.   

 
 

703-324-
1937 

 

TTY 711 

 

 
SOIL EROSION ON PRIVATE PROPERTY (NON-
CONSTRUCTION SITES) 

If increased water flow is creating an erosion problem, forming 

ditches or becoming a hazard due to the movement of soil on 

private property, please call this number. 

703-324-
1937 

 

TTY 711 

 
GENERATION OF DUST 

 

703-324-
1950  

 
TTY 711 

 
CONSTRUCTION NOISE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 9 
P.M. AND 7 A.M.; NUISANCE NOISE 

703-324-
1300  

 
TTY 711 

 
TRASH COLLECTION BETWEEN 9:00 P.M. AND 6:00 
A.M. 

703-324-
5230  

 
TTY 711 

 
ILLEGAL SIGNS 

Only the Commonwealth Transportation Commissioner or his 

agent has the authority to enforce the state code as it pertains to 

signs in the state rights-of-way.  There are restrictions for signs on 

private property. For more information contact the Department of 

Code Compliance. 

 

For information about illegal signs go to: 

http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/dpz/faqs/signsfaq.htm#6.   

 
 

703-324-
1300  

 
TTY 711 

BLIGHTED PROPERTIES 

Including damaged property, junk/debris in yards and violations 

of grass height limits 

703-324-
1300  

 
TTY 711 

 
OUTDOOR LIGHTING CONCERNS 

703-324-
1300  

 
TTY 711 

http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/dpz/faqs/signsfaq.htm#6
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Type of Incident 

Phone 

Number 

AIR POLLUTANTS 

Air pollutants are emitted by stationary sources, such as power 

plants, gasoline service stations, and dry cleaners, as well as by 

mobile and area sources, such as from automobiles, trucks and 

other highway activities.  This phone number is for Virginia 

DEQ’s Northern Regional Office. 

 

Virginia DEQ’s air compliance program conducts inspections of 

facilities within Fairfax County and records information on 

violations in the state’s database. 

 

Contact information is available 

at http://www.deq.state.va.us/air/compliance/homepage.html  

 

 

 

 

703-583-

3800 

NO RECYCLING IN SCHOOLS 

Section IX of the Fairfax County School Board’s Policy 8542 states 

that ―Schools and centers will have mandatory recycling programs 

for paper products, cans, and bottles. Construction waste materials 

will be separated and recycled.‖  To report schools that are not 

recycling in accordance with this policy, contact the Fairfax County 

Public Schools Office of Facilities Management, Plant Operations 

Section.  More information is available at:  

http://www.fcps.edu/fts/facmanagement/recycle.shtml  

 

 

 

 

703-764-

2459 

 
 
 

HEALTH HAZARDS 

In addition to the above contacts, if a health hazard is suspected, 

contact the Environmental Health Administration or the Health 

Department’s Community Health and Safety Section.  Asbestos-

specific releases should also be reported to the Health 

Department. 

 

 

703-246-

2205 

 

or 

 

703-246-

2300 

 

TTY 703-

591-6435 

http://www.deq.state.va.us/air/compliance/homepage.html
http://www.fcps.edu/fts/facmanagement/recycle.shtml
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