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APPENDIX B 
EQAC RESOLUTIONS AND POSITIONS 

NOVEMBER 2012 THROUGH 
OCTOBER 2013 

Date Adopted Resolution/Position Page 

January 7, 2013 Memorandum to the County Executive regarding the FY 2014  B-2 
budget (memorandum dated January 9, 2013)  

February 13, 2013 Memorandum to the Board of Supervisors regarding removal  B-4 
of illegal signs from highway rights-of-way 

March 13, 2013  Testimony on the FY 2014 Fairfax County budget (testimony B-6 
presented on April 11, 2013) 

April 10, 2013 Memorandum to the Board of Supervisors regarding urban   B-7 
development standards (memorandum dated April 19, 2013) 
of illegal signs from highway rights-of-way 

May 8, 2013 Memorandum to the Board of Supervisors regarding  B-9 
advertisement of the proposed stormwater management 
ordinance (memorandum dated June 10, 2013) 

June 12, 2013 Memorandum to the Board of Supervisors supporting  B-10 
Fairfax Forward 

August 14, 2013 Legislative Proposal:  Legislative position regarding B-11 
disposable bags 

September 11, 2013 Legislative Proposal:  Legislative position regarding B-13 
community net metering 

September 11, 2013 Legislative Proposal:  Legislative position regarding B-15 
the moratorium on uranium mining 

September 11, 2013 Memorandum to the Board of Supervisors regarding the B-17 
proposed stormwater management ordinance (memorandum 
dated September 20, 2013) 

September 11, 2013 Memorandum to the Board of Supervisors regarding proposed B-18 
improvements to the Braddock Road/Pleasant Valley Road 
intersection (memorandum dated September 23, 2013) 

Due to formatting, the resolutions and positions may not appear precisely as they were originally 
transmitted.

 B-1



B-2 

DATE:  January 9, 2013 
TO: Edward L. Long, Jr. 

County Executive 

FROM: Stella Koch, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

SUBJECT: EQAC input on the FY 2014 budget 

This memorandum is in response to your December 4 request for input and guidance from 
members of boards, authorities and commissions regarding the FY 2014 budget.  Specifically, 
you asked for guidance “on the types of investments we will need to make over the next two 
years to get us through this difficult time and to ensure the integrity of our infrastructure and 
core government services.”  EQAC appreciates the opportunity to provide input at this time as 
well as for your continued communications and coordination with EQAC.   

As you are aware, we have provided a number of recommendations in our Annual Report on 
the Environment, and our priority recommendations have been highlighted in the Chairman’s 
letter, which can be found toward the beginning of the report.   In response to your request, we 
reiterate these priorities.  We also note the following statement from the Board of Supervisors’ 
Environmental Agenda and feel that, in order to prioritize decisions in these difficult budget 
times, the county should build on this statement in its budget decisions: 

". . . everyone has a need and a right to breathe clean air, to drink clean water, and to live and 
work in clean surroundings.  A healthy environment enhances our quality of life and preserves 
the vitality that makes Fairfax a special place to live and work." 

We believe that these goals are not only important to county residents but are also critical for 
growth and redevelopment.   We also note that, in pursuing efforts to achieve these goals, the 
county has opportunities to undertake work that maximizes environmental protection and 
minimizes cost through better integration of management practices.  One example would be an 
increased focus on the many examples of the county's efforts to retrofit buildings with energy-
saving technologies that have led to substantial cost savings in annual operating costs.  
Funding for such efforts should be provided through the environmental improvement program.  

In recognition of the continuing budget challenges that the county is facing, we want to assure 
you that we will commit ourselves to the examination of the combination of environmental  
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 benefits and cost as we develop future recommendations relating to environmental policies, 
projects and initiatives. 

We again appreciate and thank you for the opportunity to comment on this critical issue and 
look forward to supporting you on this and other issues. 

SMK:LJZ:nhk 

cc:  Susan Datta, Chief Financial Officer and Director, Department of Management and Budget 
       David J. Molchany, Deputy County Executive 



B-4 

DATE:  February 13, 2013 
TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Stella Koch, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

SUBJECT: EQAC support for a proposed agreement between Fairfax County and the 
Virginia Department of Transportation regarding removal of illegal signs from 
highway rights-of-way 

For many years, EQAC has issued recommendations regarding illegal signs.  We are writing in 
support of a proposal that we think will address a key portion of our most recent 
recommendation regarding sign enforcement. 

The Board of Supervisors will hold a public hearing on Feb. 26, 2012, at 4 PM, on a proposed 
legal agreement between the Virginia Department of Transportation and the county to remove 
illegal signs from highway rights-of-way.   A Newslink article about the proposal, with links 
providing details, is available at:    http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/news/2013/board-approves-
public-hearing-sign-removal-program.htm. 

In order to implement the program, Fairfax County must enter into a legal agreement with the 
Virginia Commissioner of Highways. This agreement would allow Fairfax County to act as the 
commissioner's agent, as allowed by the Code of Virginia Section 33.1-375.1. The proposed 
legal agreement and staff report are available at the link shown above. 

As noted in EQAC’s most recent (2012) Annual Report on the Environment (ARE), with 
further information shown at http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/dpz/eqac/report2012/, Chapter 9: 
“Simply stated, “blight” is something that impairs or destroys appearance and results in a 
deteriorated condition.  In recent times, urban blight has come to include a wide range of visual 
pollutants that degrade the ambience of our communities, including such things as trash and 
litter on roadsides, unkempt properties, above-ground power and communications transmission 
lines, communication towers, intrusive and objectionable advertising signage and other forms 
of visual impairments.  Without doubt, signage that is excessive in amount and inappropriate in 
placement is the most ubiquitous of these ‘pollutants.’” 
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EQAC supports the proposed legal agreement as it will have the effect of reducing the number 
of illegal signs that are found within the county.  We thank the Board for its attention to this 
issue. 

SMK:RW:nhk 

cc:  Edward L. Long, Jr., County Executive 
 David J. Molchany, Deputy County Executive 
 Jeff Blackford, Director, Department of Code Compliance 

       EQAC file, February 2013 

B-5 



B-6 

FY 2014 Fairfax County budget 
Testimony from the Environmental Quality Advisory Council—Stella Koch, Chairman 

April 11, 2013 

My name is Stella Koch and I am speaking on behalf of the Environmental Quality Advisory Council.  I 
am speaking in support of two specific budget areas:  (1) funding for Environmental Improvement 
Program projects; and (2) a future increase in the Stormwater Service District rate. 

The Environmental Improvement Program supports implementation of the Board’s Environmental 
Agenda.  This year’s budget proposes $500,000 of funding for several environmental initiatives, 
including additional energy efficient lighting upgrades at Fairfax County Park Authority facilities; 
continuation of the Park Authority-managed Invasive Plant Removal Program; Energy Education and 
Outreach initiatives to county businesses and residents: a Green Purchasing Program and other 
strategic initiatives.   EQAC supports the Board’s continued commitment to its Environmental Agenda 
through the provision of funding for EIP projects and supports the proposed funding of these projects.  It 
should be noted that many of these projects have the potential to cut future expenditures. 

While we recognize that there will be no increase in the Stormwater Service District tax rate this year, 
EQAC continues to support in upcoming budgets an additional rate increase by a ½ penny per $100 
assessed real estate value to 2.5 cents per $100. 

In 1998, $500,000 was committed to fund the first county-wide stream assessment, with the results 
published in late 2000.  This laid the groundwork for our understanding of Fairfax County’s streams and 
the stewardship needed to protect and restore them. 

Staff continues to monitor a portion of our streams each year, and by February 2011, watershed plans 
were completed for all 30 of the county’s watersheds.  These watershed plans need funding to be 
implemented. 

The county owns and maintains 1,553 storm water management facilities and BMP’s and is responsible 
for both inspection and maintenance of these facilities.  The County maintains 1,500 miles of pipe and 
channels and also has 44,000 inlets and manholes. The estimated value of the storm sewers, storm 
structures, and channels is approximately $1.3 billion dollars.  Each storm drainage component lasts 
approximately 75 years before it needs to be replaced; therefore, the County needs to reinvest 
approximately $17 million each year to replace the failed sewers and structures.  Similarly, the storm 
water management facilities are valued at $525 million and these facilities last approximately 40-years; 
thus, the County will need to reinvest approximately $13.1 million each year to ensure the safety of the 
community and environment that is near these facilities.  This funding will need to come from the 
Stormwater Service District.  

Fairfax County is committed to creating and maintaining an excellent quality of life for its residents, and 
that includes the environment in which we live.  EQAC would like to thank the Board of Supervisors for 
its continued support for environmental initiatives.    
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DATE: April 19, 2013 
TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Stella Koch, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

George Lamb, At-Large member
Environmental Quality Advisory Council  

SUBJECT: EQAC concern about the need to apply urban development standards more 
broadly across Fairfax County 

EQAC shares the concerns that were brought to Stella Koch’s attention by Supervisor Hudgins 
regarding transit-oriented development design and pedestrian accessibility at and near the 
county’s transit stations.  In response to these concerns, at its March 13 meeting, EQAC 
engaged in a conversation  with staff from the Departments of Transportation and Planning and 
Zoning as well as the county’s broader Environmental Coordinating Committee.  The 
discussion focused on the new Wiehle-Reston East station and surrounding development 
projects but was intended to be generally applicable to all transit station areas.  The outcome of 
the March 13 discussion was awareness that the urban design guidelines that were carefully 
created for Tysons Corner, as the county’s urban center, are not currently being applied in 
transit station and revitalization areas.  While Tysons is indeed a special area, the transit areas 
in particular are mini urban districts with highly valuable public transit investments.  In order 
to maximize the potential for these areas, they also need to be designed with an urban focus 
and the associated amenities necessary to create an exciting and vibrant community.  

Our specific concerns about the current Wiehle Avenue development include the following: 
• Parking requirements are still focused on minimum numbers of spaces.  They do not

reference the urban maximum space approach that could be effectively implemented 
around the transit stations.  The parking maximum approach encourages multi-modal 
transportation versus single mode, high-density parking. 

• The road network that is being provided in this area includes roads that will be higher
in capacity than what EQAC feels would be appropriate for an urban road network.  In 
particular, the grid streets inside the development are two lanes in each direction, with 
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 no street parking.  In a May 2012 presentation from the Fairfax County Department of 
Transportation to the Board of Supervisors on proposed countywide urban  
transportation design standards, the design for an Urban Local Street called for one lane 
in each direction with on street parking.   

In the same presentation, the justification for on-street parking per the proposed design 
standards stated:  “On-street parking is required on most streets to create a more 
useable street frontage that serves street-level commercial retail, and to create side 
friction that reduces vehicles speeds, thereby maintaining a more pedestrian friendly 
street.” 

It is recognized that the Wiehle Avenue development is already under construction and that it 
is difficult to retroactively apply the Urban Transportation standards.  EQAC feels, though, that 
there should be a consideration of whether there may be measures that could be taken at this 
point to fix any pedestrian safety/accessibility problems that may be associated with the design 
of this development.   

We further stress our strong recommendation that the Board of Supervisors direct that there be 
a consideration of the application of urban parking and transportation standards to other 
urbanizing areas outside of Tysons Corner.   

References: 
1. Report To Board Of Supervisors on Tysons Corner, October  2012
2. Fairfax Forward Staff Report, March 19, 2013
3. County of Fairfax, Virginia, County-wide Urban Transportation Design Standards

Board of Supervisors Transportation Committee May 8, 2012 

SMK:GWL:nhk 

cc:  Edward L. Long, Jr., County Executive 
 David J. Molchany, Deputy County Executive 
 Fred R. Selden, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning 
 Thomas P. Biesiadny, Director, Department of Transportation 

       EQAC file, April 2013 
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DATE: June 10, 2013 
TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Stella Koch, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

SUBJECT: EQAC recommendation regarding advertisement of the proposed stormwater 
management ordinance 

EQAC has been carefully following the evolution of the proposed stormwater management 
ordinance in Fairfax County.   We recognize that much of the language being suggested 
already exists within other regulatory ordinances and has served the county well.    We have 
concerns over what the Board of Supervisors may advertise in regard to the stormwater 
management ordinance exemption for construction on single family residential 
lots.   Specifically, EQAC recommends that language be advertised that at least mirrors (i.e., 
doesn’t weaken) the county’s current approach regarding the threshold for exemption of 
construction on single residential lots (i.e., an 18% impervious cover threshold).   There are 
enough instances of neighbors being flooded as more infill occurs to warrant not lessening this 
requirement.     

Thank you for your consideration. 

SMK:nhk 

cc:  Edward L. Long, Jr., County Executive 
 David J. Molchany, Deputy County Executive 
 James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental Services 
 EQAC file, May 2013 
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DATE: June 28, 2013 
TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Stella Koch, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

SUBJECT: EQAC support for Fairfax Forward 

Since 2004, EQAC has recommended that the county review our planning process in the 
context of the transformations that have steadily reshaped our county from the suburbs of 1975 
into the vibrant and built-out community we live in today.  We have participated in the Fairfax 
Forward process and want to reiterate our support for adopting Fairfax Forward as the new 
comprehensive planning review process for the county.  This new process provides the county 
a more flexible, systematic, comprehensive and adaptable approach to planning our future, 
while expanding and encouraging public participation. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

SMK:GWL:nhk 

cc:  Edward L. Long, Jr., County Executive 
 David J. Molchany, Deputy County Executive 
 Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
 Fred R. Selden, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning 

       EQAC file, June 2013 
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POSITION STATEMENT FORM 
(Completed form to be provided to the Legislative Committee) 

GENERAL SUBJECT AREA -- TITLE OF PROPOSAL: 

REDUCING ENVIRONMENTAL CONTAMINATION FROM PLASTIC AND PAPER 
BAGS 

PROPOSAL: 

Support legislation to reduce the use of plastic disposable bags.  If disposable bags 
are provided they should be paper with a high recycled content and with a nominal 
fee/deposit of a nominal amount, such as 5-10 cents.  The use of reusable bags 
should be encouraged. 

SOURCE: 

Environmental Quality Advisory Council, August, 2013 

BACKGROUND: 

Plastic bags do not completely degrade in the environment.  They present a real 
threat to wildlife and aquatic organisms.  In the open ocean, plastic bags break up into 
small pieces that resemble food that fish ingest.  While plastic bags may be recycled 
or disposed of so that they are not released to the environment, many plastic bags 
end up in fields, streams, lakes, rivers and the oceans.  Paper bags are disposable 
and are expected to pose fewer environmental risks.  Paper bags in Fairfax County 
can be recycled or disposed of as trash, where they would be incinerated.  Incinerated 
bags will release some carbon dioxide.  Discarding paper bags after one use is also 
resource intensive in terms of trees and all of the efforts to harvest trees and 
manufacture the paper. 

The goal should be to encourage the use of reusable bags.  In order to discourage the 
use of single use throw away bags, a nominal deposit/fee should be required for each 
bag.  The proposal is broad so that there may be support for legislation for statewide 
actions, as well as legislation authorizing localities to take certain actions to meet this 
goal. 

In past legislative sessions, legislation aimed at reducing the use of plastic and/or 
paper bags has been introduced; however, these bills have either been tabled or left 
in the committees to which they were referred.  
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The Fairfax County Board of Supervisors’ 2013 Legislative Program included the 
following position statement, which updated and reaffirmed a previous position: 
“Support legislation or other efforts which would encourage the use of reusable 
shopping bags, consistent with the County’s waste reduction goals and environmental 
stewardship efforts.  As in previous sessions, it is anticipated that legislation to ban 
plastic bags or impose a fee for their use may be introduced again in 2014.  Such 
legislation would need to be examined by the County for efficacy, cost, and ease of 
administration.”  EQAC supports retention of this position statement in the 2014 
Legislative Program. 

RECOMMENDATION:   
(Do not fill out-- This will be indicated by the Legislative Director and County Executive) 

POSSIBLE SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION BY ORGANIZATIONS: 
(List any organizations or groups, if any, which might be in favor of or against the proposed position) 

Support from environmental and civic organizations is expected for bills that 
encourage the reuse of bags, ban plastic bags or require deposits for 
disposable bags.  Organizations such as The Alice Ferguson Foundation, 
Choose Clean Water Coalition, Clean Water Action, Institute for Local Self 
Reliance, Surfrider Foundation-DC Chapter and other cities and towns have 
also supported such legislation.   We expect at least some retail establishments 
and consumer groups may oppose such legislation.   

STAFF CONTACT PERSON(S):  
(Provide name and phone number of County staff person(s) best able to provide any additional 
research or necessary information) 

Noel Kaplan (EQAC staff liaison) 
Environment and Development Review Branch 
Fairfax County Department of Planning and Zoning 
12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 730 
Fairfax, VA  22035 

Phone:  703-324-1380 
Fax:      703-324-3056 
Email:    Noel.Kaplan@fairfaxcounty.gov 
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POSITION STATEMENT FORM 
(Completed form to be provided to the Legislative Committee) 

GENERAL SUBJECT AREA -- TITLE OF PROPOSAL: 

COMMUNITY NET METERING 

PROPOSAL: 

Support legislation creating a “community customer” net metering definition.  A 
community customer would be a net metered generation facility sited on a single 
location with multiple owners, with all the owners receiving a share of the net metering 
credits.  The legislation should demonstrate a positive cost benefit associated with 
residential net energy metering (NEM).  The avoided costs associated with NEM 
should be sufficient to offset the utilities’ lost revenues and incremental net energy 
metering program administration and customer costs. 

SOURCE: 

Environmental Quality Advisory Council, September, 2013 

BACKGROUND: 

Renewable energy offers great promise for job growth and economic opportunity in 
Fairfax County, and can help the county reach its Cool County goals.  While the Board 
of Supervisors supported expansion of renewable energy in the last legislative session 
by endorsing the Power Purchase Agreement, legislation which incentivized 
renewable energy by reducing upfront costs, additional legislation is necessary to 
expand the availability of renewable energy by allowing more owners.  Other benefits 
to expanding local generation include less transmission loss, less burden on the grid, 
provision of peak energy, and less need for new generation.  

Additional background information: 

Renewable energy is currently not available to many industrial, commercial or 
residential customers, including tenants of rental properties and those with properties 
that are shaded or otherwise not suitable for solar installations.  In fact, the National 
Renewable Energy Laboratory estimates that three quarters of residential buildings in 
America do not have access to solar.  

Community net metering was considered in the 2013 legislative session as part of 
HB1695, introduced by Delegate Randy Minchew (R-Leesburg).  The bill as enacted 
did not include community net metering, but it did include aggregate net metering, 
which is similar in concept, albeit with restrictions. In aggregate net metering, energy 
from a single renewable energy installation can be attributed to more than one meter 
(e.g., solar panels on a barn can also serve a farmhouse on the same property); 

 B-13



B-14 

however, the meters must serve the same customer and the properties involved must 
be contiguous.  

Community net metering will allow a group of residential, commercial, industrial, and 
other customers to establish a “community customer" to act collectively to install a 
renewable energy facility sited on a single location with multiple owners. The multiple 
owners may develop a system that provides that all the generation will be credited to 
the owners to offset a portion of their electricity bills.  

RECOMMENDATION:   
(Do not fill out-- This will be indicated by the Legislative Director and County Executive) 

POSSIBLE SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION BY ORGANIZATIONS: 
(List any organizations or groups, if any, which might be in favor of or against the proposed position) 

Delegate Minchew has reiterated his interest in passing a community net metering bill. 
Other local governments are interested in this legislation, as is the Metropolitan 
Washington Council of Governments.  Although we are not aware of any formal 
positions of support from the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments, in the 
Climate, Energy and Environment Policy Committee’s Proposed 2013-2016 Action 
Plan, jurisdictions are encouraged to “help support, where appropriate, state and 
federal legislation that reduces barriers to renewable energy. . .”  This legislation is 
also a high priority for environmental groups including the Virginia Conservation 
Network (a coalition of 150 organizations), the Sierra Club, and the Piedmont 
Environmental Council. 

This provision would help expand participation to achieve net metering’s potential, 
including reducing both peak demand and energy purchases from PJM.  

STAFF CONTACT PERSON(S):  
(Provide name and phone number of County staff person(s) best able to provide any additional 
research or necessary information) 

Noel Kaplan (EQAC staff liaison) 
Environment and Development Review Branch 
Fairfax County Department of Planning and Zoning 
12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 730 
Fairfax, VA  22035 

Phone:  703-324-1380 
Fax:      703-324-3056 
Email:    Noel.Kaplan@fairfaxcounty.gov 
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POSITION STATEMENT FORM 
(Completed form to be provided to the Legislative Committee) 

GENERAL SUBJECT AREA -- TITLE OF PROPOSAL:  

RETAINING THE MORATORIUM ON URANIUM MINING 

PROPOSAL:  

Support retaining the moratorium on uranium mining.  

SOURCE: 

Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

BACKGROUND: 

In January 2012, EQAC adopted a resolution supporting the retention of Virginia’s 
uranium mining moratorium, which was imposed statewide in 1982.  EQAC’s 
resolution is available for review at 
http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/dpz/eqac/resolutions/2012_january--uranium_mining.pdf.   
EQAC recognized that the impetus behind efforts to lift the moratorium was a 
substantial uranium deposit in Pittsylvania County that may be economically viable for 
mining, and EQAC noted in its resolution that mining of this deposit would have no 
impact on Fairfax County.  However, the resolution also noted the presence of 
uranium elsewhere in Virginia, including locations within the watershed of the 
Occoquan Reservoir; the lifting of the moratorium could conceivably result in mining of 
these deposits at some time in the future. 

At the time of adoption of its resolution, EQAC was concerned that there may be 
efforts during the 2012 legislative session to lift the moratorium; such efforts were 
deferred to allow further consideration of the issue, but EQAC is concerned that 
related legislation may be introduced during the 2013 legislative session.  EQAC feels 
that the reasons for retaining the moratorium that were outlined in EQAC’s resolution 
remain valid and therefore recommends that a position be adopted in the Board of 
Supervisors’ Legislative Program supporting retention of the moratorium. 

In EQAC’s view, independent reviews are compelling in their observations that there 
are significant gaps in legal and regulatory coverage for activities dealing with uranium 
mining in Virginia.   EQAC continues to feel that it would be premature to draft 
regulations pertaining to uranium mining without first addressing concerns identified 
by the National Academy of Sciences in its report.  Also, the National Academy of 
Sciences and other sources, such as the General Accountability Office, have raised 
concerns about the lack of adequate financial assurance to address environmental 
cleanups that have been needed elsewhere following uranium and other mining 
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activities.  In the event that uranium mining caused an environmental problem, the 
cost could be passed on to the state of Virginia; taxpayers from across the state could 
be burdened with a very expensive cleanup.   

The approval of uranium mining operations are complicated by a number of factors 
including the high cost of cleanup in the event of environmental releases of 
contamination and the operation of mining operations by companies that are owned 
by companies outside of the United States.  In addition, the experience with uranium 
mining within the United States has largely been limited to western states with low 
rainfall.   

Please note that EQAC has proposed two additional position statements this year, 
both of which EQAC considers to be of lesser priority to this proposed position 
statement.  EQAC’s second priority recommendation addresses third-party power 
purchase agreements for renewable energy while its third priority recommendation 
addresses reduction in the use of disposable bags.  The latter is a recommendation to 
carry forward a previously-established Board position. 

RECOMMENDATION:   
(Do not fill out-- This will be indicated by the Legislative Director and County Executive) 

POSSIBLE SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION BY ORGANIZATIONS: 
(List any organizations or groups, if any, which might be in favor of or against the proposed position) 

Support from environmental and civic organizations is expected for retaining 
the moratorium on uranium mining.  

STAFF CONTACT PERSON(S):  
(Provide name and phone number of County staff person(s) best able to provide any additional 
research or necessary information) 

Noel Kaplan (EQAC staff liaison) 
Environment and Development Review Branch 
Fairfax County Department of Planning and Zoning 
12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 730 
Fairfax, VA  22035 

Phone:  703-324-1380 
Fax:      703-324-3056 
Email:    Noel.Kaplan@fairfaxcounty.gov 
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DATE: September 20, 2013 
TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Stella Koch, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

SUBJECT: EQAC recommendation regarding the proposed stormwater management 
ordinance 

EQAC has continued to follow the evolution of the proposed stormwater management 
ordinance in Fairfax County.   As we noted in our earlier correspondence, we recognize that 
much of the language being suggested already exists within other regulatory ordinances and 
has served the county well.    We thank the Board for advertising a draft ordinance that retains 
the opportunity to ensure that the county’s current efforts will not be weakened.  Where there 
is discretion for the county to choose among a range of options, we urge the Board to pursue 
options that will be equal to or greater than existing requirements as they address protection of 
the county’s water resources.      

Thank you for your consideration. 

SMK:nhk 

cc:  Edward L. Long, Jr., County Executive 
 David J. Molchany, Deputy County Executive 
 James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental Services 
 EQAC file, September 2013 
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DATE: September 23, 2013 
TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: Stella Koch, Chairman 
Environmental Quality Advisory Council 

SUBJECT: EQAC concerns about proposed improvements to the Braddock Road/Pleasant 
Valley Road intersection 

EQAC has long held concerns about the implications of transportation improvements to natural 
resources and county parks.  We also have concerns about the compatibility of transportation 
projects with land use, and consequent environmental impacts.  Because of this, we have been 
watching with interest the proposed improvement plan for the Braddock Road and Pleasant 
Valley Road intersection that would affect the following county parks:  Rock Hill District 
Park; Mountain Road District Park; and Elklick Preserve.  We have two concerns with this 
plan that illustrate our broader focus on transportation projects:  the first is related to the unique 
ecological nature of the parks; and the second relates to the transition of a semi-rural road into 
a commuter road.   

With respect to ecological resources on and near the project site, there are wetlands present in 
all three of the county parks.   Rock Hill Park has a globally rare forested wetland community 
and two state rare plant species that have the potential to be impacted by the project.  There is a 
receiving stream south of the proposed project that could be negatively impacted by increased 
flows and no studies have been done to date to consider those impacts. 

Any VDOT proposal for this intersection must protect these state rare plants and the globally 
rare forested upland swamp community.  The Virginia National Heritage Program and the 
Fairfax County Park Authority Natural Resources Management and Protection Branch must be 
involved in these efforts.  

The Natural Resources Management and Protection Branch of the Fairfax County Park 
Authority has made the following requests; we support these requests and urge the Board of 
Supervisors to ask that these requests be honored before any decision is made on this proposed 
improvement, including any requests for a “temporary construction easement”: 

M E M O R A N D U M

C o u n t y  o f  F a i r f a x ,  V i r g i n i a
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1) Completion of the hydrology and hydraulics analysis of the globally rare wetlands by
VDOT.

2) Delineation of the wetlands in Rock Hill District Park  and Mountain Road District
Park to determine the extent of impacts, if any,  of the proposed project.

3) Completion of field technical studies with the Virginia Natural Heritage Program staff
for the extent of rare plant species and communities.

We request that, before any improvement plans move forward for any transportation project, 
plans be implemented, where applicable, to protect state rare plants, globally rare communities 
and other wetlands.  In the example of the Braddock Road and Pleasant Valley Road 
intersection, we feel that such an effort is needed. 

Our second concern, as noted earlier, is the compatibility of transportation projects with  land 
use, with consequent environmental impacts.  For example, the Braddock Road/Pleasant 
Valley Road intersection is the back door to the South Riding community in Loudoun 
County.  Many of those residents use the intersection to get to jobs in the Route 28 corridor of 
Fairfax County.  The preferred route from South Riding to Fairfax County is via Route 50, 
which is designed for commuter traffic.  The proposed enhancement would open an alternative 
route that is not designed for continuously increasing levels of traffic.  The traffic projections 
show demand increasing through 2020 and volume-to-capacity ratios approaching 0.88 with all 
proposed enhancements.  However the supply of commuters from suburban communities will 
consume the new capacity.   

EQAC is concerned with the long term effects of opening semi-rural roads to commuter 
demands and suggests that alternatives be explored that encourage utilization of high capacity 
roads as the first choice. 

EQAC feels that, when issues of this significance arise on any transportation project, the Board 
of Supervisors should hold a public hearing on that improvement project.  We feel that the 
proposed Braddock Road/Pleasant Valley Road intersection improvement rises to this level. 

SMK:GWL:nhk 

cc:  Edward L. Long, Jr., County Executive 
 Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
 David J. Molchany, Deputy County Executive 
 Thomas P. Biesiadny, Director, Department of Transportation 
 Cindy Messinger, Acting Director, Fairfax County Park Authority 
 EQAC file, September 2013 
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