
FAIRFAX COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

May 1, 2012 
 

AGENDA 
 

  

 9:30 Done Presentations 
 

10:30 Adopted Budget Adoption of FY 2013 Budget Plan 
 

10:40 Done Items Presented by the County Executive 
 

 ADMINISTRATIVE 
ITEMS 

 

 

1 
 

Approved Streets into the Secondary System (Lee and Sully Districts) 

2 
 

Approved Approval of Traffic Calming Measures and Installation of “$200 
Additional Fine for Speeding” Signs as Part of the Residential 
Traffic Administration Program (Dranesville and Springfield 
Districts) 
 

3 
 

Approved Extension of Review Periods for 2232 Review Applications 
(Providence and Sully Districts) 
 

4 
 

Approved Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on Amendments to 
the Code of the County of Fairfax, Chapter 82, Motor Vehicles 
and Traffic (Regulation of Traffic), Section 82-1-6 (Adoption of 
State Law) and Section 82-4-10 (Speed Limits) 
 

5 
 

Approved Authorization for the County Executive to Execute Contract 
Modification No. 1 to the Virginia Water Quality Improvement 
Fund Point Source Grant and Operation and Maintenance 
Agreement Contract #440-S-09-08 Between the County of 
Fairfax and the Commonwealth of Virginia 
 

6 Approved Supplemental Appropriation Resolution AS 12117 for the 
Department of Family Services to Accept Grant Funding from 
the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services for Early 
Head Start 
 

 ACTION ITEMS  
1 Approved Approval of a Standard Project Administration Agreement with 

the Virginia Department of Transportation to Fund the Route 29 
Sidewalk Project (Providence District) 
 

2 Approved Approval of the Proposed Consolidated Plan One-Year Action 
Plan for FY 2013 and Approval to Amend the FY 2012 
Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan to Incorporate 
Funding and Activities Under the Second Allocation of FY 2012 
Emergency Shelter Grants/Emergency Solutions Grants 
Funding 
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FAIRFAX COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

May 1, 2012 
 

 ACTION ITEMS 
(Continued) 

 

 

3 Approved Board Action on Consolidated Community Funding Pool 
Recommendations for Fiscal Years 2013 and 2014 
 

 INFORMATION 
ITEMS 

 

 

1 
 
 

Noted Planning Commission Action On Application 2232A-L00-17-1, 
Mid-Atlantic Telecom Tower, LLC (Mount Vernon District) 

10:50 Done Matters Presented by Board Members 
 

11:40 
 

Done Closed Session 
 

 PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 

 

3:30 
 

Approved Public Hearing on SEA 94-D-019, Capital One, National 
Association to Amend SE 94-D-019 (Dranesville District) 
 

3:30 Approved Public Hearing on SEA 2008-DR-003, Capital One, National 
Association to Amend SE 2008-DR-003 (Dranesville District) 
 

3:30 Approved Public Hearing on SEA 84-C-024, Chipotle Mexican Grill of 
Colorado LLC D/B/A Chipotle Mexican Grill to Amend SE 84-C-
024 (Hunter Mill District)   
 

3:30 Deferred to 5/22/12 at 
3:30 p.m. 

Public Hearing on SEA 91-L-053-06, Washington Metropolitan 
Area Transit Authority (WMATA) to Amend SE 91-L-053 (Lee 
District)   
 

3:30 Approved Public Hearing on RZ 2011-LE-022, Springfield Metro Center 
II, LLC and Springfield 6601 LLC to Rezone from C-4 and I-4 
(Lee District) 
 

3:30 Approved Public Hearing on PCA 1998-LE-064-02/PCA 2008-LE-015, 
Springfield Metro Center II, LLC and Springfield Parcel C LLC 
to Amend the Proffers for RZ 1998-LE-064 and RZ 2008-LE-
015 (Lee District)   
 

3:30 Approved Public Hearing on SE 2011-MV-012, Redpath Development, 
LLC to Permit Uses in a Floodplain (Mount Vernon  District)   
 

4:00 Approved Public Hearing on Proposed Plan Amendment S11-IV-MV1, 
Located Along Richmond Highway Between Buckman Road 
and Janna Lee Avenue (Lee District) 
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FAIRFAX COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

May 1, 2012 
 

 PUBLIC HEARINGS 
(Continued) 

 

 

4:00 Approved Public Hearing to Consider Adopting an Ordinance Expanding 
the Culmore Residential Permit Parking District, District 9 
(Mason District) 
 

4:00 Approved Public Hearing to Consider Parking Restrictions on Old 
Franconia Road (Lee District) 
 

4:00 Approved Public Hearing for the De-Creation/Re-Creation of Small and 
Local Sanitary Districts for Refuse/Recycling, and/or Vacuum 
Leaf Collection Service (Dranesville District) 
 

4:30 
 

Approved Public Hearing on a Proposal to Vacate and Abandon Part of 
Newcombs Farm Road (Mount Vernon District) 
 

5:00 No Speakers Public Comment from Fairfax County Citizens and Businesses 
on Issues of Concern 
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Fairfax County, Virginia 
 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
AGENDA 

 

     Tuesday 
     May 1, 2012 

 
 
9:30 a.m. 
 
 
RECOGNITIONS 
 

 RESOLUTION – To recognize David Madden, founder of the National History 
Bee and the National History Bowl, for initiating these national academic 
competitions for high school students in grades 9-12.  Requested by Supervisor 
Hyland. 

 
 RESOLUTION – To recognize the Engineers and Surveyors Institute for its 25th 

anniversary of serving the community through its partnership with Fairfax County.  
Requested by Supervisor Cook. 

 
 
DESIGNATIONS 
 

 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 13-19, 2012, as Police Week and May 15, 
2012, as Peace Officers Memorial Day in Fairfax County.  Requested by 
Chairman Bulova. 

 
 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 2012 as Foster Care and Foster Family 

Recognition Month in Fairfax County.  Requested by Chairman Bulova. 
 

 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 2012 as Parents Who Host, Lose the 
Most Month in Fairfax County.  Requested by Chairman Bulova. 

 
 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 2012 as Older Americans Month in 

Fairfax County.  Requested by Chairman Bulova. 
 
 
 

— more — 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 

 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 2012 as Asian Pacific American Heritage 
Month in Fairfax County.  Requested by Chairman Bulova. 

 
 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 2012 as Lyme Disease Awareness Month 

in Fairfax County.  Requested by Supervisor Hudgins. 
 

 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 6-12, 2012, as Nurses Week in Fairfax 
County.  Requested by Chairman Bulova. 

 
 PROCLAMATION – To designate May 15-21, 2012, as Public Works Week in 

Fairfax County.  Requested by Chairman Bulova. 
 
 
 
 
STAFF: 
Merni Fitzgerald, Director, Office of Public Affairs 
Bill Miller, Office of Public Affairs 

(6)



Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
10:30 a.m. 
 
 
Board Adoption of the FY 2013 Budget Plan 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
To be delivered under separate cover. 
 
 
 
STAFF: 
Edward L. Long, Jr. County Executive  
Susan W. Datta, Chief Financial Officer & Director, Department of Management and 
Budget 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
10:40 a.m. 
 
 
Items Presented by the County Executive 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE – 1 
 
 
Streets into the Secondary System (Lee and Sully Districts) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Board approval of streets to be accepted into the State Secondary System. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the street(s) listed below be added to the State 
Secondary System. 
 
 

Subdivision District Street 

Wilton Hill Lee Telegraph Road (Route 611) 
(Additional Right-of-Way (ROW) Only) 
 
Sharon Chapel Road (Route 1629) 
(Additional ROW Only) 
 

Fairlakes Crossing Section 1  
and 
Marshall Crown Road 

Sully Marshall Crown Road 
 
Scotch Run Court (Route 10086) 
 
Veronica Road (Route 1022) 
 
Emeric Court 
 
Interstate 66 (Westbound) 
(Additional ROW Only) 
 

Fairlakes Crossing Section Two Sully Bebe Court 
 
Veronica Road (Route 1022) 
(Additional ROW Only) 
 
Interstate 66 (Westbound) 
(Additional ROW Only) 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 

Subdivision District Street 

Poplar Tree Lewis Property Sully Autumn Glory Way (Route 8932) 
 
Mixed Willow Place 
 
Gilead Court 
 
Necklace Court 

 
 
TIMING: 
Routine. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Inspection has been made of these streets, and they are recommended for acceptance 
into the State Secondary System. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1 – Street Acceptance Forms 
 
 
STAFF: 
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental  
Services (DPWES) 
Michelle Brickner, Deputy Director, DPWES, Land Development Services  
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE - 2 
 
 
Approval of Traffic Calming Measures and Installation of “$200 Additional Fine for 
Speeding” Signs as Part of the Residential Traffic Administration Program (Dranesville 
and Springfield Districts) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Board endorsement of a Traffic Calming plan and installation of “$200 Additional Fine 
for Speeding” signs as part of the Residential Traffic Administration Program (RTAP). 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board endorse a traffic calming plan for 
Highland Avenue (Attachment I) consisting of the following: 
 

 Multi-Way Stop at the intersection of Highland Avenue and Sycamore Street 
 
The County Executive further recommends that the Board approve a resolution 
(Attachment II) for the installation of “$200 Additional Fine for Speeding” signs on Yates 
Ford Road from Clifton Road to its point of termination at the access to Hemlock 
Overlook Regional Park. 
 
In addition, the County Executive recommends that the Fairfax County Department of 
Transportation (FCDOT) schedule the installation of the approved measures as soon as 
possible. 
 
 
TIMING: 
Board action is requested on May 1, 2012. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
As part of the RTAP, roads are reviewed for traffic calming when requested by a Board 
member on behalf of a homeowners or civic association.  Traffic Calming employs the 
use of physical devices such as speed humps, speed tables, raised pedestrian 
crosswalks, all-way-stop, chokers, median islands, or traffic circles to reduce the speed 
of traffic on a residential street.  For Highland Avenue a traffic calming plan was 
developed by staff in concert with community representatives.  The plan was 
subsequently submitted for approval to residents in the ballot area from the adjacent  
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May 1, 2012 
 
 
community.  On March 20, 2012, FCDOT received verification from the local 
supervisor’s office confirming community support. 
 
Section 46.2-878.2 of the Code of Virginia permits a maximum fine of $200, in addition 
to other penalties provided by law, to be levied on persons exceeding the speed limit on 
appropriately designated residential roadways.  These residential roadways must have 
a posted speed limit of 35 mph or less. In addition, to determine that a speeding 
problem exists, staff performs an engineering review to ascertain that additional speed 
and volume criteria are met.  Yates Ford Road (Attachment III) from Clifton Road to its 
point of termination at the access to Hemlock Overlook Regional Park meets the RTAP 
requirements for posting of the “$200 Additional Fine for Speeding Signs” 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Funding in the amount of $1,400.00 for the identified traffic calming measures is 
available in Fund 001 general fund, under Job Number 40TTCP and the estimated cost 
of $1,000.00 for the “$200 Additional Fine for Speeding” signs is to be paid out of the 
VDOT secondary road construction budget. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment I:  Traffic Calming Plan for Highland Avenue 
Attachment II:  “$200 Additional Fine for Speeding” Signs Resolution – Yates Ford Road 
Attachment III:  Area Map of Proposed “$200 Additional Fine for Speeding” Signs – 
Yates Ford Road 
 
 
STAFF: 
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT)  
Eric M. Teitelman, Chief, Capital Projects and Operations Division, FCDOT 
Selby J. Thannikary, Chief, Traffic Operations Section, FCDOT 
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Attachment II 
 
 
      RESOLUTION 

 
FAIRFAX COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

RESIDENTIAL TRAFFIC ADMINISTRATION PROGRAM (RTAP) 
$200 ADDITIONAL FINE FOR SPEEDING SIGNS 

YATES FORD ROAD 
(SPRINGFIELD DISTRICT) 

 
At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, held in the 

Board Auditorium of the Government Center in Fairfax, Virginia, on Tuesday, May 1, 2012, at 
which a quorum was present and voting, the following resolution was adopted: 
   

WHEREAS, Section 46.2-878.2 of the Code of Virginia enables the Board of 
Supervisors  to request by resolution signs alerting motorists of enhanced penalties for speeding 
on residential  roads; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the Fairfax County Department of Transportation has verified that a bona-
fide speeding problem exists on Yates Ford from Clifton Road to the end of the road. Such road 
also being identified as a Local Road; and  

 
  WHEREAS, community support has been verified for the installation of $200 Additional 
Fine for Speeding" signs on Yates Ford Road from Clifton Road to the end of the road. 
   

  NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that "$200 Additional Fine for Speeding"  
signs are endorsed for Yates Ford Road between Clifton Road to the end of Road.  

 
  AND FURTHER, the Virginia Department of Transportation is requested to allow the 
installation of the "$200 Additional Fine for Speeding", and to maintain same, with the cost of 
each sign to be funded from the Virginia Department of Transportation's secondary road 
construction budget. 
 
          
 
       A Copy Teste: 

 
 
 

___________________ 
Catherine A. Chianese 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE – 3 
 
 
Extension of Review Periods for 2232 Review Applications (Providence and Sully 
Districts) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Extension of the review periods for specific 2232 Review applications to ensure 
compliance with the review requirements of Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of Virginia. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board extend the review periods for the 
following applications: application FSA-Y11-21-1 to July 8, 2012; application 2232-P12-1 
to July 14, 2012; and application FSA-P00-87-1 to July 16, 2012.   
  
 
TIMING: 
Board action is required on May 1, 2012, to extend the review periods of the applications 
noted above before their expirations. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Subsection B of Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of Virginia states:  “Failure of the 
commission to act within sixty days of a submission, unless the time is extended by the 
governing body, shall be deemed approval.”  Subsection F of Section 15.2-2232 of the 
Code of Virginia states:  “Failure of the commission to act on any such application for a 
telecommunications facility under subsection A submitted on or after July 1, 1998, within 
ninety days of such submission shall be deemed approval of the application by the 
commission unless the governing body has authorized an extension of time for 
consideration or the applicant has agreed to an extension of time.  The governing body 
may extend the time required for action by the local commission by no more than sixty 
additional days.”   
 
The Board is requested to extend the review period for applications FSA-Y11-21-1,  
2232-P12-1, and FSA-P00-87-1 which were accepted for review by the Department of 
Planning and Zoning (DPZ) between February 9, 2012 and February 17, 2012.  These 
applications are for telecommunications facilities and thus are subject to the State Code 
provision that the Board may extend the time required for the Planning Commission to act 
on these applications by no more than sixty additional days. 
 
 

(23)



Board Agenda Item 
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Specific information for the applications requested for extended review is as follows: 
 
2232-P12-1  NewPath Networks, LLC/New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC 
   One (1) Distributed Antenna System Node 
   2700 Block of Hunter Mill Road, Oakton 
   Providence District     
 
 
FSA-Y11-21-1 Sprint 
   Antenna collocation on existing tower  
   14708 Mount Olive Road, Centreville  
   Sully District  
 
 
FSA-P00-87-1 Sprint  
   Antenna collocation on existing tower  
   7405-A Tower Street, Falls Church 
   Providence District   
 
 
The need for the full time of these extensions may not be necessary, and is not intended 
to set a date for final action.   
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
None 
 
 
STAFF: 
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
Fred R. Selden, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ) 
Marianne Gardner, Director, Planning Division, DPZ 
Chris B. Caperton, Chief, Facilities Planning Branch, Planning Division, DPZ 
Sandi M. Beaulieu, Planner, Facilities Planning Branch, Planning Division, DPZ 
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May 1, 2012 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE - 4 
 
 
Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on Amendments to the Code of the County 
of Fairfax, Chapter 82, Motor Vehicles and Traffic (Regulation of Traffic), Section 82-1-6 
(Adoption of State Law) and Section 82-4-10 (Speed Limits) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Board authorization to advertise a public hearing to consider amending Chapter 82, 
Motor Vehicles and Traffic (Regulation of Traffic) of the Code of the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia.  This amendment would repeal County Code Section 82-4-10, “Speed limits; 
posting of school zones”, and, in its place, adopt Virginia Code Section 46.2-878 into 
County Code Section 82-1-6. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize the advertisement of the 
public hearing. 
 
 
TIMING: 
Board action is requested on May 1, 2012, to provide sufficient time to advertise the 
proposed hearing on May 22, 2012 at 4:00 p.m.   If approved by the Board after the 
public hearing, these provisions will become effective immediately.   
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
County Code Section 82-4-10, “Speed limits” currently allows police officers to charge 
the county code for general speeding violations rather than its related state code 
section, Va. Code Ann. § 46.2-878.  Due to a pending change to the state records 
management system used by the General District Court, a conviction under County 
Code Section 82-4-10 will result in the fines being allocated to the County but without 
any corresponding demerit points assessed to the drivers’ record allocated by the 
Virginia Division of Motor Vehicles (DMV) – a significant traffic safety issue. 
 
In the past, the Office of the County Attorney has opined that because Virginia Code 
Section 46.2-878 addressed the authority to change speed limits - a responsibility of the 
Commonwealth Transportation Commissioner and those localities that have jurisdiction 
over their roadways – the County could not incorporate it into County Code Section 82-
1-6.  Moreover, County Code Section 82-4-10 contained the same prohibitions as in the 
corresponding state code section, Va. Code Ann. § 46.2-878.  Recently, the 
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Commonwealth’s Attorney has expressed concern about charging County Code Section 
82-4-10 rather than Va. Code Ann. § 46.2-878.  Given the change to the state’s records 
management system and the concern of the Commonwealth’s Attorney, the County 
Attorney’s Office believes that Va. Code Ann. § 46.2-878 should be incorporated by 
reference into County Code Section 82-1-6.  Doing so will alleviate the concerns of the 
Commonwealth’s Attorney  while at the same time allowing both fines to be allocated to 
the County and demerit points to be assessed by DMV. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1 – Amend and Readopt Section 82-1-6 of the Fairfax County Code 
Relating to Adoption of State Law 
Attachment 2 – Repeal Section 82-4-10 of the Fairfax County Code Relating to Speed 
Limits 
 
 
STAFF: 
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
Colonel David M. Rohrer, Chief of Police 
Karen L. Gibbons, Senior Assistant County Attorney 
 

(26)



ATTACHMENT 1 
  

 
 

AMEND AND READOPT SECTION 82-1-6 OF THE 
FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE RELATING TO ADOPTION OF STATE LAW 

 
AN ORDINANCE to amend and readopt Section 82-1-6 of the Fairfax County Code 

relating to adoption of state law. 
 

Draft of March 30, 2012 
 
 
Be it ordained by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County: 
 
1. That Section 82-1-6 of the Fairfax County Code is amended and readopted: 
 
Section 82-1-6.  Adoption of State Law 
 

Pursuant to the authority of Section 46.2-1313 of the Virginia Code, all provisions and 
requirements of the following sections of the Code of Virginia, as in effect on July 1, 2011, 
except those provisions and requirements the violation of which constitutes a felony, are 
hereby incorporated into the Fairfax County Code by reference, effective July 1, 2011. 
 
 
18.2-266 

18.2-266.1 

18.2-267 

18.2-268.1 

18.2-268.2 

18.2-268.3 

18.2-268.4 

18.2-268.5 

18.2-268.6 

18.2-268.7 

18.2-268.8 

18.2-268.9 

18.2-268.10 

18.2-268.11 

18.2-268.12 

18.2-269 

18.2-270 

18.2-270.01 

18.2-270.1 

18.2-271 

18.2-271.1 

18.2-272 

46.2-100 

46.2-102 

46.2-104 

46.2-108 

46.2-109 

46.2-110 

46.2-111 

46.2-112 

46.2-203.1 

46.2-218 

46.2-300 
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46.2-301 

46.2-301.1 

46.2-302 

46.2-329 

46.2-334.001 

46.2-341.21 

46.2-346 

46.2-349 

46.2-357 

46.2-371 

46.2-373 

46.2-376 

46.2-379 

46.2-380 

46.2-391.2 

46.2-391.3 

46.2-392 

46.2-393 

46.2-398 

46.2-613 

46.2-616 

46.2-617 

46.2-618 

46.2-704 

46.2-716 

46.2-724 

46.2-730 

46.2-800 

46.2-801 

46.2-802 

46.2-803 

46.2-804 

46.2-805 

46.2-806 

46.2-807 

46.2-808 

46.2-808.1 

46.2-810 

46.2-811 

46.2-812 

46.2-814 

46.2-816 

46.2-817 

46.2-818 

46.2-819.4 

46.2-820 

46.2-821 

46.2-822 

46.2-823 

46.2-824 

46.2-825 

46.2-826 

46.2-827 

46.2-828 

46.2-829 

46.2-830 

46.2-831 

46.2-832 

46.2-833 

46.2-833.1 

46.2-834 

46.2-835 

46.2-836 

46.2-837 

46.2-838 

46.2-839 

46.2-841 

46.2-842 

46.2-842.1 
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46.2-843 

46.2-845 

46.2-846 

46.2-848 

46.2-849 

46.2-850 

46.2-851 

46.2-852 

46.2-853 

46.2-854 

46.2-855 

46.2-856 

46.2-857 

46.2-858 

46.2-859 

46.2-860 

46.2-861 

46.2-862 

46.2-863 

46.2-864 

46.2-865 

46.2-865.1 

46.2-866 

46.2-868 

46.2-868.1 

46.2-869 

46.2-870 

46.2-871 

46.2-872 

46.2-873 

46.2-874 

46.2-876 

46.2-877 

46.2-878 

46.2-878.1 

46.2-878.2 

46.2-878.3 

46.2-879 

46.2-880 

46.2-882 

46.2-883 

46.2-884 

46.2-885 

46.2-886 

46.2-887 

46.2-888 

46.2-889 

46.2-890 

46.2-891 

46.2-892 

46.2-893 

46.2-894 

46.2-895 

46.2-896 

46.2-897 

46.2-898 

46.2-899 

46.2-900 

46.2-902 

46.2-903 

46.2-905 

46.2-906 

46.2-908.1 

46.2-909 

46.2-910 

46.2-911.1 

46.2-912 

46.2-914 

46.2-915 
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46.2-918 

46.2-919 

46.2-919.1 

46.2-920 

46.2-921 

46.2-921.1 

46.2-922 

46.2-923 

46.2-924 

46.2-926 

46.2-927 

46.2-928 

46.2-929 

46.2-930 

46.2-932 

46.2-936 

46.2-937 

46.2-940 

46.2-942 

46.2-1001  

46.2-1002 

46.2-1003 

46.2-1004 

46.2-1010 

46.2-1011 

46.2-1012 

46.2-1013 

46.2-1014 

46.2-1015 

46.2-1016 

46.2-1017 

46.2-1018 

46.2-1019 

46.2-1020 

46.2-1021 

46.2-1022 

46.2-1023 

46.2-1024 

46.2-1025 

46.2-1026 

46.2-1027 

46.2-1030 

46.2-1031 

46.2-1032 

46.2-1033 

46.2-1034 

46.2-1035 

46.2-1036 

46.2-1037 

46.2-1038 

46.2-1039 

46.2-1040 

46.2-1041 

46.2-1043 

46.2-1044 

46.2-1047 

46.2-1049 

46.2-1050 

46.2-1052 

46.2-1053 

46.2-1054 

46.2-1055 

46.2-1056 

46.2-1057 

46.2-1058 

46.2-1059 

46.2-1060 

46.2-1061 

46.2-1063 
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46.2-1064 

46.2-1065 

46.2-1066 

46.2-1067 

46.2-1068 

46.2-1070 

46.2-1071 

46.2-1072 

46.2-1076 

46.2-1077 

46.2-1077.01 

46.2-1078 

46.2-1078.1 

46.2-1079 

46.2-1080 

46.2-1081 

46.2-1082 

46.2-1083 

46.2-1084 

46.2-1088 

46.2-1088.1 

46.2-1088.2 

46.2-1088.5 

46.2-1088.6 

46.2-1090  

46.2-1091 

46.2-1092 

46.2-1093 

46.2-1102 

46.2-1105 

46.2-1110 

46.2-1111 

46.2-1112 

46.2-1115 

46.2-1116 

46.2-1118 

46.2-1120 

46.2-1121 

46.2-1130 

46.2-1137 

46.2-1150 

46.2-1151 

46.2-1154 

46.2-1155 

46.2-1156 

46.2-1157 

46.2-1158 

46.2-1158.01 

46.2-1158.02 

46.2-1158.1 

46.2-1172 

46.2-1173 

46.2-1218 

46.2-1219.2 

46.2-1234 

46.2-1240 

46.2-1242 

46.2-1250 

46.2-1309 

46.2-1508.2 

46.2-1552 

46.2-1561 

46.2-2812 
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References to "highways of the state" contained in such provisions and requirements 
hereby adopted shall be deemed to refer to the streets, highways and other public ways 
within the County. Such provisions and requirements are hereby adopted, mutatis 
mutandis, and made a part of this chapter as fully as though set forth at length herein; and 
it shall be unlawful for any person, within the county, to violate or fail, neglect or refuse to 
comply with any provision of Title 46.2 or Title 18.2-266, 18.2-266.1, 18.2-267, 18.2-268.1 
through 18.2-268.12, 18.2-269, 18.2-270, 18.2-270.01, 18.2-270.1, 18.2-271, 18.2-271.1 
and 18-2.272 of the Code of Virginia which is adopted by this section; provided, that in no 
event shall the penalty imposed for the violation of any provision or requirement hereby 
adopted exceed the penalty imposed for a similar offense under Title 46.2 or Title 18.2-266, 
18.2-266.1, 18.2-267, 18.2-268.1 through 18.2-268.12, 18.2-269, 18.2-270, 18.2-270.01, 
18.2-271, 18.2-270.1, 18.2-271.1 and 18.2-272 of the Code of Virginia. 

 
2. That this ordinance shall become effective upon adoption. 
 
 
    GIVEN under my hand this ____ day of May 2012. 
 
 
      ______________________________ 
      Catherine A. Chianese 
      Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
  

 
 

REPEAL SECTION 82-4-10 OF THE 
FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE RELATING TO SPEED LIMITS 

 
AN ORDINANCE to repeal Section 82-4-10 of the Fairfax County Code relating to 

speed limits. 
 

Draft of March 30, 2012 
 
 
Be it ordained by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County: 
 
1. That Section 82-4-10 of the Fairfax County Code is amended and 
readopted: 
 
Section 82-4-10.  Speed limits.  

 
(a)   Whenever the speed limits incorporated by reference pursuant to § 82-1-6 
have been increased or decreased for any highway or portion thereof pursuant to 
Virginia Code § 46.2-878 or § 46.2-1300, it shall be unlawful for any person to 
drive a motor vehicle at a speed in excess of such increased or decreased limits, 
when the same are properly indicated by signs on such highway. As provided for 
in Virginia Code § 46.2-878, whenever the speed limit on any highway has been 
increased or decreased or a differential speed limit has been established and such 
speed limit is properly posted, there shall be a rebuttable presumption that the 
change in speed was properly established in accordance with the provisions of 
Virginia Code § 46.2-878.  
 
(b)   It shall be unlawful for any person to drive or operate a motor vehicle upon the 
highways in the county at a speed in excess of the maximum limits established in 
Virginia Code §§ 46.2-870—46.2-878.2. (3-13-63; 1961 Code, § 16-71; 9-78-82; 
26-81-82; 25-10-82.)  

 
Repealed. 

 
2. That this ordinance shall become effective upon adoption. 
 
    GIVEN under my hand this ____ day of May 2012. 
 
 
      ______________________________ 
      Catherine A. Chianese 
      Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE - 5 
 
 
Authorization for the County Executive to Execute Contract Modification No. 1 to the 
Virginia Water Quality Improvement Fund Point Source Grant and Operation and 
Maintenance Agreement Contract #440-S-09-08 between the County of Fairfax and 
the Commonwealth of Virginia 
 
 
ISSUE:   
Board authorization is needed for the County Executive to execute the attached 
Contract Modification No. 1 to the Water Quality Improvement Fund (WQIF) Point 
Source Grant and Operation and Maintenance Agreement (Contract #440-S-09-08) 
between the County and the Commonwealth of Virginia.  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize the County Executive to 
execute the attached Contract Modification No. 1 to the WQIF agreement on behalf of 
the County.  
 
TIMING:   
Board action is requested on May 1, 2012. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:   
With the adoption of the Virginia Water Quality Improvement Act of 1997, and as 
amended in 2005, the Virginia General Assembly established a grant fund program to 
partially fund point and non-point source nutrient reduction projects to meet the goals 
of the Chesapeake Bay Program.  On September 11, 2008, the County submitted a 
WQIF grant request for state-of-the-art nutrient reduction projects at the Noman M. 
Cole Pollution Control Plant (NMCPCP).  In the original request, NMCPCP project 
costs were estimated to be $134.5 million, of which $87.5 million was determined by 
the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to be eligible for 35% grant 
funding.  The estimated total amount of the grant was $30.6 million.  The original 
contract with the state was approved by the Board of Supervisors at its meeting on 
February 23, 2009.   
 
Contract Modification No. 1 reduces the estimated project costs to $104.1 million and 
the grant eligible costs to $70.2 million based on “as-bid” costs for construction 
contracts.  The grant funding percentage of 35% remains unchanged; based on the 
revised project costs the total grant amount is $24.6 million.  Revisions to the project 
schedule have also been made to more accurately reflect project completion dates. 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Fairfax County will receive $24.6 million in state grant funding based on the as-bid 
construction costs instead of the original planning estimates of $30.6 million.   As set 
by DEQ guidelines, Fairfax County grant funding remains limited to 35% of project 
eligible costs or $24.6 million ($70.2 million X 35%).  Funding in the amount of $4.1 
million has already been received under this agreement with additional requisitions to 
be submitted upon execution of this modification. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:    
Attachment I – Virginia Water Quality Improvement Fund Point Source Grant and 
Operation and Maintenance Agreement Contract #440-S-09-08, 
Attachment II - Contract Modification No. 1 
 
 
STAFF:  
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive  
James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental 
Services (DPWES) 
Randy Bartlett, Deputy Director, DPWES 
Shahram Mohsenin, Director, Wastewater Planning and Monitoring Division, DPWES 
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 VIRGINIA WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT FUND 
POINT SOURCE GRANT AND 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 
 

Grantee:  Fairfax County        Grant:  #440-S-09-08 
  
 

 
CONTRACT MODIFICATION NO. 1 

 
 
A. Delete Section 4.0, Grant Amount, and substitute in its place the following: 

 
4.0. Grant Amount.  The total grant award from the Fund under this Agreement is 

$24,582,116 and represents the Commonwealth’s thirty-five percent (35%) share of the Total 
Eligible Project Budget. Any material changes made to the Eligible Project after execution of 
this Agreement, which alters the Total Eligible Project Budget, will be submitted to the 
Department for review of grant eligibility.  The amount of the grant award set forth herein 
may be modified from time to time by agreement of the parties to reflect changes to the 
Eligible Project or the Total Eligible Project Budget. 
 
 
B. Delete Section 8.2, Monetary Assessments for Breach, and substitute in its place the 
following: 
 

8.2. Monetary Assessments for Breach.  In no event shall total Monetary Assessments 
pursuant to this Agreement exceed (i) $2,503,380 annually or (ii) $50,067,660 during the life 
of this Agreement.  Monetary Assessments will be paid into the State Treasury and credited 
to the Fund.  The Director’s right to collect Monetary Assessments does not affect in any 
way the Director’s right to secure specific performance of this Agreement using such other 
legal remedies as may otherwise be available.  Within 90 days of receipt of written demand 
from the Director, the Grantee shall pay the following Monetary Assessments for the 
corresponding material breaches of this Agreement unless the Grantee asserts a defense 
pursuant to the requirements of Section 8.3 herein.   
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C. Delete Exhibit B, Project Budget, and substitute in its place the following exhibit: 
 

EXHIBIT B -- PROJECT BUDGET  
Grantee: Fairfax County 
Grant:   #440-S-09-08 
 
The following budget reflects the “as-bid” costs associated with eligible components of the 
Project, excepting SOA Package 3, which are engineering estimates based on design documents. 
 

PROJECT COMPONENT

TOTAL 
PROJECT 

COSTS
% 

ELIGIBLE

ELIGIBLE 
PROJECT 

COSTS
NOTES 

(*)
A. AST Methanol Facilities: (completed)

Construction, including elig. Change Orders $3,859,119 100% $3,859,119 1
Engr. Design & Construction Inspection $436,860 100% $436,860 1
Permit Fees $863 100% $863 1

Subtotal A - AST Methanol Facilities = $4,296,842 $4,296,842
B. Rehabilitate Exisiting Tertiary Clarifiers $9,595,000 3% $287,850 2

Subtotal B - Rehab. Tertiary Clarifiers = $9,595,000 $287,850
C. State-of-the-Art (SOA) Upgrade
SOA – Package 1:

Moving Bed Biofilm Reactors & MBBR 
Methanol Facilities, ASE Pump Station & 
Cascade Aerator Modifications

$32,427,870 100% $32,427,870 1

Fine Screen Facilities $2,990,757 50% $1,495,379 3
SOA – Package 2: (completed)

Activated Sludge Tank Modifications $2,299,000 44% $1,011,560 4
SOA – Package 3 5

Monomedia Filter Rehabilitation $7,336,207 50% $3,668,104 6
Retention Basin QQ1 $2,832,671 44% $1,246,375 4

SOA – Package 4: (completed)
Equalization Tank and EQ Pump $7,970,000 44% $3,506,800 4

SOA – Package 5:
Reuse Facilities $15,200,000 64.5% $9,804,000 7

Subtotal C - SOA Upgrade = $71,056,505 $53,160,087 
Subtotal - All Construction = $84,948,347 $57,744,779 

SOA Preliminary Engineering $772,354 65% $502,030 8
SOA Upgrade Project Management (T.O #1) $1,194,700 65% $776,555 8
SOA Upgrade Design & Bid Assistance (T.O. #2) $4,903,600 65% $3,187,340 8
SOA Design/Build Bridging Services (T.O. #3) $538,200 65% $349,830 8
SOA Other Services (T.O. #4; O&M Manual; VE, etc.) $2,194,900 65% $1,426,685 8
SOA Construction Admin. Services (T.O. #5) $5,500,000 65% $3,575,000 8
SOA Upgrade Contingency (5% of Constr., excl. "A") $4,032,575 $2,672,397 

TOTALS = $104,084,676 $70,234,616 
GRANT PERCENTAGE = 35%

GRANT AMOUNT = $24,582,116 
 
NOTES: * See next page for details about costs attributable to Nutrient Removal Technology
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EXHIBIT B 
PROJECT BUDGET 

(continued)  
Grantee: Fairfax County 
Grant:   #440-S-09-08 
 
Page B-2:  Notes on costs attributable to Nutrient Removal Technology (NRT): 
 
1. Eligibility per DEQ Guidance Memorandum (GM) #06-2012. 
 
2. Eligibility based on increase in solids generation due to NRT operation. 
  
3. Fine screens will replace existing coarse screens to prevent fouling in the new Moving Bed Biofilm 

Reactors (MBBR). However, placement in the headworks also protects all other downstream 
processes.  For this reason, 50% eligibility represents a negotiated, best professional judgment value. 

  
4. Eligibility per GM #06-2012, at the percentage of the bioreactor dedicated to the anoxic zone.  The 

total anoxic volume for both “small” and “large” aeration basin improvements is 44% (total tank 
length = 347 feet; 154 feet for anoxic zones). 

  
5. At the time of Modification #1, SOA Package 3 remains to be bid after the “Filters Study” being 

conducted by Fairfax County and their consultant is completed.  Once the scope of work is finalized 
based on the study findings, DEQ will reassess the grant eligibility of the proposed work to exclude 
all rehabilitation/replacement items. 

 
6. Eligible percentage per GM #06-2012.  Tertiary filtration is 50% eligible when the monthly average 

total suspended solids limit is between 5.1 and 10 mg/l. 
 
7. Eligibility represents a negotiated, best professional judgment value for effluent reuse (cooling water 

to COVANTA power generating facility).  In addition to nitrogen load reduction, permitted mass load 
limits for CBOD5, TSS, and phosphorus are also partially addressed through reuse.  Use of an 
eligibility upper limit for multi-purpose units appears in several places in GM #06-2012 and that 
justification is used in this case, with 75% eligibility given.  This figure is adjusted by the amount of 
reuse water consumed by COVANTA (projected daily flow = 1.53 MGD; 0.213 MGD returned from 
blow-down = 86% consumed); 75% x 86% = 64.5% overall eligibility.  This figure is contingent on 
securing a service agreement for the projected flows and constant delivery of reuse water. 

 
8. Overall eligible percentage as determined by the total eligible construction cost divided by the total 

construction cost. 
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D. Delete Exhibit C, Project Schedule, and substitute in its place the following exhibit: 
 
 

EXHIBIT C 
 

PROJECT SCHEDULE  
Grantee: Fairfax County 
Grant:   #440-S-09-08 
 
 
The Grantee has proposed the following schedule of key activities/milestones as a planning tool which 
may be subject to change. In particular, the Grantee acknowledges that the appropriate approval 
(Certificate to Construct) must be issued by the Department prior to proceeding with construction. Unless 
authorized by a grant modification, it is the responsibility of the Grantee to adhere to the anticipated 
schedule for the project as follows:  

Activity Date 
1. Submit Plans and Specifications for AST Methanol System Complete  
2. Commence Construction for AST Methanol System Complete  
3. Submit Plans and Specifications for SOA Package 2 Complete 
4. Commence Construction for SOA Package 2 Complete  
5. Complete Construction for SOA Package 2 Complete 
6. Submit Plans and Specifications for SOA Package 1 Complete  
7. Commence Construction for SOA Package 1 Complete  
8. Complete Construction for SOA Package 1 October 2012 
9. Submit Plans and Specs. for SOA Package 4 (Design/Build) Complete  
10. Commence Construction for SOA Package 4 (Design/Build) Complete  
11. Complete Construction for SOA Package 4 (Design/Build) Complete 
12. Submit Plans and Specifications for SOA Package 5 Complete  
13. Commence Construction for SOA Package 5 Complete  
14. Complete Construction for SOA Package 5 April 2012 
15. Submit Plans and Specifications for SOA Package 3 On or before February 2014 
16. Commence Construction for SOA Package 3 On or before August 2014 
17. Complete Construction for SOA Package 3 On or before August 2016 
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E. Delete existing Exhibit D, Schedule 1, and substitute in its place the following: 
SCHEDULE 1:  VIRGINIA WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT FUND 

FORM TO ACCOMPANY REQUEST FOR REIMBURSEMENT 
REQUISITION # _______ 
Grantee: Fairfax County    CERTIFYING SIGNATURE: _________________________________ 
Grant:   #440-S-09-08    TITLE: ____________________________ 
 

Cost Category 
Total Project 

Cost 
Eligible 

Project Cost 

35% WQIF 
Grant Share 
(% of Total 

Project Cost) 

Previous 
Grant 

Disbursements 
(cumulative) 

Grant 
Disbursement 
This Period 

Remaining 
Balance 

AST Methanol Facilities (completed) $4,296,842 $4,296,842 $1,503,895    
     (35.00%)    
Rehabilitate Existing Tertiary Clarifiers $9,595,000 $287,850 $100,748    
     (1.05%)    
State-of-the-Art (SOA) Package 1 $35,418,627 $33,923,249 $11,873,137       
     (33.52%)    
SOA Package 2 $ 2,299,000 $1,011,560 $354,046       
   (15.40%)       
SOA Package 3 $10,168,878 $4,914,479 $1,720,068       
   (16.92%)       
SOA Package 4 $7,970,000 $3,506,800 $1,227,380       
   (15.40%)       
SOA Package 5 $15,200,000 $9,804,000 $3,431,400       
   (22.58%)       
SOA Preliminary Engineering $772,354 $502,030 $175,711    
     (22.75%)    
SOA Upgrade Project Management $1,194,700 $776,555 $271,794    
     (22.75%)    
SOA Upgrade Design/Bid Assistance $4,903,600 $3,187,340 $3,412,500    
     (22.75%)    
SOA Design/Build Bridging Services $538,200 $349,830 $122,441 

(22.75%) 
   

SOA Other Services (O&M Manual,  
V.E. Study, etc.) 

$2,194,900 $1,426,685 $499,340 
(22.75%) 

   

SOA Construction Admin. Services $5,500,000 $3,575,000 $1,251,250 
(22.75%) 

   

SOA Upgrade Contingency (5% of  $4,032,575 $2,672,397 $935,339    
Construction)    (22.19%)    

TOTALS: $104,084,676 $70,234,616 $24,582,116    
Total Grant Amount  = $24,582,116  Prev. Grant Disb. = $_________________ This Grant Request = $_________________ 
Total Grant Disb. to Date = $_________________ Grant Balance =     $_________________ 
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F. Delete existing Exhibit F, FORMULA FOR CALCULATING MONETARY 
ASSESSMENT, and substitute in its place the following: 

 
EXHIBIT F 

FORMULA FOR CALCULATING MONETARY ASSESSMENT 
 FOR EXCEEDANCE OF NUMERICAL NITROGEN CONCENTRATIONS 

  
Grantee: Fairfax County 
Grant:   #440-S-09-08 
 
Section 1: Nitrogen Exceedances 
 

CN   =   (TNe/TNr) x AnPay x PerGrant 
 

where: 
 

CN  = Assessment for Nitrogen Exceedance. 
TNe  = Exceedance in tenths of a milligram per liter. 
TNr  = Expected nitrogen removal (difference between “pre-nutrient removal” 

annual average concentration and 3.0 mg/l limitation) in tenths of a 
milligram per liter. 

AnPay  = Annual Payment on grant; assumes principal payments amortized over 
20 years and an interest rate of 5 percent.  Using these assumed values 
leads to a “cost recovery factor” of 0.0802.  The “cost recovery factor” 
times the grant amount yields the Annual Payment amount. 

PerGrant = Percentage of grant received by year of exceedance. 
 
 
Values used for Grant #440-S-09-08: 

 
Pre-Nutrient Removal TN Concentration  = 19.0 mg/l 
Effluent TN Concentration Limitation  =   3.0 mg/l 
Grant Amounts for TN Removal: 

• Original BNR Project = $10,203,288 
• This NRT Project  = $24,582,116 

Total Grant Amount  = $34,785,404 
Useful Service Life: 

• Original BNR Project = 13 years remaining 
• This NRT Project  = 20 years 
• Interest Rate   = 5 percent 

 
 

Calculated (assumes grant paid 100%): 
Expected Removal (TNr) = 16.0 mg/l 
AnPay    = $2,503,380 
CN    = $15,650 (for each 0.1 mg/l TN exceedance)
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The contracting parties have caused the Agreement to be modified by the following duly 
authorized signatures: 

 
GRANTEE 

 
Fairfax County 

 
BY: ________________________________ 
 
TITLE: _____________________________ 
 
DATE: _____________________________ 

GRANTOR 
 

Department of Environmental Quality 
 
BY: ________________________________ 
 
TITLE: _____________________________ 
 
DATE: _____________________________
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
ADMINISTRATIVE - 6 
 
 
Supplemental Appropriation Resolution AS 12117 for the Department of Family Services to 
Accept Grant Funding from the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services for Early 
Head Start  
 
 
ISSUE: 
Board approval for the Department of Family Services (DFS) to accept funding from the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) in the amount of $232,037, including 
$16,667 in Local Cash Match to continue providing Early Head Start services to 40 children.  
This award from the federal government continues funding for Early Head Start services to 40 
children which was originally provided through the American Reinvestment and Recovery Act 
of 2009 (ARRA).  The grant period for these funds is from April 1, 2012 through July 31, 
2012; however, it is anticipated that this funding will continue to be part of the Early Head 
Start base award beginning August 1, 2012.  The required 20 percent non-federal match of 
$53,842 will be met through $16,667 in Local Cash Match from the Federal-State Grant Fund 
and $37,175 from in-kind contributions.  The funding will continue to support 2/2.0 SYE 
existing grant positions established as part of the original ARRA award.   
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board approve Supplemental Appropriation 
Resolution AS 12117 for the Department of Family Services to accept grant funding from 
DHHS in the amount of $232,037, including $16,667 in Local Cash Match, to continue 
providing Early Head Start services to an additional 40 children that were originally funded 
through ARRA.     
 
 
TIMING: 
Board approval is requested on May 1, 2012.   
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Early Head Start is a child and family development program that provides quality early 
childhood education and comprehensive family support services to income eligible families 
with children birth to three years of age and expectant parents.  The Board of Supervisors is 
the grantee for Early Head Start and assigns responsibility for operating the program to DFS.  
DFS directly operates the Greater Mount Vernon Community Head Start programs, through 
which Early Head Start children are served in either a center-based or family child care 
model.  Fairfax County Public Schools (FCPS) and a private non-profit organization also 
provide Early Head Start services through contractual delegate relationships with DFS.   
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In 2009, DFS received ARRA grant funds to expand Early Head Start services to an 
additional 40 children and their families; 24 in family child care homes and 16 in two new 
classrooms in Fairfax County Public Schools at Dogwood Elementary.  When the ARRA 
project period ended in September 2011, the federal government made the expansion part of 
Fairfax County’s base grant and awarded initial funds of $348,379, including $25,000 in Local 
Cash Match, to continue serving the 40 children and families for six months.  That award was 
processed administratively as per Board policy.  The $232,037 now being requested for 
approval, including $16,667 in Local Cash Match, will allow expansion operations to continue 
for another four months, through the remainder of the base grant award period (July 31, 
2012).  It is anticipated that a full 12-months of funding for these 40 children and families will 
be awarded with the rest of the County’s annual base grant beginning August 1, 2012, 
contingent upon the availability of federal funds.  There are several FY 2013 federal budget 
proposals with differing funding scenarios for Head Start and Early Head Start currently under 
consideration—and DFS staff will continue to monitor the federal budget situation.  A total of 
252 Early Head Start children, including the 40 children that are part of the expansion, are 
currently served in Fairfax County by DFS and its delegates.    
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
The Early Head Start grant of $232,037, including $16,667 in Local Cash Match, will support 
services to 40 children and their families.  The required 20 percent non-federal match of 
$53,842 will be met through $16,667 in Local Cash Match and $37,175 from in-kind 
contributions.  This action does not increase the expenditure level of the Federal-State Grant 
Fund, as funds are held in reserve for unanticipated grant awards in FY 2012 and the Local 
Cash Match of $16,667 is available from the FY 2012 Local Cash Match Reserve for 
unanticipated awards.  This grant does not allow the recovery of indirect costs.   
 
 
CREATION OF NEW POSITIONS: 
These funds will continue to support 2/2.0 SYE existing grant positions established as part of 
the original ARRA award, for a total of 27/27.0 SYE Early Head Start grant positions.  The 
County has no obligation to fund these positions when the grant period ends. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:  
Attachment 1 – Early Head Start Notice of Award  
Attachment 2 – Supplemental Appropriation Resolution AS 12117 
 
 
STAFF: 
Patricia D. Harrison, Deputy County Executive  
Nannette M. Bowler, Director, Department of Family Services 
Anne-Marie D. Twohie, Director, Office for Children, Department of Family Services 
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  Attachment 2 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION RESOLUTION AS 12117 
 
At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, held in the 
Board Auditorium in the Government Center at 12000 Government Center Parkway, 
Fairfax Virginia on May 1, 2012, at which a quorum was present and voting, the 
following resolution was adopted: 
 
BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, that in 
addition to appropriations made previously for FY 2012, the following supplemental 
appropriation is authorized and the Fiscal Planning Resolution is amended accordingly: 
 

Appropriate to: 
  

   Fund: 500-C50000, Federal-State Grant Fund 
(formerly Fund 102, Federal/State Grant Fund) 

 
Agency: G6767, Department of Family Services      $232,037 
Grant: 1670032-2012, Early Head Start Program (formerly 67610G) 

 
 
Reduce Appropriation to: 

 
Agency: G8787, Unclassified Admin     $232,037 
Fund: 500-C50000, Federal-State Grant Fund 
  (formerly Fund 102, Federal/State Grant Fund) 

 
Source of Funds:  U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, $215,370 

   Local Cash Match, $16,667 
 
 
      
A Copy - Teste: 
 
 
 
________________________________                                                   
Catherine A. Chianese 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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ACTION - 1 
 
 
Approval of a Standard Project Administration Agreement with the Virginia Department 
of Transportation to Fund the Route 29 Sidewalk Project (Providence District) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Board authorization is requested for the County to enter into a construction and funding 
agreement with the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) for a sidewalk project 
on Route 29 from Shreve Road to Fairview Park Drive.  VDOT is already performing 
work in this area so, they will construct this sidewalk using funds that the County had 
appropriated for this sidewalk as stated in the agreement. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends the Board authorize the County to enter into the 
Standard Project Administration Agreement, in substantial form, to provide funding to 
VDOT to construct the Route 29 Sidewalk by approving the enclosed resolution 
(Attachment 2). 
 
 
TIMING: 
Board approval is requested on May 1, 2012, to allow this project to move forward in 
conjunction with current construction in the area, and to complete this project by 
summer 2012. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
VDOT is currently performing highway construction for the Express (High Occupancy 
Toll) Lanes on the Capital Beltway.  The sidewalk on Route 29, from Fairview Park 
Drive to Shreve Road, has been previously planned by the County to provide a safe 
pedestrian connection along Route 29 and improve access to the Jefferson District 
Park.  This project can readily be executed by VDOT at this time.  However, VDOT does 
not have the funds to construct this project.  Accordingly, if the project is to go forward, it 
will have to be funded by the County and administered by VDOT.  The funding 
agreement requires the County to provide $95,001 to VDOT.  This does not include a 
$75,000 proffer for this sidewalk that has already been transferred to VDOT.  The total 
project funding will be $170,001.  The funds will be transferred immediately after 
execution of the agreement, and staff anticipates having this project constructed in the 
spring/summer of 2012.  There is no right of way acquisition required for this project.   
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FISCAL IMPACT: 
The total cost of this sidewalk project is $170,001, of which $75,000 in proffer funding 
has been transferred to VDOT.  The remaining $95,001 is currently available in Project 
064274 - Route 29 Walkway, Fund 304 - Transportation Improvements for the 
construction of this project.  The bond funds will be transferred to VDOT in a one time 
transfer with the anticipation for construction to start shortly thereafter.  VDOT will return 
any unspent funds to the county no less than 90 days after all final payments have been 
made on this project.  Since this is a onetime transfer, there will be no reimbursements 
or invoices sent to the County.  The funding sheet in the attached agreement shows the 
$95,001 of bond funds that are to be transferred to VDOT, along with the proffer funds 
already transferred. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1:  Project Agreement for Route 29 Sidewalk with VDOT 
Attachment 2:  Resolution to Execute Agreement 
 
 
STAFF: 
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) 
Todd Wigglesworth, Acting Chief, Coordination and Funding Division, FCDOT 
Ken Kanownik, Transportation Planner, Coordination and Funding Division, FCDOT 
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OAG Approved 6-2-2010 

VDOT PROJECT ADMINISTRATION AGREEMENT 
 

 FAIRFAX COUNTY 
PROJECT NUMBER 0495-029-766   UPC 89486 

 
THIS AGREEMENT, made and executed in triplicate on this the ____ day 
of ____________, 2012, between the COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, hereinafter referred to as the 
"DEPARTMENT" and the COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, hereinafter referred to 

as the "COUNTY." 
 
 

WITNESSETH 
 

 WHEREAS, the COUNTY has expressed its desire to have the DEPARTMENT administer 
the work as described in Appendix B, and such work for each improvement shown is hereinafter 
referred to as the Project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the funds as shown in Appendix A have all been allocated by the COUNTY to 
finance the project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the COUNTY has requested that the DEPARTMENT design and construct this 
project in accordance with the scope of work described in Appendix B, and the DEPARTMENT 
has agreed to perform such work; and 
 
 WHEREAS, both parties have concurred in the DEPARTMENT's administration of the 
project identified in this Agreement and its associated Appendices A and B in accordance with 
applicable federal, state, and local law and regulations; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the County's governing body has, by resolution, which is attached hereto, 
authorized its designee to execute this Agreement; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Section 33.1-75.3 of the Code of Virginia authorizes both the DEPARTMENT 
and the COUNTY to enter into this Agreement; 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutual covenants and 
agreements contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows: 
 
 A. The DEPARTMENT shall: 
 
  1. Complete said work as identified in Appendix B, advancing such   
   diligently, and all work shall be completed in accordance with the   
   schedule established by both parties. 
 
  2. Perform or have performed, and remit all payments for, all    
   preliminary engineering, right-of-way acquisition, construction,   
   contract administration, and inspection services activities for the   
   project(s) as required. 
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  3. Provide a summary of project expenditures to the COUNTY for   
   charges of actual DEPARTMENT cost. 
 
  4. Notify the COUNTY of additional project expenses resulting from   
   unanticipated circumstances and provide detailed estimates of   
   additional costs associated with those circumstances.  The    
   DEPARTMENT will make all efforts to contact the COUNTY   
   prior to performing those activities. 
 
  5. Return any unexpended funds to the COUNTY no later than 90   
   days after the project(s) have been completed and final expenses   
   have been paid in full. 
 
 B. The COUNTY shall: 
 

1. Provide funds to the DEPARTMENT for Preliminary Engineering  (PE) and 
Right-of-Way (ROW) upon execution of this Agreement and for 
Construction (CN) no less than 90 days prior to advertisement in the amounts 
shown in Appendix A  

 
 
  2. Accept responsibility for any additional project costs resulting   
   from unforeseeable circumstances, but only after concurrence of   
   the COUNTY and modification of this Agreement.  
 

C. Funding by the COUNTY shall be subject to annual appropriation or other lawful 
appropriation by the Board of Supervisors. 

 
D. Should funding be insufficient and county funds be unavailable, both parties will 

review all available options for moving the project forward, including but not 
limited to, halting work until additional funds are allocated, revising the project 
scope to conform to available funds, or cancelling  the project. 

 
E. Should the project be cancelled as a result of the lack of funding by the COUNTY, 

the COUNTY shall be responsible for any costs, claims and liabilities associated 
with the early termination of any construction contract(s) issued pursuant to this 
agreement. 

 
 F. This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon 60 days advance   
  written notice.  Eligible expenses incurred through the date of termination   
  shall be reimbursed to the DEPARTMENT subject to the limitations   
  established in this Agreement. 
 

THIS AGREEMENT, when properly executed, shall be binding upon both parties, their 
successors and assigns. 
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 THIS AGREEMENT may be modified in writing upon mutual agreement of both parties. 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, each party hereto has caused this Agreement to be executed as 
of the day, month, and year first herein written. 

 
 
COUNTY OF __________, VIRGINIA: 
 
 
 
_______________________________________     ________________________ 

      Date 
 
_______________________________________     ________________________ 
Typed or Printed Name of Signatory   Date 
 
_______________________________________     ________________________ 
Signature of Witness     Date 
 
 
 
 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION: 
 
 
 
______________________________________          _________________ 
Commissioner of Highways      Date 
Commonwealth of Virginia 
Department of Transportation 
 
 
______________________________________           __________________ 
Signature of Witness        Date 
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Appendix A 
 

Project Number:       (UPC 89486) Locality:  Fairfax County 

Project Identification and Funding 

Scope: Extend eastbound sidewalk from Route 29 and Shreve Road to the intersection of 
Fairview Park Dr. 

From: Shreve Road 

To: Fairview Park Drive 

 

 

 
Locality Project Manager Contact Info:  William (Bill) Harrell, Fairfax County DOT Transportation Planner, (703) 877-5767 

Department Project Coordinator Contact Info:  Larry O. Cloyed, Sr. Program Manager, (571) 483-2584 
    

Project Costs 

Phase Estimated Project Costs Funding Advanced to VDOT Funds Retained by Locality 

Preliminary Engineering $0 $0 $0

Right-of-Way & Utilities $0 $0 $0

Construction $170,001.00 $0 $0

Total Estimated Cost $170,001.00 $0 $0
  

Project Financing 
A 
 

B C D E 

Proffer Funds Bond Funds <fund source C> <fund source D> 
Aggregate Allocations

(A+B+C+D)

75,000.00 95,001.00 170,001.00

 

 Payment Schedule 

FY2012  FY20__  Total 

$170,001.00  $170,001.00 

 
 

 

 

 

This attachment is certified and made an official attachment to this document by the parties of this agreement 

   

Authorized Locality Official and date 
 

____________________________________________________ 
Typed or printed name of person signing 

 Residency Administrator/PE Manager/District Construction Engineer 
Recommendation and date 

_______________________________________________________ 
Typed or printed name of person signing 
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Appendix B 
 

Project Number:       (UPC 89486  ) Locality:  Fairfax County 

Project Scope 

Work 
Description: 

  See Detailed Scope of Services below 

From: 
Shreve Road 

 

To: 
Fairview 
Park Drive 

 

 

 

 
Locality Project Manager Contact Info:  William (Bill) Harrell, Fairfax County DOT Transportation Planner, (703) 877-5767 

Department Project Coordinator Contact Info:  Larry O. Cloyed, Sr. Program Manager, (571) 483-2584 

 
Detailed Scope of Services 

 
 
 
 
VDOT will construct a sidewalk along Route 29 from Shreve Road to Fairview Park Drive.  The 
sidewalk will be 530 Linear Feet as described in the cost estimate.  The width of the sidewalk will 
be 5’ with a 4” aggregate base.  A 7’ wide clearing will be provided for the construction of the 
sidewalk and to ensure the sidewalk will not be obstructed after construction.  Other items in the 
construction include 250’ of guardrail (type GR-2), 40’ curb and gutter (type CG-6), proper 
maintenance of traffic, and sediment and erosion control.  Fairfax County acknowledges the 
potential for additional contingency fees for additional oversight, unforeseen utilities, or other 
project-related costs and will be responsible for any and all reasonable additional costs.   
 
 
 
This attachment is certified and made an official attachment to this document by the parties of this agreement 

   

Authorized Locality Official and date 
 

____________________________________________________ 
Typed or printed name of person signing 

 Residency Administrator/PE Manager/District Construction Engineer 
Recommendation and date 

_______________________________________________________
Typed or printed name of person signing 
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Fairfax County Board of Supervisors Resolution 

 
 
At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, held in the 
Board Auditorium in the Fairfax County Government Center of Fairfax, Virginia, on 
Tuesday, May 1, 2012, at which meeting a quorum was present and voting, the following 
resolution was adopted. 
 
 

AGREEMENT EXECUTION RESOLUTION 
 
 
 WHEREAS, in accordance with Virginia Department of Transportation project 
agreement procedures, it is necessary that a resolution be received from the local 
government authorizing execution of an agreement.    
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of 
Fairfax County, Virginia, authorizes County staff to execute on behalf of the County of 
Fairfax a Project Administration Agreement with the Virginia Department of 
Transportation to construct a sidewalk along Route 29 from Shreve Road to Fairview 
Park Drive for the County of Fairfax. 
 
  
Adopted this_____day of_____________________, 2012, Fairfax, Virginia 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST ______________________ 
   Catherine A. Chianese  
   Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
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ACTION - 2 
 
 
Approval of the Proposed Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 and 
Approval to Amend the FY 2012 Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan to 
Incorporate Funding and Activities Under the Second Allocation of FY 2012 Emergency 
Shelter Grants/Emergency Solutions Grants Funding 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Final action by the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors on the Proposed Consolidated 
Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 as issued by the Consolidated Community 
Funding Advisory Committee (CCFAC) and on amending the Consolidated Plan One-
Year Action Plan for FY 2012 to incorporate funding and activities under the second 
allocation of FY 2012 Emergency Shelter Grants/Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG) 
funding. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board:  (1) adopt the Proposed 
Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 as issued by the CCFAC with 
funding allocations outlined below; (2) authorize signature of the Consolidated Plan 
Certifications and Federal funding application forms (SF-424s) required by HUD by May 
15, 2012; 3) adopt the proposed amendment to the Consolidated Plan One-Year Action 
Plan for FY 2012 to incorporate funding and activities under the second allocation of FY 
2012 ESG funding; and 4) authorize signature of the Consolidated Plan Certifications 
and the SF-424 for the ESG funding required by HUD by May 15, 2012.  
 
 
TIMING: 
Board action is requested on May 1, 2012 in order to maintain the schedule for the 
Consolidated Plan process, which is included as Appendix C in the revised Proposed 
Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013, and to ensure timely submission 
of the Plan and the ESG amendment to HUD. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The revised Proposed Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 (One-Year 
Action Plan for FY 2013) has been issued by the CCFAC for approval by the Board of 
Supervisors.  The One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 contains the proposed uses of 
funding for programs to be implemented in the third year of the Five-Year Consolidated 
Plan for FY 2011-2015.  An annual action plan is required by the U.S. Department of 
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Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for the four federal programs: Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME), 
Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG), and Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS 
(HOPWA).  In addition, the document describes the Continuum of Care for homeless 
services and programs in the Fairfax community, and the Consolidated Community 
Funding Pool (CCFP).  The One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 will include the first year 
of the two-year FY 2013-2014 funding cycle for the CCFP.  The CCFP was established 
by the Board and provides funding for community-based programs by nonprofit 
organizations through a competitive solicitation process. 
   
The One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 also includes the public and private resources 
available for housing and community development activities, and the CCFP funding 
priorities adopted by the Board.  In accordance with federal requirements, the One-Year 
Action Plan for FY 2013 contains several certifications, including those related to 
maintaining a drug-free workplace, affirmatively furthering fair housing, prohibition of 
excessive force, and lobbying requirements, which will be signed by the County 
Executive following Board approval of the Plan. 
 
Federal regulations issued by HUD governing the Consolidated Plan require 
jurisdictions to complete an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice.  In 2010-
2011, Fairfax County updated the Fair Housing Analysis of Impediments Five-Year Fair 
Housing Planning Document (2011-2015) (Local Plan) and conducted a new Analysis of 
Impediments (AI).  In July 2011, the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors directed staff 
to utilize the revised Local Plan to address impediments to fair housing choice within 
Fairfax County.  The Fairfax County Office of Human Rights and Equity Programs is the 
agency responsible for implementation and oversight of fair housing activities initiated 
by Fairfax County.  The One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 includes follow-up activities 
to be conducted to address impediments to fair housing.   
 
The funding levels for CDBG, HOME, and ESG incorporated in the One-Year Action 
Plan for FY 2013 are based on formal notification from HUD of actual grant levels.  
Funding for the HOPWA program is estimated at the FY 2011 expenditure level.  Total 
entitlement funding anticipated of $6,727,115 has been recommended in this item: for 
CDBG ($4,414,224), HOME ($1,405,283), ESG ($469,222), and HOPWA ($438,386).  
In addition, the reallocation of prior year funds totaling $1,226,902 has also been 
recommended, as well as the use of program income, anticipated to be approximately 
$300,000 for CDBG in FY 2013.  
 
The Proposed One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 was made available and circulated for 
review and comment by citizens, service providers and other interested parties during 
the formal public comment period which ended with a public hearing at the Board of 
Supervisors on March 20, 2012.  Following the public hearing and the public comment 
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period, the CCFAC considered all comments received on the Proposed One-Year 
Action Plan for FY 2013 and forwards its recommendation to the Board in this Item for 
final action on May 1, 2012.   
 
The proposed use of funds identified in the revised One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 is 
summarized below.  A description for each activity is provided in the attached One-Year 
Action Plan for FY 2013.  
 
CDBG Funds FY 2013          Reallocated Total 
 Grant      Prior Year Funds 
 
Payments on Section 108 Loans  $1,123,357    $ 1,123,357 
Home Repair for the Elderly Program  $   199,608       $     75,392   $    275,000 
   Prior Year Home Repair for the Elderly Program  ($      75,392) 
Relocation Program       $   132,360   $    198,640   $    331,000 
   Prior Year Relocation Program   ($    198,640) 
Homeownership Program  $     98,308   $    301,692   $    400,000 
   Prior Year Homeownership Program   ($    301,692) 
Fair Housing     $      41,366   $      41,366 
   Prior Year Fair Housing   ($      41,366) 
Planning (Programs and Compliance)  $   361,856           $    361,856 
General Administration  $   479,623           $    479,623 
Affordable Housing Fund (Consolidated 
  Community Funding Pool (CCFP))  $   913,026    $    200,420   $ 1,113,446 
   Planning    ($    200,420) 
Targeted Public Services - CCFP 
 (@maximum 15% of CDBG grant)  $   662,133    $    662,133 
Senior/Disabled/Homeless Housing  $     84,917     $     73,596   $    158,513 
  Planning                                                        ($     73,596)  
Rehabilitation and/or Acquisition  
  of FCRHA Properties  $   359,036                      _   $    359,036 
Total Allocations and Reallocations  $4,414,224   +   $   891,106     =      $ 5,305,330 
 
HOME Funds FY 2013        Reallocated                Total 
                                        Grant        Prior Year Funds   
       
Tenant Based Rental Assistance 
     (TBRA) Homeless Prevention, Partnership 
     for Permanent Housing, Non-elderly and  
     Elderly Disabled   $   613,816        $    613,816       
CHDO Set-Aside  $   210,805   $    210,805 
HOME Administration  $   140,528  $     88,107  $    228,635 
   Prior Year HOME Administration  ($     88,107) 
Planning (Programs and Compliance)   $     37,934  $      37,934 
   Prior Year HOME Administration (Planning)  ($     37,934) 
Fair Housing         $     58,268  $      58,268 
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   Prior Year Fair Housing  ($     58,268) 
Rehabilitation and/or Acquisition    
  of FCRHA Properties  $   440,134        $    440,134 
Homeownership Program   $     10,000  $      10,000 
   HOME Administration  ($     10,000) 
Senior/Disabled/Homeless Housing                                     $   141,487     $    141,487    
  Prior Year Senior/Disabled/Homeless Housing                      ($   141,487)   
Total Allocations and Reallocations            $1,405,283  +  $   335,796      =      $ 1,741,079 
 
Based on program income during part of FY 2012, $300,000 in CDBG program income 
is estimated for FY 2013.  The $300,000 estimated in CDBG program income is 
recommended for Senior/Disabled/Homeless Housing. 
 
Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)  $   469,222 
The Emergency Solutions Grant program is an entitlement program replacing the old 
Emergency Shelter Grant under the federal HEARTH Act that was signed into law in 
May 2009.  Full implementation of the new ESG program will begin in FY 2013.  Under 
HEARTH, there is much greater emphasis on using funding to prevent homelessness 
and to rapidly re-house persons and families who do become homeless.  The law 
requires that a minimum of 40 percent of the funding be used for prevention activities, 
and HUD has implemented this requirement by capping the amount that can be used for 
shelter operations at no more than 60 percent or the amount expended in FY 2010.  In 
prior years, this funding has provided a revenue offset for county funding that supports 
shelter operations. 
 
In light of the new federal emphasis, and consistent with the goals of the Fairfax-Falls 
Church Plan to Prevent and End Homelessness, in FY 2013 the full allocation of 
Emergency Solutions Grant funds is proposed to be used to support prevention and 
rapid re-housing activities through the housing relocation and stabilization services that 
are provided by community case managers contracted through several nonprofit 
organizations. 
 
A total of $140,767 in federal ESG funds is budgeted for rapid re-housing services for 
people who are homeless.  This amount includes a total of $19,707 for housing 
relocation and stabilization services in the form of financial assistance and $121,060 for 
ESG tenant-based rental assistance. 
 
A total of $328,455 of federal HUD ESG funds is budgeted for homelessness prevention 
services.  This amount includes a total of $45,984 for housing relocation and 
stabilization services in the form of financial assistance and $282,471 for ESG tenant-
based rental assistance. 
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Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA)  $   438,386 
Under federal regulations for the Consolidated Plan, the District of Columbia receives 
funds through the HOPWA Program for the entire eligible metropolitan statistical area 
(EMSA).  The funds are sub-allocated to Northern Virginia jurisdictions through the 
Northern Virginia Regional Commission and administered locally by Northern Virginia 
Family Service.  These funds provide rental assistance and short-term rent, mortgage, 
and/or utility payments for households with persons who are living with AIDS. 
 
Consolidated Community Funding Pool (CCFP) 
This is the fourteenth year that the CCFP has been included in the Consolidated Plan 
One-Year Action Plan.  Beginning with FY 2000, the former Community Funding Pool 
and the CDBG Affordable Housing funds and Targeted Public Services funds were 
merged into a single Consolidated Community Funding Pool.  The CCFP consolidates 
the solicitation and award processes by establishing a single application process with a 
common set of funding priorities and proposal evaluation criteria for programs of 
community-based nonprofit organizations.   
 
The funding available through the CCFP is allocated bi-annually through a competitive 
Request for Proposals process.  The County Executive appoints a Selection Advisory 
Committee of citizens to review and rank applications received and make funding 
recommendations to the Board, which makes the final project funding awards.  The 
One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 will cover the first year of projects for the two-year 
funding cycle.  
 
The following are estimated amounts that will be available for the CCFP for FY 2013: 
 
*CDBG Affordable Housing Funds $  1,113,446 
*CDBG Targeted Public Services Funds $     662,133 
**Federal and State Community Services and Block Grant (CSBG) $     390,157 
        Funds 
**County General Funds $  9,029,064 
Total Proposed CCFP Funding:                                                             $11,194,800 
 
*CDBG Affordable Housing Funds and CDBG Targeted Public Services Funds totaling $1,775,579 
estimated to be available for the CCFP are a part of the total $4,414,224 in FY 2013 CDBG funds 
incorporated in the One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013.  Approximately $200,000 of the $1,775,579 are 
prior year CDBG funds to be reallocated to CDBG Affordable Housing Funds.  
 
**These amounts are based on the FY 2012 County budget plus an increase of $448,534 and will be 
revised subject to the final federal entitlement amounts for the CSBG program and the appropriation of 
local General Funds by the Board for FY 2013.  
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Funding allocations under the Proposed Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 
2013 have been reviewed by the Fairfax County Redevelopment and Housing Authority 
(FCRHA) and the CCFAC-FCRHA Working Advisory Group (WAG).  The WAG is a 
group established to strengthen coordination between the FCRHA and the CCFAC in 
the proposed use of funds and was composed of seven members: three appointed by 
the FCRHA Chairman, three appointed by the CCFAC Chairman, and one who serves 
on both the FCRHA and the CCFAC.  Recommendations from the WAG were 
forwarded to the CCFAC and the FCRHA.  The final recommendations contained in the 
Proposed Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 are consistent with the 
WAG, the FCRHA and the CCFAC recommendations. 
 
The funding levels reflect deep cuts in federal funding - an 18.5 percent cut in CDBG 
funds from the FY 2012 funding level and a 41 percent cut in HOME funds from the FY 
2012 levels.  The ESG program did receive a 14.6 percent increase from the FY 2012 
level and the HOPWA amount is estimated at the FY 2011 expenditure level. 
 
The WAG approached the cuts with the intent of minimizing their impact to the greatest 
extent possible by recommending the one-time reallocation of older, unused funds.  In 
many cases, projects which did not go forward or came in under budget allowed some 
funding from prior years to be re-allocated to current projects with a higher and current 
priority. 
 
The WAG notes that while it is important for the FCRHA and the Board of Supervisors 
to utilize prior year balances, using such balances to cover substantial federal funding 
reductions as a practice is unsustainable.  In the Proposed Consolidated Plan One-Year 
Action Plan for FY 2013, reallocated prior year balances total $1,226,902.  The WAG 
recommends that the Board consider funding the gap for federal reductions in future 
fiscal years, beginning in FY 2014, to the greatest extent possible.  Alternatively, 
benefits provided by the funds in the county would have to be reduced. 
 
Further, for FY 2013, the reduction in the CDBG federal allocation necessitates a 
reduction in Targeted Public Services which is statutorily capped at 15 percent of the 
CDBG grant amount.  Targeted Public Services funds are made available to non-profits 
through the Consolidated Community Funding Pool.  Because of the 15 percent cap, 
funds could not be reprogrammed for much needed public service activities from the 
CCFP such as emergency food programs and youth support services.  The WAG 
recommended that the Board consider restoring the FY 2012 funding level. 
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Proposed Amendment to the FY 2012 Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan to 
Incorporate Funding and Activities Under the Second Allocation of FY 2012 Emergency 
Shelter Grants/Emergency Solutions Grants Funding 
 
The One-Year Action Plan for FY 2012 was approved on April 26, 2011 by the Board of 
Supervisors.  The proposed amendment to the Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan 
for FY 2012 incorporates funding in the amount of $147,290 and activities under the 
second allocation of the FY 2012 Emergency Shelter Grants/Emergency Solutions 
Grants (ESG) Program.  It is anticipated that the spending of this allocation will begin 
when approval is obtained from HUD and be fully expended by the end of September 
2012. 
 
Consistent with the goals of the Fairfax-Falls Church Plan to Prevent and End 
Homelessness, this second allocation must be used for new components authorized 
under the HEARTH Act, and is planned to be used for prevention and rapid re-housing 
activities as follows:   

 
 Approximately $103,103 (70%) will be allocated for Prevention Services; and 
 Approximately $  44,187 (30%) will be allocated for Rapid Re-Housing Services. 

 

Of the total of $103,103 of ESG funds budgeted for homelessness prevention services, 
a total of $14,434 will be utilized for housing relocation and stabilization services in the 
form of financial assistance and $88,669 for ESG tenant-based rental assistance.  A 
total of $44,187 in ESG funds is budgeted for rapid re-housing services for people who 
are homeless.  This amount includes a total of $6,186 for housing relocation and 
stabilization services in the form of financial assistance and $38,001 for ESG tenant-
based rental assistance. 
 
In order to access the funds from HUD, the county must submit the amendment to the 
Consolidated Plan One-Year Action Plan for FY 2012 to HUD no later than May 15, 
2012.  Attachment 1 is the ESG substantial amendment. 
 
Fairfax County followed the citizen participation process for substantial amendments 
identified in the county’s Citizen Participation Plan for the Consolidated Plan.  Due to the 
nature of this amendment, the county did not include the amendment in its quarterly 
budget review process, but rather has addressed it outside of that process.  The Citizen 
Participation Plan called for the public advertisement of this amendment for at least 30 
days prior to consideration of the amendment by the Board of Supervisors to allow time 
for public comment.  The amendment was publicly advertised on March 23, 2012 and 
the formal public comment period ended on April 23, 2012.  The county considered all 
comments received on the proposed amendment and is forwarding its recommendation 
to the Board for final action.   
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FISCAL IMPACT: 
Total entitlement funding anticipated of $6,727,115 has been recommended in this item: 
for CDBG - Fund 142 ($4,414,224), HOME – Fund 145 ($1,405,283), ESG ($469,222), 
and HOPWA ($438,386).  In addition, the reallocation of prior year funds totaling 
$1,226,902 has also been recommended, as well as the use of program income, 
anticipated to be approximately $300,000 for CDBG in FY 2013.   
 
Funding for the HOPWA Program is estimated and actual funding will depend on the 
final allocation made available to Northern Virginia jurisdictions through the Northern 
Virginia Regional Commission and the District of Columbia, recipient of the funds.  The 
CSBG and County General Funds for the CCFP are based on the FY 2012 County 
budget plus an increase of $448,534 and will be revised subject to the final federal 
entitlement amounts for the CSBG program and the appropriation of local General 
Funds by the Board for FY 2013. 
 
ESG funding from HUD’s second ESG allocation for FY 2012 in the amount of 
$147,290 has also been recommended in this item. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
The Proposed One-Year Action Plan for FY 2013 is available on line at 
http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/rha and was previously distributed to the Board at the time 
of the public hearing. 
Attachment 1: Proposed Amendment to Fairfax County Consolidated Plan Annual 
Action Plan for Fiscal Year (FY) 2012 to Incorporate Funding and Activities Under the 
Second Allocation of FY 2012 Emergency Shelter Grants/Emergency Solutions Grants 
Funding 
 
 
STAFF: 
Patricia D. Harrison, Deputy County Executive 
Paula C. Sampson, Director, HCD 
John Payne, Deputy Director, Real Estate and Development, HCD 
Aseem K. Nigam, Director, Real Estate Finance and Grants Management Division, HCD 
Robert C. Fields, Interim Associate Director, Grants Management, HCD 
Stephen E. Knippler, Senior Program Manager, Grants Management, HCD  
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ACTION - 3 
 
 
Board Action on Consolidated Community Funding Pool Recommendations for Fiscal 
Years 2013 and 2014 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Board action on award of funds to community-based nonprofit organizations for 
proposals through the Consolidated Community Funding Pool (CCFP) for the period 
July 1, 2012 - June 30, 2014. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
(1) The County Executive recommends that the Board approve the contract list and 

associated award of CCFP funds as recommended below in Table A by the 
Selection Advisory Committee for Fiscal Year 2013.  

(2) The County Executive recommends that, in accordance with the CCFP multi-year 
contract award process, the Board accept the committee’s recommendations for FY 
2014 funding, contingent upon the availability of future federal and state funding as 
part of the FY 2014 budget process.   

(3) Consistent with Board adopted policy as stated in the Board Agenda Item of April 22, 
2002, the County Executive recommends that the Board approve the 
recommendation of the SAC for the reallocation of new federal, state, or local funds, 
and any lapsing project funds that may be necessary during the course of this and 
future funding cycles. 

 
TABLE A 

PROPOSAL RECOMMENDATIONS – FY 2013 AND 2014  
CONSOLIDATED COMMUNITY FUNDING POOL 

 

Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

100 99 
Brain Foundation, 
The 

Laura's House $300,000 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 

101 28 
Reston Interfaith 
Housing 
Corporation 

RIHC Affordable Housing 
Acquisition Program 

$155,469 $481,000.00 $481,000.00 

102 10 
Good Shepherd 
Housing & Family 
Services, Inc. 

Mt. Vernon Village VI $0 $310,000.00 $270,000.00 

103 127 
United 
Community 
Ministries 

Basic Needs $100,000 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 

104 95 ECHO, Inc. 
Emergency Needs 
Assistance 

$50,000 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 
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Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

105 120 
Northern Virginia 
Family Service 
(NVFS) 

Multicultural Human Services $369,722 $369,000.00 $369,000.00 

106 56 
GRACE 
Ministries of the 
UMC 

Integrated Immigrant 
Services Program 

$54,000 $57,700.00 $57,700.00 

107 31 
Reston Interfaith, 
Inc. 

RI Affordable Housing 
Administration 

$157,020 $180,000.00 $190,000.00 

108 12 Our Daily Bread Family Assistance $100,000 $120,000.00 $129,000.00 

109 60 Computer CORE 
Jobs Skills Training-
Computer Literacy & 
Educational Pathways 

$32,000 $32,000.00 $32,000.00 

110 19 
Alzheimer's 
Family Day 

Wraparound Family 
Caregiver Support Program 

$75,000 $80,000.00 $82,000.00 

111 29 
Reston Interfaith, 
Inc. 

Emergency & Self-Sufficiency 
Services Program 

$177,000 $177,000.00 $177,000.00 

112 88 
Volunteers of 
America 
Chesapeake 

Bailey's Supportive Housing 
Program 

$0 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 

113 2 
ServiceSource, 
Inc. 

Laurie Mitchell Employment 
Center- TEC 2000 

$72,000 $72,000.00 $72,000.00 

114 97 

Rebuilding 
Together 
Arlington/Fairfax/
Falls Church 

Volunteer Home Repair 
Program 

$0 $50,000.00 $60,000.00 

115 129 
United 
Community 
Ministries 

Bryant Early Learning Center 
(BEL) 

$85,217 $90,000.00 $90,000.00 

116 135 Alternative House Assisting Young Mothers $39,500 $39,000.00 $40,200.00 

117 117 

Fairfax Court 
Appointed 
Special 
Advocates 
(CASA), Inc. 

Advocating in Court for the 
Best Interests of Children in 
Crisis due to Abuse & 
Neglect 

$203,000 $203,000.00 $210,000.00 

118 48 
Women's Center, 
The 

Reduced/No-Charge Mental 
Health 

$0 $35,000.00 $35,000.00 

119 69 
OAR of Fairfax 
County, Inc. 

Challenge to Change $640,000 $674,000.00 $674,000.00 

120 34 
Western Fairfax 
Christian 
Ministries 

Client Services $105,000 $120,000.00 $125,000.00 

121 52 
Community 
Havens, Inc. 

Housing for CSB Jail 
Diversion Program 

$0 $120,446.00 $120,446.00 

122 11 
Good Shepherd 
Housing & Family 
Services, Inc. 

Emergency Services-Keeping 
Families at Home 

$61,241 $56,900.00 $57,400.00 

123 132 Alternative House 
Annandale Safe Youth 
Project 

$52,000 $50,400.00 $51,900.00 
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Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

124 131 Alternative House Culmore Safe Youth Project $50,000 $57,000.00 $59,000.00 

125 58 
Herndon-Reston 
FISH, Inc. 

Family Assistance 
Prevention/Crisis Intervention 

$93,800 $112,000.00 $116,000.00 

126 74 
Northern Virginia 
Dental Clinic, Inc. 

Northern Virginia Dental 
Clinic 

$98,000 $98,000.00 $98,000.00 

127 72 
Shepherd Center 
of Fairfax-Burke 

Project Independence: 
Helping Fairfax-Burke 
Seniors Age in Place 

$31,000 $31,000.00 $31,000.00 

128 38 Food for Others Food for Others/Fairfax $145,000 $130,000.00 $135,000.00 

129 98 
Falls Church-
McLean 
Children's Center 

Successful Start $50,000 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 

130 140 
Shelter House, 
Inc. 

Artemis House $0 $54,000.00 $54,000.00 

131 43 
Infant Toddler 
Family Day 

Family Child Care Educator 
Training & Workforce 
Development 

$70,000 $72,000.00 $73,000.00 

132 133 Alternative House 
Culmore Youth Outreach 
Program 

$85,000 $79,600.00 $82,000.00 

133 20 
Legal Services of 
No. Va. 

Legal Aid- Housing & 
Employment 

$158,000 $158,000.00 $158,000.00 

134 22 
Legal Services of 
No. Va. 

Legal-Aid Families & 
Consumers 

$438,558 $438,500.00 $438,500.00 

135 7 
Literacy Council 
of No. Va. 

Adult Basic Literacy/ESOL 
Tutoring & Classroom 
Programs 

$82,000 $91,400.00 $95,800.00 

136 21 
Legal Services of 
No. Va. 

Legal Aid - Access to Justice 
Route 1 

$99,907 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 

137 23 
Legal Services of 
No. Va. 

Legal Aid-Immigrant Law 
Project 

$56,000 $56,000.00 $56,000.00 

138 71 
Catholics for 
Housing 

Virginia Ely Senior Rental 
Assistance 

$157,500 $162,000.00 $162,000.00 

139 85 
Friends of Guest 
House 

Residential, Aftercare, & 
Outreach Programs 

$31,272 $33,000.00 $35,000.00 

140 111 
Bethany House of 
No. Va. 

Family Assistance Program $133,500 $133,000.00 $133,000.00 

141 14 
Koinonia 
Foundation, Inc. 

Emergency Relief Services $25,000 $26,250.00 $26,250.00 

142 30 
Reston Interfaith, 
Inc. 

Herndon Enrichment 
Program 

$24,742 $24,200.00 $24,200.00 

143 68 
Goodwill of 
Greater 
Washington 

Career Navigation-Fairfax $0 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 
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Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

144 105 

Family 
Preservation & 
Strengthening 
Services 

Family Stabilization & Self-
Sufficiency 

$85,000 $85,000.00 $85,000.00 

145 100 
Tahirih Justice 
Center 

Protecting Vulnerable 
Immigrant Women & Girls 
fleeing Gender-Based 
Violence 

$48,142 $48,000.00 $48,000.00 

146 144 
Big Brother Big 
Sister of the NCA 

Hermanos y Hermanas 
Mayores Latino Outreach 
Initiative 

$150,000 $110,000.00 $113,300.00 

147 113 
Alliance for the 
Physically 
Disabled, The 

APD Housing Administration $50,000 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 

148 119 
Northern Virginia 
Family Service 
(NVFS) 

Violence Prevention & 
Intervention Program 

$0 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 

149 41 

Annandale 
Christian 
Community for 
Action (ACCA) 

Basic Needs: Emergency 
Financial Assistance & 
Furniture 

$65,000 $68,000.00 $72,000.00 

150 6 PRS, Inc. Project HOPE $65,000 $65,000.00 $65,000.00 

151 9 
Good Shepherd 
Housing & Family 
Services, Inc. 

Homes for the Working Poor, 
Elderly, & Disabled 

$289,245 $283,900.00 $291,200.00 

152 126 
United 
Community 
Ministries 

Forward Steps: A Youth 
Development Program 

$0 $50,000.00 $75,000.00 

153 24 
Lorton 
Community 
Action Center 

Self Sufficiency $46,195 $46,200.00 $46,200.00 

154 61 
Just Neighbors 
Ministry 

Immigration Legal Services $69,000 $73,000.00 $74,000.00 

155 103 Boat People SOS Asian Youth Empowerment $55,000 $57,000.00 $57,000.00 

156 107 
Community 
Preservation & 
Dev. Corp. 

Island Walk After School 
Support Program (IWP) 

$86,239 $84,000.00 $84,000.00 

157 134 Alternative House Homeless Youth Initiative $0 $121,000.00 $121,000.00 

158 59 
Fairfax Law 
Foundation 

Northern Virginia Pro Bono 
Law Center 

$60,000 $52,400.00 $52,400.00 

159 130 
New Hope 
Housing, Inc. 

Stable Long-Term Housing 
for Chronically Homeless 
Adults 

$71,250 $71,000.00 $71,000.00 

160 128 
United 
Community 
Ministries 

Workforce Development 
Center 

$289,918 $290,000.00 $290,000.00 

161 114 AYUDA Children's Program $0 $108,000.00 $111,000.00 
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Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

162 91 

Northern Virginia 
Community 
College 
Educational 
Foundation 

Adult Career Pathways $95,000 $98,000.00 $98,000.00 

163 93 
Lamb Center, 
The 

Case Management $0 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 

164 123 
Northern Virginia 
Family Service 
(NVFS) 

Training Futures $130,000 $130,000.00 $130,000.00 

165 73 
Brain Injury 
Services 

Assistive Technology 
Program: Supporting Fairfax 
County Residents With a 
Brain injury 

$0 $77,000.00 $77,000.00 

166 32 
Reston Interfaith, 
Inc. 

Cedar Ridge Community 
Center 

$63,000 $63,000.00 $63,000.00 

167 81 
Legal Aid Justice 
Center 

Legal Assistance for 
Immigrants-Employment 

$100,000 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 

168 109 
Pathway Homes, 
Inc. 

Pathways to Self-Sufficiency $125,000 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 

169 121 
Northern Virginia 
Family Service 
(NVFS) 

Fairfax Accessible Medication 
Program 

$37,509 $37,000.00 $37,000.00 

170 15 
Northern Virginia 
AIDS Ministry 

HIV/AIDS Prevention 
Education for Youth 

$47,390 $47,390.00 $47,390.00 

171 108 
Jeanie Schmidt 
Free Clinic 

Screen, Treat, Educate, 
Program (STEP) 

$104,145 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 

172 110 
Pathway Homes, 
Inc. 

Pathways Long Term 
Supportive Services 

$125,000 $70,000.00 $70,000.00 

173 138 
Wesley Housing 
Dev. Corp. 

Building for the Future $65,000 $65,000.00 $65,000.00 

174 62 ACE Foundation Education for Independence $65,000 $65,000.00 $65,000.00 

175 33 
Beth El House, 
Inc. 

Beth El House $30,000 $28,500.00 $30,000.00 

176 25 
Lorton 
Community 
Action Center 

Crisis Intervention $57,000 $57,000.00 $57,000.00 

177 63 
Vietnamese 
Resettlement 
Association 

Self-sufficiency through 
Health, Housing & Social 
Services 

$59,398 $60,000.00 $60,000.00 

178 139 
Shelter House, 
Inc. 

Community Case 
Management Program 

$0 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 

179 87 
SkillSource 
Group, Inc. 

SkillSource - Sheriff 
Employment Center 

$74,000 $60,000.00 $60,000.00 

180 39 

James Mott 
Community 
Assistance 
Program 

Services for Crisis 
Intervention & Self 
Sufficiency Program 

$181,203 $181,200.00 $181,200.00 
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Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

181 42 SCAN of No. Va. 
Padres Unidos & Parent 
Cafes 

$0 $17,000.00 $17,000.00 

182 84 
Hispanic 
Committee of Va. 

Crisis Intervention & Self-
Sufficiency 

$350,000 $327,000.00 $334,000.00 

183 92 

Northern Virginia 
Community 
College 
Educational 
Foundation 

NOVA Restorative Dental 
Clinic 

$75,000 $70,000.00 $70,000.00 

184 51 FACETS 
Emergency 
Services/Supportive Housing 

$131,920 $102,000.00 $102,000.00 

185 78 
Brain Injury 
Services 

Seniors Specialist Program; 
Supporting Fairfax County 
Residents With a Brain Injury 

$0 $80,000.00 $80,000.00 

186 49 

Business 
Development 
Assistance 
Group, Inc. 

Access to Self Sufficiency 
through Extensive Training 
and Services (ASSETS) 

$25,000 $46,000.00 $47,500.00 

187 16 
Northern Virginia 
AIDS Ministry 

Medical Transportation 
Support Services 

$22,562 $22,600.00 $22,600.00 

188 122 
Northern Virginia 
Family Service 
(NVFS) 

Adult Health Direct 
Assistance 

$20,000 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 

189 26 
Lorton 
Community 
Action Center 

Long Term Supportive 
Services 

$25,000 $30,000.00 $30,000.00 

190 57 
Jewish 
Community 
Center of No. Va. 

Camp Shalom $25,000 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 

191 101 

Korean 
Community 
Service Center of 
Greater 
Washington 

Mental Health Resource 
Project 

$40,000 $50,000.00 $53,000.00 

192 116 
Lutheran Social 
Services of the 
NCA 

Refugee Self-Sufficiency 
Program 

$60,000 $59,999.00 $59,999.00 

193 94 

Housing & 
Community 
Service of No. 
Va. 

Case Management/Housing 
Counseling 

$130,000 $127,315.00 $130,000.00 

194 79 
Christian Relief 
Services, Inc. 

Homes for the Homeless 
Transition Housing Program 

$117,690 $106,000.00 $117,000.00 

195 89 
Northern Virginia 
Urban League 

Fairfax Resource Mothers $325,587 $203,000.00 $203,000.00 

196 137 
Wesley Housing 
Dev. Corp. 

Promising Futures $42,000 $42,000.00 $42,000.00 

197 40 

Annandale 
Christian 
Community for 
Action (ACCA) 

Nutrition/Hygiene $22,400 $27,700.00 $29,000.00 
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Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

198 5 

Falls Church 
Community 
Service Council, 
Inc. 

Emergency Assistance $69,000 $55,200.00 $55,200.00 

199 37 Food & Friends 
Home Delivered Food & 
Nutrition Counseling 

$30,000 $28,500.00 $30,000.00 

200 65 Homestretch, Inc. 
Housing for Homeless 
Families 

$380,000 $324,000.00 $360,000.00 

201 1 
Childhelp 
Children's Center 
of Virginia 

Child Abuse Intervention & 
Treatment 

$0 $58,000.00 $58,000.00 

202 46 Progreso Hispano 
Adult ESL & Citizenship 
Program 

$0 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 

203 53 
Community 
Residencies, Inc. 

Lifestyles for People with 
Disabilities 

$49,306 $42,750.00 $45,000.00 

204 64 Town of Herndon 
Bilingual Housing 
Rehabilitation Specialist 

$89,380 $85,500.00 $90,000.00 

205 67 Homestretch, Inc. 

ADDRESS - Aggressive 
Dynamic Debt Reduction 
Elimination & Savings 
Strategies 

$35,000 $33,250.00 $35,000.00 

206 80 
Helping Children 
Worldwide 

Connections for Hope/HOST 
Region 3 

$120,000 $110,000.00 $112,000.00 

207 54 
Residential Youth 
Services, Inc. 

Living Independently for 
Tomorrow (LIFT) 

$60,000 $57,000.00 $60,000.00 

        $11,194,800.00 $11,344,385.00 

 
 
Fiscal Year 2014 includes $1,113,446 for capital projects contingent upon the 
availability of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds. The total budget is 
contingent upon the Board’s decisions regarding funding pool appropriations to be 
determined in the FY 2014 budget process. Funding of affordable housing capital 
contracts also are submitted to the Fairfax County Redevelopment and Housing 
Authority for approval.  Affordable Housing Capital projects are subject to the internal 
policies and procedures of the Department of Housing and Community Development 
(DHCD), which include review and final approval by DHCD’s Loan Underwriting 
Committee (LUC).  The loan terms for these projects will be in compliance with the 
requirements of the funding source.  Any project changes shall be subject to the review 
and approval of the LUC. 
 
Funds will be allocated to support recommended activities in the order of the Selection 
Advisory Committee’s ranking.  Allocations shall be consistent with the intent of the 
committee (as noted in the minutes and proposal summaries) and with all applicable 
state and federal requirements.  County staff is authorized to adjust approved program 
budgets as necessary due to changes of circumstances during the course of the two-
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year funding cycle. 
 
 
TIMING: 
Board action should be taken on May 1, 2012, as part of the Board deliberations on the 
FY 2013 Adopted Budget Plan.  Contract negotiations will take place between May - 
June 2012 to finalize program operations and outcomes.  Contract award 
recommendations for the second year will be incorporated into the County’s FY 2014 
budget process, contingent upon funding availability. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
In FY 1997, the Board of Supervisors approved the development and implementation of 
a competitive funding process to fund services best provided by community-based 
organizations, formerly funded through a contribution or through a contract with an 
individual county department. 
 
FY 2000 was the first year that the former Community Funding Pool and the CDBG 
Affordable Housing and Targeted Public Services funds were merged into a single 
funding source for community-based nonprofit organizations to competitively bid for 
program support.  The merger consolidated the solicitation and award processes by 
establishing one set of funding priorities and one application with common proposal 
review criteria.  The specific funding sources merged to form the CCFP are:  federal 
CDBG Targeted Public Services funds, federal CDBG Affordable Housing funds, federal 
and state Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) funds, and local Fairfax County 
general funds, totaling $11,194,800 for FY 2013 awards.   
 
The Consolidated Community Funding Advisory Committee (CCFAC), appointed by the 
Board to oversee the use of CCFP funds, developed and widely distributed for public 
comment recommendations for funding priorities and targets for distribution of funds.  
On July 12, 2011, the Board accepted the recommendations for the FY 2013-FY 2014 
funding priorities and targets.  Four Priority Areas were agreed upon: 1) Prevention - 
families and individuals remain independent and have the tools and resources to 
prevent future or ongoing dependence. Communities increase their ability to support 
their members in preventing dependence; 2) Crisis Intervention – individuals, families or 
communities in crisis overcome (generally not more than three months) and quickly 
move back to independence; 3) Self-Sufficiency – Families, individuals, neighborhoods 
and communities attain self-sufficiency over a period of three months to three years; 4) 
Long Term Supportive Service - Individuals who are continuing long-term needs, and 
who therefore may not become self-sufficient, achieve and/or maintain healthy, safe and 
independent lives to the maximum extent possible. 
 
A Request for Proposals (RFP) based on the CCFAC recommendations was issued by 
the county on October 3, 2011.  The RFP closed on December 5, 2011.  One hundred 

(110)



Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
and forty-five applications were received by the deadline, totaling $19,449,989 in FY 
2013 requests (nearly twice the amount of funds available in the FY 2013 Advertised 
Budget Plan) and $20,086,722 in FY 2014 requests.   
A Fairfax County resident Selection Advisory Committee (SAC) appointed by the County 
Executive, evaluated and ranked all proposals.  The committee was comprised of a 
diverse group of 16 individuals with varied expertise and interests residing in different 
areas of the county.  The committee conducted its review of the proposals in January 
and March 2012. These SAC members committed an extraordinary amount of time and 
effort to the review and evaluation of these proposals and are to be commended for 
their important contributions to this process.  It is estimated that the members 
contributed over 900 hours in both individual and group review and discussion. 
 
The committee gave serious consideration to the priority areas and targets 
recommended by the CCFAC and approved by the Board.  Based on the evaluation 
criteria (identified in Attachment 1) and the priority areas developed by the CCFAC for 
funding, as well as a review of the cost reasonableness to the county, the committee 
recommends full or partial funding in FY 2013 for 108 proposals totaling $11,194,800.   
 
Proposal descriptions for the recommended projects are included in Attachment 2.  The 
committee also made recommendations for FY 2014 awards as noted on Table A.   
 
Eighteen of the recommended proposals are new and 90 proposals are recommended 
for continued funding.  A description of the 37 proposals submitted that were not funded 
are identified in Attachment 3. The SAC placed conditional funding restrictions on 
organizations needing to submit one or more of the following: 1) the submission of most 
recent audited financial statements and 990 within 60 days of contract signature; 2) 
evidence of improved internal controls in place; 3) fundraising plans to increase their 
revenue base.   
 
Attachment 4 identifies funding by the priority area targets established by the CCFAC.  
 
The CCFAC and the SAC are aware of the current budget constraints and that 
recommendations for FY 2014 funding are contingent upon Board action at a future 
date and subject to availability of federal block grant funds.  
 
The Community Action Advisory Board, which oversees the final allocation of 
Community Services Block Grant funds, will meet on Tuesday, May 1, 2012 to identify 
FY 2013 and FY 2014 proposals recommended by the SAC that fit within policy 
requirements for state and federal funding.  Based on notification from the Department 
of Social Services of the Commonwealth of Virginia, an estimated $517,560 is available 
for FY 2013. 
 
The CCFAC will meet with members of the SAC to review this year’s application and 
allocation process and to determine opportunities for improvement in subsequent years. 
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FISCAL IMPACT: 
A total of $11,194,800 is recommended in this item for award to nonprofit organizations. 
An amount of $9,419,221 from the General Fund and CSBG currently is included in the 
FY 2013 Advertised Budget Plan for Fund 118, Consolidated Community Funding Pool. 
The Consolidated Plan: One Year Action Plan for FY 2013, to be presented to the 
Board of Supervisors on May 1, 2012, includes an allocation of $1,113,446 in CDBG 
Affordable Housing funds and $662,133 in CDBG Targeted Public Services funds. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1: Consolidated Community Funding Pool FY 2013-FY 2014 Proposal 
Evaluation Criteria 
Attachment 2: Consolidated Community Funding Pool FY 2013-FY 2014 Proposal 
Descriptions 
Attachment 3: FY 2013-FY 2014 Consolidated Community Funding Pool Proposals Not 
Recommended for Contract Award 
Attachment 4: Consolidated Community Funding Pool Selection Advisory Committee 
Recommendations Summary by Funding Priority 
 
 
STAFF: 
Patricia Harrison, Deputy County Executive 
Cathy A. Muse, Director, Department of Purchasing & Supply Management 
M. Gail Ledford, Director, Department of Administration for Human Services 
Paula C. Sampson, Director, Department of Housing & Community Development  
Nanette Bowler, Director, Department of Family Services 
Christopher Leonard, Director, Department of Neighborhood & Community Services 
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 ATTACHMENT 1 
 
  
 CONSOLIDATED COMMUNITY FUNDING POOL   

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA 
 

2 
 

 
  
I. Demonstration of Need:      Maximum Points – 15 

The proposal describes an identified need and relates it to no more than two CCFP funding 
priorities.  
 

 
CRITERIA 

Points Per 
Element 

A The proposal includes local statistical data that provides evidence that 
the problem exists, including size and scope of the problem, and clearly 
describes specific information about the neighborhoods and populations 
to be served. 

0 - 5 

B The proposal justifies the need, the affected population and community to 
be addressed by the proposed program and how the identified need is 
not being adequately met for the proposed population, community, and 
targeted geographic area1 to be served.   

0 - 5 

C The proposal explains how the identified need relates to the proposal’s 
selected funding priority(ies). 0 - 5 

 
 

II. Outcomes:         Maximum Points - 25  
Proposal clearly identifies and describes one or more measurable program outcomes that are 
consistent with the identified need and program approach. The proposal demonstrates that 
each outcome will have a significant impact on the population and/or the community affected 
by the identified need; and describes how program outcomes contribute to the selected CCFP 
Priority (ies). 
 

 
CRITERIA 

Points Per 
Element 

A The proposal describes how program outcomes contribute to the 
selected CCFP priority(ies). 

0 - 5 

B The proposal identifies and describes how measurable program 
outcomes will change, reduce, or eliminate the problem described in the 
Demonstration of Need section; and how each outcome is logically 
related to the identified need, approach, and activities. The logic model 
illustrates each outcome. 

0 - 5 

C The proposal describes a plan for measurement implementation; 
identifies the program person(s) responsible for collecting, evaluating and 
reporting the data; and indicates when and how the outcome 
measurement will be collected, maintained and reported. 

0 - 5 

D The proposal  describes when the outcome measurement will be taken 
and reported to the county (which quarter(s); how the measurement data 
will be collected, maintained and reported; and what data collection 
software will be used to store and report the data. 

0 – 5 

E The proposed outcomes are clearly linked to the identified problem and 
are objectively measurable. Refer to Form 3 

0 - 5 

 

                                                           
1 Targeted geographic area may include:  Human Service Regions, specific zip codes, or a specific neighborhood or community defined in 
the proposal. 
 (113)
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3 
 

III. Approach:        Maximum Points – 20 
Proposal describes what the program will do; how it will be implemented, operated and 
administered within a realistic time period; how it will be provided within a cooperative service 
delivery approach; and how readily targeted clients will be able to access services.  
 

 
CRITERIA 

Points Per 
Element 

A Proposal describes program services/strategies that will be used to 
achieve the goals and objectives; addresses the identified need and 
population; and describes how the program services will be organized, 
implemented and completed. The proposal specifies the total number of 
unduplicated individuals/ households to be served by the program each 
fiscal year and current data/statistics that addresses the effectiveness of 
the program are included.  

0 – 4 

B Proposal identifies the number of individuals & households each activity 
will serve and describes how services will contribute to the program 
outcomes; and identifies potential barriers to access program services and 
describes how the program will facilitate client access to services. 

0 – 4 

C Proposal includes a clear and reasonable work plan and describes what 
will be conducted and accomplished each year. 

0 – 4 

D Proposal describes how the program will change each fiscal year, and 
includes any changes in services and clients to be served; it   includes a 
realistic timeline that indicates major tasks, assigned responsibility for 
each task and outlines the completion of each task.    

0 – 4 

E Proposal describes how other community resources will be used to 
maximize service delivery, achieve efficiencies and minimize duplication.  

0 - 4 

 
 

IV. Organizational Capacity:      Maximum Points - 20 
The proposal demonstrates the applicants’ organizational skills, experience and resources 
necessary to implement and manage the program. Two or more nonprofit organizations may 
choose to submit a collaborative proposal. 
 

 
CRITERIA 

Points Per 
Element 

A Proposal describes roles and responsibilities of program staff, how they are 
connected to the program design and explains the organizational structure, 
agency operations and how the proposed program will be supported by the 
organization and describes experience and capability of the organization 
and any contractors that may be used to effectively implement and manage 
the program. 

0 - 4 

B Proposal describes other types of programs and services with which the 
organization has had success in initiating and maintaining. 

0 - 4 

C Proposal describes the work to be performed by professional and 
nonprofessional volunteers and includes job descriptions for categories of 
volunteers; and includes the estimated number of professional and non-
professional volunteers and anticipated number of hours they will work 
each year. 

0 - 4 

D Proposal describes how clients with disabilities will have access to the 
service and explains how the organization and services comply with the 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).   

0 - 4 
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CRITERIA 

Points Per 
Element 

E Proposal describes the program’s fiscal management system that includes 
that ability to track CCFP funds separately, accounting system, use of 
outside accounting /payroll services, contingency plan for sustaining the 
program if no cash reserve, available line of credit,  and explains leveraged 
resources for other cash and non-cash expenditures including plans for 
sustainability during and beyond the funding period. 

0 - 4 

 
 
V. Budget and Budget Justification:    Maximum Points -  20  

Proposal presents a clear and reasonable program budget and identifies additional resources 
other than County funds or County contributions that can help support the proposed program.  
(Resources may include volunteers, in-kind contributions, cash donations, goods, supplies and 
services donations, grants, and/or contracts.) 
 

 
Criterion Element 

Points Per 
Element 

A Proposal includes completed forms 4, 4A, and 4B.  The budget is 
reasonable; forms 4, 4A and 4B clearly describe and justify all costs for 
the program.   

0 - 10 

B Proposal includes completed form 5 and describes additional resources 
that will significantly support and sustain the program during and beyond 
the funding period, including the use of volunteers, in-kind contributions, 
goods, supplies, etc. 

0 - 5 

C For programs not currently funded with CCFP dollars, the proposal 
explains why funds are needed. 

or 
 

If currently funded, the proposal explains and justifies any increase over 
5% and/or why CCFP funds are needed if the program is supported by 
other resources.   

0 - 5 

 
 

The following criteria is applicable ONLY to AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECTS 
 
 
VI. Consolidated Plan Priorities:        Maximum Points - 15 

Proposal serves one or more of the priority household populations identified in the Fairfax County 
Consolidated Plan: Fiscal Year 2011 -2015.  Very low income means 50% or less of the MSA 
Median Income. 
 

 
CRITERIA 

Points Per 
Element 

A More than 50% of the population to be served meets a middle and/or 
high priority.  

0 - 5 

B More than 50% of the population to be served by project meets a high 
priority. 0 - 5 

C More than 50% of the population to be served by project meets a high 
priority and will be very low income.  

0 - 5  
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VII. Impact on Affordable Housing Stock:        Maximum Points- 15 
Proposed project produces new affordable units2 in an area with limited existing affordable 
housing and there is a documented market for proposed affordable housing project; AND/OR 
proposed project preserves and/or rehabilitates existing affordable units.  
 

 
CRITERIA 

 Points Per 
Element 

A Market is demonstrated for the project.  0 - 5 

B Project preserves or adds affordable housing units through 
acquisition/rehab of existing at risk or market rate units.  

0 - 5 

C Project serves a special needs population. 0 - 5  

 
 
VIII. Project Readiness:           Maximum Points - 10 

Proposal provides evidence that applicant has identified or controls a site and is ready to proceed 
with development, acquisition and/or rehabilitation.  

 
CRITERIA 

 Points Per 
Element 

A Applicant has site control and preliminary plan of development or site 
plan approval from local officials.  

0 - 5 

B Applicant has zoning approvals, certified architect's plans, specifications, 
and unit-by-unit work write-up (as appropriate); project is ready to 
proceed.  

0 - 5 

 
 
IX. Project Financing:            Maximum Points:  10 

Proposal provides evidence that project financing and operating plans, if applicable, is feasible, 
and financing sources are committed or secured.  
 

 
CRITERIA 

Points Per 
Element 

A Documentation provided that identifies total proposed project financing, 
sources and uses of funds, development budget, as well as pro forma 
information for rental projects. 

0 - 5 

B Operating and financing plans are feasible.  Financing, other than county 
funds, of at least 40% of the total project cost has been committed or 
secured.  

0 - 5 

 
 

 

                                                           
2 Only Community-Based Development Organizations as defined by U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development regulations may 
undertake new construction projects. (116)
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ATTACHMENT 3 
FY 2013-2014 

Consolidated Community Funding Pool  
Proposals Not Recommended for Contract Award 

 

Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

300 17 
Northern Virginia 
AIDS Ministry 

Access Advocacy for 
Children 

$19,600 $0.00 $0.00 

301 136 
Wesley Housing 
Dev. Corp. 

Supportive Services $110,000 $0.00 $0.00 

302 50 FACETS 
Education & Community 
Development 

$100,110 $0.00 $0.00 

303 142 

Korean 
Community 
Service Center of 
Greater 
Washington 

Self-Sufficiency Project $73,000 $0.00 $0.00 

304 115 

National 
Rehabilitation & 
Rediscovery 
Foundation 

Holistic Approaches for 
Achieving Self-Sufficiency & 
Independence for Individuals 
with Disabilities 

$43,200 $0.00 $0.00 

305 36 
ARC of Northern 
VA 

Creating Your Family Mission 
Plan 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

306 96 Liberty's Promise 
Civic & Citizenship: 
Empowering Immigrant Youth 
in Fairfax County 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

307 55 NOVA Scripts 

Improving Health Access in 
Fairfax County: Prescription 
Medication for the Low 
Income Uninsured 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

308 76 
National Institute 
of Family 
Counseling 

Peer-to-Peer Youth Learning 
Program 

$17,000 $0.00 $0.00 

309 86 

Specially 
Adapted 
Resource Clubs 
(SPARC) 

Club House 1 & 2 $80,000 $0.00 $0.00 

310 66 Homestretch, Inc. 
The Homestretch English as 
a Second Language Program 

$40,000 $0.00 $0.00 

311 112 
Jewish Social 
Service Agency 

Helping Troubled Children & 
Teens by Strengthening 
Families 

$49,000 $0.00 $0.00 

312 4 

Falls Church 
Community 
Service Council, 
Inc. 

Emergency Food Pantry $24,000 $0.00 $0.00 

313 27 
Capital Youth 
Empowerment 
Program 

Fathers In Touch $50,000 $0.00 $0.00 

314 77 
National Institute 
of Family 
Counseling 

Family & Youth Counseling 
for Immigrants 

$24,000 $0.00 $0.00 

315 106 
ECDC Enterprise 
Development 
Group 

Microenterprise Assistance 
Program 

$73,000 $0.00 $0.00 

316 35 
Newcomer 
Community 
Service Center 

Newcomer Self-Sufficiency 
Program 

$71,750 $0.00 $0.00 

317 8 
Good Shepherd 
Housing & Family 
Services, Inc. 

Housing Locator Network: 
Connecting the Homeless to 
Homes 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
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Ref 
# 

Bid 
# 

Organization Program Name 
FY 2012 
Current 
Award 

FY 2013  
Recommended 

Funding 

FY 2014  
Recommended 

Funding 

318 104 Boat People SOS 
Victims of Violence, 
Exploitation & Trafficking 
Assistance Program 

$110,750 $0.00 $0.00 

319 82 
Legal Aid Justice 
Center 

Legal Assistance for 
Immigrants-Meeting Basic 
Needs 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

320 45 
Washington 
Youth Foundation 

Youth Employment for Self 
Sufficiency 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

321 13 
Northern Virginia 
Mediation 
Service, Inc. 

Restoring Relationships 
Among Youth 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

322 141 
Korean American 
Association of 
No. Va. 

Vocational Training for 
Korean Americans in Fairfax 
County 

$65,676 $0.00 $0.00 

323 75 
National Institute 
of Family 
Counseling 

Social Service for Immigrants $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

324 83 

Asian Pacific 
American Cultural 
Arts Foundation 
(APACAF) 

SAT on Sat. and SAT on 
Sun. 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

325 18 
Consumer 
Wellness Center 
of Falls Church 

Road to Recovery $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

326 70 
Senior 
Employment 
Services 

Senior Unemployment 
Prevention 

$30,000 $0.00 $0.00 

327 44 NOVACO, Inc. 
Housing & Services for 
Victims of Abuse & Low 
Income Families 

$75,000 $0.00 $0.00 

328 47 
Boys & Girls 
Clubs of Greater 
Washington 

PowerHour/Project Learn; 
SMART Moves; Character 
Education; and the Arts at 
Culmore/Herndon/Murraygate 
Site 

$50,000 $0.00 $0.00 

329 143 
Autism Society of 
Northern Virginia 
(ASNV) 

Autism Awareness & Safety $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

330 118 Express Care 
Express Care Empowerment 
for the Community 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

331 90 
Black Women 
United for Action 

Project Hope: Helping Open 
Possibilities through 
Empowerment 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

332 125 
Kurdish Human 
Rights Watch 

The KHRW Bridging 
Affordability 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

333 124 
Kurdish Human 
Rights Watch 

The KHRW Housing First 
Program 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

334 102 
Asian American 
LEAD 

AALEAD Middle School 
Program 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

335 3 

Falls Church 
Community 
Service Council, 
Inc. 

Homeless Day Shelter - Safe 
Haven 

$30,000 $0.00 $0.00 

336 145 
Afghan American 
Women 
Association 

Senior Women's Circle $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
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ATTACHMENT 4

Fiscal Year 2011
Consolidated Community Funding Pool 

Selection Advisory Committee 
Priority Area Percentages

PRIORITY AREA TARGET %
AMOUNT 

RECOMMENDED ACTUAL %

Priority 1                                                                           
PREVENTION                                                                   
Families and individuals remain independent and have 
the tools and resources to prevent future dependence.  
Communities increase their ability to support their 
members in preventing dependence.                                10-20% $1,065,155 9.5%

Priority 2                                                                           
CRISIS INTERVENTION                                                   
Individuals, families or communities in crisis overcome 
short-term problems (generally not more than three 
months) and quickly move back to independence.      15-25% $1,432,050 12.8%

Priority 3                                                                           
SELF-SUFFICIENCY                                                        
Families, individuals, neighborhoods and communities 
attain self-sufficiency over a period of three months to 
three years.  45-55% $7,677,745 68.6%

Priority 4                                                                           
LONG-TERM SUPPORTIVE SERVICES                          
Individuals who have continuing long-term needs, and 
who therefore may not become self-sufficient, ahcieve 
and/or maintain healthy, safe, and independent lives to 
the maximum extent possible. 10-20% $1,019,850 9.1%

TOTAL $11,194,800 100.0%
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
INFORMATION - 1 
 
 
Planning Commission Action On Application 2232A-L00-17-1, Mid-Atlantic 
Telecom Tower, LLC (Mount Vernon District) 
 
 
On Thursday, March 29, 2012, the Planning Commission voted unanimously 
(Commissioners Hall, Hurley, and Litzenberger absent from the meeting) to 
approve 2232A-L00-17-1. 
 
The Commission noted that the application met the criteria of character, location 
and extent, and was in conformance with Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of 
Virginia.  
 
Application 2232A-L00-17-1 sought approval to extend the height of the existing 
104 foot monopole to 149 feet and install four 3-foot diameter dish antennas at 
7956 Twist Lane in Springfield, VA  (Tax Map 98-2 ((9)) 3).  It was noted that the 
increased height was necessary to meet broadcast requirements for the 
International Broadcast Bureau facility currently located on the pole used in 
conjunction with operational facilities at Fort Belvoir.  
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1: Verbatim excerpts from 3/29/12 Commission meeting 
Attachment 2: Vicinity map 
 
 
STAFF: 
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
Fred R. Selden, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ) 
Chris Caperton, Chief, Facilities Planning Branch, Planning Division, DPZ 
Barbara J. Lippa, Executive Director, Planning Commission Office 
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Planning Commission Meeting 
March 29, 2012 
Verbatim Excerpt 
 
 
2232A-L00-17-1 - MID-ATLANTIC TELECOM TOWER, LLC (Mount Vernon District) 
 
After the Close of the Public Hearing 
 
 
Chairman Murphy: Without objection, the public hearing is closed; recognize Mr. Flanagan.  
 
Commissioner Flanagan: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Application 2232A-L00-17-1 from Mid-
Atlantic Telecom Tower, LLC, to increase the height of a monopole is for an unusual tower 
located within the Fullerton Industrial Park next to the Engineering Proving Grounds of Fort 
Belvoir. I say “unusual” because the present is a relay for communication between the Pentagon 
and outposts such as Iraq and Afghanistan. Communication between the Pentagon and the tower 
were interrupted by the recent construction of high-rise buildings to house the thousands of 
National Geospatial Intelligence Agency employees to be relocated into one facility as a result of 
BRAC. This amendment permits a higher tower to re-establish the uninterrupted critical service. I 
attended a balloon demonstration and found no adverse impact on the adjacent residential 
neighborhoods from the increased height and I think that that probably would be coordinated by 
staff as well because they were there as well. And as such, I concur with staff’s conclusion that the 
proposal by Mid-Atlantic Telecom Tower, LLC, as amended for the telecommunications facility at 
7956 Twist Lane satisfies the criteria of location, character, and extent as specified in VA Code 
Section 15.2-2232, as amended. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION FIND THE SUBJECT APPLICATION 2232A-L00-17-1, AS AMENDED, 
SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH PROVISIONS OF THE ADOPTED 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN. 
 
Commissioners Lawrence and Sargeant: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Sargeant. Is there a discussion of the 
motion? All those in favor of the motion to approve 2232A-L00-17-1, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Thank you very much. 
 
// 
 
(The motion carried unanimously with Commissioners Hall, Hurley, and Litzenberger absent from 
the meeting.) 
 
JLC 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
10:50 a.m. 
 
 
Matters Presented by Board Members 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
11:40 a.m. 
 
 
CLOSED SESSION: 
 
 
(a) Discussion or consideration of personnel matters pursuant to Virginia Code  
 § 2.2-3711(A) (1). 
 
(b) Discussion or consideration of the acquisition of real property for a public purpose, 

or of the disposition of publicly held real property, where discussion in an open 
meeting would adversely affect the bargaining position or negotiating strategy of 
the public body, pursuant to Virginia Code § 2.2-3711(A) (3). 

 
(c) Consultation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members or consultants 

pertaining to actual or probable litigation, and consultation with legal counsel 
regarding specific legal matters requiring the provision of legal advice by such 
counsel pursuant to Virginia Code § 2.2-3711(A) (7). 

  
 

1. Vienna Metro, LLC v. Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, Case 
No. CL-2011-0006322 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Providence District) 

 
2. Franconia Two, LP v. Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, Case 

No. CL-2012-0003798 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Lee District) 
 
3. Ulliman Schutte Construction, LLC, v. County of Fairfax, Case 

No. CL-2011-0008422 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mt. Vernon District) 

4. Andrew Chiles, et al. v. Melvin M. Dunn, Jr., et al., Case No. CL-2011-0012980 
(Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mount Vernon District) 

 
5. Xuli Zhang v. Police S. Regan and Police PEC [sic] M. Green, Case No. 11-2013 

(U. S. Ct. of App. for the Fourth Cir.) 
 
6. Alvin Mosier v. Commonwealth of Virginia, et al., Case No. 12-1397 (U.S. Ct. of 

App. for the Fourth Cir.) 
 
7. Louise Root v. County of Fairfax, Case No. CL-2012-05097 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) 
 
8. David A. Cohen, by GEICO, Subrogee v. Andrew Missler, Case 

No. GV-12004024-00 (Fx. Co. Gen. Dist. Ct.) 
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9. Linda A. Eberhardt v. Fairfax County, et al., Case No. 1:10cv00771-LO/TCB (E.D. 
Va.) (Eberhardt II); Linda A. Eberhardt v. County of Fairfax, Virginia, Board of 
Supervisors, Case No. 2012-5354 (Fx. Cir. Ct.) (Eberhardt III) 

 
10. Paul A. Moreno and Asha D. Bhandari v. William L. Hampton, Barbara A. 

Hampton, and Fairfax County, Case No. CL-2011-0006678 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Lee 
District) 

 
11. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Philip W. Bradbury, 

Case No. CL-2011-0009319 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mount Vernon District) 
 

12. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Chau Quynh Nguyen 
and Sarah K. Nguyen, Case No. CL-2009-0016344 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mason 
District) 

 
13. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Noel J. Gueugneau, 

Case No. CL-2011-0006975 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mason District) 
 
14. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Roberta Couver, Case 

No. CL-2011-0007717 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Sully District) 
 
15. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Aminullah A. Arsala, 

Case No. CL-2011-0014040 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mason District) 
 

16. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Kristine N. Trinh and 
Ngochanh T. Trinh, Case No. CL-2011-0015202 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Lee District) 

 
17. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Carmelo Gomez, Case 

No CL-2011-0017309 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mount Vernon District) 
 
18. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Rekha V. Panjeti and 

Krishna Panjeti, Case No. CL-2011-0017312 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Lee District) 
 
19. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Harold J. Douglas and 

Mary K. Douglas, Case No. CL-2012-0002526 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Dranesville 
District) 

 
20. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator, and Michael R. Congleton, 

Property Maintenance Code Official for Fairfax County, Virginia v. Jan Forbes and 
Virginia Forbes, Case No. CL-2012-0000223 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mount Vernon 
District) 
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21. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Peter H. Young, Case 
No. CL-2012-0000077 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Providence District) 

 
22. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. William E. Hughes and 

Margaret Hughes, Case No. CL-2012-0000159 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Sully District) 
 
23. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Nahid Amiri, Case 

No. CL-2011-0009631 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mount Vernon District) 
 
24. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Richard Morato and 

Elizabeth G. Weber, Case No. CL-2012-0001974 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Providence 
District) 

 
25. Michael R. Congleton, Property Maintenance Code Official for Fairfax County, 

Virginia v. Steven G. Hamburger, Case No. CL-2012-0000758 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) 
(Providence District) 

 
26. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator, and Michael R. Congleton, 

Property Maintenance Code Official for Fairfax County, Virginia v. Robert E. Stroup, 
Case No. CL-2012-0000352 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Providence District) 

 
27. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Elizabeth Rodriguez 

Ortega, Case No. CL-2012-0000470 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mason District) 
 
28. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Juan Jose Valle and 

Angelica Maria Valle, Case No. CL-2012-0000224 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Dranesville 
District) 

 
29. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Ever A. Sanchez and 

Ana E. Cruz, Case No. CL-2012-0000759 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Lee District) 
 
30. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Pablo Garcia and Norka 

Garcia, Case No. CL-2012-0000578 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mason District) 
 
31. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Washington 

Gastroenterology, PLLC, CL-2012-0001759 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Mason District)  
 
32. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Julio G. Flores-Chavarria 

and Blanca F. Flores, Case No. CL-2011-0016188 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Sully District) 
 
33. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Mary A. Salinas, Case 

No. CL-2012-0002585 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Providence District) 
 
34. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. David L. Coy and 

Christy L. Coy, Case No. CL-2012-0002584 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Springfield District) 
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35. Michael R. Congleton, Property Maintenance Code Official for Fairfax County, 

Virginia v. Clarence N. Cichy, II, Case No. CL-2012-0004312 (Fx. Co. Cir. Ct.) (Lee 
District) 

 
36. Eileen M. McLane, Fairfax County Zoning Administrator v. Sangthong Sisoutham, 

Phimonphanh Sisoutham and Viengsamay Sisoutham, Case No. CL-2012-0004443 
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3:30 p.m. 
 
 
Public Hearing on SEA 94-D-019, Capital One, National Association to Amend SE 94-D-019 
Previously Approved for a Drive-In Financial Institution to Permit Waiver of Certain Sign 
Regulations, Modifications and Waivers in a CRD and Modifications to Development 
Conditions and Associated Modifications to Site Design Located on Approximately 18,275 
Square Feet of Land Zoned C-8 and CRD, HC and SC (Dranesville District)  
 
and 
 
Public Hearing on SEA 2008-DR-003, Capital One, National Association to Amend SE 2008-
DR-003 Previously Approved for a Drive-In Financial Institution in the Highway Corridor 
Overlay District, Waiver of Certain Sign Regulations and Modifications and Waivers in a CRD 
to Permit Modifications to Development Conditions and Associated Modifications to Site 
Design Located on Approximately 29,122 Square Feet of Land Zoned C-2 and CRD, HC and 
SC (Dranesville District)  
 
 
The first property is located at 1439 Chain Bridge Road, McLean, 22180.  Tax Map 30-2 ((9)) 
67. 
The second property is located at 6890 Elm Street, McLean, 22101.  Tax Map 30-2 ((5)) 6A.  
 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: 
On Thursday, April 26, 2012, the Planning Commission voted unanimously (Commissioners 
Alcorn and Lawrence absent from the meeting) to recommend to the Board of Supervisors 
approval of the following actions pertinent to the subject applications: 
 
 Approval of SEA 94-D-019, subject to the development conditions dated April 20, 2012; 

 
o Modification of the minimum lot size requirement to permit a lot of 18,275 square 

feet instead of the required 40,000 square feet; 
 

o Modification of the minimum lot width requirement to permit a lot width of 160 feet 
instead of the required 200 feet; 
 

o Waiver of the loading space requirement; 
 

o Reaffirmation of the modification of the minimum required front yard to permit a front 
yard of 19 feet instead of the required 40 feet along Chain Bridge Road; and 
 

o Reaffirmation of the modification of the transitional screening requirement and the 
waiver of the barrier requirement along the southern boundary in favor of that shown 
on the SE plat. 
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 Approval of SEA 2008-DR-003, subject to the development conditions dated April 12, 2012; 

 
o Modification of the minimum lot width requirement to permit a lot width of 60.37 feet 

instead of the required 100 feet; 
 

o Reaffirmation of the waiver of the service drive requirement along Dolley Madison 
Boulevard; 
 

o Reaffirmation the waiver of the requirement to construct an on-road bike lane along 
Dolley Madison Boulevard in favor of a contribution to the Dranesville District 
Walkways Fund; 
 

o Reaffirmation of the waiver of the loading space requirement; 
 

o Reaffirmation of the modification of the minimum required front yard to permit a front 
yard of 5 feet instead of the required 20 feet along Chain Bridge Road; 
 

o Reaffirmation of  the modification of the transitional screening requirement and the 
waiver of the barrier requirement to the north along Dolley Madison Boulevard in 
favor of that shown on the SE plat; and  
 

o Reaffirmation of the modification of the peripheral parking lot landscaping 
requirement in favor of that shown on the SE plat. 
 
 

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1 - Verbatim excerpts  
Staff Reports previously furnished and available online at: 
http://ldsnet.fairfaxcounty.gov/ldsnet/ldsdwf/4382866.PDF  
http://ldsnet.fairfaxcounty.gov/ldsnet/ldsdwf/4382867.PDF 
 
 
STAFF: 
Barbara Berlin, Director, Zoning Evaluation Division, Department of Planning and Zoning 
(DPZ) 
Nicolas Rogers, Staff Coordinator, DPZ 
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Planning Commission Meeting 
April 26, 2012 
Verbatim Excerpt 
 
 
SEA 94-D-019 - CAPITAL ONE, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
 
After the Close of the Public Hearing 
 
 
Chairman Murphy: The public hearing is closed; Mr. Donahue, please.  
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This changes very little. It’s a practical matter 
so I don’t think a whole lot more discussion is needed. The one thing I want to clarify with Mr. 
Rogers is that – we have here the conditions dated April 20. Is that still accurate? Or do we change 
them to the 22? I thought somewhere I saw another date. 
 
Nicholas Rogers, Zoning Evaluation Division, Department of Planning and Zoning: April 20 
should be the – the conditions went out on Monday, but the April 20 date is the most recent set of 
conditions. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: That date is okay? All right, thank you. In that case, Mr. Chairman, I 
MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS APPROVE SEA 94-D-019, SUBJECT TO THE DEVELOPMENT 
CONDITIONS DATED APRIL 20, 2012. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Is there a discussion of the motion? All those in 
favor of the motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it approve SEA 94-D-019, say 
aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Mr. Donahue. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A 
MODIFICATION OF THE MINIMUM LOT SIZE REQUIREMENT TO PERMIT A LOT OF 
18,275 SQUARE FEET INSTEAD OF THE REQUIRED 40,000 SQUARE FEET. 
  
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. You can lump all these together as far as I’m 
concerned. 
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Commissioner Hall: No. 
 
Mr. Rogers: No. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Okay, do whatever you want to do. Go ahead. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A MODIFICATION OF THE MINIMUM LOT 
WIDTH REQUIREMENT TO PERMIT A LOT WIDTH OF 160 FEET INSTEAD OF THE 
REQUIRED 200 FEET. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor say, aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND THE 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE MODIFICATION OF THE MINIMUM 
REQUIRED FRONT YARD TO PERMIT A FRONT YARD OF 19 FEET INSTEAD OF THE 
REQUIRED 20 [sic] FEET ALONG CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Is there a discussion? Is that 20 feet or 40 feet? 
 
Commissioner Donahue: IT’S 40 FEET, Mr. Chairman. That’s correct. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Okay, all those in favor of the MOTION AS AMENDED TO 40 FEET, say 
aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE 
MODIFICATION OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING REQUIREMENT AND THE 
WAIVER OF THE BARRIER REQUIREMENT ALONG THE SOUTHERN BOUNDARY IN 
FAVOR OF THAT SHOWN ON THE SE PLAT. 
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Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
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Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: And finally, Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A 
WAIVER OF THE LOADING SPACE REQUIREMENT. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
// 
 
(The motions carried unanimously with Commissioners Alcorn and Lawrence absent from the 
meeting.) 
 
JLC 
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SEA 2008-DR-003 - CAPITAL ONE, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
 
After the Close of the Public Hearing 
 
 
Chairman Murphy: Public hearing is closed; recognize Mr. Donahue.  
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE SEA 
2008-DR-003, SUBJECT TO THE DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS DATED APRIL 12, 2012. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Is there a discussion? All those in favor of the 
motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it approve SEA 2008-DR-003, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A MODIFICATION OF 
THE MINIMUM LOT WIDTH REQUIREMENT TO PERMIT A LOT WIDTH OF 60.37 FEET 
INSTEAD OF THE REQUIRED 100 FEET. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE WAIVER OF THE 
SERVICE DRIVE REQUIREMENT ALONG DOLLEY MADISON BOULEVARD.  
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
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Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE WAIVER OF THE 
REQUIREMENT TO CONSTRUCT AN ON-ROAD BIKE LANE ALONG DOLLEY 
MADISON BOULEVARD IN FAVOR OF A CONTRIBUTION TO THE DRANESVILLE 
DISTRICT WALKWAYS FUND. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE WAIVER OF THE 
LOADING SPACE REQUIREMENT. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE MODIFICATION 
OF THE MINIMUM REQUIRED FRONT YARD TO PERMIT A FRONT YARD OF 5 FEET 
INSTEAD OF THE REQUIRED 20 FEET ALONG CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE MODIFICATION 
OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING REQUIREMENT AND THE WAIVER OF THE 
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IN FAVOR OF THAT SHOWN ON THE SE PLAT. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
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Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And I MOVE THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REAFFIRM THE 
MODIFICATION OF THE PERIPHERAL PARKING LOT LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENT 
IN FAVOR OF THAT SHOWN ON THE SE PLAT. 
 
Commissioner Litzenberger: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger. Discussion? All those in favor of the motion, 
say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. More motions than Tysons Corner. 
 
Commissioner Donahue: Well, we’ll see about that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you also 
to Mr. Rogers and to the applicant. 
 
// 
 
(The motions carried unanimously with Commissioners Alcorn and Lawrence absent from the 
meeting.) 
 
JLC 
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3:30 p.m. 
 
 
Public Hearing on SEA 84-C-024, Chipotle Mexican Grill of Colorado LLC D/B/A 
Chipotle Mexican Grill to Amend SE 84-C-024 Previously Approved for a Fast Food 
Restaurant to Permit Additional Fast Food Restaurant and an Increase in Land Area of 
the Shopping Center with Associated Modifications to the Development Conditions, 
Located on Approximately 10.56 Acres of Land Zoned PRC (Hunter Mill District)   

 
This property is located at 11160 South Lakes Drive, #G2, Reston, 20191.  Tax Map 27-
1 ((9)) 2A and 4A. 
 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: 
On Wednesday, April 18, 2012, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to 
recommend to the Board of Supervisors approval of the following actions pertinent to 
the subject application: 
 

 Approval of SEA 84-C-024, subject to the development conditions dated April 16, 
2012; 

 
 Reaffirmation of a modification of the transitional screening and barrier 

requirements;  
 

 Reaffirmation of a modification of the required sight distance requirements;  
 

 Reaffirmation of the waiver of the trail for the South Lakes Drive frontage; and  
 

 Reaffirmation of the modification of the interparcel connection requirements. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1 - Verbatim excerpt  
Staff Report previously furnished and available online at: 
http://ldsnet.fairfaxcounty.gov/ldsnet/ldsdwf/4382124.PDF 
 
 
STAFF: 
Barbara Berlin, Director, Zoning Evaluation Division, Department of Planning and 
Zoning (DPZ) 
Megan Brady, Staff Coordinator, DPZ 
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Attachment 1 

 

Planning Commission Meeting 
April 18, 2012 
Verbatim Excerpt 
 
 
SEA 84-C-024 – CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL LLC (Hunter Mill District) 
 
After the Close of the Public Hearing 
 
 
Chairman Murphy: The public hearing is closed; recognize Mr. de la Fe.  
 
Commissioner de la Fe: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This is one of those simple cases, which is 
simple. In effect, this is an SEA, which is required in village centers in the PRC District for this 
particular use. It is just replacing - you know, it’s just filling in from a previous use at the center. 
So it’s a new tenant. Nothing else is happening. And you did receive a set a development 
conditions today. The only difference there is that we added the word “amendment” wherever 
Special Exception was mentioned because this is an SEA, not an SE, and then changed in 
Paragraph 5 the word “regardless” to “irrespective.” I don't know why, but that’s - that is the 
preferred language, so we’re doing it. And that’s it. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, I 
MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS APPROVAL OF SEA 84-C-024, SUBJECT TO THE DEVELOPMENT 
CONDITIONS DATED APRIL 16TH, 2012. 
 
Commissioners Lawrence and Alcorn: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Alcorn. Is there a discussion of the 
motion? All those in favor of the motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it approve 
SEA 84-C-024, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye.  
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries.  
 
Commissioner de la Fe: Mr. Chairman, I have four reaffirmations. I’m going to try to make them 
all in the same motion. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL OF THE REAFFIRMATION OF A 
MODIFICATION OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING AND BARRIER REQUIREMENT; 
A MODIFICATION OF THE REQUIRED SIGHT DISTANCE REQUIREMENTS; A 
REAFFIRMATION OF THE WAIVER OF THE TRAIL FOR THE SOUTH LAKES DRIVE 
FRONTAGE; AND A REAFFIRMATION OF THE MODIFICATION OF THE INTERPARCEL 
CONNECTION REQUIREMENTS. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lawrence. Is there a discussion of that motion? All those in 
favor, say aye. 
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Commissioners: Aye.  
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries.  
 
// 
 
(The motions carried unanimously.) 
 
JN 
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3:30 p.m. 
 
 
Public Hearing on SEA 91-L-053-06, Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
(WMATA) to Amend SE 91-L-053 Previously Approved for Uses in a Flood Plain and 
Transportation Facilities to Permit Site Modifications, Building Additions and Associated 
Modifications to the Development Conditions to Permit the Construction of a WMATA Police 
Substation and Training Facility, Located on Approximately 54.38 Acres of Land Zoned I-4 
(Lee District)   
 
 
This property is located at 6770 Frontier Drive, Springfield, 22150.   Tax Map 90-2 ((1)) 60 and 
61B.   
 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: 
On Thursday, April 26, 2012, the Planning Commission voted unanimously (Commissioners 
Alcorn and Lawrence absent from the meeting) to recommend to the Board of Supervisors 
approval of the following actions pertinent to the subject application: 
 

 Approval of SEA-91-L-053-06, subject to the development conditions dated April 12, 
2012; 

 
 Waiver of Section 17-201 of The Zoning Ordinance and Section 7.0104 of the Public 

Facilities Manual (PFM) requiring a service drive along Franconia-Springfield Parkway; 
and 
 

 Modification of Zoning Ordinance Section 13-303, Transitional Screening Requirements, 
and 13-304, Barrier Requirements, along the northern and southern property boundary 
in favor of the landscaping and barrier shown on the Special Exception Amendment 
(SEA) plat, as modified by the development conditions. 

 
In a related action, the Commission also voted unanimously (Commissioners Alcorn and 
Lawrence absent from the meeting)  to approve 2232-L11-21 as meeting the criteria of 
character, location, and extent as specified in Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of Virginia and 
being in accord with the adopted Comprehensive Plan.  
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1 - Verbatim excerpt  
Staff Report previously furnished and available online at: 
http://ldsnet.fairfaxcounty.gov/ldsnet/ldsdwf/4383060.PDF 
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STAFF: 
Barbara Berlin, Director, Zoning Evaluation Division, Department of Planning and Zoning 
(DPZ) 
Erin Grayson, Staff Coordinator, DPZ 
William Mayland, Staff Coordinator, DPZ 
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Attachment 1 

Planning Commission Meeting 
April 26, 2012 
Verbatim Excerpt 
 
 
2232-L11-21 – WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
SEA 91-L-053-06 – WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
 
Decision Only During Commission Matters 
(Public Hearing held on April 18, 2012) 
 
 
Chairman Murphy: All right, Mr. Migliaccio. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have one decision only tonight. It is the 
SEA on behalf of WMATA to build a police sub-station and indoor firing range near the 
Franconia-Springfield Metro Station. There is also a 2232 application attached to it. As you 
recall, I deferred this for one week to allow all interested parties to adequately examine the 
original set of development conditions presented in the staff report. I’m glad to state that all 
parties are now in agreement that their original development conditions will stand as written. 
This application will simply allow WMATA the opportunity to build modern facilities to house 
its District 2 sub-station and its very first indoor firing range, both of which will be built to meet 
LEED Silver standards. The sub-station will replace an undersized building now located at the 
Huntington Metro that WMATA long ago outgrew. The indoor firing range will allow 
WMATA’s own police force the chance to maintain officers’ certification without the added 
time and travel costs associated with finding other locations to do so. In the long run, this will 
save WMATA money. The Lee District Land Use Committee, the Greater Springfield Chamber 
of Commerce, and our professional planning staff support this proposal, as do I. Therefore, Mr. 
Chairman, I have a few motions to make this evening. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION FIND THAT 2232-L11-21 IS SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH THE 
PROVISIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND SATISFIES THE 
CRITERIA OF LOCATION, CHARACTER, AND EXTENT AS SPECIFIED IN VIRGINIA 
CODE SECTION 15.2-2232, AS AMENDED. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Sargeant. Is there a discussion of the motion? All those in 
favor of the motion to approve 2232-L11-21, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Mr. Migliaccio. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO APPROVE SEA-
91-L-053-06, SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS DATED 
APRIL 12, 2012. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
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Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Sargeant. Discussion? All those in favor of the motion to 
recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it approve SEA 91-L-053-06, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO APPROVE A WAIVER OF 
SECTION 17-201 OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE AND SECTION 7.0104 OF THE PFM 
REQUIRING A SERVICE DRIVE ALONG FRANCONIA-SPRINGFIELD PARKWAY. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Sargeant. Discussion? All those in favor of the motion, say 
aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: And finally, Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO APPROVE A 
MODIFICATION OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE SECTION 13-303, TRANSITIONAL 
SCREENING, AND 13-304, BARRIER REQUIREMENT, ALONG THE NORTHERN AND 
SOUTHERN PROPERTY BOUNDARY IN FAVOR OF THE LANDSCAPING AND 
BARRIER SHOWN ON THE SEA PLAT, AS MODIFIED BY THE DEVELOPMENT 
CONDITIONS. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Sargeant. Is there a discussion of that motion? All those in 
favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Thank you very much. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
(The motions carried unanimously with Commissioners Alcorn and Lawrence absent from the 
meeting.) 
JLC 
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Public Hearing on RZ 2011-LE-022, Springfield Metro Center II, LLC and Springfield 6601 LLC 
to Rezone from C-4 and I-4 to PDC to Permit Commercial Development and Approval of the 
Conceptual Development Plan, Located on Approximately 6.28 Acres of Land (Lee District)  
 
and 
 
Public Hearing on PCA 1998-LE-064-02/PCA 2008-LE-015, Springfield Metro Center II, LLC 
and Springfield Parcel C LLC to Amend the Proffers for RZ 1998-LE-064 and RZ 2008-LE-015 
Previously Approved for Commercial Development to Permit Commercial Development and 
Associated Modifications to Proffers and Site Design with Interim use of Commercial Off-Site 
Parking as Principal use on Approximately 10.39 Acres of Land Zoned C-4 (Lee District)   
 
This property is located on the West side of Springfield Center Drive and South of the Joe 
Alexander Transportation Center.  Tax Map 90-2 ((1)) 56C pt. and 58D; 90-4 ((1)) 11B pt.   
 
This property is located on the West side of Springfield Center Drive and South West of the 
Joe Alexander Transportation Center.  Tax Map 90-2 ((1)) 56C pt. and 90-4 ((1)) 11B pt.   
 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: 
On Thursday, March 8, 2012, the Planning Commission voted unanimously (Commissioners 
Donahue and Murphy absent from the meeting) to recommend to the Board of Supervisors 
approval of the following actions pertinent to the subject application: 
 

 Approval of PCA 2008-LE-015 and PCA 1998-LE-064-02, subject to the execution of 
proffers consistent with those dated March 7, 2012; 

 
 Waiver of the minimum district size; 

 
 Waiver of the rear yard requirement and reaffirmation of the waiver of the barrier 

requirement and modification of the transitional screening to the adjacent multi-family 
dwellings to the west; 
 

 Approval of RZ 2011-LE-022, subject to the execution of proffers consistent with those 
dated March 7, 2012 

 
 Modification of the loading space requirement to allow four spaces instead of the 

required five spaces by Section 11.202 (15) of the Zoning Ordinance;  
 

 Increase in the maximum floor area ratio from 1.5 to 1.89 in accordance with Section 6-
208 of the Zoning Ordinance; and 
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 Waiver of the barrier requirement and modification of the transitional screening to the 
east. 

 
In addition, the Planning Commission voted unanimously (Commissioners Donahue and 
Murphy absent from the meeting) to approve FDP 2011-LE-022, subject to the development 
conditions dated February 23, 2012 and Board of Supervisors’ approval of RZ 2011-LE-022.  
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1 - Verbatim excerpt  
Staff Report previously furnished and available online at: 
http://ldsnet.fairfaxcounty.gov/ldsnet/ldsdwf/4378528.PDF 
 
 
STAFF: 
Barbara Berlin, Director, Zoning Evaluation Division, Department of Planning and Zoning 
(DPZ) 
William Mayland, Staff Coordinator, DPZ 
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Planning Commission Meeting 
March 8, 2012 
Verbatim Excerpt 
 
 
RZ/FDP 2011-LE-022 - SPRINGFIELD METRO CENTER II, LLC AND SPRINGFIELD 6601, 
LLC 
PCA 1998-LE-064-02 & PCA 2008-LE-015 - SPRINGFIELD METRO CENTER II, LLC AND 
SPRINGFIELD PARCEL C, LLC 
 
After the Close of the Public Hearing 
 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All right, then I’ll close the public hearing; recognize Commissioner 
Migliaccio. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Tonight, we have before us an application 
that builds upon a previously-approved rezoning from just a few years ago. The new rezoning, 
also known as Springfield Metro Center Phase II, seeks to place 6.28 acres into the PDC District. 
This Phase II will have structured parking – a structured parking garage and two office buildings 
and is designed to be complementary to Phase I. In fact, the two phases are designed as a single 
office park once fully built out. And all the buildings in both phases will be designed to achieve 
LEED Silver status. As we heard tonight, there has been some discussion centered on 
transportation improvements and TDM goals. Again, in Phase II the applicant has committed to 
seek a strong TDM goal of 30 percent. During this process, the applicant has also reassessed 
their initial TDM goal in Phase I and has decided to raise it from 20 to 30 percent. The applicant 
has also committed to provide nearly one million dollars in road improvements for Phase II. This 
includes stoplights on Loisdale Road, if warranted, and more than a half-million dollars in the 
form of a direct contribution to the Springfield Area Road Fund that Commissioner Sargeant 
alluded to. In addition, the applicant has carried over their commitment to providing shuttle 
buses into Phase II. I believe that this application, when fully built out and occupied, will be a 
welcome addition to the Springfield transit area. This application has the support of County staff, 
the Lee District Land Use Committee, and a letter of support from the Northern Virginia 
Community College that is adjacent to it. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I have a few motions to 
make tonight. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Please. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: And then we can go home. Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT THE 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
APPROVAL OF PCA 2008-LE-015 AND PCA 1998-LE-064-02, SUBJECT TO THE 
EXECUTION OF PROFFERS CONSISTENT WITH THOSE DATED MARCH 7, 2012. 
 
Commissioners Flanagan and Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Motion has been made and seconded by Commissioner Flanagan and 
Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion of that motion? All those in favor of recommending 
approval of the PCAs as articulated by Commissioner Migliaccio, please say aye. 
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Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries; Mr. Migliaccio. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A 
WAIVER OF THE MINIMUM DISTRICT SIZE. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion of that motion? 
All those in favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. Commissioner Migliaccio. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 
THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A WAIVER OF THE REAR YARD 
REQUIREMENT AND REAFFIRM THE WAIVER OF THE BARRIER REQUIREMENT 
AND MODIFICATION OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING TO THE ADJACENT 
MULTI-FAMILY DWELLINGS TO THE WEST. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion of that motion? 
All those in favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Now I’m going to move to the rezoning. 
Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL OF RZ 2011-LE-022, SUBJECT TO THE 
EXECUTION OF PROFFERS CONSISTENT WITH THOSE DATED MARCH 7, 2012. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion on that motion? 
All those in favor recommending approval of RZ 2011-LE-022, subject to the proffers dated 
March 7, 2012, please say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
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Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. Commissioner Migliaccio. 
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Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL OF A 
MODIFICATION OF THE LOADING SPACE REQUIREMENT TO ALLOW FOUR 
SPACES. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion of that motion? 
All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 
THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE AN INCREASE TO THE MAXIMUM 
FLOOR AREA RATIO FROM 1.5 TO 1.89. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion of that motion? 
All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 
THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A WAIVER OF THE BARRIER 
REQUIREMENT AND MODIFICATION OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING TO THE 
EAST. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion on that motion? 
All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. 
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Commissioner Migliaccio: And one last motion, Mr. Chairman. I MOVE THAT THE 
PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVE FDP 2011-LE-022, SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED 
DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS CONTAINED IN APPENDIX 3 OF THE STAFF REPORT 
AND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ APPROVAL OF RZ 2011-LE-022. 
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Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion of that motion? 
All those in favor of approving FDP 2011-LE-022, subject to the proposed development 
conditions contained in Appendix 3 of the staff report and the Board of Supervisors’ approval of 
RZ 2011-LE-015 [sic], say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Migliaccio: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I’d just like to thank staff, Bill Mayland, 
and the applicant for their work on this to get us an approval. Thank you. 
 
// 
 
(The motions carried unanimously with Commissioners Donahue and Murphy absent from the 
meeting.) 
 
JLC 
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3:30 p.m. 
 
 
Public Hearing on SE 2011-MV-012, Redpath Development, LLC to Permit Uses in a 
Floodplain, Located on Approximately 14,000 Square Feet of Land Zoned R-3 (Mount 
Vernon  District)   
 
This property is located at 6415 13th Street, Alexandria, 22307.  Tax Map 93-2 ((8)) (27) 
13. 
 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: 
On Thursday, March 8, 2012, the Planning Commission voted unanimously 
(Commissioners Donahue and Murphy absent from the meeting) to recommend that the 
Board of Supervisors approve SE 2011-MV-012, subject to the development conditions 
dated March 5, 2012. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1 - Verbatim excerpt  
Staff Report previously furnished and available online at: 
http://ldsnet.fairfaxcounty.gov/ldsnet/ldsdwf/4377101.PDF 
 
 
STAFF: 
Barbara Berlin, Director, Zoning Evaluation Division, Department of Planning and 
Zoning (DPZ) 
St. Clair D. Williams, Staff Coordinator, DPZ 
 

 

(173)



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

(174)



Attachment 1 
 

Planning Commission Meeting 
March 8, 2012 
Verbatim Excerpt 

 
 
SE 2011-MV-012 – REDPATH DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
 
Decision Only During Commission Matters 
(Public Hearing held on February 23, 2012) 
 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Okay, Commissioner Flanagan. 
 
Commissioner Flanagan: Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman. As you are aware, we deferred a 
decision on the Special Exception SE 2011-MV-012 to consider opposition from one homeowner 
who unexpectedly testified regarding stormwater concerns on February 28 [sic], 2012. I have 
since consulted with the New Alexandria Civic Association president, who by the way turns out 
to be the daughter of veteran Commissioner Carl Sell. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Small world. 
 
Commissioner Flanagan: It was a pleasure to do business with Debbie Sell. Her last name is now 
Pugh as well. But also, I consulted with the vice president of that civic association and the staff, 
including St. Clair Williams, who’s here tonight, and including the DPW Stormwater 
Management staff and Mr. Weinig, the engineer for the applicant. Although the New Alexandria 
Civic Association did not take a vote on the application, a consensus at an association meeting 
did support the application. The association’s position was a factor in the Mount Vernon Land 
Use Committee and the Mount Vernon Council’s support of the application. Though I am now 
satisfied that the proposal by the applicant will not increase the existing stormwater conditions 
on this site, but improve stormwater conditions on this site and adjacent sites. I do thank the 
testifier for raising the issue for clarification. In essence, flooding in – and this is something that 
will probably come up at every application of this sort that comes up hereafter – in essence 
flooding in New Alexandria can be lessened if all impervious areas are connected to a storm 
sewer so that water reaches the Potomac River before flood waters generated upstream elevate 
the Potomac as its crests passes New Alexandria. So the – what’s happening here is that this 
particular site was totally – the stormwater from it was migrating across open ditches – through 
open ditches that were sometimes overgrown – and slowed down, thereby tending to puddle and 
pool in the area of the structure. But by the new construction being tied to a storm sewer that gets 
that stormwater now to the Potomac rapidly, the amount of flooding from this site will be 
lessened. I would like to particularly thank, in fact, Mr. Weining, who is the engineer, a 
consultant with the firm of RC Fields, for the clarity and the terse understanding he provided 
regarding flood and stormwater control techniques. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT 
THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
APPROVAL OF SE 2011-MV-012, SUBJECT TO THE DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS 
DATED MARCH 5, 2012. 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Second. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion on that motion? 
All those in favor of recommending approval of SE 2011-MV-012, subject to the development 
conditions dated March 5, 2012, please say aye. 
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Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All opposed? That motion carries. 
 
// 
 
(The motion carried unanimously with Commissioners Donahue and Murphy absent from the 
meeting.) 
 
JLC 
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4:00 p.m.  
 
 
Public Hearing on Proposed Plan Amendment S11-IV-MV1, Located Along Richmond 
Highway Between Buckman Road and Janna Lee Avenue (Lee District) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Plan Amendment (PA) S11-IV-MV1 considers amending the Comprehensive Plan for 
Suburban Neighborhood Area (SNA) 4 between the Hybla Valley/Gum Springs CBC 
and the South County Center CBC to include an option for residential use at 20-30 
dwelling units per acre. The 16.94-acre subject area is currently planned for residential 
use at 2-3 dwelling units per acre (du/ac) with townhouse-style office and retail use 
along the Richmond Highway frontage up to an intensity of .25 FAR. Option 1 for the 
entirety of SNA 4 recommends a mix of predominantly residential use up to 25 du/ac 
with 50,000 to 80,000 square feet of office and ground floor retail use with conditions. 
Option 2 for a 10.09-acre subset of SNA 4 recommends that development of residential 
use at a density of 8-12 du/ac may be appropriate with conditions. Option 3 for a 6.08-
acre subset of SNA 4 recommends that development of residential use at a density of 
20-30 dwelling units per acre with up to 80,000 square feet of office and ground floor 
retail use may be appropriate with conditions.  
 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: 
On Thursday, March 29, 2012, the Planning Commission voted unanimously 
(Commissioners Hall, Hurley, and Litzenberger absent from the meeting) to recommend 
that the Board of Supervisors adopt the Planning Commission’s recommended text for 
Plan Amendment S11-IV-MV1, as shown in the handout dated March 29, 2012 
(Attachment 2). 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board adopt the Planning Commission 
recommendation to add an option to the Comprehensive Plan to support residential use 
at 20-30 dwelling units per acre, resulting in up to approximately 500 townhouse and 
multifamily units. Conditions associated with this option include consolidation, building 
design, parks and open space, environment, pedestrian circulation, and transportation 
improvements to ensure well-designed redevelopment that is compatible with 
surrounding neighborhoods. This option would replace Options 2 and 3 for Suburban 
Neighborhood Area 4. 
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TIMING:  
Planning Commission public hearing – March 29, 2012  
Board of Supervisors’ public hearing – May 1, 2012 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
On November 1, 2011, the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors authorized Plan 
Amendment (PA) S11-IV-MV1 for Tax Map Parcels 101-2 ((1)) 22-24, ((5)) (2) 1-7, 8A, 
8B, 9-16, (3) 1, 2A, 3A, 4-13. This proposed Plan amendment would add an option for 
residential use, replacing the office and retail uses currently planned for this area. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None  
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:  
Attachment 1:  Verbatim excerpt 
Attachment 2:  Planning Commission Recommended Text  
Staff Report for Plan Amendment S11-IV-MV1 (available online at:  
http://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/dpz/comprehensiveplan/amendments/s11-iv-mv1.pdf)  
 
 
STAFF: 
Fred R. Selden, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ)  
Marianne R. Gardner, Director, Planning Division (PD), DPZ  
Kimberly M. Rybold, Planner III, Policy and Plan Development Branch, PD, DPZ 
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4:00 p.m. 
 
 
Public Hearing to Consider Adopting an Ordinance Expanding the Culmore Residential 
Permit Parking District, District 9 (Mason District) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Public hearing on an amendment to Appendix G, of The Code of the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia, to expand the Culmore Residential Permit Parking District (RPPD), District 9. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board adopt an amendment (Attachment I) 
to Appendix G, of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, to expand the Culmore 
RPPD, District 9. 
 
 
TIMING: 
On March 20, 2012, the Board authorized a Public Hearing to consider the proposed 
amendment to Appendix G, of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, to take place 
on May 1, 2012, at 4:00 p.m. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Section 82-5A-4(b) of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, authorizes the Board 
to establish or expand an RPPD in any residential area of the County if:  (1) the Board 
receives a petition requesting establishment or expansion of an RPPD that contains 
signatures representing at least 60 percent of the eligible addresses of the proposed 
District and representing more than 50 percent of the eligible addresses on each block 
of the proposed District, (2) the proposed District contains a minimum of 100 contiguous 
or nearly contiguous on-street parking spaces 20 linear feet in length per space, unless 
the subject area is to be added to an existing district, (3) 75 percent of the land abutting 
each block within the proposed District is developed residential, and (4) 75 percent of 
the total number of on-street parking spaces of the petitioning blocks are occupied, and 
at least 50 percent of those occupied spaces are occupied by nonresidents of the 
petitioning blocks, as authenticated by a peak-demand survey.  In addition, an 
application fee of $10 per address is required for the establishment or expansion of an 
RPPD.  In the case of an amendment expanding an existing District, the foregoing 
provisions apply only to the area to be added to the existing District. 
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Staff conducted a peak parking demand survey for Washington Drive.  This survey 
verified that more than 75 percent of the total number of on-street parking spaces of the 
petitioning blocks were occupied by parked vehicles, and more than 50 percent of those 
occupied spaces were occupied by nonresidents of the petitioning blocks.  All other 
requirements to expand the RPPD have been met. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
The cost of sign installation is estimated at $800 to be paid out of Fairfax County 
Department of Transportation (FCDOT) funds. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment I:  Proposed Amendment to The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia 
Attachment II:  Map Depicting Proposed Limits of RPPD Establishment 
 
 
STAFF: 
Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) 
Eric Teitelman, Chief, Capital Projects and Operations Division, FCDOT 
Selby Thannikary, Chief, Traffic Operations Section, FCDOT 
Maria Turner, FCDOT 
Hamid Majdi, FCDOT  
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                                                                                                                       Attachment I 
 
 

Proposed Amendment 
 
 
Amend The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, by adding the following streets to 
Appendix G-9, Section (b), (2), Culmore Residential Permit Parking District, in 
accordance with Article 5A, of Chapter 82: 
 
 Washington Drive (Route 794) 
           From Tyler Street (Route 795) to Maple Court (Route 1026)  
           From Tyler Street to the northern boundaries of 3407 and 3408 Washington 
           Drive 
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RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING DISTRICT (RPPD)
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Attachment II

Tax Map: 61-2February 21, 2012
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4:00 p.m. 
 
 
Public Hearing to Consider Parking Restrictions on Old Franconia Road (Lee District) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Public hearing on an amendment to Appendix R of The Code of the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia (Fairfax County Code), to establish parking restrictions on the north side of Old 
Franconia Road from Franconia Road to Fleet Drive. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board adopt an amendment to Appendix R, 
of the Fairfax County Code, to prohibit the parking of commercial vehicles as defined in 
Section 82-5-7, recreational vehicles, and all trailers on the north side of Old Franconia 
Road from Franconia Road to Fleet Drive from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., seven days per 
week. 
 
 
TIMING: 
The public hearing was authorized on April 10, 2012, for May 1, 2012, at 4:00 p.m. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The Lee District Supervisor’s office requested a review of the long term parking that is 
occurring on the north side of Old Franconia Road from Franconia Road to Fleet Drive.  
 
Property on the north side of Old Franconia Road is zoned commercial and is currently 
signed to restrict commercial vehicles over 12,000 pounds, seven days per week.  
Property on the south side of Old Franconia Road is zoned residential and parking is 
restricted under Section 82-5-7, Parking Commercial Vehicles in Residential Districts, 
and under Section 82-5B, Prohibition Against Parking Watercraft, Trailers, Motor 
Homes, and Other Devices in Certain Areas (Community Parking District). 
 
Staff reviewed the area on several occasions noting specifically the long term parking of 
large cargo trailers and boat trailers which limits available parking for commercial 
businesses on the north side of Old Franconia Road.   
 
Lee District staff has contacted the only property owner that leases to all tenants with 
ingress/egress access onto Old Franconia Road, and they expressed support for the  
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restriction on behalf of their tenants.  In addition, the residential community along the 
south side of Old Franconia Road supports the restriction. 
 
Fairfax County Code Section 82-5-37.1 authorizes the Board of Supervisors to 
designate restricted parking in non-residential areas when the capacity of on-street 
parking is diminished for other uses.  By prohibiting the parking of commercial and 
recreational vehicles, and all trailers as set forth in Sections 82-5-7 and 82-5B from 9:00 
p.m. to 6:00 a.m., seven days per week, additional short term parking will be available 
for local residents and businesses in the immediate area. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
The cost of sign installation is estimated at $1,100 to be paid out of Fairfax County 
Department of Transportation (FCDOT) funds.   
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment I:  Proposed Amendment to Fairfax County Code, Appendix R (General 
Parking Restrictions) 
Attachment II:  Map Depicting Proposed Parking Restriction 
 
 
STAFF: 
Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) 
Eric Teitelman, Chief, Capital Projects and Operations Division, FCDOT 
Selby Thannikary, Chief, Traffic Operations Section, FCDOT 
Maria Turner, FCDOT 
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Attachment I 
 
 

PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENT 
 

THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 
APPENDIX R 

 
 
Amend The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, by adding the following to Appendix 
R, in accordance with Section 82-5-37.1: 

 
Old Franconia Road (Route 5528) from Franconia Road to Fleet Drive.   
Commercial vehicles, recreational vehicles, and trailers as defined in Fairfax 
County Code Sections 82-5-7(b) and 82-5B-1 shall be restricted from parking on 
the north side of Old Franconia Road (Route 5528) from Franconia Road to Fleet 
Drive from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., seven days per week. 
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4:00 p.m.  
 
 
Public Hearing for the De-Creation/Re-Creation of Small and Local Sanitary Districts for 
Refuse/Recycling, and/or Vacuum Leaf Collection Service (Dranesville District) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Public Hearing to consider approval of the De-Creation/Re-Creation of Small and Local 
Sanitary District for refuse/recycling and/or vacuum leaf collection service.  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board approve the proposed petition within 
Dranesville District.  
 
 
Sanitary District      Action        Service     Recommendation 
 
Local District 1A1   De-Create/ Add Vacuum   Approve 
Within Dransville District   Re-Create Leaf Collection    
(Ironwood Drive) 
 
 
TIMING: 
Board of Supervisors’ authorized to advertise on April 10, 2012, for a Public Hearing 
May 1, 2012, at 4:00 p.m.  
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The administrative responsibility for the Creation/Enlargement/De-Creation/Re-Creation 
of Small and Local Sanitary Districts in the County of Fairfax for refuse/recycling and/or 
vacuum leaf collection is with the Department of Public Works and Environmental 
Services.  The establishment of sanitary districts is accomplished through the action of 
the Board of Supervisors at public hearings. 
 
The submitted petitions have been reviewed, and it is recommended that the submitted 
petitions be approved. If approved, the modifications will become permanent in July 
2012 
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FISCAL IMPACT: 
None 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment 1:  Summary Sheet 
Attachment 2:  Data Sheet with Resolution and Map 
 
 
STAFF: 
Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive 
James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental Services 
(DPWES) 
Stephen W. Aitcheson, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works and 
Environmental Services (DPWES) 
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Attachment 1 

 

 

 

    SUMMARY SHEET 
 
 
Proposed alterations to the following small and local sanitary districts for 
refuse/recycling and/or leaf collection service: 
 

 
1. De-create/Re-create Local District 1A1 within Dranesville District for the purpose 

of continuing County Refuse, Recycling and adding Vacuum Leaf Collection 
Service to the Ironwood Drive area. 
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                                                                                                                      Attachment 2 
 
 
 
 

DATA SHEET 
De-Create/Re-Create 

Local District 1A1 
Within Dranesville District 

 
 

Purpose:  To provide County Refuse/Recycling and Vacuum Leaf Collection Service 
to the Ironwood Drive area.  

 
 Petition requesting service received on February 10, 2012 

 
 Petition Area: 16 Properties. 

 
 11 Property Owners in favor. 

 
 The Department of Public Works and Environmental Services can provide the 

requested service using existing equipment.   
 

 The Department of Public Works and Environmental Services recommends that 
the proposed action be approved effective July 1, 2012. 
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ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION 
TO DE-CREATE/RE-CREATE 

WITHIN LOCAL DISTRICT 1A1 
WITHIN DRANESVILLE DISTRICT 

 
     At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, held in 
the Board Auditorium of the Government Center at Fairfax, Virginia, on Tuesday the 1st 
day of May, 2012, at which a quorum was present and voting, the following resolution to 
be effective July 1, 2012, was adopted:  
 
 WHEREAS, Virginia Code Section 15.2-858, as amended, provides for, among 
other things, the de-creation/re-creation by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, of a local sanitary district by resolution; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors has been presented with facts and 
information upon consideration of which said Board, finding the property embraced in 
the proposed local sanitary district will be benefited by de-creating/re-creating the local 
sanitary district for the purpose of adding vacuum leaf collection to current service of 
refuse and recyclables collection for the citizens who reside therein. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that there is hereby de-created/re-
created by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, pursuant to Virginia 
Code Section 15.2-858, as amended, to be known as, Local District 1A1 within 
Dranesville District, Fairfax County, Virginia, which said local sanitary district shall be 
described as follows: 
  
 The de-creation/re-creation of Local District 1A1 within Dranesville District to 
include the Ironwood Drive area located in the County of Fairfax, McLean, Virginia and 
as shown on the attached map. 
 
 AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax 
County, Virginia, declares its intention to implement the purpose for which said Local  
District 1A1 within Dranesville District is hereby de-created/re-created to wit: 
 
To provide for refuse, recyclables and vacuum leaf collection for the citizens who reside 
therein. 
 
 
 
   Given under my hand this        day of May, 2012. 

 
 

     _____________________ 
     Catherine A. Chianese 

     Clerk to the Board 
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Board Agenda Item 
May 1, 2012 
 
 
4:30 p.m. 
 
 
Public Hearing on a Proposal to Vacate and Abandon Part of Newcombs Farm Road 
(Mount Vernon District) 
 
 
ISSUE: 
Public hearing on a proposal to vacate and abandon part of Newcombs Farm Road. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The County Executive recommends that the Board adopt the attached order 
(Attachment III) for abandonment and ordinance (Attachment IV) for vacation of the 
subject right-of-way. 
 
 
TIMING: 
On April 10, 2012, the Board authorized the public hearing to consider the proposed 
abandonment for May 1, 2012, at 4:30 p.m. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The applicant, Basheer-Edgemoor-Montoux, LLC, is requesting that part of Newcombs 
Farm Road between the cul-de-sac and Leesburg Pike (Route 7) be vacated and 
abandoned.  Newcombs Farm Road is in the Virginia Department of Transportation 
(VDOT) State Secondary System (Route 10030).   
 
The request is being made in compliance with proffer 22 of zoning case RZ 2005-DR-
006 approved by the Board on March 10, 2005.  This proffer requires the applicant to 
request the vacation and abandonment given the completion of the permanent access 
from the cul-de-sac through the applicant’s development to Beulah Road.     
 
Traffic Circulation and Access 
The abandonment will have no long-term impact on vehicle circulation and access.  The 
alternative, permanent access to Beulah Road is complete and a direct access point on 
Leesburg Pike is not required. 
 
Easements 
Public easement needs have been identified by the Department of Public Works and 
Environmental Services.  Dominion Virginia Power and Verizon have also identified 
facilities within the area to be vacated abandoned.  The applicants have provided 
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May 1, 2012 
 
 
easements and agreements in forms acceptable to this agency & companies.  No other 
easement needs were identified.  
 
The proposal to vacate and abandon this right-of-way was circulated to the following 
public agencies and utility companies for review: Office of the County Attorney, 
Department of Public Works and Environmental Services, Fairfax County Department of 
Transportation, Department of Planning and Zoning, Fairfax County Park Authority, 
Fairfax County Water Authority, Fairfax County School Board, Fire and Rescue, Virginia 
Department of Transportation, Dominion Virginia Power, Washington Gas Light 
Company, and Verizon.  None of these indicate any opposition to the proposal. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 
 
 
ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS: 
Attachment I:  Statement of Justification 
Attachment II:  Notice of Intent  
Attachment III:  Order of Abandonment 
Attachment IV:  Ordinance of Vacation 
Attachment V:  Abandonment Plat 
Attachment VI:  Metes and Bounds Description 
Attachment VII:  Vicinity Map 
 
 
STAFF: 
Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) 
Donald Stephens, FCDOT 
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ATTACHMENT I 


H. Mark Goetzman WALSH COLUCCI
(703) 528-4700 Ext. 5452 

LUBELEY EMRICHmgoetzman@arl.thelandlawyers.com 
Fax: (703) 528-6050 & WALSH PC 

June 2,2009 

Via Hand Delivery 

Michael Davis 
Fairfax County Department of Transportation 
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400 
Fairfax, Virginia 22033-2895 

Re: 	 Request for Proposed AbandonmenWacation of a Portion of Newcombs Farm 
Road, Dranesville District, Fairfax County, Virginia 

Dear Michael: 

This letter constitutes a request and statement of justification to vacate/abandon a portion of 
Newcombs Farm Road, Fairfax County, Virginia, located in the Dranesville Magisterial District 
(hereinafter referred to as the "Right-of-Way"). This request is made on behalf of Basheer
Edgemoor-Moutoux, L.L.C. ("Basheer") in accordance with RZ 2005-DR-006. Basheer is the 
developer of 69.17 acres of real property abutting the Right-of-Way. 

The Right-of-Way was conveyed to the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia (the 
"Board") by virtue of a deed and plat recorded in Deed Book 11399 at page 1567 among the 
land records of Fairfax County, Virginia. Basheer received rezoning approval on March 10, 
2005 to construct sixty (60) single family detached dwellings pursuant to RZ 2005-DR-006 with 
the approved Generalized/Conceptual/Final Development Plan prepared by Christopher 
Consultants, dated February 17, 2005, and revised through September 15, 2005 (the 
"GOP/COP/FOP"). As a condition of the approval, Basheer must comply with Proffer 22 of RZ 
2005-DR-006, which requires Basheer to facilitate the vacation of the Right-of-Way in 
accordance with the proffered conditions accepted by the Board in the approval of RZ 1998-HM
003. 

The Right-of-Way area to be vacated/abandoned is shown on the plat entitled, "Plat Showing 
Abandonment and Subdivision of a Portion of Newcombs Farm Road" prepared by Christopher 
Consultants and dated January 28,2009. The total area to be vacated is 58,591 sqlJare feet. 

I request your review of this application and ask that the matter be scheduled for a public 
hearing before the Board as soon as possible. Should you have any questions regarding the 
above or require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Very truly yours, 

UBELEY, EMRICH &WALSH, P.C. 

cc: 
PHONE 70352.84700 I FAX 7035253197 • WWW.THELANDLAWYERS.COM 


COURTHOUSE PLAZA • 2200 CLARENDON BLVD., THIRTEENTH FLOOR • ARLINGTON, VA 22201-3359 


LOUDOUN OFFICE 703 737 3633 I PRINCE WILLIAM OFFICE 703680 4664 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
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{A0230721.DOC / 1 Notice of Intent to Abandon 000851 000054} 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ABANDON 

NEWCOMBS FARM ROAD - ROUTE 10030 

DRANESVILLE DISTRICT 

Fairfax County, Virginia 

 
 

Notice is hereby given that the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, 

Virginia, will hold a public hearing on May 1, 2012, at 4:30 PM during its regular 

meeting in the Board Auditorium at the Fairfax County Government Center, 12000 

Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, VA, pursuant to Virginia Code 33.1-151, to 

consider the Proposed abandonment of a public road known as Newcombs Farm Road-

Route 10030 from Leesburg Pike (Route 7) to the Newcombs Farm Road cul-de-sac, 

pursuant to Virginia Code §33.1-151.  At the same place and time the Board of 

Supervisors will concurrently consider the vacation of the same pursuant to Virginia 

Code §15.2-2272(2).  The road is located on Tax Map 019-1 and Tax Map 019-3, and is 

described and shown on the metes and bounds schedule, dated January 15, 2010, and 

plat, dated August 31, 2011, both prepared by Christopher Consultants and on file in the 

Fairfax County Department of Transportation, 4050 Legato Road, Suite 400, Fairfax, 

Virginia, 22033,  telephone number 703-877-5600. 

 
DRANESVILLE DISTRICT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT II 
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ORDER OF ABANDONMENT OF 

NEWCOMBS FARM ROAD - ROUTE 10030 

DRANESVILLE DISTRICT 

Fairfax County, Virginia 

 
 

At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, held this 1st day of May, 2012, it duly moved and seconded that: 
 
         WHEREAS, after conducting a public hearing pursuant to notice as 
required by Virginia Code § 33.1-158, at which meeting a quorum was present and 
voting, and upon due consideration of the historic value of the road, if any, the Board 
has determined that no public necessity exists for the continuance of the road and that 
the welfare of the public will be served best by abandoning the road, therefore 
 

BE IT ORDERED: 

   That NEWCOMBS FARM ROAD - ROUTE 10030 from Leesburg Pike 

(Route 7) to the Newcombs Farm Road cul-de-sac, located on Tax Map 019-1 and Tax 

Map 019-3 and described and shown on the metes and bounds schedule, dated 

January 15, 2010, and plat, dated August 31, 2011, each prepared by Christopher 

Consultants and attached hereto and incorporated herein, be and the same is hereby 

abandoned as a public road pursuant to Virginia Code § 33.1-151. 

 
This abandonment is subject to any right, privilege, permit, license, or 

easement in favor of any public service company, utility, or other person or entity, 
including any political subdivision, whether located above, upon, or under the surface, 
either presently in use or of record, including the right to operate, maintain, replace, 
alter, extend, increase or decrease in size any facilities in the abandoned roadway, 
without any permission of the landowner(s). 
 
 

A Copy Teste: 
 
 

____________________ 
Catherine Chianese  

    Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
 

ATTACHMENT III 
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ADOPTION OF AN ORDINANCE VACATING 

A PART OF A PLAT ON WHICH IS SHOWN 

NEWCOMBS FARM ROAD - ROUTE 10030 

DRANESVILLE District, 

Fairfax County, Virginia 

 
At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, 

held in the Board Auditorium of the Governmental Center in Fairfax County, Virginia, on 
May 1, 2012, at which meeting a quorum was present and voting, the Board, after 
conducting a public hearing upon due notice given pursuant to Virginia Code Ann. §15.2-
2204 and as otherwise required by law, adopted the following ordinance, to-wit: 
 

BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia:  

that Part of the Plat of Subdivision recorded in Deed Book 11399 at Page 1567, on which is 

shown Newcombs Farm Road - Route 10030, from Leesburg Pike (Route 7), to the 

Newcombs Farm Road cul-de-sac, located on Tax Map 019-1 and Tax Map 019-3, and 

described and shown on the metes and bounds schedule dated January 15, 2010, and plat 

dated August 31, 2011, prepared by Christopher Consultants, and attached hereto and 

incorporated herein, be and the same is hereby vacated, pursuant to Virginia Code Ann. 

§15.2-2272(2). 

This vacation is subject to any right, privilege, permit, license, easement, in 
favor of any public service company, utility, or other person or entity, including any political 
subdivision, whether located above, upon, or under the surface, either presently in use or of 
record, including the right to operate, maintain, replace, alter, extend, increase, or decrease 
in size any facilities in the vacated roadway, without any permission of the landowner. 
 

A Copy Teste: 
 

_____________________________ 
       Catherine Chianese 

Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
§15.2-2272(2) 
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ATTACHMENT VII

Vicinity Map - Tax Maps 19-1 and 19-3

Right of Way to be
Vacated and Abandoned

Beulah Road

Leesburg Pike (VA Route 7)
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5:00 p.m. 
 
 
Public Comment from Fairfax County Citizens and Businesses on Issues of Concern 
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