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ATTACHMENTS: 

A. "Update on FCDOT Tysons Corner Studies" presentation dated May 24, 2012 
B. FCDOT Staff Recommended List of TMSAMS Projects with Associated Cost Estimates 
C. "Update on FCDOT Tysons Corner Studies" presentation dated May 16, 2012 
D. "Tysons Committee Working Assumptions on Transportation Responsibility" document 

  
// 
 
In the absence of Chairman Walter L. Alcorn, Acting Chairman Kenneth A. Lawrence called the 
meeting to order at 7:06 p.m., in Conference Rooms 9/10 of the Fairfax County Government 
Center, 12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia 22035. 
 
// 
 
Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE TYSONS CORNER COMMITTEE MINUTES 
OF MAY 2, 2012, BE APPROVED. 
 
Commissioner Donahue seconded the motion which carried unanimously. 
 
// 
    
CONTINUE UPDATES AND DISCUSSION ON TYSONS TRANSPORTATION 
STUDIES  
 
Leonard Wolfenstein, Chief, Transportation Planning Section, Fairfax County Department of 
Transportation (FCDOT), noted that staff would provide updates on the Tysons Corner Interim 
Parking Study, Tysons Metrorail Station Access Management Study (TMSAMS), and Tysons 
Corner Circulator Study, depicted in the "Update on FCDOT Tysons Corner Studies" 
presentation dated May 24, 2012, as shown in Attachment A. 
 
Kris Morley-Nikfar, Project Manager for TMSAMS, Transportation Planning Section, FCDOT, 
explained the information on Slides 3 through 5 in the presentation regarding the Tysons Corner 
Interim Parking Study. 
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Donahue, Mr. Morley-Nikfar described the 
expected time line of the Interim Parking Request for Interest (RFI) process prior to the planned 
opening of the Metrorail stations in Tysons Corner in December 2013 or January 2014: 
 

• December 2012 or January 2013: Release of the RFI 
• Spring 2013: Establishment of Interim Commuter Parking Agreements  
• Summer – Fall 2013: Public notification of selected sites and site 

preparation/construction work activities (e.g., building demolition, restriping, repaving) 
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Commissioner de la Fe expressed opposition to the provision of commuter parking at Metrorail 
stations in Tysons on an interim basis, citing the need to prevent people from travelling to and 
from the stations by car and indicated his belief that more focus should be placed on encouraging 
people to use public transit.   
 
Commissioner Donahue said he believed that for the first few years the Silver Line was in 
operation, it would be advantageous to consider the possibility of interim commuter parking.  He 
also stressed the need to be careful not to promote dependence on the interim parking as it would 
eventually be eliminated but to instead encourage use of public transit during a short-to-medium-
term transition period. 
 
Replying to a question from Acting Chairman Lawrence, Commissioner Donahue said he 
thought that it was highly likely that some people would drive to the interim parking lots to 
access the nearest Metrorail station, which would help increase Metrorail ridership in the first 
few years.  He added that as bus transit became more developed and interim commuter parking 
was replaced by development this would help persuade people to not drive to Tysons.   
 
Answering a question from Commissioner Migliaccio, Mr. Morley-Nikfar said staff envisioned 
that the interim period could entail between two to five years depending on the needs of the 
property owner.  Mr. Wolfenstein pointed out that this period could be longer to provide an 
incentive to property owners to participate in an Interim Commuter Parking Agreement. 
 
Responding to questions from Acting Chairman Lawrence, Mr. Morley-Nikfar noted that the 
Request for Interest (RFI) would be sent to all property owners proximate to the Metrorail 
stations in Tysons.  He said the agreement would need to specify the duration of the commuter 
parking.  Mr. Wolfenstein pointed out that the agreement would also indicate whether signage 
would be installed at the lot to clearly indicate the interim time frame of the parking.  Barbara 
Byron, Director, Office of Community Revitalization, added that signage would be part of the 
discussions with interested property owners.  
 
In reply to a question from Commissioner Hurley, Mr. Wolfenstein said the primary purpose of 
the interim commuter lots was to provide paid parking to Metrorail riders.  He noted that staff 
had not yet discussed the process of collecting data on people who park at the lots to determine 
their departure location, mode of transportation, and destination.   
 
Acting Chairman Lawrence emphasized the importance of launching a targeted marketing 
campaign informing people that the commuter parking lots would be provided on an interim 
basis only.  
 
Replying to a question from Acting Chairman Lawrence, Mr. Wolfenstein explained that staff 
planned to present the recommendation that a formal Tysons Corner Interim Parking RFI be 
issued and sent to all property owners proximate to the Metrorail stations to the Board of 
Supervisors' Transportation Committee next month.  He pointed out that staff was exploring 
options for providing commuter parking at Metrorail station(s) in Tysons Corner on an interim  
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basis until Tysons development reached a level where such commuter parking was not practical 
or desirable, in accordance with the Board's Follow-on Motion Number 14.   
 
Acting Chairman Lawrence stated that it was the consensus of the Committee to request that 
FCDOT staff report to the Board of Supervisors that the Committee endorsed the following: 
 

• Staff should implement a notification process or marketing campaign to ensure that 
commuters understood that these were interim lots only.  

 
• If interim parking locations were identified, staff should consider applying data collection 

methods to learn about the users' departure location and their purpose for parking at the 
lot and use these data to modify transportation routes to help better serve their needs.  

 
Commissioner Donahue stressed the importance of informing residents from neighboring 
communities like McLean about the new bus routes they would take to access the Metrorail 
stations in Tysons.  
 
Commissioner de la Fe recommended that staff also mention to the Board of Supervisors that he 
still objected to interim parking because he believed it would negate and interfere with the need 
to encourage people to use public transit.  He said the required need was to provide frequent, 
convenient, and accessible public transit to all people travelling to Tysons.   
 
Acting Chairman Lawrence called from comments or questions from members of the audience. 
 
Answering questions from Mark Zetts, Co-Chairman, McLean Citizens Association's Planning & 
Zoning Committee, Mr. Morley-Nikfar stated that staff believed the best locations for interim 
parking were proximate to the McLean (1824 Dolley Madison Boulevard) or Spring Hill 
Metrorail Stations (1576 Spring Hill Road) because they were located on the periphery of Tysons 
and would therefore prevent people from driving to central Tysons and causing more congestion.  
Ms. Byron indicated that a kiss-and-ride lot was planned to be integrated into the Spring Hill 
Station development (Georgelas Group, LLC) as part of an agreement with the County and 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA).   
 
Continuing the presentation, Mr. Morley-Nikfar reviewed Slides 6 through 7 regarding 
TMSAMS.  
 
In response to a question from Commissioner de la Fe, Mr. Morley-Nikfar cited the differences 
between TMSAMS and the Wiehle Avenue/Reston Parkway Station Access Management Study 
(often referred to as RMAG).  He also noted that cost estimates had been assigned to all the 
TMSAMS projects. 
 
Replying to questions from Acting Chairman Lawrence, Mr. Morley-Nikfar indicated that the 
Transit Development Plan (TDP) had recommended Fairfax Connector Route 732 (Wolf Trap 
Park and Ride Shuttle), a new shuttle service between the Spring Hill Metrorail Station and Wolf 
Trap Park, and a park-and-ride facility at Wolf Trap to provide remote parking capacity for the  
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rail station.  He noted, however, that Wolf Trap Park representatives were not interested in 
providing commuter parking to serve this route so consequently it had been removed.  He said 
because the Wolf Trap Park and Ride Shuttle had been identified as a top Neighborhood Bus 
Service Priority based on TMSAMS survey results, staff would explore alternative routes along 
the Route 7 corridor, north of Tysons.  Mr. Morley-Nikfar explained that Phase 1 of the Bus 
Service Plan was cost neutral with the exception of the Tysons LINK services (Central Link via 
Westpark, East Link via Jones Branch, Greensboro Link, West Link, and Beltway Link), noting 
that existing service would be re-routed to provide access to the new Silver Line Metrorail 
stations in Tysons and service could be eliminated or expanded in certain areas depending on 
demand.   
 
Mr. Wolfenstein clarified that the TMSAMS effort focused on gathering public input on the 
TDP's pedestrian, bicycle, and bus service improvement recommendations to improve access to 
the four new Metrorail stations in Tysons.  He pointed out that anticipated Regional Surface 
Transportation Program (RSTP) funds would be allocated toward capital construction costs of 
sidewalks and trail projects. 
 
// 
 
Upon his arrival, Chairman Alcorn resumed the Chair. 
 
// 
 
Chairman Alcorn called for comments or questions from members of the audience.  
 
Answering questions from Rob Whitfield, representing the Dulles Corridor Users Group, Mr. 
Morley-Nikfar and Mr. Wolfenstein explained the following: 
 

• The ultimate objective of TMSAMS was to create a document that could be used as a tool 
for the Board of Supervisors to make funding decisions on multi-modal transportation 
improvement projects, specifically to access the Metrorail stations in Tysons Corner, as 
funding became available.   

 
• TMSAMS did not conflict with the transportation needs of Reston and staff would 

balance available funds for transportation improvement projects throughout the County.  
 

• The FCDOT Staff Recommended List of TMSAMS Projects document contained 
prioritized lists of TMSAMS pedestrian, bicycle, and bus service transportation 
improvements recommended (or not) for funding by FCDOT staff, with associated cost 
estimates and reasons, as shown in Attachment B.  

 
• Funding for top priority TMSAMS projects totaled approximately $15 million.   

 
• Staff had allocated approximately $3 million a year each for RMAG and TMSAMS 

projects over the next six years.   
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• The TMSAMS projects were smaller in scale than the RMAG projects as they focused 
only on sidewalk and trail segments, crosswalks, and other pedestrian-oriented 
improvements. 
 

• The proposed Soapstone Connector was not included in TMSAMS as it was already 
covered in RMAG.  

 
Continuing the presentation, Mr. Wolfenstein described the preliminary results from the Tysons 
Corner Circulator Study, as shown on Slides 8 through 17.   
 
Responding to a question from Chairman Alcorn, Mr. Wolfenstein confirmed that the forecasted 
conditions for the year 2050 assumed the addition of 200,000 jobs and 100,000 residents.  He 
noted that the ridership forecasts that reflect the 2050 conditions only focused on participation in 
the new circulator system within Tysons.  
 
Concluding the presentation, Mr. Wolfenstein reviewed Slides 18 through 21.  He indicated that 
staff recommended Network Number 1 (Three Route Network) because it was shorter, required 
fewer buses and hours of service, and was significantly more cost effective than Network 
Number 2 (Four Route Network).  He explained that staff did not recommend exclusive right-of-
way for 100 percent of the Circulator routes but instead recommended that right-of-way be 
reserved in segments where staff found the most problematic conditions for the transit service in 
the future.  Mr. Wolfenstein stated that staff also recommended that the Tysons Circulator 
System be operated with traditional rubber tire bus service with transit preferential treatment in 
strategic places.  He said if the higher level of ridership forecasts for the year 2050 were 
achieved, staff believed these standard buses would need to be articulated buses (e.g., motor bus 
or trolleybus) and frequency on the routes would need to be increased to accommodate the 
higher ridership.  He noted that staff's draft recommendations were expected to be completed 
soon and made available for public comment and input for review and incorporation into a final 
report. 
 
In reply to a question from Commissioner de la Fe, Mr. Wolfenstein explained that staff would 
evaluate the implications of certain circulator mode options to include light rail or monorail, to 
identify the most appropriate mode of transit for different Circulator routes. 
 
Commissioner de la Fe expressed concern that staff's recommended Network Number 1 would 
not provide any Fairfax Connector service in the Hunter Mill District; whereas, Network Number 
2 would provide the Tysons West District with Fairfax Connector service on the Hunter Mill 
District side.  He indicated his support for Network Number 2 because it would enable all the 
Connector service routes to merge at one central location and help efficiently move people 
throughout Tysons.  In response, Mr. Wolfenstein stated that based on results from a transit gap 
analysis, staff had determined that Network Number 1 would be sufficient to address the 
projected ridership within each zone in Tysons.  He added that staff recommended that the 
Middle Link (brown line), as depicted on the Network Number 1 map on Slide 13 of the 
presentation, be modified so that it connected to the Direct East West Link (purple line).   
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Answering more questions from Commissioner de la Fe, Mr. Wolfenstein explained that the 
proposed connection between the Middle Link and Direct East West Link would overlap for a 
few blocks on Jones Branch Drive.  He pointed out that the Direct East West Link would serve 
the highest projected ridership.  He noted that the two main functions of the Tysons Circulator 
System were to provide quick and convenient access for Metrorail passengers to and from 
locations within Tysons but beyond walking distance from the Metrorail stations.  He said staff 
had developed an alternative route that could serve the south side of Route 7 in the Hunter Mill 
District in the future although this would have been considered within walking distance of the 
nearest Metrorail station.  Mr. Wolfenstein added that staff had struggled with the issue of what 
extent should the Circulator System transport people to the Metrorail stations.  
 
Commissioner de la Fe reiterated his concern that Network Number 1 failed to provide Fairfax 
Connector service in the Hunter Mill District.  He also reiterated his support for Network 
Number 2 because it would provide wider service and connect all the routes in one central place.  
 
Commissioner Lawrence questioned how an automated guideway transit (or people mover) 
system could be installed when the necessary right-of-way was unavailable.  He emphasized the 
importance of identifying the Circulator right-of-way requirements for the pending and future 
rezoning applications in Tysons.  He also suggested that the total lane miles of the Tysons 
Circulator System be optimized for "smart" vehicles installed with a collision avoidance system 
to always achieve the absolute maximum vehicle capacity and bus over car ratios.   
 
In response to questions from Commissioner Lawrence, Mr. Wolfenstein said it was near 
impossible to anticipate every possible future scenario.  He noted that staff had considered the 
bus rapid transit system in the mode analysis, but believed that this was not the best 
recommendation to make now as it presented issues with interjecting another elevated surface 
within Tysons and requiring vertical transportation to and from the Metrorail stations.  He 
pointed out that an elevated transit system required surface right-of-way to support the stations 
and integration of the stations into buildings. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence suggested that the Committee's report to the Board of Supervisors 
clearly identify the limitations the County faced in developing a funding plan that addressed the 
expanded transit system 50 years from now due to new technological developments and 
unknown future land use conditions.   
 
Commissioner Lawrence asked whether the Tysons Corner Circulator Study had considered the 
expected high trip generating destinations within Tysons, such as playing fields, where there 
might be parking issues.  In response, Mr. Wolfenstein indicated that the regional forecasting 
model had been applied to a local situation based on available information about jobs, shopping 
locations, and other destinations but not playing fields as that information was not yet available.  
He said because of all the unknowns in Tysons, it was advantageous to install a flexible rubber 
tire system that could be adapted when the Tysons recreational center was sited. 
 
 
 



 8 

TYSONS CORNER COMMITTEE                                                                            May 24, 2012 
 
 
Commissioner Hurley and Mr. Wolfenstein briefly discussed the possibility of middle or high 
school children riding the Circulator bus routes to arrive and depart from school as was currently 
the case in other urban areas.    
 
Answering a question from Mr. Zetts, Mr. Wolfenstein indicated that the distance between each 
bus stop would be approximately one-third of a mile.  
 
Mr. Whitfield recommended that staff perform sensitivity and fiscal impact analyses to assess the 
potential consequences of various economic and employment growth scenarios in Tysons Corner 
and associated Circulator right-of-way requirements.     
 
In reply to questions from Chairman Alcorn, Thomas Biesiadny, Director, FCDOT, explained 
that staff was evaluating Circulator right-of-way requirements for current rezoning requests and 
finalizing the areas around the Metrorail stations where exclusive transit rights-of-way would be 
needed to help minimize traffic congestion.  He noted that although the George Mason 
University's (GMU) High Forecast for Growth in Tysons provided some indication of the 
expected transit ridership, staff was certain that particular areas would require exclusive rights-
of-way due to traffic congestion regardless of the actual level of development.  
 
Answering a question from Mr. Whitfield, Chairman Alcorn said Tysons rezoning applicants 
would be asked to provide dedicated transit right-of-way where required and appropriate. 
 
In response to a question from Mr. Zetts, Mr. Wolfenstein indicated that staff had not made a 
recommendation at this time for a maintenance depot in Tysons for the Circulator System as its 
maintenance needs had not yet been analyzed.   
 
Replying to a comment from Commissioner Hurley, Ms. Byron assured her that the placement of 
bus stops within Tysons should not pose a problem because the buildings would not be located as 
far back from the street as they were in suburban areas.  Mr. Biesiadny pointed out that staff 
expected fewer turn lanes in Tysons than in a typical suburban environment.  
 
Mr. Whitfield suggested that staff provide information on the peak period vehicle trip generation 
situations and associated implications.  Mr. Wolfenstein responded that this information would 
be included in the final Tysons Corner Circulator Study report. 
 
// 
 
OPERATIONAL ANALYSIS OF DULLES TOLL ROAD RAMPS TO TYSONS  
 
Commissioner de la Fe noted that at the last Committee meeting on May 16, 2012, staff had 
summarized three preferred options resulting from the Dulles Toll Road Ramp Study, as shown 
on Slides 22 through 27 in Attachment C.  He said he thought that Preferred Option Number 2 
(Urban Frontage Road) made more sense than Preferred Option Number 1 (Boone Boulevard, 
Greensboro Drive) because it avoided constructing a ramp through the Sheraton Premiere Hotel 
site.   
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Commissioner de la Fe asked whether the Dulles Toll Road Ramp Study had considered 
connecting the Metropolitan Washington Airport Authority (MWAA)-owned Dulles Toll Road 
overpass with Route 7 to provide additional capacity.  In response, Mr. Biesiadny noted that staff 
had involved MWAA representatives in discussions on this study.  He said he would forward his 
question to staff specifically working on this study. 
 
Answering questions from Commissioner Migliaccio, Mr. Biesiadny stated that the Dulles Toll 
Road Ramp options were cost estimated conceptually as part of the Table 7 improvements in the 
Transportation section of the Tysons Corner Comprehensive Plan.  He explained that staff was 
still working on the operational and cost analyses and conceptual design of the three preferred 
new connections to the Dulles Toll Road. 
 
Ms. Byron pointed out that variations of Preferred Option Numbers 1, 2, and 3 could be 
combined to formulate Alternative Option Numbers 6, 7, and 8.  She commented that the Urban 
Frontage Road concept was intriguing from an urban design perspective because it would 
essentially transform an interchange ramp into a space that provided pedestrian activities, 
storefronts, and other pedestrian-oriented features.   
 
Responding to questions from Mr. Zetts, Mr. Biesiadny explained that the ramps would probably 
be constructed in conjunction with the collector-distributor lanes on the Dulles Toll Road 
between the Route 7 interchange area and the Hunter Mill District interchange area depending on 
the selected configuration. 
 
// 
 
REVIEW WORKING ASSUMPTIONS ON TRANSPORTATION RESPONSIBILITY 
ALLOCATION 
 
Referencing the document entitled "Tysons Committee Working Assumptions on Transportation 
Responsibility" dated May 22, 2012, as shown in Attachment D, Chairman Alcorn explained that 
independent of dollar amounts, the Committee had developed working assumptions for each of 
the four categories of transportation projects as a matter of policy.  He said he thought it would 
be useful for the Committee to review these assumptions and determine whether additional 
details or clarification were needed.  He first reviewed Working Assumption Number 1 on the 
Grid of Streets.   
 
Chairman Alcorn asked whether there would ever be a situation where a public entity would 
finance the construction of a certain piece of the grid and if so, how would this be consistent with 
the Committee's direction that the grid should be primarily funded by Tysons landowners and 
developers and how could such financing be reconciled.  In response, Ms. Byron commented that 
the funding for the Tysons transportation improvements should be viewed as a fungible issue.  
She stressed the need for the County to ensure that the estimated funding levels were coordinated 
with the anticipated construction spending for the necessary transportation infrastructure 
improvements in Tysons and that the funding provided by various sources was being spent in an 
appropriate and efficient manner.  She noted that although the cost for construction of the grid  
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would be primarily the responsibility of the Tysons landowners and developers, there might be 
situations when it was critical for timing, convenience, efficiency, and cost effectiveness 
purposes for the County to build a segment and to use the future private contribution for another 
critical improvement.   
 
Mr. Biesiadny pointed out that FCDOT staff would continue its process of acquiring funding 
from state and federal sources wherever possible to help finance specific segments of the grid as 
appropriate.  He said the funding plan needed to allow for flexibility in funding options and 
sources to help move transportation projects forward in the most efficient way.   
 
In reply to a question from Chairman Alcorn, Mr. Biesiadny explained that if the County 
acquired federal or state grants to pay for a missing piece of the grid, the County would still ask 
for contributions to the Tysons Road Club that would be allocated toward another transportation 
project in Tysons. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence said he envisioned that the County would face situations in the future 
where it might need to use Tysons Road Club funds to construct a link within a particular portion 
of the grid situated between two properties planned for redevelopment as required by a 
Consolidated Transportation Impact Analysis (CTIA).  He explained that although he recognized 
that the County would allocate the available funding to finance necessary transportation 
improvements, he believed that it was essential from a policy, functional, and procedural point-
of-view that the financing structure include a catch-up feature to provide backup funding and 
track the need for compensating action to hold the County accountable in balancing out the 
expended public funds with funds contributed by the private sector as it fulfilled its obligation 
during the specified "buyout" period.  Commissioner Lawrence also emphasized the importance 
of ensuring that the sections of the grid deemed essential to the continuous functioning of Tysons 
were constructed in a timely manner. 
 
Mr. Biesiadny pointed out that FCDOT staff had recently submitted a grant application for the 
Jones Branch Connector project, which was identified as the first major Tysons-wide 
transportation improvement, and had received letters of support from several property owners 
and developers who would be affected by this project.   
 
Commissioner Donahue commented that the County needed to pursue a financing structure that 
identified the appropriate revenue sources sufficient to fund the needed transportation 
improvements.  Ms. Byron concurred with this statement but noted that the public funds would 
likely not balance out to the exact dollar as the private funds. 
 
Commissioner de la Fe said he thought that FCDOT staff should continue to review federal, 
state, and other funding opportunities to determine which planned Tysons-wide road 
improvements best fit these programs.  
 
Chairman Alcorn next reviewed Working Assumption Number 2 on the Tysons-wide 
Transportation Improvements as outlined in Attachment D.  He explained that parking districts in 
the "Others" category entailed revenue from paid parking fees, or a parking district, in which a  
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certain amount of money per space per day was used to fund the transportation improvements.  
He said this possible source of funding might be more appropriate as a landowner/developer 
responsibility because it involved revenue from commercial parking spaces.  Ms. Byron agreed 
with this consideration.  Chairman Alcorn suggested that this alternative funding mechanism be 
discussed further by the Committee, noting that it would depend upon the configuration of the 
allocation.   
 
Chairman Alcorn called attention to the Additional Discussion Item listed under Working 
Assumption Number 2: "How should the landowners/developers component be allocated?  
Options discussed were on a Tysons-wide basis, those seeking entitlements, or to a combination 
of the two."  He noted that the Tysons Partnership's position was that the Tysons 
landowners/developers who were seeking approval of their rezoning applications and new 
entitlements should bear the greatest cost of these Tysons-wide road improvements.  He said 
citizens groups had indicated a similar position that a substantial portion of the Tysons-wide road 
projects should be borne by the applicants for proposed new developments.  Chairman Alcorn 
then described two extreme positions: 
 

• All of the Tysons-wide transportation improvements contained in Table 7 that occur 
inside of Tysons should be borne entirely by the applicants through the rezoning process 
to include Tysons Road Club contributions or other proffered commitments, or 

 
• Establishment of a Tysons-wide tax district wherein the burden would be shared across 

all landowners within the Tysons Corner Urban Center based on the assessed value of 
their property, and rezoning applicants would not be expected to bear any additional costs 
except the likelihood that their real estate tax bill amount would increase as a result of the 
rezoning.   

 
Chairman Alcorn then asked Committee members to share their thoughts on how this funding 
should be allocated. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence said he was opposed to either extreme position but was unsure as to the 
most reasonable approach. 
 
Chairman Alcorn noted that a balanced landowner/developer approach would likely entail a 
combination of a Tysons-wide service district and Tysons Road Club proffered commitment.  He 
stated that based on feedback received from the Tysons Partnership and citizens, the funding 
responsibility of the Tysons-wide transportation improvements should probably be tipped toward 
current and future Tysons rezoning applicants.  He said he believed that it would be unfair to 
expect the current rezoning applicants, who represented approximately 20 percent of the total 
assessed value in Tysons, to pay for 100 percent of these improvements while those who owned 
the remaining 80 percent would not be expected to contribute. 
 
Chairman Alcorn called from comments or questions from members of the audience.  
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Chris Brigham, Principal, Dittmar Company, spoke in favor of the establishment of a Tysons-
wide tax district because it would spread the cost of the road improvements across all 
landowners within Tysons as they would all benefit from the improvements.  He pointed out, 
however, that this should not exclude consideration of other options.   
 
Keith Turner, Chairman, Tysons Partnership Board of Directors, explained that the landowners 
represented by the Tysons Partnership, did not believe they would be able to obtain the required 
signatures representing 51 percent of the assessed value within the boundaries of the Tysons 
Corner Urban Center, to petition the Board of Supervisors to establish a Tysons-wide tax district.  
He stated, therefore, that the Tysons Partnership Board of Directors had reached the practical 
conclusion to recommend the establishment of a Tysons-wide service district, which included all 
landowners, to serve the same purpose. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence asked how an appropriate pro-rata share of the Tysons-wide cost 
burden could be practically and fairly allocated to the landowners on the periphery of Tysons 
who would not obtain increased density for now or in the next 40 years and therefore had no 
incentive to redevelop.  Mr. Turner responded by noting that the Tysons Partnership members 
were trying to determine a solution to this issue.  He explained that based on the revenue 
estimates from potential tax district scenarios to be provided by staff, the Tysons Partnership 
could determine an appropriate portion of the Table 7 infrastructure costs that should be funded 
by a Tysons-wide service district tax, and the portion of that sum that should be funded by new 
Tysons development, including all current and future applicants.   
 
Chairman Alcorn emphasized that not every revenue source was equal in terms of its practical 
value for the Table 7 improvements, in particular the Tysons-wide road projects.  He explained 
that certain funding mechanisms varied in the amount of funds that they could raise, bonding 
capacity, total revenue generated, and timing of the delivery of funds.  He also stressed the need 
to balance the landowner/developer portion of responsibility for the Tysons-wide improvements. 
 
Laurie Genevro Cole, Council Member, Town of Vienna, commented that Tysons-wide 
improvements should be funded by a Tysons-wide tax district, noting that the pro-rata share of 
any Tysons-wide tax imposed on the developers would be adjusted by the increased value of 
their property.  In response, Ms. Byron pointed out that a concern had been raised about the 
practicality of a Tysons-wide tax district that was sufficient enough to generate the 
recommended level of revenue for the needed improvements by the year 2050.  She also noted 
that a Board of Supervisors-imposed Tysons-wide service district would include all residential, 
commercial, and office landowners within the Tysons Corner Urban Center.    
 
Tom Fleury, Executive Vice President, Cityline Partners, commented on the current real estate 
market, economic, and assessed land value conditions in Tysons.  He also promoted the "all 
ships will rise" theory wherein improvements in the Tysons economy would likely benefit all 
participants in that economy.  Commissioner Lawrence said he agreed with this concept.  He 
added that he thought that the task before the Committee was to determine how to structure a 
pro-rata scheme to make the landowner/developer share function in a reasonable and fair way.  
He noted that contemplation of a self-imposed tax district would need to be rational and  
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reasonable to make it work.  He explained that it was expected that the public sector funding 
sources would provide the majority of funding for projects early in the construction schedule, 
due primarily to the bonding and revenue capacity of those sources, and the landowner/developer 
revenue sources were expected to provide funding later in the redevelopment time span to allow 
those revenue sources to accrue sufficient revenue.   
 
Chairman Alcorn said he thought that once the Committee began reviewing the revenue 
estimates from specific sources that would be later provided by staff that this would help provide 
guidance into how to balance the landowner/developer portion of responsibility for the Tysons-
wide road improvements.  
 
Chairman Alcorn next reviewed Working Assumption Number 3 on the Transit Services as 
outlined in Attachment D.   
 
Commissioner Lawrence recommended including the option for the transit service expected to 
occur after the year 2030 that increased participation from the private sector and new funding 
sources be explored as owning and operating private transit services might prove to be 
economically feasible for the private sector at some point in the future due to new technological 
developments.  Chairman Alcorn added that the Committee had discussed the possibility that in 
the long term, transit service might evolve in a way that facilitated private operation of the transit 
system in Tysons. 
 
Answering a question from Mr. Zetts, Chairman Alcorn commented that over time, the County 
might want to see operation of the transit system move from a primarily public sector funded 
activity to a more privately funded one.     
 
In response to a question from Chairman Alcorn, Mr. Biesiadny confirmed that the operating 
costs comprised the dominant portion of the transit service funding.  He pointed out that the 
Transportation Association of Greater Springfield (TAGS) bus system received some 
contributions toward its operating costs from developers in the area as part of their proffers.  He 
said there might be instances in the future where it might be practical or desirable for a rezoning 
applicant in Tysons to proffer to pay some of the operating costs for the transit system in Tysons. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence cautioned that the private sector should not be expected to pay the 
entire cost to operate Metrobus service within Tysons just because numerous people would ride 
the bus to their workplace there.  Mr. Biesiadny pointed that some developers were paying a 
contribution toward Metrobus service in the Springfield area, which had been negotiated as part 
of their proffer package. 
 
Chairman Alcorn stated that for the transit service expected to occur after the year 2030 in 
Tysons, there might a situation similar to the TAGS bus system where there was more private 
landowner/developer support while the market might change for transit service to allow for 
private operation outside of the Fairfax Connector or Metrobus service.  Commissioner 
Lawrence noted that instead of landowners or developers, major private employers might 
provide support to transit as was currently the case with the Federal Government. 
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Chairman Alcorn next reviewed Working Assumption Number 4 on the Neighborhood and 
Access Improvements as outlined in Attachment D.   
 
Replying to a question from Commissioner Lawrence, Mr. Biesiadny said staff would continue 
work on the CTIAs to address the borders of Tysons and outside areas. 
 
Answering a question from Mr. Zetts, Mr. Biesiadny indicated that staff estimated the value of 
the Tysons neighborhood intersection, bicycle, and pedestrian access improvements to be $100 
million although this figure would potentially change over time depending on conditions.   
 
Chairman Alcorn recommended that the Committee use the "Tysons Committee Working 
Assumptions on Transportation Responsibility" document as the foundation for reviewing the 
revenue estimates.   
 
In reply to a question from Commissioner Lawrence, Ms. Byron noted that the staff team 
involved in discussions on the potential tax district scenarios included personnel from the County 
Attorney's Office, financial and debt management analysts, and other relevant personnel.   
 
It was the consensus of the Committee that for the purposes of the Tysons-wide Road 
Improvements recommendation, "primary responsibility" meant 90 percent of the cost associated 
with the improvements. 
 
Following a brief discussion, Ms. Byron and Mr. Biesiadny cautioned that the revenue estimates 
might not be ready in time for the next Committee meeting scheduled for Wednesday, May 30, 
2012, at 7:00 p.m. in Conference Rooms 2/3 of the Fairfax County Government Center.  (Note: 
The May 30, 2012 meeting was subsequently cancelled.  The Committee would next meet on 
Tuesday, June 12, 2012, at 7:00 p.m., in Rooms 106/107 of the Herrity Building.) 
 
Chairman Alcorn said additional Committee meetings would be scheduled for June.  He asked 
that staff prepare a draft "strawman" document that summarized the 14 months of deliberations 
held by the Committee related to certain issues associated with the redevelopment of Tysons.  He 
said he envisioned that the Committee would hold a public hearing to receive public comment 
and input on the strawman.  He indicated that following the public input session, the Committee 
would consider all the input received, finalize the strawman, and prepare a recommendation for 
consideration by the full Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors. 
 
On behalf of the Committee, Commissioner Lawrence expressed appreciation for all the 
guidance and support provided by County staff throughout this process.  Chairman Alcorn 
agreed with this statement. 
 
Chairman Alcorn called for final comments or questions from members of the audience. 
 
Answering a question from Mr. Zetts, Chairman Alcorn indicated that the Committee's 
recommendations related to funding responsibility would probably not be included in the Tysons 
Plan.  He said he thought that the Committee's recommendations to the Board of Supervisors  
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would include guidance for the financing policy with specific recommendations about planned 
revenue sources.  Ms. Byron explained that the Tysons Plan would be amended to incorporate 
certain elements, such as the proposed changes to the existing Tysons Road Club.  Mr. Biesiadny 
pointed out that the finalized strawman document might become part of a Board resolution to 
implement a particular structure of funding.   
 
// 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:30 p.m. 
Walter L. Alcorn, Chairman 
 
An audio recording of this meeting is available in the Planning Commission Office, 12000 
Government Center Parkway, Suite 330, Fairfax, Virginia 22035.     
  
   
  Minutes by:  Kara A. DeArrastia 
  
  Approved:  July 24, 2012 
 
     
         ____________________________ 

      Kara A. DeArrastia, Clerk to the 
       Fairfax County Planning Commission 
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Tysons Corner 
Interim Parking 

Background 
• The Comprehensive Plan amendment identified the need for interim 

parking at the rail stations until there is a critical mass of new 
development around the stations. 

• County staff reviewed requirements for commercial parking and 
ways in which this parking could be provided. 

• County staff identified potential sites within X mile of the new 
stations 

• Owners were contacted to determine their level of interest. 

• Limited interest expressed so far. 

• County is now preparing a formal Request for Interest to gauge 
potential interest. 
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111111 Tysons 

Interim Parking RFI 

• Pursues Interim Commuter Parking Agreements with 
interested property owners. 

• Proposed sites should be located within X mile of a 
Metrorail station in Tysons Corner. 

• Proposals should utilize existing surface parking 
lots/garages or new surface parking lots in Tysons 
Corner. 

• The Interim Parking RFI process is anticipated to begin 
approximately 12 months prior to the opening of the 
Metrorail stations in Tysons Corner. 

111111 Tysons 

5 

Tysons Metrorail Station Assess Study 
{TMSAMS) 

• Study Goals Include: 

- Educate the public on alternative mode transportation 
improvement recommendations that have been made to improve 
access to the four Metrorail Stations in Tysons. 

- Identify how the public would like these improvement 
recommendations to be prioritized. 

- Identify areas or topics, pertaining to improving bus, bicycle and 
pedestrian access to the rail stations in Tysons, that need 
additional analysis or study. 
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Tysons Metrorail Station Assess Study 
(TMSAMS) 

• Significant public input received through the TMSAMS public 
outreach process. 

• TMSAMS Final Report was complete in October 2011 . 

• Report submitted to Board in December 2011 . 

• Staff recommendation considered and approved by the Board on 
May 22, 2012. 

• Funding identified to begin implementation of recommended 
projects. 

111111 Tysons 

Tysons Corner Circulator Study: 
Preliminary Results Summary 

7 
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111111 Tysons 
Study Purpose 

• LONG RANGE Planning study to support 
Tysons Corn(2r redevelopment and rezoning 
process 

-Design circulator system to support goal of 
maximizing transit trips/minimizing auto trips 

• Identify needed transit preferential 
treatments 

-Support a reliable and effective circulator system 

- Identify required expansion of right of way- may 
require additional adjacent land 

9 

111111 Tysons 
Planning Process 

• Peer analysis of circulator systems in other 
cities 

• Project goals and objectives 

• Network development process 

• Long range ridership forecasts 

• Transit preferential treatments 

• Mode options 

• Operating and capital costs 

• Finalize recommendations 
10 
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111111 Tysons 
Network Development Process 

• Five preliminary networks developed initially 

-Long range design based on 2050 forecasted 
conditions 

- Individual routes developed- combined into 
networks 

• Evaluation of five preliminary route networks 

• Network #1 and Network #2 select ed for more 
detailed evaluation 
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111111 Tysons 
Trips Beginning in Tysons Corner- Network #1 
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111111 Tysons Network #1: Three Route Network 

.... -. 
/ '\ 

,.... 

i -

13 

111111 Tysons Network #2: Four Route Network 
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111111 Tysons 
Ridership Forecasts 

• Utilize regional forecasting model- reflect 
2050 conditions 

• Four key variables impact ridership 

-Service frequency 

-Circulator fare 

-Parking cost 

-Travel time (speeds} 

111111 Tysons 
Ridership Forecasts 

• Two ridership scenarios 

Scenario#! Scenario #2 

Frequency 6 minutes peak, 10 4 minutes peak, 6 
minutes off-peak minutes off-peak 

Fare $1.00 No fare 

Parking Costs Higher than Tysons Higher than Tysons 

15 

currently- reflects costs currently- reflects costs 
in Wilson Boulevard in Wilson Boulevard 

Corridor Corridor 

Travel Speeds Based on Lower Level of Based on Higher Level of 
Dedicated Transit Lanes Dedicated Transit Lanes 

16 
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111111 Tysons 
Ridership Forecasts 

• Scenario #1 

Network 

Network #1 

Network #2 

• Scenario #2 

Network 

Network #1 

Network #2 

111111 Tysons 

Total Ridership 

17,575 

16,643 

Total Ridership 

33,746 

33,310 

Transfer from 
Metrorail 

6,195 

7,355 

Transfer from 
Metro rail 

12,323 

14,362 

Non-Metrorail 
Riders 

11,380 

9,108 

Non-Metrorail 
Riders 

19,423 

18,948 

Detailed Network Evaluation 

• Evaluation criteria 

- Daily ridership 

- Boardings per revenue hour 

-Operating cost per rider 

-Capital cost per rider 

-Circulator travel time between select 
origins/destinations 

-Change in transit mode share 

-Run time variability- congestion 

17 
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111111 Tysons 

Transit Preferential Treatments 

• Types 

- Dedicated transit lanes 

-Queue jumps 

-Transit signal priority 

• Factors considered 

-Level of congestion (speed) 

-Queue length at intersections 

-Transit vehicle volumes 

-Person carrying capacity 
19 

111111 Tysons 

Identified Areas for Exclusivity 

20 
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111111 Tysons 
Next Steps 

• Select final network 

• Finalize transit preferential treatment 
recommendations 

• Recommend modes- bus, streetcar/light 
rail/other 

• Calculate costs 

• Refine ridership forecasts- final network 

• Complete final report in Spring 2012 

21 
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Attachment I 

 
FCDOT Staff Recommended List of TMSAMS Projects  

with 
Associated Cost Estimates  

 

In the spring of 2011, the Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) and the Tysons 

Metrorail Station Access Management Study (TMSAMS) Advisory Group conducted public outreach for 

the study. During this outreach effort, the public was asked to prioritize recommended pedestrian, 

bicycle and bus service improvements to provide better access to the new Silver Line Metrorail stations 

in Tysons Corner. This outreach included four public meetings, over 20 key stakeholder interviews with 

public and private organizations in the Tysons Corner area, and an online survey that was completed by 

over 1,800 people.  

In addition to preferences identified through the public outreach process, the TMSAMS Advisory Group 

developed a list of 33 recommendations intended to guide FCDOT staff on areas that need further 

analysis or study. After the extensive public outreach process was complete, all input obtained from the 

public was compiled with the TMSAMS Advisory Group Recommendations into the TMSAMS Final 

Report.  

 

The TMSAMS Final Report was completed in November 2011 and was presented to the Fairfax County 

Board of Supervisors (BOS) on December 6, 2011. The BOS accepted the TMSAMS Final Report and 

instructed FCDOT staff to develop a staff recommended list of TMSAMS transportation improvements, 

with cost estimates, as well as to respond to the 33 TMSAMS Advisory Group Recommendations.  This 

document contains lists of TMSAMS pedestrian, bicycle and bus service transportation improvements 

recommended for funding by FCDOT staff, with associated cost estimates. Responses to the 33 TMSAMS 

Advisory Group recommendations are provided in a separate document “FCDOT Staff Responses to 

TMSAMS Advisory Group Recommendations.”   
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TMSAMS Sidewalk Projects  

During the TMSAMS public outreach process, the public was asked to refer to the map below to 

prioritize planned sidewalk improvements providing access to the new Silver Line Metrorail stations in 

Tysons Corner.  Using the input collected during this process, as well as considering project 

constructability, near term benefit to Metro passengers, near-term development activity, existing 

proffer agreements and right-of-way challenges, the Fairfax County Department of Transportation has 

developed the “FCDOT Staff Recommended List of Sidewalk Projects to Fund” and “FCDOT Staff List of 

Sidewalk Projects Recommended Not to Fund,” with associated cost estimates.  Projects that are not 

recommended were either already planned under a funded project/development, determined to be 

unbuildable by the public sector without site redevelopment, assumed to be best constructed as part of 

redevelopment projects in Tysons Corner, or are unfeasible due to engineering or cost-benefit 

considerations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



FCDOT Staff Recommended List of Sidewalk Projects to Fund 
(In order of priority)  
 

1. SW#12 
Cost (millions): $1.50 
Description: This sidewalk runs through the Scotts Run Community Park and connects Colshire 
Meadow Drive to Magarity Road. Although portions of this improvement could be implemented 
by future redevelopment near its intersection with Colshire Meadow Drive, FCDOT staff has 
prioritized this improvement due to the level of connectivity it provides between Magarity Road 
and the McLean (Tysons East) Metrorail Station, the level of public support behind the project 
and the uncertainty of the timing of a future redevelopment along Colshire Meadow Drive. 
 

2. SW#3 
Cost (millions): $1.00 
Description: This sidewalk runs along the Virginia Dominion Power easement connecting Higdon 
Drive and Leesburg Pike (Rt.7). This project overlaps with TMSAMS Trail segment D which was 
identified as a top priority trail segment through the TMSAMS public outreach process. Although 
portions of this improvement could be implemented by future redevelopment near its 
intersection with Rt.7, FCDOT staff has prioritized this improvement due to the high level of 
connectivity it provides directly to a Metrorail station, the level of public support behind the 
project and the uncertainty of the timing of a future redevelopment along Rt.7.   
 

3. SW#8 
Cost (millions): $0.75 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the north side of Chain Bridge Road between 
Anderson Road and Colonial Lane. Although portions of this improvement could be 
implemented by future redevelopment near its intersection with Anderson Road, FCDOT staff 
has prioritized this improvement due to the level of connectivity it provides, the level of public 
support behind the project and the uncertainty of the timing of a future redevelopment along 
Anderson Road. 
 

4. SW#16 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the northwest corner of the Gallows Road and 
Old Courthouse Road intersection and wraps around the corner of this intersection with a 
portion of sidewalk on the north side of Old Courthouse Road and a portion on the west side of 
Gallows Road.  
 

5. SW#15 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the south side of Aline Avenue between Gallows 
Road and the first driveway entrance on Aline Avenue.  
 

6. SW#14 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the east side of Madrillon Road between Gallows 
Road and Boss Street.  

 



7. SW#7 
Cost (millions): $0.40 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the south side of Jones Branch Drive between 
Park Run Drive and Westbranch Drive.  
 
 

Sidewalk Projects Recommended Not to Fund by FCDOT 

SW#1 
Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the north side of Westwood Center Drive 
between the cul-de-sac and Sheraton Tysons Drive.  
Reason not to recommend funding: Likely to be implemented through redevelopment. 
 
SW#2 
Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the south side of Westwood Center Drive 
between the cul-de-sac and Leesburg Pike (Rt.7).  
Reason not to recommend funding: Likely to be implemented through redevelopment. 
 
SW#4 
Cost (millions): $5.00 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the south side of Tyco Road between the Virginia 
Dominion Power easement and Spring Hill Road.  
Reason not to recommend funding: Likely to be implemented through redevelopment. 
 
SW#5 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the north side of Greensboro Drive between 
Spring Hill Road and the Rotunda Condominium entrance.  
Reason not to recommend funding: The Rotunda retaining wall is a major obstacle and this 
improvement would require the narrowing of a four-lane roadway.  
 
SW#6 
Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the north side of Westpark Drive between 
International Drive and Park Run Drive.  
Reason not to recommend funding: This project is likely to be implemented through 
redevelopment.  
 
SW#9 
Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the east side of Colonial Lane between Chain 
Bridge Road and the cul-de-sac.  
Reason not to recommend funding: This improvement would serve a dead-end residential street 
with low levels of vehicular and pedestrian traffic.  

 
 



SW#10 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the east side of La Salle Avenue between the cul-
de-sac and Magarity Road.  
Reason not to recommend funding: This improvement would serve a dead-end residential street 
with low levels of vehicular and pedestrian traffic. This project would also require obtaining 
right-of-way from 31 different properties.  
 
SW#11 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the west side of La Salle Avenue between the 
cul-de-sac and Magarity Road. 
Reason not to recommend funding: This improvement would serve a dead-end residential street 
with low levels of vehicular and pedestrian traffic. This project would also require obtaining 
right-of-way from 31 different properties. 
 
SW#13 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on Towers Crescent Drive between Leesburg Pike 
(Rt.7) and the Marriot Hotel entrance.  
Reason not to recommend funding: This improvement has major impacts to parking serving 
existing uses.  
 
SW#17 
Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the north side of Boone Boulevard between 
Howard Avenue and Gallows Road.  
Reason not to recommend funding: Likely to be implemented through redevelopment. 
 
SW#18 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: This sidewalk project is located on the east side of International Drive between 
Fletcher Street and Ring Road.  
Reason not to recommend funding: This improvement is included in the Tysons Corner Center 
proffers.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



TMSAMS Crosswalk Projects 

During the TMSAMS public outreach process, the public was asked to refer to the map below to 

prioritize planned crosswalk improvements providing access to the new Silver Line Metrorail stations in 

Tysons Corner.  Using the input collected during this process, as well as considering project 

constructability, near term benefit to Metro passengers, near-term development activity, existing 

proffer agreements and right-of-way challenges, the Fairfax County Department of Transportation has 

developed the “FCDOT Staff Recommended List of Crosswalk Projects to Fund” and “FCDOT Staff List of 

Crosswalk Projects  Recommended Not to be Fund,” with associated cost estimates and list of “Already 

Funded Crosswalk Projects.” Projects that are not recommended were either already planned under a 

funded project/development, determined to be unbuildable by the public sector without site 

redevelopment, assumed to be best constructed as part of redevelopment projects in Tysons Corner, or 

are unfeasible due to engineering or cost-benefit considerations.  

 

 
 

 



FCDOT Staff Recommended List of Crosswalk Projects to Fund 
(In order of priority)  
 

1. CW#9 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: Crosses Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the north side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Gosnell 
Road/Westpark Drive intersection.  
 

2. CW#8 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: Crosses Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the south side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Spring Hill 
Road intersection.  
 

3. CW#1 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: Crosses Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the north side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Tyco 
Road/Westwood Center Drive intersection.  

 
4. CW#29 

Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Solutions Drive on the southwest side of the Solutions Drive/Greensboro 
Boulevard intersection.  
 

5. CW#17 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: Crosses Gallows Road on the northwest side of the Gallows Road/Gallows Branch 
Drive intersection.  
 

6. CW#15 
Cost (millions): $0.20 
Description: Crosses Old Courthouse Road on the east side of the Woodford Road/Old 
Courthouse Road intersection.  
 

7. CW#19 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses Gallows Road on the northeast side of the Gallows Road/Boone Boulevard 
intersection.  
 

8. CW#18 
Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Boone Boulevard on the northwest side of the Boone Boulevard/Aline Drive 
intersection.  
 

9. CW#31 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses International Drive on the south side of the International Drive/Jones 
Branch Drive/Spring Hill Road intersection.  
 



10. CW#30 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses International Drive on the northwest side of the International Drive/Tysons 
Boulevard intersection.  
 

11. CW#34 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses Westpark Drive on the east side of the Westpark Drive/Jones Branch Drive 
intersection.  
 

12. CW#33 
Cost (millions): $0.10 
Description: Crosses Westbranch Drive on the north side of the Westbranch Drive/ Westpark 
Drive intersection.  

 
13. CW#32 

Cost (millions): $0.10 
Description: Crosses Westbranch Drive on the south side of the Westbranch Drive/Jones Branch 
Drive intersection.  
 

14. CW#35 
Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Old Meadow Rd on the south side of the Old Meadow Road/Old Meadow 
Lane intersection. 
 

15. CW#42 
Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Colonial Lane on the south side of the Colonial Lane/Chain Bridge Road 
intersection.  
 

16. CW#43 
Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Seneca Avenue on the south side of the Seneca Avenue/Chain Bridge Road 
intersection. 
 

17. CW#10 
Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Tyspring Street on the west side of the Tysping Street/Gosnell Road 
intersection.  
 

18. CW#11 
Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Raglan Road on the west side of the Raglan Road/Gosnell Road 
intersection. 
 

19. CW#12 
Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Crosses Wall Street on the west side of the Wall Street/Gosnell Road intersection. 



Crosswalk Projects Recommended Not to Fund by FCDOT 

CW#14 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses Old Courthouse Rd on the west side of the Woodford Rd/Old Courthouse 
Rd intersection.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Left-turn conflict.  

CW#16 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses Gallows Rd on the east side of the Gallows Rd/Aline Dr/Old Courthouse Rd 
intersection.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Right-turn conflict.  

CW#23 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses International Dr on the north side of the International Dr/Fletcher St 
intersection. 

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Tysons Corner Center property.  

CW#20 
Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Crosses Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the southeast side of the Leesburg Pike 
(Rt.7)/Fashion Blvd intersection.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Tysons Corner Center right-turn conflict.  

CW#38, 39, 40, 41 
Cost (millions): $0.25 
Description: #38 Crosses Anderson Rd on the north side of the Anderson Rd/Chain Bridge 
Rd/Ambergate Pl intersection. #39 crosses Ambergate Pl on the west side of the Anderson 
Rd/Chain Bridge Rd/Ambergate intersection. #40 crosses Anderson Rd on the south side of the 
Anderson Rd/Chain Bridge Rd/Ambergate Pl intersection. #41 crosses Chain Bridge Rd on the 
east side of the Anderson Rd/Chain Bridge Rd/Ambergate Pl intersection. 

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely to be implemented through redevelopment.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



CW#44, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52,  
Cost (millions): $N/A 
Description: #44 crosses the Eastbound Dulles Toll Road (DTR) Off-Ramp to Southbound 
Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the west side of the Eastbound DTR Off-Ramp to Southbound Leesburg 
Pike (Rt.7)/Leesburg Pike (Rt.7). #45 crosses the Eastbound DTR On-Ramp from Northbound 
Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the east side of the Eastbound DTR On-Ramp from Northbound Leesburg 
Pike (Rt.7)/Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) intersection. #47 crosses the Eastbound DTR On-Ramp from 
Southbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the west side of the Eastbound DTR On-Ramp from 
Southbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) intersection. #48 crosses the Eastbound 
DTR Off-Ramp to Northbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the east side of the Eastbound DTR Off-
Ramp to Northbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) intersection. #49 crosses the 
Westbound DTR On-Ramp from Southbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the west side of the 
Westbound DTR On-Ramp from Southbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) 
intersection. #50 crosses the Westbound DTR On-Ramp from Northbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) 
on the east side of the Westbound DTR On-Ramp from Northbound Leesburg Pike 
(Rt.7)/Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) intersection. #51 crosses the Westbound DTR Off-Ramp onto 
Southbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the east side of the Jarrett Valley Dr/Leesburg Pike 
(Rt.7)/Westbound DTR Off-Ramp onto Southbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) intersection. #52 
crosses the Westbound DTR Off-Ramp onto Northbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the east side of 
the Westbound DTR Off-Ramp onto Northbound Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) 
intersection.  
Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely to be included in VDOT’s redesign of the Rt.7 bridge 

over the Dulles Toll Road.  

 

Already Funded Crosswalk Projects 

CW#2, 3, 4 
Description: #2 crosses Westwood Center Dr on the west side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Tyco 
Rd/Westwood Center Dr intersection. #3 crosses Tyco Rd on the east side of the Leesburg Pike 
(Rt.7)/Tyco Rd/Westwood Center Dr intersection. #4 crosses Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the south 
side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Tyco Rd/Westwood Center Dr intersection.  
 
CW#5, 6, 7 
Description: #5 crosses Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the north side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Spring 
Hill Rd intersection. #6 crosses Spring Hill Rd on the west side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Spring 
Hill Rd intersection. #7 crosses Spring Hill Rd on the east side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Spring 
Hill Rd intersection.  
 
CW#26, 27 
Description: #26 crosses Tysons Blvd on the south side of the Tysons Blvd/Galleria Dr 
intersection. #27 crosses Galleria Dr on the east side of the Tysons Blvd/Galleria Dr intersection. 
 
 
 
 
 



 
CW#28 
Description: Crosses International Dr on the south side of the International Dr/Greensboro Dr 
intersection.  
 
CW#24, 25 
Description: #24 crosses Chain Bridge Rd (Rt.123) on the east side of the Chain Bridge Rd 
(Rt.123)/International Dr intersection. #25 crosses International Dr on the north side of the 
Chain Bridge Rd (Rt.123)/International Dr intersection.  
 
CW#13 
Description: Crosses Gosnell Rd on the south side of the Gosnell Rd/Old Courthouse Rd 
intersection.  
 
CW#22 
Description: Crosses Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) on the southeast side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Chain 
Bridge Rd intersection.  
 
CW#21 
Description: Crosses Fashion Blvd on the northeast side of the Leesburg Pike (Rt.7)/Fashion Blvd 
intersection.  
 
CW#36, 37 
Description: #36 crosses Chain Bridge Rd (Rt.123) on the west side of the Chain Bridge Rd 
(Rt.123)/Old Meadow Rd/Capital One Dr intersection. #37 crosses Capital One Dr on the north 
side of the Chain Bridge Rd (Rt.123)/Old Meadow Rd/Capital One Dr intersection.   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



TMSAMS Trail Projects 

During the TMSAMS public outreach process, the public was asked to refer to the map below to 

prioritize trail projects providing access to the new Silver Line Metrorail stations in Tysons Corner.  Using 

the input collected during this process, as well as considering project constructability, near term benefit 

to Metro passengers, near-term development activity, existing proffer agreements and right-of-way 

challenges, the Fairfax County Department of Transportation has developed the “FCDOT Staff 

Recommended List of Trail Projects to Fund” and “FCDOT Staff List of Trail Projects Recommended Not 

to Fund,” with associated cost estimates.  Projects that are not recommended were either already 

planned under a funded project/development, determined to be unbuildable by the public sector 

without site redevelopment, assumed to be best constructed as part of redevelopment projects in 

Tysons Corner, or are unfeasible due to engineering or cost-benefit considerations.   

 

 

 

 

 

 



FCDOT Staff Recommended List of Trail Projects to Fund 
(In order of priority)  
 

1. TR Segment D 
Cost (millions): $1.00 
Description: Identified as part of the bicycle master planning process for Tysons, this project 
involves construction of approximately 2,000 linear feet of asphalt shared use path including a 
bridge spanning Old Courthouse Spring Branch.  This trail will connect Vesper Court with Route 7 
at Spring Hill Road providing enhanced pedestrian and bicycle access from the North Vienna 
area. Although portions of this improvement could be implemented by future redevelopment 
near its intersection with Rt.7, FCDOT staff has prioritized this improvement due to the high 
level of connectivity it provides directly to a Metro station, the level of public support behind 
the project and the uncertainty of the timing of a future redevelopment along Rt.7. 
 

2. TR Segment A 
Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: This existing trail provides non-motorized access to the western end of Tysons from 

the Beulah Road/Trap Road corridor and the W&OD Trail.  Although existing, this trail needs to 

be upgraded to current standards including the replacement of the bridge over Old Courthouse 

Spring Branch, and wayfinding signage. This is a popular route among bicyclists and currently 

identified on the County’s Bicycle Route Map. 

 

Trail Projects Recommended Not to Fund by FCDOT 

TR Segment B 
Cost (millions): $5.00 
Description: Trail B runs from northwest to southeast, approximately parallel to Leesburg Pike 
(Rt.7), through a heavily wooded area,  connecting the western intersection of Northern Neck 
Drive and Ashgrove House Lane to Trail F.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development.  

TR Segment C 
Cost (millions): $1.00 
Description: Trail C runs northeast, along a Virginia Dominion Power easement, from the 
intersection of Spring Hill Road and Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) to Tyco Road.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment E 
Cost (millions): $1.00 
Description: Trail E connects Coral Gables Lane to Trails B, F and G, through Raglan Road Park.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Right-of-way required from residential backyards. 

 TR Segment F 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: Trail F connects Gosnell Road to Trail B through Raglan Road Park.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 



TR Segment G 
Cost (millions): $5.00 
Description: Trail G connects Chain Bridge Rd (Rt.123), between Vance Place and Saratoga Way, 
to Trails F, B and E, through Freedom Hill Park and Raglan Road Park.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment H 
Cost (millions): $5.00 
Description: Trail H runs northeast from the intersection of International Drive and Westpark 
Drive to the intersection of Jones Branch Drive and Park Run Drive.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment I 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: Trail I runs in an approximate north/south direction between Westbranch Drive and 
Park Run Drive, connecting areas north of Jones Branch Drive to Trail J.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment J 
Cost (millions): $5.00 
Description: Trail J approximately parallels Tysons Boulevard, connecting International Drive to 
the Tysons Corner (Tysons Central 123) Metrorail Station.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment K 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: Trail K runs south from the McLean (Tysons East) Metrorail Station, between 
Colshire Drive and Old Meadow Road, to an existing trail in Scotts Run Community Park.   

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment L 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: Trail L runs east and then north, from the intersection of Old Meadow Road and 
Provincial Drive, to an existing trail in Scotts Run Community Park.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment M 
Cost (millions): $2.00 
Description: Trail M runs between Westgate Elementary School and Tremayne Place, connecting 
Magarity Road to an existing trail in Scotts Run Community Park.  

 Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely implemented through future development. 

TR Segment N 
Cost (millions): $N/A 
Description: Trail N runs along the north side of Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) from Tyco Road to an 
undetermined point north of Tysons Corner and the Dulles Toll Road.  
Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely included in VDOT’s plans to widen Rt. 7, north of 
Tysons Corner, in the future.  



TR Segment O 
Cost (millions): $N/A 
Description: Trail O runs along the south side of Leesburg Pike (Rt.7) from Westwood Center 
Drive to an undetermined point north of Tysons Corner and the Dulles Toll Road. 
Reason Not to Recommend Funding: Likely included in VDOT’s plans to widen Rt. 7, north of 
Tysons Corner, in the future. 

 

TMSAMS Bicycle Projects 

During the TMSAMS public outreach process, the map below was used to determine the public’s 

priorities for how planned bicycle facility improvements, providing access to the new Silver Line 

Metrorail stations in Tysons Corner, should be implemented. The map is from the Tysons Corner Bicycle 

Master Plan and includes all planned bicycle facility improvements from present day to 2030. These 

improvements include relatively low cost near-term improvements as well as separated bicycle facilities 

on roads that could be constructed in the future.  

 

Using the input obtained during a citizens task force (the Bicycle Advisory Group), the TMSAMS public 

outreach process, an extensive public outreach process for the Tysons Corner Bicycle Master Plan, as 

well as knowledge of existing proffer agreements and right-of-way challenges, the Fairfax County 

Department of Transportation has developed the “FCDOT Staff Recommended List of Bicycle Facility 

Projects to Fund”, in order of priority, with associated cost estimates. 



FCDOT Staff Recommended List of Bicycle Facility Projects to Fund 
(In order or priority) 
 

1. Jones Branch Drive On-Road Bike Lanes 
Cost (millions): $0.10 
Description:  Lane diet Jones Branch Drive between Spring Hill Road and West Park Drive and 
West Park Drive between Jones Branch Drive and Galleria Drive to provide on-road bicycle lanes.  
This work would be accomplished as part of a repaving project. 

 
2. Magarity Road On-Road Bike Lanes 

Cost (millions): $0.10 
Description: Lane diet Magarity Road from Route 7 (Leesburg Pike) to Great Falls Street.  The 
work will be accomplished as part of a repaving project. 

 
3. Ashgrove Plantation Trail (TMSAMS Trail Segment A) 

Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: This existing trail provides non-motorized access to the western end of Tysons from 
the Beulah Road/Trap Road corridor and the W&OD Trail.  Although existing, this trail needs to 
be upgraded to current standards including the replacement of the bridge over Old Courthouse 
Spring Branch, and wayfinding signage.  This is a popular route among bicyclists and currently 
identified on the County’s Bicycle Route Map. 

 
4. Old Courthouse Road/Freedom Hill Park Bike Shoulders 

Cost (millions): $0.12 
Description: Construct asphalt shoulders on both sides of Old Courthouse Road from Westbriar 
Drive NE to Battery Park Street, a distance of approximately 1,200 linear feet.  The width of the 
shoulders shall be no less than four feet. 

 
5. Bicycle Parking Enhancements-Greater Tysons Area 

Cost (millions): $0.05 
Description: Install bicycle racks on public rights of way throughout the Tysons area.  The bicycle 
racks will be branded and unique to Tysons (using the design as defined in the Tysons Urban 
Design Standards document).  Phase I will provide for 100 racks. 

 
6. Sandburg Street Connecting Trail 

Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Construct a trail connection on Sandburg Street from Oak Street to Sandburg Ridge 
Court.  Approximately 300 linear feet of asphalt trail and bridge would be required to make this 
connection. 

 
7. Greater Tysons Area Wayfinding Signage 

Cost (millions): $0.15 
Description: Fabricate and install bicycle route directional signage on all major bike routes as 
defined as part of the signage recommendations contained in the Fairfax County Bicycle Master 
Plan, Phase I, Greater Tysons Corner. 
 
 
 



8. Vesper Court Trail (TMSAMS Trail Segment D) 
Cost (millions):  $1.00 
Description: Identified as part of the bicycle master planning process for Tysons, this project 
involves construction of approximately 2,000 linear feet of asphalt shared use path including a 
bridge spanning Old Courthouse Spring Branch.  This trail will connect Vesper Court with Route 7 
at Spring Hill Road providing enhanced pedestrian and bicycle access from the North Vienna 
area. 

 
9. Idylwood Road On-Road Bike Lanes and Shared Lane Markings 

Cost (millions): $1.05 
Description: Widen Idylwood Road from Helena Drive to Idyl Lane, a distance of 1,850 linear 
feet.  This project will involve widening Idylwood Road approximately five feet in width in each 
direction to accommodate on-road bike lanes.  In areas where the width is restricted, a wide 
curb lane and/or shared lane (pavement) markings will be evaluated. 

 
10. Lewinsville Road On-Road Bike Facilities 

Cost (millions): $1.75 
Description: Construct on-road bike facilities on Lewinsville Road from Spring Hill Road to Balls 
Hill Road.  Depending on existing conditions, these bicycle improvements will include: on-road 
bike lanes, bike shoulders, wide curb lanes, and the use of pavement markings including the 
“shared lane markings”.  Some segments within these limits have been completed as part of 
VDOT’s summer repaving program. 

 
11. Scotts Crossing Connecting Trail (TMSAMS Trail Segments K,L,M) 

Cost (millions): $1.50 
Description: Construct a paved trail ten feet in width extending from Magarity Road to Old 
Meadow Road and Colshire Drive via Westgate Elementary School, Westgate Park, and Scotts 
Run Stream Valley Park.  Completion of this trail network will provide a direct connection to 
Metro as well as employment centers east of the Capital Beltway. 

 
12. Route 7, Leesburg Pike Shared Use Paths 

Cost (millions): $4.50 
Description: Complete missing segments of trail (shared use paths) on Route 7 from Beulah 
Road to the Dulles Toll Road/Dulles International Airport Access Road to better accommodate 
bicyclists and pedestrians accessing the Metrorail station.  The current Countywide Trails Plan 
includes parallel paved trails, ten feet in width along this roadway. 

 
13. Sandburg Street Extension-George C. Marshall Bike/Pedestrian Bridge 

Cost (millions): $10.00 
Description: Construct a bike/pedestrian bridge spanning the Capital Beltway (I-495) from the 
extension of Sandburg Street to George C. Marshall Drive and Marshall High School. 

 
14. Westpark Trail (TMSAMS Trail Segment J) 

Cost (millions): $0.50 
Description: Upgrade existing trail and complete missing segment of shared use path extending 
from Westpark Drive past Galleria Drive, West Branch Drive to Jones Branch Drive. 

 



TMSAMS Bus Service Improvements 

During the TMSAMS public outreach process, the public was asked to refer to the following three maps, 

showing planned regional, neighborhood and internal bus service to and within Tysons Corner, to 

prioritize planned bus routes.  
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Using input obtained during the TMSAMS public outreach process, the Fairfax County Department of 
Transportation (FCDOT) further reviewed and modified recommended bus service contained in the 
Fairfax County Transit Development Plan (TDP), which included a robust public input process of its own. 
Through this effort, FCDOT has developed the “FCDOT Phase 1 Bus Service Recommendations”, “FCDOT 
Phase 2 Bus Service Recommendations” and “FCDOT Beyond Phase 2 Bus Service Recommendations”, 
with associated cost estimates.  
 
FCDOT Phase 1 Bus Service Recommendations (Routes to implement by the opening of Phase 1 of Metrorail’s Silver 

Line 
 

Regional Service 
Tysons Express from Burke 
Tysons Express from Lorton 
Tysons Express from Lorton 2 (Revised as a Springfield to Tysons route) 
Leesburg Pike Shuttle 1 
Leesburg Pike Shuttle 2 
FC 574 
FC 401 
MB 23A 
MB 28A,X 
MB 15M 
 
Neighborhood Service 
MB 2T (Revised and will no longer run on Creek Crossing or Old Courthouse) 

MB 3T 
MB 24T 

 FC 462 
FC 463 
McLean Connector 
North McLean Connector 
 
Tysons Link Service (Internal Tysons Service)  
Central Link via Westpark 
East Link via Jones Branch 
Greensboro Link 
West Link 
Beltway Link  
 

FCDOT Phase 1 Bus Service Recommendation Cost Estimate 
 
The Phase 1 Bus Service Recommendations are based on recommendations from the Transit 
Development Plan (TDP).  Phase 1 of the Bus Service Plan is cost neutral with the exception of the 
Tysons LINK services.  As proposed, the Phase I Bus Service plan, which includes the Tysons Link internal 
shuttle system, requires 15 buses and adds approximately 54,673 annual service hours.  These buses 
have been programmed for purchase in the FY2013 budget to be ready for service in December 2013.  
The funding for approximately 27,336 service hours will need to be programmed into the FY2014 and 
will cost approximately $3.0 million.  The full plan will cost approximately $6.0 million annually starting 
in FY2015.  



FCDOT Phase 2 Bus Service Recommendations (Routes to implement by the opening of Phase 2 of Metrorail’s Silver 

Line 
 

Regional Service 
Centreville Express 
 

FCDOT Beyond Phase 2 Bus Service Recommendations (Routes to implement at some point beyond the opening of 

Phase 2 of Metrorail’s Silver Line 

 
Regional Service 
Tysons Express from Ft. Belvoir 
Tysons Express from Huntington  

 
FCDOT Phase 2 and Beyond Phase 2 Bus Service Recommendation Cost Estimates 
 
Due to the unknown timing of implementation of Phase 2 and Beyond Phase 2 Bus Service 
Recommendations, cost estimates for routes planned for these phases are not available. Cost estimates 
for bus routes planned for Phase 2 and beyond can be conducted closer to when these routes are 
anticipated to be implemented.  
 
 
Eliminated Routes 
 

Regional Service 
MB 28T – Route eliminated by the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA). 

 
Neighborhood Service 
FC 732 – Wolf Trap has no interest in providing commuter parking to serve this route.  
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Update on FCDOT Tysons 
Corner Studies 

May 16, 2012 

111111 Tysons 

FCDOT Tysons Area Studies 

1. Tysons Corner Consolidated Transportation Impact 
Analyses (CTIA) 

2. Jones Branch Connector 

3. Operational Analysis of Dulles Toll Road Ramps to 
Tysons 

4. Tysons Corner Interim Parking 

5. Tysons Metrorail Station Access Management Study 
(TMSAMS) 

6. Tysons Corner Circulator Study: Preliminary Results 
Summary 
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111111 Tysons 

Tysons Corner Consolidated 
Transportation Impact 

Analyses {CTIAs) 

111111 Tysons 
Purpose of CTIAs 

• Analyze impact of pipeline developments. Individual 
impact studies (TIAs) do not consider pipeline 
developments 

• Analyze 2030 and 2050 levels of development for the 
analysis area and determine associated mitigation 
measures 

• Finalize grid of streets including 
o Functional classification 
o Number of lanes between and at intersections 

3 

o Accommodation of transit, bikes, and pedestrians 
o Right-of-way needs 

• Create a Tysons-wide simulation model 

4 
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111111 Tysons 

Macroscopic Models - Regional 
Transportation Model 
Public policy, regionally significant 
projects 

Mesoscopic Models - Sub Area 
Extractions 
Link regional trip purpose to details of 
micro-simulation models 

Microscopic Models- Street 
Traffic analysis 
"Visualization" of solutions, detailed 
intersection operations analysis 

Tysons East is used as an 
example 

111111 Tysons 

MWCOG Regional Model 
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Tysons East Analysis Area 
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Tysons Central Analysis Area 
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Tysons West Analysis Area 

Tysons Comer West-Spring Hill Station '\. 
Analysis Area r 
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111111 Tysons 

Measures of Effectiveness (MOE) 

• Level of Service and Delay at Intersections 
• Vehicles Mile Travel 

• Hours of Delay 

• Average Speed 

• Travel Time 

• Queue Length 

111111 Tysons 

CTIA Process with Stakeholders 

• Weekly meetings 

• Inclusive, collaborative process 

• Full access to information 

• Analyze suggestions from stakeholders 

• Many iterations (40) of testing alternative mitigation 
measures- what transportation measures are 
required to accommodate proposed land use intensity 
levels? 

• Focus is cost-effectiveness 
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111111 Tysons 

CTIA Analysis Process - Tiered Approach 

1. No right of way impact (traffic reassignment, signal 
modification, lane restriping) 

2. Some right of way impact (turn lanes, additional 
through lane, additional grid link) 

3. Additional mitigation 

111111 Tysons 

TIER 2-
ROW 
Impacts 
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TIER 2-
ROW 
Impacts 

111111 Tysons 
TIER 3- Additional Mitigation 
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111111 Tysons 

Conclusions (Tysons East) 
• Traffic impacts were mitigated 

• Identified right-of-way needs 

• Finalized grid of streets 

Next Steps 
• Submit analysis to VDOT to meet VA 

traffic impact study requirements 

• Plan amendment 

17 
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Jones Branch Connector 
Summary of Preliminary Design Efforts 

• Goals 

- Develop preliminary design for the Jones Branch 
Connector which will provide connection between 
Dolley Madison Blvd (Route 123) and Jones Branch 
Drive 

- Develop cross sections which are in accordance with 
urban design elements for Tysons and which will 
support multi-modal forms of transportation including 
transit, pedestrians, bicycles and vehicles 

111111 Tysons 

Jones Branch Connector 
Summary of Preliminary Design Efforts 

• Project Update 

- Conceptual layout developed 

- Preliminary design (30% level), environmental and 
traffic analyses efforts underway 

- Estimated completion of preliminary level design, 
environmental and traffic analyses efforts anticipated 
during Fall 2012 
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Jones Branch Connector 

111111 Tysons 

Operational Analysis 
of Dulles Toll Road 
Ramps to Tysons 
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111111 Tysons 

Preferred Options 
• Developed nine scenarios including providing 

upgrades to existing Route 7 and Spring Hill Road 
Interchanges 

• Improvements to existing Route 7 and Spring Hill 
Road Interchanges were not cost effective based on 
the minimal capacity added 

• Compared three preferred alternatives against the 
"No Build" Alternative . 

• Measured the Network Performance of each 
preferred option and compared traffic operations 

111111 Tysons 
Preferred Options 
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111111 Tysons 
Preferred Options 

ltllll Tysons 
Preferred Options 

Preferred Option 3- Boone Boulevard, Greensboro Drive, Jones Branch 

13 



111111 Tysons 
Next Steps 

• Tysons Partnership Briefing 

• Public Information Meeting 

May 23, 2012 

May 31, 2012 

• Evaluate Impacts Summer 2012 

• Second Public Information Meeting Fall 2012 

• Study Completion Winter 2012 

111111 Tysons 

Tysons Corner 
Interim Parking 
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Tysons Committee Working Assumptions on Transportation Responsibility 

The Tysons Committee of the Planning Commission has been working since May, 2011 to 

develop recommendations for funding transportation improvements in Tysons. To that end, 

the Committee has developed four categories oftransportation projects and working 

assumptions about the construction or funding responsibility for each ofthose categories. 

They are: 

1. Grid of Streets 

Purpose: The urban street network described in the Comprehensive Plan is needed to 

provide convenient connections within Tysons, distribute traffic efficiently, and enhance 

the quality through the use of complete streets. 

Location: Within the Tysons Corner Urban Center. 

Working Allocation: Primarily funded by landowners/developers. The Grid of Streets is 

expected to primarily be built through in-kind construction. The Tysons Corner Road 

Club is proposed to continue and raise revenue to fund the portion of the Grid of Streets 

not constructed through in-kind development. 

Primary Tysons Committee Discussion Dates: Sep. 22, 2011; Nov. 2, 2011; May 16, 2012 

2. Tysons-wide Transportation Improvements 

Purpose: The Tysons-wide Transportation Improvements are detailed on Table 7 of the 

Comprehensive Plan. These improvements are needed to achieve critical access and 

egress for Tysons. 

Location: Inside and outside ofthe Tysons Corner Urban Center. 

Working Allocation: The improvements were broken down into projects "inside Tysons" 

and projects "outside Tysons." Primary responsibility for those projects "inside Tysons" 

was assigned to landowners/developers. Primary responsibility for those projects 

"outside of Tysons" was assigned to others. The Others category includes funding 

sources to include state, federal, regional, County, parking districts, tolls and users fees. 

Primary Tysons Committee Discussion Dates: Sep. 22, 2011; Nov. 16, 2011; Jan. 19, 

2012;Jan. 25,2012 

Additional Discussion Item: How should the landowners/developer component be 

allocated? Options discussed were on a Tysons-wide basis, those seeking 

entitlements, or to a combination of the two. 
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3. Transit Services 

Purpose: To leverage the investment in the Silver Line Metrorail and support expected 

growth within Tysons, public transportation must serve an increasingly higher 

percentage of trips to and within Tysons. 

Location: Inside and outside of the Tysons Corner Urban Center. 

Working Allocation: Primarily funded by Others, as defined above. Supporting and 

operating a transit system has traditionally been paid for by public funding. 

Primary Tysons Committee Discussion Dates: Sep. 22, 2011; Nov. 16, 2011; Jan. 19, 

2012;Jan.25,2012 

4. Neighborhood and Access Improvements 

Purpose: To improve traffic intersections adjacent to Tysons and improve and enhance 

the safety of pedestrian and bicycle access within Tysons. 

Location: Inside and outside ofthe Tysons Corner Urban Center. 

Working Allocation: Primarily funded by Others, as defined above. Sidewalk, trait and 

spot intersection improvements not associated with a particular development have 

traditionally been paid for by public funding. 

Primary Tysons Committee Discussion Dates: Sep. 22, 2011; Nov. 2, 2011 
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