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MINUTES OF 
FAIRFAX COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

THURSDAY, APRIL 19, 2007 
                             

              
PRESENT: Walter L. Alcorn, Commissioner At-Large 
 Frank A. de la Fe, Hunter Mill District 
 Earl L. Flanagan, Mount Vernon District  
 Janet R. Hall, Mason District 
 James R. Hart, Commissioner At-Large 
 Nancy Hopkins, Dranesville District 
 Kenneth A. Lawrence, Providence District 

Rodney L. Lusk, Lee District 
 Timothy J. Sargeant, Commissioner At-Large 
 
ABSENT: Suzanne F. Harsel, Braddock District 
 Ronald W. Koch, Sully District 
 Peter F. Murphy, Jr., Springfield District 
   
// 
 
The meeting was called to order at 8:26 p.m. by Vice Chairman Walter L. Alcorn, in the Board 
Auditorium of the Fairfax County Government Center at 12000 Government Center Parkway, 
Fairfax, Virginia 22035. 
 
// 
 
COMMISSION MATTERS 
 
Commissioner Lawrence MOVED THAT THE DECISION ONLY ON RZ 2006-PR-029, 
CEDAR LANE DEVELOPMENT LLC, BE FURTHER DEFERRED TO A DATE CERTAIN 
OF MAY 16, 2007, WITH THE RECORD TO REMAIN OPEN FOR WRITTEN COMMENT. 
 
Commissioner Lusk seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 
Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
 
Commissioner Lawrence MOVED THAT THE DECISION ONLY ON RZ 2006-PR-027 AND  
FDP 2006-PR-027, TCR MIDATLANTIC PROPERTIES, INC., FAIRFAX RIDGE 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, AND FAIRFAX RIDGE CONDOMINIUM UNIT OWNERS 
ASSOCIATION, AND SEA 00-P-050, TCR MIDATLANTIC PROPERTIES, INC., BE 
FURTHER DEFERRED TO A DATE CERTAIN OF MAY 24, 2007, WITH THE RECORD 
TO REMAIN OPEN FOR WRITTEN COMMENT. 
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Commissioner Lusk seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 
Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
 
Commissioner Hart noted that the Planning Commission’s Environment Committee had met 
earlier this evening to receive a presentation on the Energy Star program for both commercial 
and residential buildings.  He announced that the Committee would host a field trip at 10:00 a.m. 
on Saturday, April 28, 2007, to allow interested Commissioners, staff members, and citizens to 
tour the Wetland Studies and Solutions, Inc.’s “green” building in Gainesville, Virginia.  
Commissioner Hart asked that Commissioners who planned to attend RSVP to Barbara Lippa, 
Executive Director, Planning Commission Office.  He noted that the Environment Committee 
would also meet on Thursday, May 16, 2007, at 7:30 p.m. in the Board Conference Room, to 
receive a presentation on “green” building programs from representatives of the Northern 
Virginia Building Industry Association.   
 
// 
 
Commissioner de la Fe announced that the Planning Commission’s Transportation Committee 
would meet on Thursday April 26, 2007, at 7:30 p.m. in the Board Auditorium, to review the 
final draft of the advertisement for a public hearing on Phase II of the Transportation Area Plans 
technical corrections, which would bring the Area Plans in conformance with the previously 
approved revisions to the Policy Plan and Transportation Map. 
 
// 
 
PUBLIC FACILITIES MANUAL AMENDMENTS (VDOT MANUAL CHANGE) (Decision 
Only) (The public hearing on these proposed amendments was held on March 29, 2007.  A 
complete verbatim transcript of the decision made is included in the date file.) 
 
Commissioner Hart MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPTION OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO 
THE PUBLIC FACILITIES MANUAL, WHICH ADDRESS REVISIONS TO APPENDIX B 
OF THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ROAD DESIGN MANUAL, 
AS SET FORTH IN THE STAFF REPORT DATED JANUARY 8, 2007, AND AS AMENDED 
WITH THE CHANGES TO SECTION 7-0406.14 F, AS SET FORTH IN JUDITH 
CRONAUER’S MEMORANDUM OF APRIL 13, 2007. 
 
Commissioner Flanagan seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 7-0-2 with 
Commissioners Hall and Hopkins abstaining; Commissioners Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent 
from the meeting. 
 
// 
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FS-V06-122 - CLEARWIRE US, LLC, 6677 Richmond Highway 
 
Commissioner Flanagan MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION CONCUR WITH 
THE STAFF DETERMINATION THAT FS-V06-122, IS SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD 
WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, AND SHOULD 
BE CONSIDERED A “FEATURE SHOWN” PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE SECTION 
15.2-2232, AS AMENDED. 
 
Commissioner Hall seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 
Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
 
HIGH-RISE AFFORDABILITY PANEL RECOMMENDATIONS ON 
AFFORDABLE/WORKFORCE HOUSING 
 
Commissioner Lusk MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION ENDORSE THE 
CONCEPTS OF WORKFORCE HOUSING INITIATIVES TARGETED TO MODERATE 
INCOME HOUSEHOLDS MAKING UP TO 120 PERCENT OF THE AREA MEDIAN 
INCOME AND REQUEST THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNDERTAKE THREE 
ITEMS:   
 

1) AUTHORIZE APPROPRIATE AMENDMENTS TO THE COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN AS THE INITIAL STEP IN CONSIDERING RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF THE HIGH-RISE AFFORDABILITY PANEL;  

 
2) ASK THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING TO CONSULT 

WITH THE COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE PRIOR TO ADVERTISING 
ANY PLAN AMENDMENTS TO ENSURE MAXIMUM FLEXIBILITY; AND 

 
3) ADD TO THE PRIORITY ONE ITEMS ON THE ZONING ORDINANCE 

AMENDMENT WORK PROGRAM ANY NECESSARY AMENDMENTS TO 
ADMINISTER THE PROFFERED WORKFORCE HOUSING  UNITS, AND 
TO CONSIDER ALLOWING AFFORDABLE AND WORKFORCE  HOUSING 
IN COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, AND MIXED-USE ZONING DISTRICTS. 

 
Commissioners Sargeant and de la Fe seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 
Commissioners Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
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ORDER OF THE AGENDA 
 
In the absence of Secretary Harsel, Vice Chairman Alcorn established the following order of the 
agenda: 
 

1. ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT (P-DISTRICT RECREATION FEES) - 
FAIRFAX COUNTY PARK AUTHORITY 

2. PCA 1998-DR-049-04/FDPA 1998-DR-049-04 - HAMPSTEAD VILLAGE LLC 
3. PCA 2004-DR-023-02 - OAKCREST SCHOOL 

SEA 00-D-006-03 - OAKCREST SCHOOL 
4. CHESAPEAKE BAY PRESERVATION ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS 

 
This order was accepted without objection. 
 
// 
 

ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT (P-DISTRICT 
RECREATION FEES) - FAIRFAX COUNTY PARK AUTHORITY - 
To amend Chapter 112 (the Zoning Ordinance) of the 1976 Code of 
the County of Fairfax, as follows:  The amendment proposes to 
increase the minimum expenditure per dwelling unit for recreational 
facilities required in the PDH Planned Development Housing District 
(Par. 2 of Sect. 6-110), PDC Planned Development Commercial 
District (Par. 2 of Sect. 6-209), and PRM Planned Residential Mixed 
Use District (Par. 2 of Sect. 6-409) from $955 to $1500.  
COUNTYWIDE.  PUBLIC HEARING. 

 
Andrea Dorlester, Park Planning Branch, Fairfax County Park Authority (FCPA), presented the 
staff report, a copy of which is in the date file.  She noted that staff recommended approval of the 
proposed Zoning Ordinance Amendment. 
 
Commissioner Hart indicated that the Planning Commission had received a letter dated April 19, 
2007, from Lynne Strobel, Esquire, with Walsh, Colucci, Lubeley, Emrich & Walsh, PC, 
requesting the preservation of the existing recreational facility expenditure amount per dwelling 
unit for rezoning applications that had already been submitted and accepted by the Department of 
Planning and Zoning (DPZ).  (A copy of the letter is in the date file.)  He inquired as to the 
number of pending rezoning applications in a Planned Development District (P-District) that 
contained a residential component and the number of proposed dwelling units.  Ms. Dorlester 
replied that staff would provide him with this information. 
 
In response to a question from Commissioner de la Fe, Lorrie Kirst, Zoning Administration 
Division, DPZ, explained that although the majority of the recreational facilities were provided 
on-site by the developer, a contribution to FCPA could be made instead. 
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Responding to another question from Commissioner de la Fe, Ms. Dorlester stated that the 
proposed amendment sought to only increase the required per dwelling unit recreational facilities 
fee expenditure to $1,500 in the P-Districts; however, an applicant could proffer an additional 
contribution amount to FCPA to help offset impacts.   
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Hart, Ms. Dorlester noted that recreational 
facilities were typically built on homeowners association property in P-Districts, but in some 
cases developers had created open space to build recreational facilities and then dedicated the 
property to FCPA.  She said FCPA staff would collaborate with developers to ensure that the 
recreational facilities met FCPA standards before the property was dedicated. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn called for speakers from the audience, but received no response.  There 
were no further comments or questions from the Commission and staff had no closing remarks; 
therefore, he closed the public hearing and recognized Commissioner Hart for action on this 
item.  (A verbatim excerpt is in the date file.) 
 
// 
 
Commissioner Hart MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION DEFER THE 
DECISION ON THE PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT RECREATIONAL 
FACILITIES ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT UNTIL A DATE CERTAIN OF APRIL 
26, 2007, WITH THE RECORD REMAINING OPEN FOR WRITTEN AND ELECTRONIC 
COMMENTS. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 
Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
 

PCA 1998-DR-049-04/FDPA 1998-DR-049-04 - HAMPSTEAD 
VILLAGE LLC - Appls. to amend the proffers, conceptual and final 
development plans for RZ 1998-DR-049 previously approved for 
residential development at a density of 5.92 dwelling units per acre 
(du/ac) to permit the re-subdivision of a single lot into 2 lots (Lots 8A 
and 9A) as originally approved pursuant to RZ 1998-DR-049 resulting 
in an overall density of 5.96 dwelling units per acre (du/ac).  Located 
on the S. side of Addington Dr. and E. of Evans Farm Dr. on approx. 
15,648 sq. ft. of land zoned PDH-5.  Comp. Plan Rec:  3-4 and 5-8 
du/ac.  Tax Map 30-1 ((30)) 8A and 9A.  DRANESVILLE DISTRICT.  
PUBLIC HEARING.  

 
Lori Greenlief, with McGuire Woods LLP, reaffirmed the affidavit dated April 10, 2007.  Vice 
Chairman Alcorn disclosed that his brother was married to Kathryn MacLane, who was listed in  
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the affidavit, but he indicated that there was no financial relationship and it would not affect his 
ability to participate in this case. 
 
Commissioner Hopkins asked that Vice Chairman Alcorn ascertain whether there were any 
speakers for these applications.  There being none, she asked that presentations by staff and the 
applicant be waived and the public hearing closed.  No objections were expressed; therefore, 
Vice Chairman Alcorn closed the public hearing and recognized Commissioner Hopkins for 
action on this case.  (A verbatim excerpt is in the date file.) 
 
// 
 
Commissioner Hopkins MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL OF PCA 1998-DR-049-04, SUBJECT TO 
THE PROFFERS DATED APRIL 3, 2007. 
 
Commissioners Lusk and de la Fe seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 
Commissioners Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
Commissioner Hopkins MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVE  
FDPA 1998-DR-049-04, SUBJECT TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ APPROVAL OF 
THE PCA AND THE ASSOCIATED CONCEPTUAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN. 
 
Commissioner Lusk seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 
Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
 

PCA 2004-DR-023-02 - OAKCREST SCHOOL - Appl. to amend the 
proffers for PCA 2004-DR-023 previously approved for a private 
school of general education to permit modifications to the approved 
proffers with an overall Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of 0.11.  Located in 
the N.W. quadrant of the intersection of Georgetown Pk. and Balls Hill 
Rd. on approx. 5.46 ac. of land zoned R-1.  Comp. Plan Rec:  1-2 
du/ac.  Tax Map 21-3 ((1)) 56A.  (Concurrent with SEA 00-D-006-03.)  
DRANESVILLE DISTRICT.   
 
SEA 00-D-006-03 - OAKCREST SCHOOL - Appl. under Sect. 3-104 
of the Zoning Ordinance to amend SE 00-D-006 previously approved 
for a private school of general education to decrease the amount of 
provided parking, to permit outdoor sports courts, to permit a 10-foot 
high fence to be located around the outdoor sports courts per Sect. 9-
624 of the Zoning Ordinance, to permit existing temporary trailers to 
remain longer, to permit summer activities, to modify the equipment 
for a traffic marshal, to increase the opportunities to lease the facility,  
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to reduce the SEA land area, and to permit associated modifications to 
site design and development conditions.  Located at 850 Balls Hill Rd. 
on approx. 5.46 ac. of land zoned R-1.  Tax Map 21-3 ((1)) 56A.  
(Concurrent with PCA 2004-DR-023-02.)  DRANESVILLE 
DISTRICT.  JOINT PUBLIC HEARING. 

 
Gregory Riegle, Esquire, with McGuire Woods LLP, reaffirmed the affidavit dated March 29, 
2007.  There were no disclosures by Commission members. 
 
Cathy Lewis, Zoning Evaluation Division, Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ), presented 
the staff report, a copy of which is in the date file.  She noted that staff recommended approval of 
the applications. 
 
In response to questions from Commissioner Hart, Ms. Lewis explained that the applicant sought 
to eliminate the front yard along Georgetown Pike and create an outlot to allow the existing 
sports courts to be located within the front yard and to also convert the excess parking spaces 
located farthest away from the school building into future sports courts.  She indicated that the 
subject site currently abutted the Georgetown Pike right-of-way, which extended a significant 
distance from the roadway; therefore, the school and its facilities were not visible from 
Georgetown Pike.  She said that if the site was redeveloped for a different use, the outlot would 
no longer be valid and the front yard along Georgetown Pike would remain in effect.   
 
Responding to a question from Commissioner Sargeant, Ms. Lewis noted that fundraising events, 
school plays, musicals, and concerts would continue to be required to end by midnight.  She said 
residents of the neighboring communities had not voiced any objections to this requirement.   
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Lawrence, Ms. Lewis said staff had asked the 
applicant to examine other measures to mitigate the noise impact from the proposed outdoor 
recreation areas in addition to the existing Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) noise 
wall on the subject property. 
 
Mr. Riegle stated that the school offered limited outdoor activities due to the size and shape of 
the site and held sporting events off-site to prevent significant noise impacts. 
 
Responding to a question from Commissioner Lawrence, Mr. Riegle explained that the proposed 
outdoor recreation areas and open grassy areas would be located relatively close to the existing 
noise wall and would not support programmed activities. 
 
Continuing his presentation, Mr. Riegle indicated that the current hours of operation had 
remained consistent since the school’s opening.  He said the midnight restriction for school 
events would allow time for a reception and people to leave.  He noted that the majority of 
private schools with a student population greater than 100 did not impose restrictions on the 
number and/or hours of events.  He said the applicant had maintained a consistent, open dialogue 
with the residents of the adjacent communities and he was unaware of any community concerns  
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regarding the hours of operation.  Mr. Riegle described the history of the property.  He explained 
that the proposal sought to eliminate some of the excess parking on the site, convert it to green 
space, and reduce the ambient parking lot lighting so that it would be more complementary to the 
surrounding residential character.  He stated that the proposal would allow the school to be a 
contributing member of the community by providing summer camp and summer school activities 
on-site and increasing the leasing of its facilities to community organizations.  He pointed out 
that the applicant had multiple meetings with the community to review the proposal, 
development conditions, and restrictions, which had been supported by a clear majority of the 
residents and reviewed and endorsed by the McLean Citizens Association.   
 
In response to questions from Commissioner Hopkins, Mr. Riegle stated that the lights inside the 
school building were turned off at night.  He noted that Development Condition Number 13 
required that parking lot lighting be extinguished no later than 10:00 p.m. daily, with the 
exception of evening school activities.  He explained that the applicant had submitted a request 
to Dominion Power to address the mitigation of the impact from its lighting within the VDOT 
right-of-way on the adjacent residential properties.  Mr. Riegle said Dominion would examine 
ways to shield its lighting to reduce glare and the applicant would verify that this issue had been 
addressed.  He indicated that previously-approved Development Condition Number 15 
prohibited trash removal before 7:00 a.m., as required by the County Code; however, the trash 
company had repeatedly violated this requirement.  He stated that the applicant had asked 
assistance from Dranesville District Supervisor Joan DuBois’ Office to initiate additional 
enforcement measures and said the applicant would continue to work to resolve this problem.  
He explained that the trash dumpster was screened from view by a masonry wall, regularly 
cleaned and maintained with trash removed twice a week, and noted the absence of rats.  
Commissioner Hopkins reported that Supervisor DuBois’ Office had sent a Health Department 
representative to visit the site, who also had not discovered any evidence of rats. 
 
Responding to a question from Commissioner Sargeant, Mr. Riegle explained that Development 
Condition Number 8 stipulated that for events that had more than 50 people in attendance, the 
applicant would be required to provide a traffic marshal to direct and control traffic during the 
arrival and departure periods to prevent attendees from parking on the adjacent residential 
streets.   
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn called the first listed speaker and recited the rules for public testimony. 
 
Cathie Jackson, 7109 Benjamin Street, McLean, said that the school’s principal and staff 
members had failed to address her concerns about trash being picked up in the early morning 
hours and trash blowing onto her property.  She recommended that the school’s dumpster be 
moved near the sound wall and the traffic light at Georgetown Pike so it would be away from the 
residential area.  Ms. Jackson also expressed concern that the trash removal problems would 
increase if the school offered summer camps.  She presented photographs showing that the lights 
inside the school were not turned off at night and suggested that either the lights be turned off at 
night or blinds be put up on the windows. 
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In response to questions from Commissioner Hart, Ms. Lewis stated that the trash company 
could have its business license revoked if it continued to pick up trash before 7:00 a.m., which 
would be more effective than the Zoning Enforcement Branch filing a court order.  She noted 
that Supervisor DuBois’ Office had been investigating this matter.  She said that staff would add 
language to Development Condition Number 15 that required a school employee to monitor the 
dumpster area and pick up trash that had been missed during removal. 
 
Commissioner Hall recommended that Ms. Jackson meet with Mr. Riegle to include a condition 
that required the applicant to provide a point of contact for nearby residents to express their 
concerns.   
 
There being no more speakers, Vice Chairman Alcorn called for a rebuttal statement from  
Mr. Riegle. 
 
Mr. Riegle stated that the applicant would comply with the development condition regulating 
trash pick-up and would continue to work on resolving this issue.  He noted that if the dumpster 
was relocated, the trash truck would compete with other activities in the parking lot.  He said the 
applicant agreed to include a condition that required a point of contact and would meet with  
Ms. Jackson to address her concerns. 
 
Responding to a question from Commissioner Hopkins, Mr. Riegle said the applicant agreed to 
the additional language in Development Condition 15 regarding the trash dumpster. 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn requested that staff verify if the development condition regulating trash 
removal would be enforceable by Fairfax County police.  Ms. Lewis agreed to this request.  She 
suggested that the County also threaten to revoke the trash company’s business license. 
 
There were no further comments or questions from the Commission and staff had no closing 
remarks; therefore, Vice Chairman Alcorn closed the public hearing and recognized 
Commissioner Hopkins for action on this item.  (A verbatim excerpt is in the date file.) 
 
// 
 
Commissioner Hopkins MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION DEFER THE 
DECISION ONLY ON PCA 2004-DR-023-2 AND SEA 00-D-006-3, TO A DATE CERTAIN 
OF APRIL 26, 2007, WITH THE RECORD REMAINING OPEN FOR WRITTEN AND 
ELECTRONIC COMMENTS. 
 
Commissioner Hart seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 
Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
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Vice Chairman Alcorn indicated that he would handle the next case; therefore, he relinquished 
the Chair to Parliamentarian de la Fe. 
 
// 
 

CHESAPEAKE BAY PRESERVATION ORDINANCE 
AMENDMENTS - To amend Chapter 118 (Chesapeake Bay 
Preservation Ordinance) of The Code of the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia (County Code).  The proposed amendments address issues 
related to: consistency with the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area 
Designation and Management Regulations (9 VAC 10-20 et seq.).  The 
proposed amendments include the following provisions: 1) Require 
that plans for nonexempt roads or driveways in Resource Protection 
Areas (RPAs) be reviewed in conjunction with a site plan, subdivision 
plan, or other plan of development approval; 2) List land disturbance 
in an RPA as an activity requiring a Water Quality Impact Assessment 
(WQIA); 3) List all of the required conditions for public utilities, 
railroads, public roads and facilities exemptions; 4) Delete storm 
sewers from the list of exempt facilities; 5) Add a cross-reference in § 
118-6-9 to the minimum required findings in § 118-6-6; 6) Permit 
WQIAs for allowed uses in RPAs to be submitted as part of site plans, 
subdivision plans, and grading plans; and 7) Increase the required 
number of plats to be submitted with exception requests requiring a 
public hearing from 10 to 14.  COUNTYWIDE.  PUBLIC HEARING. 

 
John Friedman, Code Analysis Division, Department of Public Works and Environmental 
Services, presented the staff report, a copy of which is in the date file.  He noted that staff 
recommended approval of the proposed Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance Amendments. 
 
Parliamentarian de la Fe called the first listed speaker. 
 
Michael Rolband, with Wetland Studies and Solutions, Inc., expressed opposition to the 
proposed amendments because they were illogical and wasteful.  He suggested that staff send a 
letter to the State government inquiring about the justification for the changes to the Chesapeake 
Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulations.  He further suggested that the 
Planning Commission make the necessary updates to the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Maps a 
priority. 
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Hall, Mr. Friedman stated that in 2005 and 2006, 
the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation, Division of Chesapeake Bay Local 
Assistance, had conducted a compliance evaluation of Fairfax County’s local program for 
consistency with the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act.  He explained that the Chesapeake Bay 
Local Assistance Board had reviewed the evaluation and adopted a resolution that noted some 
minor inconsistencies between the language in the County’s Chesapeake Bay Preservation 
Ordinance and the language in the State regulations that needed to be addressed for the County’s  
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Ordinance to be fully consistent with the State regulations.  He said if the County did not make 
the necessary changes to the Ordinance to address these inconsistencies by September 30, 2007, 
the State would find the County noncompliant. 
 
Responding to a question from Commissioner Hart, Mr. Friedman explained that the resolution 
that had been recommended by the Planning Commission and adopted by the Board of 
Supervisors had directed staff to establish a process for updating the Chesapeake Bay 
Preservation Areas map to include more detailed information on the delineation of Resource 
Protection Area boundaries and further refinement by detailed field studies.  He indicated that 
staff planned to give a presentation to the Board’s Environmental Committee that would detail 
the process and associated costs.  
 
There were no further speakers and comments or questions from the Commission and staff had 
no closing remarks; therefore, Parliamentarian de la Fe closed the public hearing and recognized 
Commissioner Alcorn for action on this item.  (A verbatim excerpt is in the date file.) 
 
// 
 
Commissioner Alcorn MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPTION OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO 
THE CHESAPEAKE BAY PRESERVATION ORDINANCE, AS CONTAINED IN THE 
STAFF REPORT DATED MARCH 12, 2007. 
 
Commissioners Lawrence and Hall seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 
Commissioners Harsel, Koch, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 
 
// 
 
Vice Chairman Alcorn resumed the Chair and adjourned the meeting. 
 
// 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:51 p.m. 
Peter F. Murphy, Jr., Chairman 
Suzanne F. Harsel, Secretary 
 
Audio and video recordings of this meeting are available at the Planning Commission Office, 
12000 Government Center Parkway, Suite 330, Fairfax, Virginia 22035. 

 
Minutes by:  Kara A. DeArrastia 
Approved:  November 20, 2008    
 

       
Linda B. Rodeffer, Clerk to the 

     Fairfax County Planning Commission 


