Planning Commission Meeting
February 13, 2008
Verbatim Excerpt

S07-CW-4CP - STREAM PROTECTION

Decision Only During Commission Matters
(Public Hearing held on January 16, 2008)

Commissioner Alcorn: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, we had several weeks ago a
public hearing on a proposed Stream Protection Plan Amendment that was S07-CW-4CP. That
amendment, or proposed Plan amendment, was the culmination of about two years of work off
and on by the Planning Commission Environment Committee working closely with County staff
and with EQAC, our partners on the Environment Committee. And out of those discussions
came a proposal that I’m happy to say | think is ready for movement tonight. Last week the
Commission received a copy of some modifications to the proposed language, as presented in the
staff report. Hopefully, everyone has had a chance to take a look at that and is okay. We’ve had
a good discussion on a number of things and at this point, I’ll entertain any questions or any
discussions about that document.

Commissioner de la Fe: Mr. Chairman?
Chairman Murphy: Yes, Mr. de la Fe.

Commissioner de la Fe: Just one question. We received a letter by e-mail from the Park
Authority with comments and looking at them and looking at the changes, they seem to
incorporate those, or at least take care of what their concerns seem to be. 1’d just want to be - -
you know - - ask whether that is a correct assumption.

Noel Kaplan: Noel Kaplan, Department of Planning and Zoning. | think to some extent. I think
- - we reviewed those comments carefully. We talked to the staff. We put those together and
explained what some of our thinking was in our recommendation. Some of their comments |
think were misunderstanding what we were doing and were suggesting there were some really
serious mapping issues when we don’t think there were. There was some confusion over policy
versus regulation and we clarified that. I think, by and large, the sense I get from talking to the
Park Authority staff is that they’re comfortable with the approach we’re taking, particularly with
the change that has been suggested this evening to kind of shift the location of that policy
language to a different place under Objective 2 in the Environment Section of the Plan.

Commissioner de la Fe: Thank you.
Commissioner Alcorn: Mr. Chairman?
Chairman Murphy: Yes, Mr. Alcorn.

Commissioner Alcorn: Thank you. | appreciate that follow-up. 1’d also want to point out we
have had communications and received input not just from the Park Authority, but also a number
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of folks both during the public hearing and afterwards, including EQAC; the Great Falls Citizens
Association; McLean Citizens Association; Mike Rolband, of course; the Fairfax County Tree
Commission; the Mount Vernon Council of Citizens’ Associations; the Western Fairfax
[County] Council of (sic) Citizens Association; the Citizens’ Committee on Land Use and
Transportation. And, | want to take this opportunity to thank all of them for their input on this,
as well as the Park Authority. Most of the input was very helpful and led us to look at this
proposed Policy Plan amendment from a number of different perspectives. And after all that, the
memo that was distributed last week and then tonight, it is also contained in a memo dated
February 13", this is what we’ve come up with. | would point out the only change from the
language that we saw last week to what we have in front of us tonight is the location of the text.
So, it now goes as Policy L, where previously I believe it was K. Is that correct, Mr. Kaplan?

Mr. Kaplan: It was one of the bullet points under Policy K and now it’s a stand-alone Policy L.
Commissioner Alcorn: Yes. So, thank you to Sally Ormshy for that suggestion in particular.
And if there are no other questions, I think at this point I’m comfortable in moving forward with
this proposed change to the Policy Plan, with the understanding that there may be in the future
some additional regulatory items come back through this Commission to further implement this
policy. So with that, Mr. Chairman, | MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT OPTION 1 OF
AMENDMENT S07-CW-4CP, AS SET FORTH IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED,
“PROPOSED STREAM PROTECTION PLAN AMENDMENT S07-CW-4CP, PLANNING
COMMISSION, FEBRUARY 13, 2008,” THAT WAS CIRCULATED THIS EVENING.
Commissioners Lawrence, de la Fe, and Hart: Second.

Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lawrence, Mr. de la Fe, Mr. Hart. All those in favor of the
motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it adopt the Out-of-Turn Plan Amendment
S07-CW-4CP, an adoption of - - what did you call it - - one?

Commissioner Hart: Option 1.

Chairman Murphy: Option 1.

Commissioner Alcorn: Option 1.

Chairman Murphy: Say aye.

Commissioners: Aye.

Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries.

Commissioner Alcorn: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Chairman Murphy: Thank you very much.

Commissioner Alcorn: One more thing. | further MOVE THAT IF IT’S THE BOARD
INTENT TO PURSUE OPTION 2 FOR THIS AMENDMENT, which is a close second to
Option 1, THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS ADOPT THIS OPTION, AS PRESENTED IN THE DOCUMENT
REFERENCED IN MY PREVIOUS MOTION.

Commissioners Hart and Lawrence: Second.

Chairman Murphy: Seconded my Mr. Hart and Mr. Lawrence. Is there a discussion of that
motion? All those in favor of the motion, say aye.

Commissioners: Aye.

Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries.

Commissioner Alcorn: Mr. Chairman, I can’t pass this opportunity to say “thank you” to Noel
Kaplan for his extensive work on this and many other of our Plan amendments that we see and
particularly for your patience in dealing not just with all the folks that I’ve mentioned and all of

us asking you questions, but particularly with me. Thank you, Noel.

Chairman Murphy: Noel always does extensive work and he always has a lot of patience.
Thank you, Noel. | appreciate it.

Mr. Kaplan: Thank you.

I

(The motions carried unanimously with Commissioners Flanagan and Harsel absent from the
meeting.)
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