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February 26, 2021 
Revised: August 15, 2022 

Mr. Josh Wilson & Mrs. Jazmin Wilson 
1008 Springvale Road 
Great Falls, VA 22066 

TNT Project #: 2100 

Reference: Major Water Quality Impact Assessment (WQIA) and Exception Request Submission, 
1008 Springvale Rd, Fairfax County, Virginia 
Latitude: 38o 59’ 23” N, Longitude: 77o 18’ 55” W 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Wilson: 

TNT Environmental, Inc. (TNT) is pleased to present this Major Water Quality Impact Assessment 
(WQIA) report for the above‐referenced project in general accordance with TNT Proposal Number 
2917 dated September 9, 2020. The purpose of the WQIA is to ensure protection of the Resource 
Protection Areas consistent with the goals, objects, and requirements of Chapter 118, Article 4 of the 
Fairfax County Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance through (1) the identification of the impacts 
of proposed development or redevelopment on water quality on lands within RPAs, (2) the assurance 
that, where development or redevelopment does take place within RPAs, that it will be located on 
those portions of a site in a manner that will be least disruptive to the natural functions of RPAs; and 
(3) the requirement of mitigation measures which will address water quality protection. 

PROJECT SITE DESCRIPTION 

The project site is approximately 0.92 acres situated west of Springvale Road in Fairfax County, Virginia 
(Appendix I: Figure 1‐ Project Location Map). The project site is further identified by physical address 
1008 Springvale Road and Fairfax County Map #: 0121‐08B‐0004A2. The project site is improved with 
an existing single‐family residence and sport court. The terrain of the project site consists of gently 
sloping land and is within the Difficult Run drainage basin (Appendix I: Figure 2‐ USGS Topographic 
Map). 

There is a Fairfax County Notice of Violation (Case #: 202003667) associated with the sport court 
improvement onsite. 

SECONDARY INFORMATION REVIEW 

Secondary information entails the background research and review of recorded data and/or mapping 
associated with the project site. Resources reviewed include but are not limited to the following: 

 U. S. Geological Survey (USGS) Topographic Map, Vienna Quadrangle, 2019 
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 U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Online Mapper, 
https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html 

 Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), Electronic Field Office Technical Guide, 
Fairfax County Soils, https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx 

 Available aerial photography and GIS data 

The USGS Vienna (2019) quadrangle map shows elevations of approximately 310 feet above mean sea 
level (MSL) in the western portion of the site and approximately 330 feet above MSL in the eastern 
portions. As shown on the USGS Map, the project site drains to Difficult Run, located within the 
Middle Potomac‐Anacostia‐Occoquan watershed and identified as Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) 
02070008. The NWI map does not depict wetland features within the project site boundaries. 

The soil survey indicates that the site is underlain primarily by Wheaton‐Sumerduck complex (108B) 
and Wheaton‐Glenelg complex (105B/105C), none of which are classified by the NRCS as hydric. 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Per Fairfax County Technical Bulletin Number 20‐02 dated January 22, 2020, a Major WQIA submittal 
is required if any of the following criteria apply: 

 Land disturbance in the RPA exceeds 2,500 square feet; or 
 Any disturbance in the 50 seaward feet of the RPA buffer; or 
 Any disturbance of wetlands or streams; or 
 Additional proposed impervious area in the RPA greater than 256 square feet, and total RPA 

impervious surface no more than 1,000 cumulative square feet; or 
 Any RPA disturbance that does not qualify for a Minor WQIA. 

This project site requires a Major WQIA because it proposes greater than 256 square feet of 
impervious surface in the RPA. Additionally, per TNT’s discussions with Fairfax County, the project will 
need an exception request to be filed under Section 118‐6. All required information is provided below 
and is referenced on the enclosed Water Quality Impact Assessment Application. 

The project site was first improved and purchased by the applicants in 2011. Development onsite was 
approved per 7996‐INF‐002‐1 dated November 1, 2010. The RPA utilized in this submission is the site‐
specific RPA approved in 2010 INF submission, as discussed with Fairfax County. The existing sport 
court located within the RPA boundary was finished in May 2015 and the additional walkways and 
drainage ditch shown on aerial imagery were added to the site in September 2015. Approximately 
half of the sport court is located offsite on adjacent HOA property and the majority of the court is 
located within the RPA. The drainage ditch is located within a stormwater drainage easement and is 
comprised of river rock. The drainage ditch was added due to the consistent flooding that affected 
the house and property owners. There is a Fairfax County Notice of Violation (Case #: 202003667) 
associated with the sport court improvement. This application addresses the violation and mitigates 
for the RPA encroachment. 

https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html
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Additionally, per direction of Fairfax County, this application includes the required information for 
Article 6 submission for an exception request under Section 118‐6‐9. 

REQUIRED INFORMATION FOR MAJOR WQIA 

Section 118‐4‐3 

The proposed project meets the criteria for the Major Water Quality Impact Assessment components 
as outlined in Section 118‐4‐3, the Fairfax County Technical Bulletin Number 20‐02 dated January 22, 
2020, and detailed below: 

a) Based on Fairfax County GIS, an unnamed north to south trending perennial stream is located 
offsite to the west of the property. A county‐mapped RPA boundary is identified onsite 
associated with offsite stream. Additionally, a floodplain easement is located onsite. 

Per correspondence with Fairfax County, the use of the site‐specific RPA shown on 7996‐
INF‐002‐1 is adequate for the purposes of this WQIA. 

b) The project site contains nearly level land that slopes gently towards the offsite stream 
located to the west of the property. Due to the lack of wetlands onsite, it is unlikely that the 
proposed project will encounter a high groundwater table as it is at a significantly higher 
elevation than the existing offsite stream. Please refer to the Secondary Information section 
above for additional information regarding the existing topography, soils, hydrology, and 
geology of the site. 

Per correspondence with Fairfax County, the use of the site‐specific RPA shown on 7996‐INF‐
002‐1 is adequate for the purposes of this WQIA. No wetlands are located onsite or proposed 
to be impacted; therefore, no wetland permits are required for the project. The onsite 
activities are also not expected to disrupt existing surface hydrology, or significantly alter the 
natural flow regime to receiving waterbodies. The majority of surface water leaves the site 
along the northern property boundary within the stormwater drainage easement. 

The vegetation located onsite consists of maintained lawn and a few landscaped trees. The 
location of onsite trees can be clearly seen in the most recent County aerial imagery. This 
imagery has been included in the application. It should be noted that prior to the violation, 
seven healthy trees and one dead/fallen tree located within the RPA were removed from the 
site and the offsite HOA property. Mitigation for this unauthorized tree removal is discussed 
in section 118‐4‐3(e) below. The portion of disturbance within the RPA will only consist of 
removing maintained grassland in order to plant the proposed trees and shrubs for mitigation 
and to remove a portion of the sport court and re‐sod the disturbed area. No fill material will 
be placed onsite or brought onsite from an offsite source. 

c) This application proposes the removal of an offsite portion of sport court, re‐sodding of the 
disturbed area, and revegetation as a form of mitigation. The proposed improvements are the 
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minimum necessary to afford relief and the purpose of this WQIA is to provide mitigation for 
the RPA encroachment associated with the existing sport court. The removal of the offsite 
portion of sport court is required by the adjacent property owner. Additionally, the complete 
removal of the sport court and construction of a permeable court would create even more 
disturbance in the RPA and would defeat the purpose of this application. Due to the wet 
nature of the backyard, the applicants constructed the sport court to give their children a safe, 
dry place to play in the backyard. They desire to keep a small portion of the court for 
recreation as their children grow. The project site is encumbered by an onsite RPA (4,775 
square feet) and several easements (8,276 square feet) which total approximately 32.6% of 
the property. Additionally, there is an existing well and drainfield located onsite that restricts 
where the sport court can be located. 

Granting the exception will not confer any special privileges denied in similar situations. No 
more development is proposed than has been already been completed associated with the 
sport court. Additionally, it is customary in this area to have accessory structures located 
within the backyard. The court cannot be located in the front yard due to the presence of the 
existing drainfield. 

The proposed project is not a substantial detriment to water quality. The proposed mitigation 
of plantings and removal of impervious surface (portion of sport court) will increase the water 
quality leaving the site that ultimately flows to the offsite perennial stream. Please refer to 
Section 118‐4‐3(e), below, that discusses the proposed mitigation in the form of revegetation. 

This exception request is to redress conditions or circumstances that are self‐created or self‐
imposed. The applicant is proposing to remove some of the impervious cover and revegetate 
previously disturbed land within the RPA in response to a NOV. The applicant will not be 
adding additional impervious surfaces beyond what exists today. It is understood by TNT and 
the applicant that a requirement of a Major WQIA is that circumstances are not self‐created 
or self‐imposed; however, this WQIA and exception request are being submitted in response 
to a NOV and the mitigation efforts are required by the County and adjacent property owner. 

d) There are no wetlands, contiguous or otherwise, contained within the site‐specific RPA or 
located onsite. No encroachment or disturbance to wetlands or other waters is proposed. Due 
to the lack of wetlands onsite, no wetland permits are required for the project. 

e) The proposed conditions cited in this WQIA show an increase in impervious surface 
(approximately 69%) from the approved 2010 conditions. This is due to the addition of a sport 
court within the RPA and concrete walkways outside of the RPA, both constructed in 2015. 
However, with the removal of a portion of the sport court, there will be a decrease in 
impervious surface from the current, existing conditions (approximately 791 square feet). 
Please refer to the calculations table found on the site drawing in Appendix IV for specifics 
regarding the proposed changes in impervious cover onsite. 
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Though Best Management Practices are not required to meet the requirements of Chapter 
124 of the County code (the land disturbance is less than 2,500 square feet and is exempt per 
124‐1‐7.4), the proposed revegetation will offset the water quality detriment as 
demonstrated by the Virginia Runoff Reduction Computations (VRRM) and summarized below 
in Table 1. 

The VRRM spreadsheet, prepared by Land Design Consultants, Inc. (LDC), has been enclosed 
in Appendix V. The set of calculations enclosed in this report uses the areas of the sport court 
and revegetation only. By replacing existing areas of maintained/mowed lawn with trees, a 
greater amount of precipitation will be captured. Specifically, per the VRRM, by providing 
6,288 square feet (0.14 acres) reforestation within the RPA, the Total TP load will be reduced 
from the current pre‐development load. For these calculations, pre‐development pollutant 
loads from the site equals approximately 0.57 lbs/year. Post‐development pollutant loads 
equal approximately 0.32 lbs/year. This factors in the removal of impervious surface (portion 
of sport court) and the reforestation of maintained lawn. According to the VRRM, no further 
treatment is needed. The hydrogeological impacts on the site will be minimal as the sport 
court is so small relative to the property area. The addition of the sport court had a 
cumulatively small impact to the recharge and water cycle, and the impervious area being left 
behind in inconsequential to the impact on the water cycle. In addition, the proposed 
plantings will assist in water quality improvement. 

Table 1 – VRRM Spreadsheet Summary (Disturbed Area Only) 

Type of Land Cover Total (acres) Total % 

Pre‐Development Conditions 

Forest/Open 0 0% 

Managed Turf (existing yard) 0.1607 100% 

Impervious Cover 0 0% 

Total 0.1607 100% 

Post‐Development Conditions 
Forest/Open (proposed conversion from 

turf to forest) 
0.1444 89.8569% 

Managed Turf (area to remain as turf) 0 0% 

Impervious Cover 0.0163 10.1431% 

Total 0.0880 100% 

This project will mitigate the existing RPA encroachment through RPA plantings as detailed in 
this assessment below and shown on the site drawing. These plantings are associated with 
the disturbed area for the removal of the offsite portion of sport court and the re‐sodding of 
this area. This area is shown on the site drawing and encompasses the existing sport court 
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and a 5‐foot work zone offset that represents the limits of disturbance to be utilized for the 
sport court removal. Silt fence will be utilized along the limits of disturbance during the 
removal and re‐sodding of the sport court. Additionally, per the HOA letter enclosed, the 
offsite portion of fence will be removed and the holes from the fence posts refilled. 

The 1,995 square feet (0.05 acres) of disturbed area within the RPA associated with the offsite 
sport court removal will be revegetated at a density per CBPO 118‐3‐3(f) and PFM Table 
12.13B, as feasible. 

Per PFM Table 12.13B for 0.05 acres of disturbed area within the RPA buffer, planting 
requirements will be met with: 
109 overstory trees/ac (1.5” caliper) = 6 overstory trees 
218 understory trees/ac (3/4” caliper) = 11 understory trees 
654 shrubs/ac (1 gallon) = 35 shrubs 
30 lbs/ac perennial seed mix = 2 lbs perennial seed mix 
60 lbs/ac annual seed mix = 3 lbs annual seed mix 

Additional plantings have been proposed to mitigate for the unauthorized removal of seven 
healthy trees and one dead/fallen tree within the RPA on the site and on the HOA property. 
The seven healthy trees will be replaced at a 2:1 ratio (14 total) and the one dead and fallen 
tree will be replaced at 1:1 ratio (1 total) per Article 9 language and authority, as noted by 
Fairfax County. The 15 proposed overstory trees will be planted in addition to the 
abovementioned plantings for the sport court encroachment. These plantings will be installed 
within an approximate 6,288 square foot area of the adjacent property as permission to locate 
plantings here has been provided by the adjacent HOA. Locating the plantings here will 
maximize their water quality benefit. The planting schedule is depicted on the attached 
exhibit. 

No heavy equipment shall be used for planting. Disturbance shall be minimized through the 
use of handheld tools for planting installations. Compost amended soils will be placed in the 
planting areas, but not on any slopes greater than 10%, and the planting area shall be placed 
in a continuous mulch bed. 

f) Given the aforementioned conditions and constraints, the proposed development represents 
a project which will ameliorate existing conditions and ultimately provide for a net‐benefit to 
water quality. This project will mitigate the proposed RPA encroachment through RPA 
plantings as detailed in this assessment and shown on the planting exhibit. A portion of the 
existing sport court will be removed, thus decreasing the total impervious surface within the 
RPA. There will be no addition of impervious cover in the RPA based on this application. The 
complete removal of the sport court and construction of a permeable court would create even 
more disturbance in the RPA and would defeat the purpose of this application. 

There is a minimal amount of existing indigenous vegetation onsite as the majority of the site 
consists of maintained grassland. The prior unauthorized removal of existing trees within the 
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RPA will be mitigated for, as discussed above. All other existing trees within the RPA will be 
preserved. Additionally, the two mature trees located in the southwestern portion of the site 
and in the front yard shall be preserved. The location of the existing trees can be clearly seen 
in aerial imagery. The vegetation located within the RPA encroachment for the sport court 
removal only consists of maintained grass. 

g) No wastewater elements, drainfields or sewer connections through the RPA are proposed for 
this project. No additional information has been requested at this time by the Director to 
evaluate the potential water quality impacts of the proposed activity. 

Section 118‐3‐2 

a) No more land shall be disturbed than is necessary to provide for the proposed work. 
Encroachment into the existing RPA is necessary in order to remove the offsite portion of 
sport court within the RPA associated with the Notice of Violation. The encroachment 
includes the area of existing sport court as well as 5‐foot offset from the court for a safe work 
zone. The sport court to remain cannot be relocated due to extensive constraints including 
the existing infrastructure, stormwater management easement, well, and septic 
system/drainfield. 

b) Existing indigenous vegetation will be preserved onsite. There is a minimal amount of existing 
indigenous vegetation onsite as the majority of the site consists of maintained grassland. All 
existing trees within the RPA will be preserved. Additionally, the two mature trees located in 
the southwestern portion of the site and in the front yard shall be preserved. The location of 
the existing trees can be clearly seen in aerial imagery. The vegetation located within the RPA 
encroachment for the sport court removal only consists of maintained grass. 

c) Impervious cover has been minimized and will decrease with the proposed removal of a 
portion of the sport court within the RPA. Please refer to the calculations table found on the 
site drawing in Appendix IV for specifics regarding the changes in impervious cover onsite 
between the 2010 approved plans, current conditions, and the proposed conditions. 

d) The proposed activities do not exceed 2,500 square feet of land disturbance. 

e) Given the aforementioned conditions and constraints, the proposed development represents 
a project which will ameliorate existing conditions and ultimately provide for a net‐benefit to 
water quality. This project will mitigate the proposed RPA encroachment through RPA 
plantings (BMP) as detailed in this assessment and shown on the planting exhibit. A portion 
of the existing sport court will be removed, thus decreasing the total impervious surface 
within the RPA. 

f) There are no wetlands, contiguous or otherwise, contained within the site‐specific RPA or 
located onsite. No encroachment or disturbance to wetlands or other waters is proposed. Due 
to the lack of wetlands onsite, no wetland permits are required for the project. 
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g) No additional onsite sewage disposal systems will be constructed. 

h) No onsite agricultural activities are being conducted or are proposed onsite. 

REQUIRED INFORMATION FOR EXCPETION REQUST PER 118‐6‐9 

Section 118‐6‐5 

The proposed project meets the general performance criteria for Resource Protection Areas as 
outlined in Section 118‐6‐5 through the submission of the required documents listed in the CPRO 118‐
6‐5(a) through (e) items. This checklist of items can be found in the application form provided with 
this submission. Item 118‐6‐5(f) is discussed below. 

Section 118‐6‐6 

The proposed project meets the general performance criteria for Resource Protection Areas as 
outlined in Section 118‐6‐6 and detailed below: 

a) The proposed improvements are the minimum necessary to afford relief and the purpose of 
this WQIA is to provide mitigation for the RPA encroachment associated with the existing 
sport court. The project site is encumbered by an onsite RPA (4,775 square feet) and several 
easements (8,276 square feet) which total approximately 32.6% of the property. Additionally, 
there is an existing well and drainfield located onsite. The revegetation and offsite sport court 
removal are required for mitigation and at the request of the Foxvale Farm Homeowner’s 
Association (offsite property owner). The applicant has ensured that the work zone is the 
minimum necessary (5‐foot offset from the sport court) to remove portions of the sport court. 
All other work within the RPA outside of the proposed limits of disturbance will be done by 
hand. 

The proposed plans remove a large section of the existing sport court in order to continue the 
use of the backyard and to satisfy the applicant’s needs. Removal of the entirety of the sport 
court is an alternative to the proposed plans; however, the applicants desire to have some 
use of their backyard through the use of the sport court to remain. The remainder of the 
backyard floods regularly and is unusable during most of the year. The sport court to remain 
cannot be relocated elsewhere due to extensive onsite constraints including two easements 
(stormwater drainage and floodplain), septic system and drainfield, and well. 

b) Granting the requested exception will not confer upon the applicant any special privileges 
that are denied by this part to other property owners who are subject to its provisions and 
who are similarly situated. 
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The Applicant here is not requesting nor would receive any special privilege denied to other 
similarly situated property owners, who could also conduct the required analyses and, if 
warranted, be considered for an exception and waiver. 

The Chesapeake Bay Local Department (“CBLAD”) historically was the state entity issuing 
guidance with respect to the Chesapeake Bay Act, including the granting of special 
exceptions. With regard to the meaning of conferring a special privilege, CBLAD has stated: 
This finding is intended to make sure that an exception request would not give the applicant 
something that has been denied to others in similar situations, and gets to the equity, fairness, 
and arbitrary and capricious aspects of any exception request and decision. For instance, a 
property owner requests an exception to build a pool in the RPA and neighbors have applied 
for and been denied a similar request. In this instance, if the exception is approved, a special 
privilege has been permitted for one neighbor but not the others (“Exception Guidance on 
the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulation,” September 
16, 2002, revised June 13, 2009 at Page 3). 

The applicant is seeking to redress the existing Notice of Violation on their property. 

c) This exception request is in harmony with the purpose and intent of Chapter 118 and is not 
of substantial detriment to water quality. The requested exception is limited to areas of 
herbaceous maintained lawn and incorporates plantings of shrub and tree canopy within 
areas that are also currently consisting of maintained lawn. Therefore, the proposed re‐
vegetated area will maximize water quality protection, mitigate the effects of the buffer 
encroachment, and provide greater canopy coverage than the area of encroachment into the 
buffer area currently provides. 

In order to improve water quality further, the applicant proposes to remove impervious 
surface from the RPA. The proposed conditions remove approximately 791 square feet of the 
sport court located in the RPA. Finally, the proposed planting, as outlined in the Water Quality 
Impact Assessment submission and detailed below in 118‐6‐9, will provide additional water 
quality benefit through the establishment of new vegetation which will reduce runoff. 

d) This exception request is to redress conditions or circumstances that are self‐created or self‐
imposed. The applicant is proposing to remove some of the impervious cover and revegetate 
within the RPA in response to a NOV. The applicant will not be adding additional impervious 
surfaces. 

It is understood by TNT and the applicant that a requirement of an exception request is that 
circumstances are not self‐created or self‐imposed; however, this WQIA and exception are 
being submitted in response to a NOV and the mitigation efforts are required by the County 
and adjacent property owner. 

e) Reasonable and appropriate conditions are imposed, as warranted, that will prevent the 
allowed activity from causing a degradation of water quality. In addition to the measures to 
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improve water quality onsite listed in section 118‐6‐6(c), there will be silt fence installed 
around the limits of disturbance during the removal of the portions of sport court onsite. 

f) As requested by Fairfax County, a Floodplain Use Determination has been submitted prior to 
this application. No other findings have been requested of the Applicant. 

Section 118‐6‐9 

The exception meets the required findings listed in Sections 118‐6‐5 and 118‐6‐6. With the proposed 
revegetation, and removal of impervious cover within the RPA, the water quality benefits of the RPA 
plantings and increase of pervious cover will exceed the associated water quality detriments of the 
previous RPA encroachment. The offsite portion of sport court within the RPA will be removed and 
re‐sodded. The sport court to remain cannot be relocated elsewhere due to extensive onsite 
constraints including two easements (stormwater drainage and floodplain), septic system and 
drainfield, and well. The proposed plans remove a large section of the existing sport court in order to 
continue the use of the backyard and to satisfy the applicant’s needs. Removal of the entirety of the 
sport court is an alternative to the proposed plans; however, the applicants desire to have some use 
of their backyard through the use of the sport court to remain. The remainder of the backyard floods 
regularly and is unusable during most of the year. 

The 1,995 square feet of disturbed area associated with the violation within the RPA will be 
revegetated at a density of 6 overstory trees per acre (1.5” DBH), 11 understory trees per acre (3/4” 
DBH), 35 shrubs per acre (1 gallon), 2 pounds of perennial herbaceous seed mix, and 3 pounds of 
annual herbaceous cover crop seed mix. Additional plantings have been proposed to mitigate for the 
unauthorized removal of seven healthy trees and one dead/fallen tree within the RPA on the site and 
on the HOA property. The seven healthy trees will be replaced at a 2:1 ratio (14 total) and the one 
dead and fallen tree will be replaced at 1:1 ratio (1 total) per Article 9 language and authority, as noted 
by Fairfax County. These plantings will be installed within an approximate 6,288 square foot area 
adjacent to the perennial stream on the adjacent HOA property to maximize their water quality 
benefit. The proposed vegetated area will maximize water quality protection, mitigate the effects of 
the buffer encroachment, and is greater than the area of encroachment into the buffer area. The 
planting schedule has been enclosed and included in Appendix IV. 
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TNT would like to thank you for the opportunity to provide you with this Major Water Quality Impact 
Assessment and Exception Request. It is in our opinion that the encroachment into the RPA should 
be granted as it meets the required findings listed in Section 118‐4‐3 and Section 118‐6‐9 as detailed 
above. Further, the water quality benefits resulting from the proposed improvement will exceed the 
associated water quality detriments. We look forward to assisting you further with this project and 
other environmental concerns you may have. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact 
us at any time at (703) 466‐5123. 

Sincerely, 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. 

Avi M. Sareen, PWD, ISA‐CA 
Principal/President 
Avi@TNTenv.com 

mailto:Avi@TNTenv.com


 
 

  
 

  

APPENDIX I 

VICINITY MAP & 
USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP 
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APPENDIX II 

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY MAP & 
NRCS SOILS MAP 





Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Fairfax County, Virginia 
(Springvale Road) 
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Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Fairfax County, Virginia 
(Springvale Road) 

MAP LEGEND 

Area of Interest (AOI) 
Area of Interest (AOI) 

Soils 

Soil Rating Polygons 

Hydric (100%) 

Hydric (66 to 99%) 

Hydric (33 to 65%) 

Hydric (1 to 32%) 

Not Hydric (0%) 

Not rated or not available 

Soil Rating Lines 

Hydric (100%) 

Hydric (66 to 99%) 

Hydric (33 to 65%) 

Hydric (1 to 32%) 

Not Hydric (0%) 

Not rated or not available 

Soil Rating Points 

Hydric (100%) 

Hydric (66 to 99%) 

Hydric (33 to 65%) 

Hydric (1 to 32%) 

Not Hydric (0%) 

Not rated or not available 

Water Features 

Streams and Canals 

Transportation 

Rails 

Interstate Highways 

US Routes 

Major Roads 

Local Roads 

Background 

Aerial Photography 

MAP INFORMATION 

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:12,000. 

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale. 

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale. 

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements. 

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857) 

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required. 

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below. 

Soil Survey Area: Fairfax County, Virginia 
Survey Area Data: Version 19, Sep 13, 2021 

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger. 

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 9, 2021—Aug 
15, 2021 

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident. 
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Springvale RoadHydric Rating by Map Unit—Fairfax County, Virginia 

Hydric Rating by Map Unit 

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI 

105B Wheaton-Glenelg 
complex, 2 to 7 
percent slopes 

0 4.0 17.1% 

105C Wheaton-Glenelg 
complex, 7 to 15 
percent slopes 

0 11.3 48.6% 

105D Wheaton-Glenelg 
complex, 15 to 25 
percent slopes 

0 0.5 1.9% 

108B Wheaton-Sumerduck 
complex, 2 to 7 
percent slopes 

2 7.5 32.4% 

Totals for Area of Interest 23.3 100.0% 

Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 12/15/2021 
Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 5 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   
   

Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Fairfax County, Virginia Springvale Road 

Description 

This rating indicates the percentage of map units that meets the criteria for hydric 
soils. Map units are composed of one or more map unit components or soil 
types, each of which is rated as hydric soil or not hydric. Map units that are made 
up dominantly of hydric soils may have small areas of minor nonhydric 
components in the higher positions on the landform, and map units that are made 
up dominantly of nonhydric soils may have small areas of minor hydric 
components in the lower positions on the landform. Each map unit is rated based 
on its respective components and the percentage of each component within the 
map unit. 

The thematic map is color coded based on the composition of hydric 
components. The five color classes are separated as 100 percent hydric 
components, 66 to 99 percent hydric components, 33 to 65 percent hydric 
components, 1 to 32 percent hydric components, and less than one percent 
hydric components. 

In Web Soil Survey, the Summary by Map Unit table that is displayed below the 
map pane contains a column named 'Rating'. In this column the percentage of 
each map unit that is classified as hydric is displayed. 

Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils 
(NTCHS) as soils that formed under conditions of saturation, flooding, or ponding 
long enough during the growing season to develop anaerobic conditions in the 
upper part (Federal Register, 1994). Under natural conditions, these soils are 
either saturated or inundated long enough during the growing season to support 
the growth and reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation. 

The NTCHS definition identifies general soil properties that are associated with 
wetness. In order to determine whether a specific soil is a hydric soil or nonhydric 
soil, however, more specific information, such as information about the depth and 
duration of the water table, is needed. Thus, criteria that identify those estimated 
soil properties unique to hydric soils have been established (Federal Register, 
2002). These criteria are used to identify map unit components that normally are 
associated with wetlands. The criteria used are selected estimated soil properties 
that are described in "Soil Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 1999) and "Keys to Soil 
Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 2006) and in the "Soil Survey Manual" (Soil Survey 
Division Staff, 1993). 

If soils are wet enough for a long enough period of time to be considered hydric, 
they should exhibit certain properties that can be easily observed in the field. 
These visible properties are indicators of hydric soils. The indicators used to 
make onsite determinations of hydric soils are specified in "Field Indicators of 
Hydric Soils in the United States" (Hurt and Vasilas, 2006). 

References: 

Federal Register. July 13, 1994. Changes in hydric soils of the United States. 

Federal Register. September 18, 2002. Hydric soils of the United States. 
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Hurt, G.W., and L.M. Vasilas, editors. Version 6.0, 2006. Field indicators of hydric 
soils in the United States. 

Soil Survey Division Staff. 1993. Soil survey manual. Soil Conservation Service. 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 18. 

Soil Survey Staff. 1999. Soil taxonomy: A basic system of soil classification for 
making and interpreting soil surveys. 2nd edition. Natural Resources 
Conservation Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 436. 

Soil Survey Staff. 2006. Keys to soil taxonomy. 10th edition. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service. 

Rating Options 

Aggregation Method: Percent Present 

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower 
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PHOTOGRAPHS 
& AEIRAL IMAGERY 



       

 

   

 

        
 

 

      

1008 SPRINGVALE ROAD PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG 

Photograph 1: View to the north showing the front yard and drainfield located in the eastern 
portion of the site. 

Photograph 2: View to the east showing the driveway and Springvale Road in the background. 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. FEBRUARY 2021 



       

 

   

 

        

 

       

1008 SPRINGVALE ROAD PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG 

Photograph 3: View to the north showing the front walkway and house. 

Photograph 4: View to the west showing the existing sport court and backyard. 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. FEBRUARY 2021 



       

 

   

 

      
 

 

       
  

1008 SPRINGVALE ROAD PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG 

Photograph 5: View to the east showing the northern portion of the site and storm drainage 
easement. 

Photograph 6: View to the northwest showing the drainage ditch, well, and backyard in the 
northwestern portion of the site. 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. FEBRUARY 2021 



       

 

   

 

         
  

 

       
  

1008 SPRINGVALE ROAD PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG 

Photograph 7: View to the north showing the drainage ditch, well, and backyard in the 
northwestern portion of the site. 

Photograph 8: View to the northwest showing the deck and screened-in porch, walkways, and 
backyard located in the western portion of the site. 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. FEBRUARY 2021 



                           

      

 

    

1008 SPRINGVALE ROAD AERIAL IMAGES 

Photograph 1: 2015 aerial imagery found on Fairfax County JADE. 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. FEBRUARY 2021 



                           

      

 

      
 

1008 SPRINGVALE ROAD AERIAL IMAGES 

Photograph 2: 2017 aerial imagery found on Fairfax County JADE showing the appearance of the sport court, drainage ditch (river rock), and additional 
walkways. 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. FEBRUARY 2021 



                           

      

 

   

 

1008 SPRINGVALE ROAD AERIAL IMAGES 

Photograph 3: 2019 aerial imagery found on Fairfax County JADE showing present day conditions. 

TNT ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. FEBRUARY 2021 



  
 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX IV 

WATER QUALITY IMPACT 
ASSESMENT PLAN SHEETS 
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GENERAL NOTES: 

1.  THE EXISTING SURVEY AND CONDITIONS SHOWN HEREON WERE PROVIDED TO TNT BY 

LANDPRO/LAND MARX AND ASSOCIATES, LLC. 

2. THE SITE-SPECIFIC RESOURCE PROTECTION AREA (RPA) DEPICTED ON THESE PLANS SHEETS 

WAS APPROVED PER 7996-INF-002-1. THIS RPA DELINEATION WAS DONE BY SDE, INC. (2010) 
FOR THE INF SUBMISSION. 

3. THE LOCATION OF THE SPORT COURT IS APPROXIMATE AND BASED ON AERIAL IMAGERY. 

4.  *THIS SURVEY SHOWS WHAT WAS ACTUALLY CONSTRUCTED PER THE APPROVED INF PLAN 

(7996-INF-002-1). THIS IS NOT THE SAME SURVEY AS THE APPROVED PLANS DONE BY SDE, INC. 

TAKEN FROM 2010 APPROVED PLAN 7996-INF-002-1 

Project Data Sheet - HOA Property (Parcel "H") 

*Total Lot Area (S.F.) 14,717 

Lot Area within RPA (S.F.) 14,717 

% Lot Area within RPA 100% 

Date When the Lot was Created 2011 

Date When RPA was designated 2003 

Total Lot Disturbed Area (S.F.) 1,206 

Total Disturbed Areas within RPA (S.F.) 1,206 

 Summary:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation 

2010 Approved Existing 2021 Proposed Change in Impact 
Description 

Conditions Conditions Conditions (2021 vs. Proposed) 

Total Lot Impervious Area (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

Total Impervious Area in RPA (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

Impervious Area within Seaward 50 ft RPA  (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 

Detailed Breakdown:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation 

Total Sport Court (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

R
P

A
 

R
P

A
 

R
P

A
 

R
P

A
 

APPROVED SITE-SPECIFIC Total Sport Court in RPA (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

*The entire HOA parcel area equals 23.9 acres. This area depicts the representative area between Parcel 4A2 and the stream located on the HOA parcel. This 

table is intended  to show the removal of the sport court on HOA property. 

RPA PER 7996-INF-002-1 

EXISTING 2021 CONDITIONS: Project Data Sheet - 1008 Springvale Road (Parcel 4A2) 

Total Lot Area (S.F.) 39,961 

Lot Area within RPA (S.F.) 4,775 

% Lot Area within RPA 12% 

Date When the Lot was Created 2011 

SEAWARD 50-FEET 
BOUNDARY 

DRAINAGE DITCH COMPRISED OF 
RIVER ROCK DRAINS TO THE WEST 

Date When RPA was designated 2003 

Total Lot Disturbed Area (S.F.) 1,173 

Total Disturbed Areas within RPA (S.F.) 789

 Summary:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation 

Approved 2010 Constructed 2011 Existing 2021 Proposed Change in Impact Change in Impact 
Description 

Conditions Conditions Conditions Conditions (2021 vs. Proposed) (2010 vs. Proposed) 

Total Lot Impervious Area (S.F.) 7,251 8,316 9,802 9,774 -28 2,523 

Total Impervious Area in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 588 560 -28 560 

Impervious Area within Seaward 50 ft RPA  (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Detailed Breakdown:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation 

Total Sport Court (S.F.) 0 0 737 709 -28 709 

Total Sport Court in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 588 560 -28 560 

Primary Structure Footprint (S.F.) 3,957 4,037 4,037 4,037 0 80 

Primary Structure Footprint in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Driveway & Walkway (S.F.) 2,634 3,619 4,368 4,368 0 1,734 

Total Driveway & Walkway in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Deck (S.F.) 660 660 660 660 0 0 

Total Deck in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

3/21/22    REV BY TNW 
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LOT 4A1 

PROPOSED CONDITIONS: 

LEGEND 

GENERAL NOTES: 

R
P

A
 RPA 

SITE-SPECIFIC RESOURCE PROTECTION AREA (RPA) 

RPA 

1.  THE EXISTING SURVEY AND CONDITIONS SHOWN HEREON WERE PROVIDED TO TNT BY 

LANDPRO/LAND MARX AND ASSOCIATES, LLC. 

2. THE SITE-SPECIFIC RESOURCE PROTECTION AREA (RPA) DEPICTED ON THESE PLANS SHEETS 

WAS APPROVED PER 7996-INF-002-1. THIS RPA DELINEATION WAS DONE BY SDE, INC. (2010) 
FOR THE INF SUBMISSION. 

SEAWARD 50' BOUNDARY 

PROPERTY BOUNDARY 

3. THE LOCATION OF THE SPORT COURT IS APPROXIMATE AND BASED ON AERIAL IMAGERY. 

4. THE REMOVAL OF THE OFFSITE PORTION OF SPORT COURT AND PLANTINGS ON THE 

ADJACENT PROPERTY HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY THE FOXVALE FARM HOMEOWNER'S 
ASSOCIATION IN ORDER TO PROTECT THE EXISTING STREAM AND PROVIDE MAXIMUM WATER 

PROPOSED LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE 

SEAWARD 50-FEET 
BOUNDARY 

APPROX. LOCATION OF DRAINAGE 
DITCH COMPRISED OF RIVER ROCK 
DRAINS TO THE WEST 

QUALITY BENEFITS. PROPOSED SPORT COURT TO BE REMOVED (849-SF) 

*GENERAL PROPOSED PLANTING AREA 

PLANTING SCHEDULE FOR SPORT COURT 

ENCROACHMENT (PARCEL 4A2): PROPOSED OVERSTORY TREE 

Key Common Name Scientific Name Size (DBH) Quantity PROPOSED UNDERSTORY TREE 

Overstory Trees 

AL American Linden Tilia americana 1.5" 2 

Subtotal 2 PLANTING SCHEDULE FOR SPORT COURT 

ENCROACHMENT (HOA PROPERTY): Understory Trees 

MV Sweetbay Magnolia Magnolia virginiana 3/4" 2 
Key Common Name Scientific Name Size (DBH) Quantity 

CC Eastern Redbud Cercis canadensis 3/4" 2 

Subtotal 4 Overstory Trees 

Shrubs QP Willow Oak Quercus phellos 1.5" 1 

LB Northern Spicebush Lindera benzoin 1 Gallon 4 PT Loblolly Pine Pinus taeda 1.5" 2 

AS Hazel Alder Alnus serrulata 1 Gallon 4 BN River Birch Betula nigra 1.5" 1 

VA Maple-Leaved Viburnum Viburnum acerifolium 1 Gallon 4 Subtotal 4 

R
P

A
 

R
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A
 

R
P

A
 

R
P

A
 

PORTION OF SPORT 23.6' 
COURT TO BE REMOVED 

APPROX. LIMITS OF 
DISTURBANCE CA Silky Dogwood Cornus amomum 1 Gallon 4 Understory Trees 

Subtotal 16 
CC American Hornbeam Carpinus caroliniana 3/4" 2 

Total 22 
CM Corneliancherry Dogwood Cornus mas 3/4" 2 

AA Downy Serviceberry Amelanchier arborea 3/4" 3 
PLANTING SCHEDULE FOR VEGETATION 

Subtotal 7REMOVAL & REPLACEMENT (PARCEL 4A2): 

Shrubs 

3
0

.0
' 

E&S CONTROLS/SILT 
FENCE TO BE UTILIZED 

DURING REMOVAL 

Key Common Name Scientific Name Size (DBH) Quantity 
LB Northern Spicebush Lindera benzoin 1 Gallon 3 

Overstory Trees AS Hazel Alder Alnus serrulata 1 Gallon 4 

TP Tulip Poplar Liriodendron tulipifera 1.5" 4 VA Maple-Leaved Viburnum Viburnum acerifolium 1 Gallon 4 
TD Bald Cypress Taxodium distichum 1.5" 4 VD Southern Arrowwood Viburnum dentatum 1 Gallon 4 
AL American Linden Tilia americana 1.5" 4 CA Silky Dogwood Cornus amomum 1 Gallon 4 
KC Kwansan Cherry Prunus serrulata 'Kwansan' 1.5" 3 Subtotal 19 

Subtotal 15 
Total 30 

LOCATION OF SPORT 
COURT TO REMAIN 

WORK AREA TO BE ACCESSED BY DRIVEWAY 
AND WALKWAY, PLYWOOD BOARDS OR APPROVED SITE-SPECIFIC 
SIMILAR SHOULD BE USED ON GRASS TO RPA PER 7996-INF-002-1 
ACCESS WORK ZONE PLANTING SCHEDULE NOTES: 

PLANTING PLAN: 
1.  PROPOSED VEGETATION WILL BE PLANTED ONSITE TO COMPLEMENT 

APPROX. LOCATION OF DRAINAGE EXISTING VEGETATION. LOCATIONS WILL BE DECIDED IN THE FIELD AND 
DISCUSSED WITH COUNTY ARBORISTS. DITCH COMPRISED OF RIVER ROCK 

SEAWARD 50-FEET 
BOUNDARY Project Data Sheet - HOA Property (Parcel "H") 2.  OFFSITE PLANTINGS WERE APPROVED BY FOXVALE FARM 

HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION (PROPERTY OWNER) AND WILL AL KC TP AL TD TD COMPLEMENT EXISTING VEGETATION ALONG THE STREAM BANK. 

*Total Lot Area (S.F.) 14,717 
3.  ACCORDING TO THE PROPERTY OWNERS, 7 HEALTHY TREES AND 1 DEAD 

Lot Area within RPA (S.F.) 14,717 
TREE WERE REMOVED ON PARCEL 4A2 PRIOR TO THE VIOLATION AND 

% Lot Area within RPA 100% WITHOUT APPROVAL. IN ADDITION TO THE REVEGETATION FOR THE 
Date When the Lot was Created 2011 KC SPORT COURT ENCROACHMENT, 15 TREES WILL BE PLANTED TO TP KC AL 
Date When RPA was designated 2003 SUPPLEMENT FOR THE ILLEGAL VEGETATION REMOVAL. THE 7 HEALTHY 

Total Lot Disturbed Area (S.F.) 1,206 TREES WILL BE REPLACED AT A 2:1 RATIO AND THE DEAD TREE WILL BE 
REPLACED AT A 1:1 RATIO PER CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE COUNTY. 

Total Disturbed Areas within RPA (S.F.) 1,206 

TD TP 

 Summary:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation 

2010 Approved Existing 2021 Proposed Change in Impact 
Description 

Conditions Conditions Conditions (2021 vs. Proposed) 

Total Lot Impervious Area (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

Total Impervious Area in RPA (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

Impervious Area within Seaward 50 ft RPA  (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 

Detailed Breakdown:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation 

Total Sport Court (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

Total Sport Court in RPA (S.F.) 0 763 0 -763 

*The entire HOA parcel area equals 23.9 acres. This area depicts the representative area between Parcel 4A2 and the stream located on the HOA parcel. This 

table is intended  to show the removal of the sport court on HOA property. 

Project Data Sheet - 1008 Springvale Road (Parcel 4A2) 

Total Lot Area (S.F.) 39,961 

Lot Area within RPA (S.F.) 4,775 

% Lot Area within RPA 12% 

Date When the Lot was Created 2011 
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23.6' 
Date When RPA was designated 2003 12/27/21    REV BY TNW 

Total Lot Disturbed Area (S.F.) 1,173 
8/15/22    REV BY AMS 

Total Disturbed Areas within RPA (S.F.) 789 

BN 

CM 

 Summary:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation 

Approved 2010 Constructed 2011 Existing 2021 Proposed Change in Impact Change in Impact 
Description 

Conditions Conditions Conditions Conditions (2021 vs. Proposed) (2010 vs. Proposed) 

3
0

.0
' 

QP 
LOCATION OF SPORT Total Lot Impervious Area (S.F.) 7,251 8,316 9,802 9,774 -28 2,523 
COURT TO REMAIN Total Impervious Area in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 588 560 -28 560 

Impervious Area within Seaward 50 ft RPA  (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

CM CC AA MV Detailed Breakdown:  Impervious Area Analysis Tabulation AA MV 

Total Sport Court (S.F.) 0 0 737 709 -28 709 

Total Sport Court in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 588 560 -28 560 TD AL UA PT PT AL 
CC AA Primary Structure Footprint (S.F.) 3,957 4,037 4,037 4,037 0 80 

Primary Structure Footprint in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Driveway & Walkway (S.F.) 2,634 3,619 4,368 4,368 0 1,734 APPROVED SITE-SPECIFIC 
PORTION OF SPORT APPROX. PARCEL 4A2 SHRUB & SEED RPA PER 7996-INF-002-1 Total Driveway & Walkway in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0COURT TO BE REMOVED MIX PLANTING AREA (1,180 SF) 

Total Deck (S.F.) 660 660 660 660 0 0 

Total Deck in RPA (S.F.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

AND RE-SODDED 

CC 
CC 
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PERENNIAL HERBACEOUS SEED MIX SPECIFICATIONS (OR SIMILAR): 

PERENNIAL HERBACEOUS SEED MIX NOTES: 

-ERNST SEEDS "VIRGINIA NORTHERN PIEDMONT RIPARIAN" SEED MIX (ERNMX-852) AND JUTT MATTING (OR 

SIMILAR) SHOULD BE UTILIZED IN THE PROPOSED SEED MIX PLANTING AREA. 

-PER PFM TABLE 12.13B, 30 POUNDS PER ACRE OF DISTURBANCE SHOULD BE PLANTED FOR PERENNIAL 
HERBACEOUS SEED MIX. FOR THE PARCEL 4A2 PROPERTY, 0.02 ACRES OF DISTURBANCE, 1 POUND OF SEED MIX 
SHOULD BE PLANTED. FOR THE HOA PROPERTY, 0.03 ACRES OF DISTURBANCE, 1 POUND OF SEED MIX SHOULD BE 
PLANTED. 

ANNUAL HERBACEOUS COVER CROP SEED MIX SPECIFICATIONS (OR SIMILAR): 

ANNUAL HERBACEOUS COVER CROP SEED MIX NOTES: 

-NORTHERN VIRGINIA SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT RECOMMENDS A COVER CROP BASIC MIX OF 
TRITICALE, ORCHARD GRASS, ANNUAL RYEGRASS, BLACK OATS, TURNIPS, RAPESEED, AND WHITE CLOVER. THIS MIX 

(OR SIMILAR) SHOULD BE UTILIZED. 

- ERNST SEEDS "COVER CROP MIX" (ERNMX-135) OR SIMILAR SHOULD BE UTILIZED IN THE PROPOSED PLANTING AREA. 

- PER PFM TABLE 12.13B, 60 POUNDS PER ACRE OF DISTURBANCE SHOULD BE PLANTED FOR ANNUAL HERBACEOUS 
COVER CROP SEED MIX. FOR THE PARCEL 42A PROPERTY, 0.02 ACRES OF DISTURBANCE, 2 POUNDS OF SEED MIX 
SHOULD BE PLANTED. FOR THE HOA PROPERTY, 0.03 ACRES OF DISTURBANCE, 2 POUNDS OF SEED MIX SHOULD BE 
PLANTED. 

- SEED MIXES WILL BE APPROVED BY UFMD PRIOR TO APPLICATION. 

TREE PLANTING NARRATIVE: 

TREE QUALITY AND INSTALLATION: 
-TREES THAT ARE PLANED SHALL BE OF THE SPECIES AND SIZE SPECIFIED ON THE APPROVED 
PLANS UNLESS SUBSTITUTIONS ARE APPROVED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PFM AND UFMD. 

-ALL TREES MUST MEET THE STANDARDS SPECIFIED IN THE LATEST EDITION OF THE 
AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF NURSERYMEN'S AMERICAN STANDARD FOR NURSERY STOCK, 

(ANSI Z60.1). 

-ALL LANDSCAPE WORK SHALL BE INSTALLED AND MAINTAINED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 

CURRENT AND MOST UP-TO-DATE EDITION (AT THE TIME OF CONSTRUCTION) OF 
LANDSCAPE SPECIFICATION GUIDELINES AS PRODUCED BY THE LANDSCAPE CONTRACTORS 

ASSOCIATION (ANSI A300 ANSI STANDARD FOR TREE, SHRUB AND OTHER WOODY PLANT 

INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE). 

TRANSPORTING, DELIVERY AND TEMPORARY STORAGE: 
-PLANTS SHALL BE PROTECTED DURING DELIVERY TO PREVENT DESICCATION OF LEAVES. 

-TREES AND SHRUBS SHOULD BE PLANTED ON DAY OF DELIVERY. IF THIS IS NOT POSSIBLE, 
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT UNPLANTED PLANTS BY KEEPING THEM IN SHADE, 
WATERED AND PROTECTED WITH SOIL, MULCH OR OTHER ACCEPTABLE MATERIAL. 

-TREES AND SHRUBS SHALL NOT REMAIN UNPLANTED FOR MORE THAN TWO WEEKS. 

PLANTING OF NURSERY STOCK: 
-IF PLANTING IN AREAS THAT HAVE BEEN PREVIOUSLY COMPACTED, THE SOIL SHALL BE 

PROPERLY PREPARED (TILLED AND AMENDED AS NEEDED BASED ON SOIL SAMPLES) TO A 
DEPTH OF 1 FOOT PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF LANDSCAPE MATERIAL. SOIL WITHIN 
INDIVIDUAL PLANTING HOLES SHALL NOT BE AMENDED. 

-THE STAKING AND GUYING OF TREES IS NOT REQUIRED EXCEPT WHERE THE DIRECTOR 
DETERMINES THAT SITE CONDITIONS WARRANT THEIR USE. EXAMPLES OF CONDITIONS 
WHERE THESE METHODS MAY BE NECESSARY INCLUDE: PLANTING IN WINDY LOCATIONS, 
ON STEEP SLOPES, OR WHERE VANDALISM MAY BE A CONCERN. ALL STAKES AND GUYS 
MUST BE REMOVED WITHIN ONE YEAR OF PLANT INSTALLATION. 

-MULCHING. ALL TREES AND SHRUBS SHALL BE MULCHED AFTER PLANTING, TO A MINIMUM 
DEPTH OF 2 INCHES, BUT NO MORE THAN 3 INCHES, WITH AN APPROPRIATE MULCH 
MATERIAL SUCH AS PINE BARK, PINE NEEDLES, WOOD CHIPS OR SHREDDED BARK. MULCH 
SHALL COVER THE ENTIRE ROOT AREA AND SAUCER; HOWEVER, MULCH SHALL NOT BE 
PLACED WITHIN 6 INCHES OF THE TRUNK. 
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APPENDIX V 

VRRM SPREADSHEETS 



                 

             

 

     

      

           

 

   

   

      

           

 

   

   

                           

           

 
 

   

     

   

       

   

     

 

     

   

         

   

   

 

     

       

         

 

   
 

   

     

   

       

         

         

  
     

   
   

   

    

    
            

        

         

         

  

    
            

        

         

         

                 

 

       

  
 

   
 

 
  

 
 

      

       

       

    
 

       
    

 
 

   

        

 

    

   
    

 

 

   

     
  

 

Virginia Runoff Reduction Method Worksheet 

DEQ Virginia Runoff Reduction Method Re‐Development Compliance Spreadsheet ‐ Version 3.0 

BMP Design Specifications List: 2013 Draft Stds & Specs 

Site Summary 
Project Title: 1008 Springvale Road 
Date: 44545 43 

0.0546Total Disturbed Acreage: 
Total Rainfall (in): 

Site Land Cover Summary 

Pre‐ReDevelopment Land Cover (acres) 
A soils B Soils C Soils D Soils Totals % of Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1607 0.1607 100.0000 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

0.1607 100.0000 

Post‐ReDevelopment Land Cover (acres) 
A soils B Soils C Soils D Soils Totals % of Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.1444 0.1444 89.8569 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0163 0.0163 10.1431 

* Forest/Open Space areas must be protected in accordance with the Virginia Runoff Reduction Method 0.1607 100.0000 

* 

Site Tv and Land Cover Nutrient Loads 

Final Post‐Development 
(Post‐ReDevelopment 
& New Impervious) 

Post‐

ReDevelopment 

Post‐

Development 
(New Impervious) 

Adjusted Pre‐
ReDevelopment 

Site Rv 0.1413 0.0500 0.9500 0.2500 

Treatment Volume (ft3) 82.4192 26.2086 56.2106 131.0430 

TP Load (lb/yr) 0.0518 0.0165 0.0353 0.0823 

Pre‐
Final Post‐Development Post‐ReDevelopment TP 

ReDevelopment 
TP Load per acre Load per acre 

TP Load per acre 
(lb/acre/yr) (lb/acre/yr)

(lb/acre/yr) 

0.5700 0.3200 0.1100 

Total TP Load Reduction Required (lb/yr) ‐0.0576 0.0286 

Pre‐

ReDevelopment 

TN Load (lb/yr) 0.6555 

Final Post‐Development Load 
(Post‐ReDevelopment & New Impervious) 

0.3705 

‐0.0290 

Site Compliance Summary 

Maximum % Reduction Required Below 
Pre‐ReDevelopment Load 

10% 

Summary Print 



          

         

         

         

         
               

   

         

 

   

   

   

     

         

     

     

     

   

           

 

   

   

 

   

   

 

   

 

   

 

     

 

 

     

   

           

   

       

         

      

       

       

     
 

 

     
 

          

   

           

        

         

         

         

    

           

          

          

    

   

            

        

         

         

 

  

 
  

  
 

 
  

  

  

  

   
 

  

   
   

  
 

  
 

  
   

      

      

Virginia Runoff Reduction Method Worksheet 

Total Runoff Volume Reduction (ft3) 0.0000 

Total TP Load Reduction Achieved (lb/yr) 0.0000 

Total TN Load Reduction Achieved (lb/yr) 0.0000 

Remaining Post Development TP Load 
(lb/yr) 

0.0518 

Remaining TP Load Reduction (lb/yr) 
Required 

0.0000 ** TARGET TP REDUCTION EXCEEDED BY 0.029 LB/YEAR ** 

Drainage Area Summary 

D.A. A D.A. B D.A. C D.A. D D.A. E Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0163 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0163 

Total Area (acres) 0.0163 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0163 

Drainage Area Compliance Summary 

D.A. A D.A. B D.A. C D.A. D D.A. E Total 

TP Load Reduced (lb/yr) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

TN Load Reduced (lb/yr) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

Drainage Area A Summary 

Land Cover Summary 

A Soils B Soils C Soils D Soils Total % of Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0163 0.0163 100 

0.0163 

BMP Selections 

Practice 
Managed Turf 
Credit Area 
(acres) 

Impervious 
Cover Credit 
Area (acres) 

BMP Treatment 

Volume (ft3) 

TP Load from 
Upstream 

Practices (lbs) 

Untreated TP Load 
to Practice (lbs) 

TP Removed 
(lb/yr) 

TP Remaining 
(lb/yr) 

Downstream Treatment 
to be Employed 

Total Impervious Cover Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Total Turf Area Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Summary Print 



             

             

     

   

           

 

   

   

 

   

   

 

   

 

   

 

     

 

 

     

   

           

   

       

         

             

             

     

   

           

 

   

   

 

   

   

 

   

 

   

 

     

 

 

     

   

           

   

       

         

       
 

       
 

    

   

            

        

         

         

 

  

 
  

  
 

 
  

  

  

  

   
 

  

   
   

  
 

  
 

  
   

      

      

       
 

 

       
 

 

    

   

            

        

         

         

 

  

 
  

  
 

 
  

  

  

  

   
 

  

   
   

  
 

  
 

  
   

      

      

Virginia Runoff Reduction Method Worksheet 

Total TP Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 
Total TN Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 

0.0000 

0.0000 

Drainage Area B Summary 

Land Cover Summary 

A Soils B Soils C Soils D Soils Total % of Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

0.0000 

BMP Selections 

Practice 
Managed Turf 
Credit Area 
(acres) 

Impervious 
Cover Credit 
Area (acres) 

BMP Treatment 

Volume (ft3) 

TP Load from 
Upstream 

Practices (lbs) 

Untreated TP Load 
to Practice (lbs) 

TP Removed 
(lb/yr) 

TP Remaining 
(lb/yr) 

Downstream Treatment 
to be Employed 

Total Impervious Cover Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Total Turf Area Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Total TP Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 

0.0000 

Total TN Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 

0.0000 

Drainage Area C Summary 

Land Cover Summary 

A Soils B Soils C Soils D Soils Total % of Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

0.0000 

BMP Selections 

Practice 
Managed Turf 
Credit Area 
(acres) 

Impervious 
Cover Credit 
Area (acres) 

BMP Treatment 

Volume (ft3) 

TP Load from 
Upstream 

Practices (lbs) 

Untreated TP Load 
to Practice (lbs) 

TP Removed 
(lb/yr) 

TP Remaining 
(lb/yr) 

Downstream Treatment 
to be Employed 

Total Impervious Cover Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Total Turf Area Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Summary Print 



             

             

     

   

           

 

   

   

 

   

   

 

   

 

   

 

     

 

 

     

   

           

   

       

         

             

             

     

   

           

 

   

   

 

   

   

 

   

 

   

 

     

 

 

     

   

           

   

       

         

       
 

       
 

    

   

            

        

         

         

 

  

 
  

  
 

 
  

  

  

  

   
 

  

   
   

  
 

  
 

  
   

      

      

       
 

 

       
 

 

    

   

            

        

         

         

 

  

 
  

  
 

 
  

  

  

  

   
 

  

   
   

  
 

  
 

  
   

      

      

Virginia Runoff Reduction Method Worksheet 

Total TP Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 
Total TN Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 

0.0000 

0.0000 

Drainage Area D Summary 

Land Cover Summary 

A Soils B Soils C Soils D Soils Total % of Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

0.0000 

BMP Selections 

Practice 
Managed Turf 
Credit Area 
(acres) 

Impervious 
Cover Credit 
Area (acres) 

BMP Treatment 

Volume (ft3) 

TP Load from 
Upstream 

Practices (lbs) 

Untreated TP Load 
to Practice (lbs) 

TP Removed 
(lb/yr) 

TP Remaining 
(lb/yr) 

Downstream Treatment 
to be Employed 

Total Impervious Cover Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Total Turf Area Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Total TP Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 

0.0000 

Total TN Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
(lb/yr) 

0.0000 

Drainage Area E Summary 

Land Cover Summary 

A Soils B Soils C Soils D Soils Total % of Total 

Forest/Open (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Managed Turf (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

Impervious Cover (acres) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0 

0.0000 

BMP Selections 

Practice 
Managed Turf 
Credit Area 
(acres) 

Impervious 
Cover Credit 
Area (acres) 

BMP Treatment 

Volume (ft3) 

TP Load from 
Upstream 

Practices (lbs) 

Untreated TP Load 
to Practice (lbs) 

TP Removed 
(lb/yr) 

TP Remaining 
(lb/yr) 

Downstream Treatment 
to be Employed 

Total Impervious Cover Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Total Turf Area Treated (acres) 0.0000 

Summary Print 



             

             

       

         

     

                         

 

     

     

 

     

     

 

     

     

 

   

   

   

       
 

       
 

     

      

       

                    

      

       

   

         

         

       

   

         

         

       

   

         

         

       

Virginia Runoff Reduction Method Worksheet 

Total TP Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 
0.0000

(lb/yr) 
Total TN Load Reduction Achieved in D.A. 

0.0000
(lb/yr) 

Runoff Volume and CN Calculations 

1‐year storm 2‐year storm 10‐year storm 

Target Rainfall Event (in) 2.69 3.15 4.84 

Drainage Areas RV & CN Drainage Area A Drainage Area B Drainage Area C Drainage Area D Drainage Area E 

CN 98 0 0 0 0 

RR (ft3) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

1‐year return period 

RV wo RR (ws‐in) 2.4597 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

RV w RR (ws‐in) 2.4597 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

CN adjusted 98 0 0 0 0 

2‐year return period 

RV wo RR (ws‐in) 2.9177 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

RV w RR (ws‐in) 2.9177 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

CN adjusted 98 0 0 0 0 

10‐year return period 

RV wo RR (ws‐in) 4.6034 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

RV w RR (ws‐in) 4.6034 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

CN adjusted 98 0 0 0 0 

Summary Print 



 
 
 

 
 

  
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX VI 

FOXVALE FARM HOMEOWNER’S ASSOCIATION 
CORRESPONDENCE 



   
 

                              
 

 

     
       
               

       
       
       

 

 
 

   
 

       
 

                       
 

 
                                            
         

 
   

 
     

 
       

 
                       
  
  
  
     
  
                                                   
                                         
                                           

                                             
                                         

  

               

 

 
    
        

    
    
    

 

  

    

            
 

                      
     

  
 

   

    

            
 
 
 
   
 
                     
                     
                      

                       
                     

 

Tara Wilkins 

From: Josh Wilson <josh.wilson26@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 10:27 AM
To: Avi Sareen; Tara Wilkins 
Subject: Fwd: Planting Permission 

Hi Avi, 

The HOA gave us permission to make our plantings on their property near the creek. 

Josh 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Josh Wilson <josh.wilson26@gmail.com> 
Date: Wed, Feb 17, 2021 at 11:00 AM 
Subject: Re: Planting Permission 
To: Tom Hixon <tom.hixon@cox.net> 
Cc: Jazmin Wilson <jazmin.wilson00@gmail.com> 

Tom, 

Thank you. 

Josh and Jazmin Wilson 

On Wed, Feb 17, 2021 at 10:47 AM Tom Hixon <tom.hixon@cox.net> wrote: 
Josh, 

These would be fine as long as the County approves of them. You have permission to plant these on the HOA property 
where designated by the County. 

Tom Hixon 
President 
Foxvale Farm HOA 

Sent from my iPad 

> On Feb 16, 2021, at 5:01 PM, Josh Wilson <josh.wilson26@gmail.com> wrote: 
> 
> 
> 
> Dear Tom, 
> 
> We hope all is well. Our wetland and natural resource consulting firm is in the process of submitting our WQIA 
to the county for approval to correct our violation. Our firm told us that one requirement to correct our violation will 
be to make at least 60 plantings. They recommend that these trees and shrubs are planted as close to a natural water 
source as possible to protect the life of the planting. We wanted to find out from you if we have the HOA’s permission 
to plant the trees and shrubs on the HOA’s property along the creek behind our house? We have attached the planting 

1 

mailto:josh.wilson26@gmail.com
mailto:tom.hixon@cox.net
mailto:jazmin.wilson00@gmail.com
mailto:tom.hixon@cox.net
mailto:josh.wilson26@gmail.com
mailto:josh.wilson26@gmail.com


                                             
                                 

  
                                                       
                           

   
   
          
       

                       
                 

 
                       

              
 
  
     
    

 

options to this email that the county allows to have planted in a resource protection area and that will do well in a 
floodplain/wet conditions. These are the plantings that we would plant, with the HOA’s permission, along the creek. 
> 
> Please let us know if you have any questions and/or if we have the HOA’s permission as soon as you are able. 
We will have to submit our forms to the county in the near future. 
> 
> Sincerely, 
> Josh and Jazmin Wilson 
> <WQIA Planting Schedule.xlsx> 
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APPENDIX VII 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION & 
COUNTY DOCUMENTS/CORRESPONDENCE 
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Department of Land Development Services
12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 659

Fairfax, Virginia 22035-5503
Phone 703-324-1780 • TTY 711 • FAX 703-653-6678

www.fairfaxcounty.gov
 

 
 

 
 
December 8, 2020 
 
J. Matthew Wilson 
1008 Springvale Road 
Virginia, 22066 
 
 
Reference:  1008 Springvale Road; Violation Case # 202003667 SR # 174833; Dranesville; 

Tax Map No: 012-1-08B-0004A2 
 
Reference: Your Floodplain Use Determination dated September 9, 2020, FPUD/SS # 60 
 
Dear Mr. Wilson: 
 
Your request to permit a play court in the floodplain cannot be approved at this time. The 
location of the court is in conflict with the notes on the subdivision plat (1129-RPR-07-01-1): 
 

 Note 7: “The RPA is to remain undisturbed and vegetated in accordance with the 
requirements of section 118-3-3(f)”. 

 Note 8: “Only water dependent facilities or redevelopment is permitted in the RPA”. 
 
Consider re-locating the court outside the Resource Protection Area (RPA) or obtain an 
exception to locate a court in the RPA. After resolving the conflicts with the subdivision plat, 
you may submit your request for a reconsideration. 
 
If further assistance is desired, please contact me at 703-324-1720 or 
Camylyn.Lewis@FairfaxCounty.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Camylyn Lewis, P.E, CFM 
Senior Engineer III, North Branch 
Site Development and Inspections Division (SDID) 
Land Development Services (LDS) 
 
CL/tc 
 
Enclosure 

 

C o u n t y  o f  F a i r f a x ,  V i r g i n i a  
 

To protect and enrich the quality of life for the people, neighborhoods and diverse communities of Fairfax County 

 



 
 

 
  

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 
 
 

   

 

 

 

                    

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
   

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
  

 
 
 

 

 

J. Matthew Wilson 
1008 Springvale Road 
FPUD/SS # 60 
Page 2 of 2 

cc: Dipmani Kumar, P.E., Chief, Watershed Planning and Evaluation Branch (WPEB), 
Stormwater Planning Division (SWPD), Department of Public Works and Environmental 
Services (DPWES) 
James Canter, Chief, Building Inspections Branch, Building Division/Residential Branch, 
LDS 
Anthony McMahan, Combination Plan Review Manager, Technical Services Branch, 
Building Division, LDS 
Bigyan Shrestha, Engineer III, WPEB, SWPD, DPWES 
Facilitation and Addressing Center, LDS 
Steven Kendrick, Chief, Building Code Services, STS, CTSC, PACA, LDS 
Nicole McMahon, Supervisor, Permit Application Center, STS, CTSC, PACA, LDS 
James Anjam, Branch Manager, Technical Services Branch, Building Division, LDS 
Brandy Mueller, Chief, Environmental Compliance and Enforcement (ECE) Branch, 
LDS 
Jesus Rico, Code Specialist II, ECE, LDS 
FPUD File 



	

		

	

   

 

   

  

 

 

	 	  

 

	

	

Owner Information (please print) 

Print Name/Title:J.  MATTHEW WILSON Signature 

Address:1008 SPRINGVALE RD City: GR FALL 

State:VA Zip:22066  

Email Address: JOSH.WILS0N26@GMAIL.00M Phone #: 2029069189 

FAIRFAX COUNTY 

FLOODPLAIN USE DETERMINATION REQUEST 

DATE: 

TO: 

September 9, 2020 

Bruce McGranahan, Director, Site Development and Inspections Division (SDID) 
Land Development Services 
12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 535, Fairfax, Virginia 22035 

SUBJECT: 1008 SPRINGVALE RD GREAT FALLS, VA 22066 

(Print Property address, development name, section & block #s) 

Plan #: Permit #: 
(If any plans associated with address), (if any permits associated with address) 

Tax Map #:  0121 08B 0004A2 Magisterial District: DRANESVILLE  

(As listed with the Department of Tax Administration) 

REFERENCE: Request for a Permitted Use Determination within a Floodplain 

We hereby request a determination from the Director that our proposed 

PLAY AREA BE PERMITTED. 
(Describe the scope of the work to be performed within the floodplain) 

is a permitted use within the floodplain. We wish to construct  A PLAY AREA / COURT WAS ALREADY CONSTRUCTED 

FIVE YEARS AGO AND IS SAID TO BE IN VIOLATION (case # 202003667 sr # 174833) OF BEING IN FLOODPLAIN. 

(Please provide as much information as available regarding the scope of the project and under which 
regulations you believe the work is permitted. Include copies of any plans or schematics showing the 
footprint location on the lot and the elevations of the floodplain and structures. 
If the project is an addition to an existing dwelling, please indicate when the existing dwelling was 
constructed. Also, provide: a) The proposed elevation of the lowest part of the lowest floor to be 
constructed e.g., the bottom of the floor joists or top of a concrete slab on grade and b) A market value 
cost estimate of the project.) 

This request is submitted under Section 2-903 of the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance. 

A Hold Harmless Agreement, estimated cost of construction, and house location plat showing 
the location of the proposed development are required at the time of submission. The Hold 
Harmless Agreement will only be recorded if required by the Floodplain Use Determination made by 
the SDID reviewer. Mail all required documentation to: Site Development & Inspection Division, 12055 
Government Center Pkwy, Suite 548, Fairfax, VA 22035 or place in the drop-box located in front of the 
Herrity. Building. 

Please be sure to include your contact information below so that the response letter may be issued as 
soon as it is signed. 

Updated June 2020 
Page 1 of 1 



Nearly half of the original play area is being removed, and only the portion drawn on the attached plat will still be on the property. 







Department of Land Development Services 

12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 659 

Fairfax, Virginia 22035 5503 

Phone 703 324 1780 • TTY 711 • FAX 703 653 6678 

www.fairfaxcounty.gov 

Tara N. Wilkins 

TNT Environmental 

4455 Brookfield Corporate Drive, Suite 100 

Chantilly, Virginia 20151 

Subject: 1008 Springvale Road; Irene C Betius Property, Lot 4A2; Tax Map #012 1 

08B0004A2, Dranesville District 

Reference: Submission Requirements: Resource Protection Area Encroachment Exception # 

7996 WRPA 002 and Water Quality Impact Assessment (WQIA) # 7996 WQ 

001 

Dear Ms. Wilkins: 

In response to your request dated March 1st, 2022, to modify the submission requirement of 

Section 118 6 5(c) of the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance (CBPO); the requirement to 

submit a plat meeting the requirements of Zoning Ordinance (ZO) 8101.2.B, was approved. 

If further assistance is desired, please contact Camylyn Lewis, Senior Engineer III, at 703 324 

1808 (direct), or 703 324 1720 (main office), or email at: Camylyn.Lewis@FairfaxCounty.gov. 

Alternatively, contact the Site Development and Inspections Division (SDID) Admin Staff at 

703 324 1720 or by e mail at: LDSSDIDAdmin@fairfaxcounty.gov, respectively. 

Sincerely, 

Camylyn Lewis 

Senior Engineer III, SDID 

Land Development Services (LDS) 

CL/nm 

cc: Jill G. Cooper, Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 

Elizabeth Martin, Chairman, Exception Review Committee 

Mr. Edward W. Monroe, Jr., Dranesville Representative 

C o u n t y o f F a i r f a x , V i r g i n i a 
To protect and enrich the quality of life for the people, neighborhoods and diverse communities of Fairfax County 

DocuSign Envelope ID: D407B7E6-D890-4FAE-9D89-43F4F1E7FB98

2022 March 25 | 15:45:47 EDT
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Tara N. Wilkins, and Avi Sareen 

TNT Environmental 

7996 WRPA 002 and 7996 WQ 001 

Page 2 of 2 

Camylyn Lewis, Senior Engineer III, North Branch, SDID, LDS 

Din Gupta, Senior Engineer III, North Branch, SDID, LDS 

Bin Zhang, Chief, North Branch, SDID, LDS 

Danielle Badra, Clerk to the Chesapeake Bay Exception Review Committee 

Brandy Mueller, Environmental Compliance and Enforcement Coordinator, LDS 

Avi Sareen, TNT Environmental, Inc. 

Waiver File 

DocuSign Envelope ID: D407B7E6-D890-4FAE-9D89-43F4F1E7FB98
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Tara Wilkins 

From: Hansen, Matthew <Matthew.Hansen@fairfaxcounty.gov> 
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2022 12:45 PM
To: Tara Wilkins 
Cc: Lewis, Camylyn M; Zhang, Bin; Avi Sareen; josh wilson; Jazmin Wilson 
Subject: RE: Request for Zoning Ordinance Waiver 

Hello, 

It is acceptable to omit the topographic survey requirement from this submittal. The previous plat already submitted, 
paired with an appropriately scaled drawing of the currently constructed use are sufficient to document both the extent 
of impact to the RPA and serve as a base from which to produce a scaled drawing of your proposal. 

Matthew Hansen, PE, CFM 
Director, Site Development and Inspections Division 
Dept. of Land Development Services 
12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 535 
Fairfax, VA 22035‐5500 

Matthew.Hansen@fairfaxcounty.gov 
703‐324‐1698 

From: Tara Wilkins <tara@tntenv.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 1, 2022 2:41 PM 
To: Hansen, Matthew <Matthew.Hansen@fairfaxcounty.gov> 
Cc: Lewis, Camylyn M <Camylyn.Lewis@fairfaxcounty.gov>; Zhang, Bin <Bin.Zhang@fairfaxcounty.gov>; Avi Sareen 
<avi@tntenv.com>; josh wilson <josh.wilson26@gmail.com>; Jazmin Wilson <jazmin.wilson00@gmail.com> 
Subject: Request for Zoning Ordinance Waiver 

Mr. Matthew Hansen, Director, SDID, 

TNT and the applicants, Josh and Jazmin Wilson, request an exception to the submission requirements of Zoning 
Ordinance Section 9‐011, paragraph 2, specifically referenced in Section 118‐6‐5(c), for the Major WQIA and RPA 
Exception request for 1008 Springvale Road (7996‐WQ‐001‐1 & 7996‐WRPA‐002‐1). Specifically, we are requesting the 
requirement for a plat certified by a professional engineer, land surveyor, architect or landscape architect licensed by 
the State of Virginia to be waived only for these submissions. The plat currently shown on the plans was certified in 2011 
and shows the existing house location, which was used to approximate the location of the sport court based on aerial 
imagery. Previous discussion with County staff led us to believe that a survey would not be necessary for this project. 
Since the project has been ongoing for over a year and area in question is so small, we believe a full survey and 
associated seal are not warranted at this time. The current plat depicts existing conditions to the best of our ability. 

Thank you for your consideration on this matter. 

1 
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Sincerely, 

Tara Wilkins, ISA‐CA, WPIT 
Environmental Project Manager 

4455 BROOKFIELD CORPORATE DRIVE, SUITE 100 
CHANTILLY, VIRGINIA 20151 

OFFICE: 703‐466‐5123 
MOBILE: 703‐887‐0212 
WEB: www.TNTenvironmentalinc.com 
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