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NORTH COUNTY
SSPA

The 2019-2020 South County
Site-Specific Plan Amendment
Process will review nominations
for changes to the Comprehensive
Plan for propecties located in the
Braddock, Lee, Mason, Mount
Veron and Springfield Supervisor
Districts, as shown above. It is
anticipated that the next Narth
County Site-Specific Plan
Amendment Process wil

review nominations for changes

to the Comprehensive Plan for
properbes located in the Dranesville
Hunter Mil, Providence and

Sully Supervisor Districts

PLEASE NOTE: The City of Farfax,
and the towns of Clifton, Herndon
and Vienna maintain their own

land use plans and are excluded
from Fairfax County's Site-Specific
Plan Amendment Process
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Geographic Area of 2019-2020 South County
Site-Specific Plan Amendment Process

The districts outlined on the map are
Supervisor Districts, each represented
by a member of the Fairfax County
Board of Supervisors.
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Current Site-Specific Plan Amendment (SSPA) Process
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Goals for Revised SSPA Process
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Survey: What are the most effective ways for you to hear about community
planning efforts? Multiple options may be selected.

Community Nominators TF Members
District newsletter 42% 27% 57%
Staff contact 38% 43% 48%
District contact 30% 25% 46%
Comp Plan Listserv 24% 43% 57%
Facebook 31% 18% 7%
County Website 14% 34% 22%
News Article 28% 23% 20%
Nominator Contact 16% 16% 13%
NextDoor 22% 1% 20%
Flyer or Poster 14% 5% 11%

Other (Twitter, Youtube, etc) 17% 7% 7%




Survey: Stakeholder Engagement Preferences. Select your top three
engagement methods based on your preferences for community planning
efforts. Please select only 3 responses .

Community Nominators @ TF Members
Attgndmg targeted community meetings for nearby 60% 49% 64%
residents
Receiving regular email updates 45% 49% 44%
Atten.dmg regularly scheduled (bi-weekly) task force 299 35% 76%
meetings
Attepdmg open houses before the nomination period 42% 30% 38%
begins
Taking community surveys 41% 30% 13%
Attending open houses during the process 26% 33% 24%
Writing letters to staff, the task force, PC, and/or 20% 28% 49
BOS
Testifying at PC and BOS hearings 14% 19% 11%

Other 1% 2% 0%




Survey: Submission Items. Which of the following changes to the nomination
criteria could result in clearer, more understandable, and better developed
nominations? Multiple options may be selected.

Potential Submission Items Community Nominators TF Members
Conceptual Site Plan 65% 69% 62%
Pre-Submittal Nominator Engagement 80% 42% 71%
Letter of Intent to File Rezoning 38% 58% 40%
Owner’s Signature 37% 44Y% 40%
Submission Fee 26% 22% 31%
Other 7% 14% 7%

Keep the existing criteria only 6% 19% 7%




Revised Process Elements

Evaluation Phase
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- Enhanced Eligibility Criteria « Targeted Community Meetings * Adaptive Plan Amendment
New Submittal Requirements « PC Workshop Model Engagement

«  Opens Countywide every two years « Prioritization Discussion with PC 1. Ad-hoc task force

- Shorter Nomination Window (1 and Board members 2. Land Use Committees

month) « Shorter Length (4 months) 3. Targeted community
«  Work Program Authorization meetings

» Review priority and timeline
based on urgency, geographic
equity, and work program "



Proposed Eligibility Criteria

Proposals would be INELIGIBLE (CANNOT be submitted) for SSPA, if they involve:
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Submission Requirements

Proposals would need to submit the following:
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Justification Criteria

The Justification should explain how the proposal would:
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SSPA Retrospective
Potential Next Steps

Oct 2021 Winter 2022 May 19, 2022
Joint PC / BOS Presentatlo.n of PC Committee
Meeting Outreach Findings to June 14, 2022
PC and Board BOS Committee
Committees
Fall 2021 Spring 2022

Stakeholder
Interviews and
Online Community
Survey

Retrospective Working
Group Develops
Preliminary
Recommendations

September 2022
New Countywide
Nomination Period
Opens

June 28, 2022
BOS Action on
Revised Process



Questions?




