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Done

Done
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Dranesville and
Hunter Mill Districts
Approved; Sully
District Not
Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

FAIRFAX COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
January 28, 2014

Presentations
Presentation of the Don Smith Award
Report on General Assembly Activities

Appointments to Citizen Boards, Authorities, Commissions, and
Advisory Groups

Items Presented by the County Executive

Streets into the Secondary System (Dranesville, Hunter Mill and
Sully Districts)

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on the Acquisition of
Certain Land Rights Necessary for the Construction of Route 29
Widening Road Improvements (Braddock District)

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Establish the
Strathmeade Square Community Parking District (Providence
District)

Installation of “Watch for Children” Signs as Part of the Residential
Traffic Administration Program (Dranesville, Lee, Mount Vernon and
Hunter Mill Districts)

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Establish Parking
Restrictions on Willow Oaks Corporate Drive (Providence District)

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Establish the Northern
Virginia Community College Community Parking District (Braddock
District)

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on a Proposal to
Abandon a Portion of Former South Van Dorn Street (Lee District)

Extension of Review Periods for 2232 Review Applications (Mason
and Mount Vernon Districts)
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ADMINISTRATIVE
ITEMS
(Continued)

Approved

ACTION ITEMS

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

FAIRFAX COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
January 28, 2014

Authorization for Various Fairfax County Agencies to Apply for and
Accept Funding from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development Through the Continuum of Care Program, and
Authorization for Consolidated Plan Certification

Approval of a Project Agreement Between Cityline Partners, LLC,
and Fairfax County for the Scotts Run Stream Restoration at
Hanover Parcel (Providence District)

Approval of a Parking Reduction for Huntington Avenue Properties
(Mount Vernon District)

Authorization to Sign Memorandums of Agreement for Distribution of
30 Percent Local Share of Northern Virginia Transportation Authority
Revenues

Approval of the Department of Transportation’s (FCDOT) Interim
Title VI Plan for the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)

Approval of an Agreement Between Fairfax County and George
Mason University to Implement an Employee Commuter Shuttle
Pool Program (Braddock District)

Authorization to Sign Department of Rail and Public Transportation
Project Funding Agreements

Adjustment to Fairfax Center, Centreville, Tysons, Tysons-Wide and
Tysons Grid of Streets Road Funds and Approval of Proposed
Projects and Studies (Dranesville, Springfield, Braddock, Sully,
Providence Districts)

Comments in Response to the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
Issued by the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) on
September 26, 2013, Regarding Co-Locations of
Telecommunications Equipment and the Time Parameters for
Processing the Review of Telecommunications Applications

Approval of Transportation Project Priorities for FY 2015 — FY 2020,

and Project Submissions for Northern Virginia Transportation
Authority’s Consideration for FY 2014 — FY 2016
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ACTION ITEMS
(Continued)

Approved

Done

Done

Held

PUBLIC
HEARINGS

Approved

Public Hearing
deferred to
2/11/2014 at 3:30
p.m.

Approved

Approved

Approved

FAIRFAX COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
January 28, 2014

Amendment to Deed of Lease with Comstock Reston Station

Holdings, LC Regarding Private Development above County-Owned

Garage at Wiehle-Reston East Metrorail Station

Matters Presented by Board Members

Closed Session

Annual Meeting of the Fairfax County Solid Waste Authority

Decision Only on Proposed Area Plans Review Nominations 09-
IV-IMV and 09-1V-15MV, Located Northwest of Richmond
Highway, and Northeast Huntington Avenue (Mount Vernon
District)

Public Hearing on RZ 2013-SU-010 (Christopher Land, L.L.C.)
(Sully District)

Public Hearing on RZ 2013-MV-001(A&R Huntington Metro, LLC
(Mount Vernon District)

Public Hearing on Adoption of Chapter 124 (Stormwater
Management Ordinance), Repeal of Chapters 105 (Pollution of
State Waters) and 106 (Storm Drainage), and Proposed
Amendments to Chapters 101 (Subdivision Ordinance), 104
(Erosion and Sedimentation Control), 112 (Zoning Ordinance), 118
(Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance), and Appendix Q
(Land Development Services Fees) of The Code of the County of
Fairfax, Virginia Re: Implementation of the Virginia Stormwater
Management Act (Va. Code Ann. § 62.1-44.15:24, et seq.) and
Virginia Stormwater Management Program (VSMP) Regulation (9
VAC 25-870 et seq.)

Public Hearing on Proposed Amendments to Chapter 6 (Storm
Drainage) and Chapter 12 (Vegetation Preservation and Planting)
of the Public Facilities Manual (PFM) Re: Water Quality Controls,
Adequate Outfall, Detention, Maintenance of Stormwater
Management Facilities, and Replanting of Disturbed Areas
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FAIRFAX COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
January 28, 2014

PUBLIC
HEARINGSS
(Continued)
4:30 Deferred Decision  Public Hearing on SEA 2009-DR-008 (Oakcrest School) (Hunter
Only to 2/11/14 at  Mill District)
4:00 p.m.
4:30 Deferred Decision  Public Hearing on Proposed Reston Master Plan Special Study
Only to 2/11/14 at  (Phase I) Plan Amendment Item ST09-11I-UP1(A), Consisting of
3:30 p.m. the Reston-Herndon Suburban Center (Hunter Mill and Dranesville

District)



Fairfax County, Virginia

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA

Tuesday
January 28, 2014

9:30 a.m.

PRESENTATIONS

RECOGNITIONS

e CERTIFICATE — To recognize the students — past and present — and the
appropriate representatives from Thomas Jefferson High School for Science and
Technology and Orbital Sciences Corporation for the TJ® Satellite project.
Requested by Supervisors Gross and Foust.

e CERTIFICATE — To recognize Yara El Mowafy and Jordan Bivings for
establishing a Student Meal Assistance Fund to provide meals for homeless
students at George Mason University. Requested by Chairman Bulova and
Supervisor Cook.

DESIGNATIONS

e PROCLAMATION - To designate January 2014 as Stalking Awareness Month in
Fairfax County. Requested by Chairman Bulova.

e PROCLAMATION - To designate February 2014 as African American Heritage
Month in Fairfax County. Requested by Supervisor Hudgins

STAFF:
Merni Fitzgerald, Director, Office of Public Affairs
Bill Miller, Office of Public Affairs
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Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

10:30 a.m.

Presentation of the Don Smith Award

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
None.

PRESENTED BY:
Randy R. Creller, Chairperson, Employee Advisory Council (EAC)
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Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

10:40 a.m.

Report on General Assembly Activities

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
None. Materials to be distributed to the Board of Supervisors on January 28, 2014

PRESENTED BY:
Supervisor Jeff McKay, Chairman, Board of Supervisors’ Legislative Committee
Edward L. Long Jr., County Executive
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Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

10:50 a.m.

Appointments to Citizen Boards, Authorities, Commissions, and Advisory Groups

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1: Appointments to be heard January 28, 2014
(An updated list will be distributed at the Board meeting.)

STAFEE:
Catherine A. Chianese, Assistant County Executive and Clerk to the Board of
Supervisors

(11)
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January 28, 2014
Attachment 1

FINAL COPY

APPOINTMENTS TO BE HEARD JANUARY 28, 2014

(ENCOMPASSING VACANCIES PROJECTED THROUGH JANUARY 31, 2014)
(Unless otherwise noted, members are eligible for reappointment)

A. HEATH ONTHANK MEMORIAL AWARD SELECTION COMMITTEE

(1 year)
Incumbent History =~ Regquirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Clifford L. Fields At-Large Bulova At Large
(Appointed 1/96-1/03  Chairman’s Chairman’s
by Hanley; 1/04-1/08  Representative
by Connolly, 2/09-
2/13 by Bulova)
Term exp. 1/14
Jane W. Gwinn Braddock District ~ Jane W. Gwinn Cook Braddock
(Appointed 2/04-1/09  Representative
by Bulova; 1/10-1/13
by Cook)
Term exp. 1/14
Kerrie Wilson Dranesville District  Kerrie Wilson Foust Dranesville
Appointed 1/10-1/13  Representative
by Foust)
Term exp. 1/14
Ronald Copeland Hunter Mill District Ronald Copeland Hudgins Hunter Mill
(Appointed 1/05-1/13  Representative
by Hudgins)
Term exp. 1/14
Joseph Blackwell Lee District Joseph Blackwell McKay Lee

(Appointed 1/06-1/08 Representative
by Kauffman, 1/09-

1/13 by McKay)

Term exp. 1/14

Continued on next page
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January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions
Page 2

A. HEATH ONTHANK MEMORIAL AWARD SELECTION COMMITTEE
(1 year)

Continued

Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Eileen J. Garnett Mason District Gross Mason
(Appointed 1/03-1/13  Representative

by Gross)

Term exp. 1/14

Charles T. Coyle Mount Vernon Hyland Mount
(Appointed 2/13 by District Vernon
Hyland) Representative

Term exp. 1/14

Ernestine Heastie Providence District  Ernestine Heastie  Smyth Providence

(Appointed 2/04-1/13  Representative
by Smyth)
Term exp. 1/14

Philip E. Rosenthal Springfield District  Philip Rosenthal ~ Herrity Springfield

(Appointed 1/92-2/08 Representative
by McConnell, 1/09-

1/13 by Herrity)

Term exp. 1/14

(14)




January 28, 2014

Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions

Page 3

ADVISORY SOCIAL SERVICES BOARD

(4 years — limited to 2 full consecutive terms)
Incumbent History =~ Regquirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT At-Large Bulova At-Large
(Formerly held by Chairman’s Chairman’s
Meg K. Rayford; Representative
appointed 2/13 by
Bulova)
Term exp. 9/16)
Resigned
VACANT Mount Vernon Hyland Mount
(Formerly held by District Vernon
Edwina Dorch; Representative
appointed 2/13 by
Hyland)
Term exp. 9/16
Resigned
VACANT Sully District Frey Sully

(Formerly held by
Sosthenes Klu;
Appointed 12/05-9/08
by Frey)

Term exp. 9/12
Resigned

Representative

(15)



January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions

Page 4

AFFORDABLE DWELLING UNIT ADVISORY BOARD (4 years)

Incumbent History Requirement

VACANT Builder (Single
(Formerly held by Family)
Arthur R. Genuario; Representative
appointed 4/96-5/12

by Hyland)

Term exp. 9/13

Resigned

VACANT Citizen
(Formerly held by Representative

Mark S. Ingrao;
appointed 1/03 by
Mendelsohn; 5/05 by
DuBois)

Term exp. 5/09
Resigned

VACANT Lending Institution
(Formerly held by Representative
James Francis Carey;

appointed 2/95-5/02

by Hanley; 5/06 by

Connolly)

Term exp. 5/10

Resigned

Nominee

Supervisor  District
By Any At-Large
Supervisor

By Any At-Large
Supervisor

By Any At-Large
Supervisor

(16)




January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions
Page 5

AIRPORTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (3 years)

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District

Robert Ackerman Dranesville District Robert Foust Dranesville
(Appointed 3/93 by Representative Ackerman

Berger; 1/96-1/02 by

Mendelsohn; 1/05 by

DuBois; 1/08-1/11 by

Foust)

Term exp. 1/14

Edward Robichaud Hunter Mill District Edward Hudgins Hunter Mill
(Appointed 2/11 by Representative Robichaud

Hudgins)

Term exp. 1/14

VACANT Mason District Gross Mason
(Formerly held by Representative

Barbara

Kreykenbohm;

appointed 1/09 by

Gross)

Term exp. 1/11

Resigned

ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROGRAM LOCAL POLICY BOARD (3 years)

Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT At-Large #5 By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor

Nicholas Capezza;
appointed 1/11 by
Bulova)

Term exp. 10/13
Resigned

(17)




January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions

Page 6

ATHLETIC COUNCIL (2 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
James Pendergast Braddock District Cook Braddock
(Appointed 7/12 by Alternate
Cook) Representative
Term exp. 6/13
Chip Chidester Member-At-Large Bulova At-Large
(Appointed 3/10-11/11  Alternate Chairman’s
by Bulova) Representative
Term exp. 10/13

AUDIT COMMITTEE (2 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Christopher Wade At-Large #1 Christopher By Any At-Large
(Appointed 1/12 by Representative Wade Supervisor
Bulova) (Bulova)
Term exp. 1/14
Michael Hershman At-Large #2 Michael By Any At-Large
(Appointed 1/96-1/02  Representative Hershman Supervisor
by Hanley; 1/04-1/08 (Bulova)

by Connolly; 1/10-
1/12 by Bulova)
Term exp. 1/14

BARBARA VARON VOLUNTEER AWARD SELECTION COMMITTEE

(1 year)

Incumbent History

Requirement

Rachel Rifkind

Mason District

(Appointed 5/09-6/09 Representative

by Gross)
Term exp. 6/11

Nominee

Supervisor

District

Gross

Mason

(18)




January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions
Page 7

BOARD OF BUILDING AND FIRE PREVENTION CODE APPEALS (4 years)
(No official, technical assistant, inspector or other employee of the DPWES, DPZ,
or FR shall serve as a member of the board.)

Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Alternate #2 By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor

Wayne Bryan;
appointed 1/10-2/13
by Bulova)

Term exp. 2/17
Resigned

BOARD OF EQUALIZATION OF REAL ESTATE ASSESSMENTS (BOE)

(2 years)
Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Professional #2 By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor

William C. Harvey;
appointed 9/05-12/06
by DuBois; 1/09-

11/12 by Foust)
Term exp. 12/14
Resigned
CHESAPEAKE BAY PRESERVATION ORDINANCE
EXCEPTION REVIEW COMMITTEE (4 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor District
VACANT Sully District Frey Sully

(Formerly held by Representative
Kanthan Siva;

appointed 1/13 by

Frey)

Term exp. 9/15

Resigned

(19)




January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions

Page 8
CHILD CARE ADVISORY COUNCIL (2 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Dranesville Foust Dranesville
(Formerly held by District
Ann Aoki; (Appointed Representative
11/10-9/12 by Foust)
Term exp. 9/14
Resigned
VACANT Providence Smyth Providence
(Formerly held by District
Joan C. Holtz; Representative
appointed 5/09 by
Smyth)
Term exp. 9/11
Resigned
CITIZEN CORPS COUNCIL, FAIRFAX COUNTY
(2 years)
Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Jean Zettler Providence District Smyth Providence
(Appointed 11/08- Representative
5/10 by Smyth)

Term exp. 5/12

(20)




January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions
Page 9

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION (2 years)
[NOTE: The Commission shall include at least 3 members who are male, 3 members who are
female, and 3 members who are from a member of a minority group.]

Current Membership: Males - 9 Females — 3 Minorities: 5

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Rosemarie Annunziata At-Large #3 Rosemarie By Any At-Large
(Appointed 10/05-1/08 Representative Annunziata Supervisor

by Connolly; 12/09- (Bulova)

1/12 by Bulova)
Term exp. 12/13

Irene V. Farquhar At-Large #8 Broderick By Any At-Large
(Appointed 4/10-12/11 Representative Coleman Dunn Supervisor

by Cook) (Cook)

Term exp. 12/13

D. Patrick Lewis At-Large #9 By Any At-Large
(Appointed 10/05- Representative Supervisor

12/11 by Gross)

Term exp. 12/13

COMMISSION ON AGING (2 years)

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Hunter Mill District Eleanor Fusaro Hudgins Hunter Mill
(Formerly held by Representative

Suzanne P. M.

Rudiselle; appointed
11/10-5/12 by
Hudgins)

Term exp. 5/14
Resigned

(21)
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Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions

Page 10
COMMISSION ON ORGAN AND TISSUE DONATION AND TRANSPLANTATION
(4 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Charles Dane Braddock District  Charles Dane Cook Braddock
(Appointed 7/02-1/06  Representative
by Bulova; 1/10 by
Cook)
Term exp. 1/14
Robert Neuman Donor Family Robert Neuman By Any At-Large
(Appointed 1/03 by Member (Hudgins) Supervisor
Hanley; 1/06-1/10 by =~ Representative
Hudgins)
Term exp. 1/14
Lisa Kory Dranesville Lisa Kory Foust Dranesville
(Appointed 5/05-1/06  District
by DuBois; 1/10 by Representative
Foust)
Term exp. 1/14
VACANT Lee District McKay Lee
(Formerly held by Representative
Benjamin Gibson;
appointed 4/11 by
McKay)
Term exp. 1/15
Resigned
VACANT Providence Smyth Providence
(Formerly held by District
David Hess-Linkous;  Representative
appointed 7/11 by
Smyth)
Term exp. 1/13
Resigned
VACANT Medical By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Community Supervisor
Nicole Gage; Representative
appointed 2/08-1/10
by Gross)
Term exp. 1/14
Resigned

(22)
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Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions

Page 11
COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION AND REINVESTMENT ADVISORY GROUP
(2 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Hunter Mill Hudgins Hunter Mill
(Formerly held by District
Loren C. Bruce; Representative
appointed 6/11 by
Hudgins)
Term exp. 4/13
Resigned
VACANT Providence Smyth Providence
(Formerly held by District
Robert Mortensen; Representative
appointed 5/09-4/13
by Smyth)
Term exp. 4/15
Resigned
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ADVISORY BOARD (CJAB) (3 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Hunter Mill Robert Gehring Hudgins Hunter Mill
(Formerly held by District
Rose Miles Robinson;  Representative
appointed 7/06-2/09
by Hudgins)
Term exp. 2/12
Resigned
VACANT Sully District Frey Sully
(Formerly held by Representative
Michael Birch;
appointed 1/08-4/10
by Frey)
Term exp. 4/13
Resigned

(23)




January 28, 2014 Appointments to Boards, Authorities, and Commissions
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DULLES RAIL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD, PHASE Il (4 years)

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor District

VACANT BOS At-Large #5  Jeffrey T. Chod By Any At-Large
Formerly held by Representative (Bulova) Supervisor

Todd S. Rich;

appointed 4/13 by

Bulova)

Term exp. 1/16

Resigned

CONFIRMATION NEEDED:

e Mr. Jeffrey J. Fairfield as the Town of Herndon Representative

ENGINEERING STANDARDS REVIEW COMMITTEE (3 years)

CONFIRMATION NEEDED:

e Ms. Maya Huber as the CCLUT Representative

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ADVISORY COUNCIL (EQAC) (3 years)

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Frank Divita Braddock District Cook Braddock
(Appointed 9/09-11/10 Representative

by Cook)

Term exp. 11/13

(24)
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FAIRFAX AREA DISABILITY SERVICES BOARD
(3 years- limited to 2 full consecutive terms per MOU, after initial term)
[NOTE: Persons may be reappointed after being off for 3 years. State Code requires that
membership in the local Disabilities Services Board include at least 30 percent representation by
individuals with physical, visual or hearing disabilities or their family members. For this 15-
member board, the minimum number of representation would be 5.

Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT At-Large #1 Bulova At-Large
(Formerly held by Business Chairman’s
Chuck Caputo; Community

appointed 1/10-11/10  Representative

by Bulova)

Term exp. 11/13

Resigned

Ann Pimley Sully District Frey Sully
(Appointed Representative

9/03&11/06 by Frey)

Term exp. 11/09
Not eligible for
reappointment

FAIRFAX-FALLS CHURCH COMMUNITY SERVICES BOARD
(3 years — limited to 3 full terms)
[NOTE: In accordance with Virginia Code Section 37.2-501, "prior to making appointments, the
governing body shall disclose the names of those persons being considered for appointment.”
Members can be reappointed after 3 year break from initial 3 full terms, per CSB By-laws.

Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Braddock District Lynn Miller Cook Braddock
(Formerly held by Representative (Résumé attached)

Jessica Burmester; (Will be confirmed

appointed 5/97-7/03 on February 25,

by Bulova; 7/09-6/12 2014)

by Cook)

Term exp. 6/15

Resigned

(25)
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GEOTECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD (3 years)

CONFIRMATION NEEDED:

e Mr. Shaz Moosa as the Primary #3 Representative

e Mr. Robert F. Scheller as the Alternate #1 Representative

e Mr. James Collin as the Alternate #3 Representative

HEALTH CARE ADVISORY BOARD
(4 years)

Incumbent History = Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Sully District Frey Sully

(Formerly held by
Judith Beattie;
appointed 6/96-9/12
by Frey)

Term exp. 6/16
Resigned

Representative

(26)
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HEALTH SYSTEMS AGENCY BOARD
(3 years - limited to 2 full terms, may be reappointed after 1 year lapse)

Incumbent History

Requirement

VACANT

(Formerly held by
David Braun;
appointed 10/06-6/09
by Smyth)

Term exp. 6/12
Resigned

VACANT
(Formerly held by
Andrew A. Painter;
appointed 2/11 by
Smyth)

Term exp. 6/13
Resigned

VACANT
(Formerly held by
Carol Ann Coryell;
appointed 6/05-6/08
by Frey)

Term exp. 6/11
Resigned

VACANT
(Formerly held by
Samuel Jones;
appointed 12/09 by
Gross)

Term exp. 6/12
Resigned

Lee G. Draznin
(Appointed 5/95-7/10
by Bulova)

Term exp. 6/13

Not eligible for
reappointment (Need
1 year lapse)

Consumer #1
Representative

Consumer #4
Representative

Consumer #6
Representative

Provider #1
Representative

Provider #4
Representative

Nominee

Sally Horwatt
(Hudgins)

Supervisor  District
By Any At-Large
Supervisor

By Any At-Large
Supervisor

By Any At-Large
Supervisor

By Any At-Large
Supervisor

By Any At-Large
Supervisor

(27)
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HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION (3 years)
Incumbent History =~ Regquirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Ahmed Selim At-Large #6 By Any At-Large
(Appointed 7/08-9/10  Representative Supervisor
by Gross)
Term exp. 9/13
HUMAN SERVICES COUNCIL (4 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Braddock District Cook Braddock
(Formerly held by #1 Representative
Judith Tessie Wilson;
appointed 2/13 by
Cook)
Term exp. 7/13
Resigned
Richard Gonzalez Lee District #1 McKay Lee
(Appointed 7/97-7/05 Representative
by Kauffman; 8/09 by
McKay)
Term exp. 7/13
VACANT Providence District Smyth Providence
(Formerly held by #2 Representative
David Dunlap;
appointed 7/12 by
Smyth)
Term exp. 7/13
Resigned
VACANT Sully District #1 Frey Sully

(Formerly held by
Richard Berger;
appointed 2/06-8/09 by
Frey)

Term exp. 7/13
Resigned

Representative

(28)
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INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY (4 years)
Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Inge Gedo At-Large #3 Inge Gedo By Any At-Large
(Appointed 11/09 by  Representative (Herrity) Supervisor
Herrity)
Term exp. 10/13
Marcus B. Simon At-Large #5 By Any At-Large

(Appointed 12/01 by  Representative Supervisor
Hanley; 10/05 by

Connolly; 12/09 by

Bulova)

Term exp. 10/13

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE (ITPAC)
(3 years)

CONFIRMATION NEEDED:

e Mr. John George as the Northern Virginia Technology Council Representative

JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT CITIZENS ADVISORY COUNCIL

(2 years)
Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Paul Langley Braddock District Cook Braddock
(Appointed 4/10-1/12 Representative
by Cook)
Term exp. 1/14
Robert Marro Dranesville District Robert Marro Foust Dranesville
(Appointed 4/08-1/12  Representative
by Foust)

Term exp. 1/14

Continued on next page

(29)
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JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT CITIZENS ADVISORY COUNCIL

(2 years)
continued

Incumbent History

Requirement Nominee

Brian Murray
(Appointed 3/08-1/12
by McKay)

Term exp. 1/14

Bernard Thompson
(Appointed 6/10-2/12
by Gross)

Term exp. 1/14

Michael Beattie
(Appointed 7/11-1/12
by Smyth)

Term exp. 1/14

Melissa Smarr
(Appointed 7/09-1/12
by Herrity)

Term exp. 1/14

Lee District Brian Murray
Representative

Mason District
Representative

Providence District Michael Beattie
Representative

Springfield District  Melissa Smarr
Representative

Supervisor  District

McKay Lee

Gross Mason
Smyth Providence
Herrity Springfield

LIBRARY BOARD (4 years)

Incumbent History

Requirement Nominee

David C. F. Ray
(Appointed 4/09-7/09
by Cook)

Term exp. 7/13

Braddock District  Michael Donovan

Representative

Supervisor District

Cook Braddock

(30)
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MOSAIC DISTRICT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

(4 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor District
VACANT Community By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor

Kenneth Lawrence;
appointed 1/10 by

Smyth)
Term exp. 1/14
Resigned

OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE ON DRINKING AND DRIVING (3 years)
Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT At-Large Bulova At-Large
(Formerly held by Chairman’s Chairman’s
Eileen Nelson; Representative

appointed 3/04-6/07
by Connolly; 6/10 by

Bulova)

Term exp. 6/13

Resigned

VACANT Hunter Mill District Hudgins Braddock
(Formerly held by Representative

Adam Parnes;
appointed 9/03-6/12

by Hudgins)

Term exp. 6/15

Resigned

VACANT Lee District McKay Lee
(Formerly held by Representative

Richard Nilsen;
appointed 3/10-6/10
by McKay)

Term exp. 6/13
Resigned

Continued on next page
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OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE ON DRINKING AND DRIVING (3 years)
continued

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor District

VACANT Springfield District Herrity Springfield
(Formerly held by Representative

William J. Stephens;

appointed 9/05 by

McConnell; 6/08-6/13

by Herrity)

Term exp. 6/16

Resigned

VACANT Sully District Frey Sully
(Formerly held by Representative

Ronald Miner;

appointed 8/02-6/11

by Frey)

Term exp. 6/14

Resigned

ROAD VIEWERS BOARD (1 year)

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor District

John W. Ewing At-Large #2 By Any At-Large
(Appointed 2/11-11/02 Representative Supervisor

by Hanley; 1/04-12/08

by Connolly; 12/09-

11/12 by Bulova)

Term exp. 12/13

VACANT At-Large #4 By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor

Stephen E. Still;

appointed 6/06-12/11

by Smyth)

Term exp. 12/12

Resigned
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ROUTE 28 HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD

(4 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Scott Crabtree Resident/Owner Scott Crabtree By Any At-Large
(Appointed 4/04-1/10  Route 28 District  (Frey) Supervisor
by Frey) #1 Representative
Term exp. 1/14
William Keech Resident/Owner William Keech By Any At-Large
(Appointed 4/08-1/10  Route 28 District  (Frey) Supervisor
by Frey) #2 Representative
Term exp. 1/14
Jeffrey Fairfield Resident/Owner Jeffrey Fairfield By Any At-Large
(Appointed 11/04-1/10 Route 28 District ~ (Hudgins) Supervisor

by Hudgins) #3 Representative
Term exp. 1/14
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TENANT LANDLORD COMMISSION (3 years)
Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Michael Congleton Citizen Member Michael Congleton By Any At-Large
(Appointed 7/13 by #1 Representative  (Herrity) Supervisor
Herrity)
Term exp. 1/14
Antonio Gomez Citizen Member Antonio Gomez By Any At-Large
(Appointed 1/99-1/02  #2 Representative  (Bulova) Supervisor
by Hanley; 3/05-1/08
by Connolly; 1/11 by
Bulova)
Term exp. 1/14
VACANT Citizen Member Michael Schwarz By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by #3 Representative  (Herrity) Supervisor
Craig Richey;
appointed 5/13 by
Frey)
Term exp. 12/15
Resigned
VACANT Condo Owner By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor
Sally D. Liff; appointed
8/04-1/11 by Smyth)
Term exp. 1/14
Deceased
Michael McEnearney Landlord Member By Any At-Large
(Appointed 10/09-2-11  #3 Representative Supervisor
by Foust)
Term exp. 1/14
Evelyn McRae Tenant Member #2 By Any At-Large
(Appointed 6/98-8/01 Representative Supervisor
by Hanley; 12/04-1/08
by Connolly; 4/11 by
Bulova)
Term exp. 1/14
VACANT Tenant Member #3 By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor

Kevin Denton;
appointed 4/10&1/11
by Smyth)

Term exp. 1/14
Resigned
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TRAILS AND SIDEWALKS COMMITTEE (2 years)
Incumbent History ~ Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Kenneth Comer At-Large Bulova At-Large
(Appointed 2/12 by Chairman’s Chairman’s
Bulova) Representative
Term exp. 1/14
Thomas Kennedy Braddock District ~ Thomas Kennedy  Cook Braddock
(Appointed 6/09-1/12 Representative
by Cook)
Term exp. 1/14
Wade H. B. Smith Dranesville District Wade H. B. Smith  Foust Dranesville
(Appointed 4/02 by Representative
Mendelsohn; 1/04-
1/08 by DuBois;
1/10-1/12 by Foust)
Term exp. 1/14
Jeffrey Anderson Hunter Mill District Jeffrey Anderson  Hudgins Hunter Mill
(Appointed 5/11-1/12 Representative
by Hudgins)
Term exp. 1/14
Robert Michie Lee District Robert Michie McKay Lee
(Appointed 1/02-1/08 Representative
by Kauffman; 1/10-
1/12 by McKay)
Term exp. 1/14
Jan Reitman Mason District Gross Mason
(Appointed 3/08-1/12 Representative
by Gross)
Term exp. 1/14
Peter Christensen Mount Vernon Hyland Mount
(Appointed 2/06-1/12  District Vernon
by Hyland) Representative
Term exp. 1/14
Roger Diedrich Providence District Smyth Providence

(Appointed 11/05-
1/12 by Smyth)
Term exp. 1/14

Representative

Continued on next page
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TRAILS AND SIDEWALKS COMMITTEE (2 years)
continued
Incumbent History =~ Regquirement Nominee Supervisor  District
Alan Young Springfield District ~ Alan Young Herrity Springfield
(Appointed 3/12 by Representative
Herrity)
Term exp. 1/14
Paul Kent Sully District Paul Kent Frey Sully
(Appointed 1/10-1/12 Representative
by Frey)

Term exp. 1/14

CONFIRMATION NEEDED:

e Ms. Jackie Browne as the Fairfax Area Disability Services Board Representative

TREE COMMISSION (3 years)

Incumbent History Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Hunter Mill District Dragan Hudgins Hunter Mill
(Formerly held by Representative Momcilovic

Ron Rubin; appointed
1/05-10/12 by
Hudgins)

Term exp. 10/15
Resigned
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TRESPASS TOWING ADVISORY BOARD (3 years)
[NOTE: Advisory board created effective 7/1/06 to advise the Board of Supervisors with regard
to the appropriate provisions of Va. Code Section 46.2-1233.2 and Fairfax County Code 82.5-32.]
Membership: Members shall be Fairfax County residents. A towing representative shall be
defined as a person who, prior to the time of his or her appointment, and throughout his or her
term, shall be an operator of a towing business in Fairfax County.

Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Citizen Alternate By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Supervisor

Ronald P. Miner;
appointed 6/06 by
Connolly; 9/09 by

Bulova)
Term exp. 9/12
Resigned
WETLANDS BOARD (5 years)
Incumbent History  Requirement Nominee Supervisor  District
VACANT Alternate #1 Deana M. By Any At-Large
(Formerly held by Representative Crumbling Supervisor
Anita Van Breda; (Bulova)
appointed 9/13 by
Bulova)
Term exp. 7/16
Resigned
Elizabeth Martin At-Large #1 Elizabeth Martin By Any At-Large
(Appointed 11/09 by  Representative (Hyland) Supervisor
Gross) Deferred 12/3/13

Term exp. 12/13
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LYNN MILLER

Professional Summary
Extensive experience in operations, management, accounting and human resources in both the non-profit
and corporate atmosphere. Efficient, analytical, articulate and diligent.

Skills

® Budget development
Financial reporting
Corporate tax planning
Fiscal budgeting

Cash flow analysis

Work History

Vice President, Operations 11/1990 to 05/2010

George C. Marshall Institute - Washington, DC
Managed operations and finance of science and public policy think fank, planned and executed annual

fundraising dinner.
Executive Director , 06/2010 to Curirent

Community College Consortium on Autism and Intellectual Disabilities — Sterling, VA
Manage organization of Community College Presidents in efforts to launch/maintain programs serving

students with autism and intellectual disabilities.
Education

Bachelor of Science: Accounting 1987
University of Maryland - College Park, MD

Affiliations
Fairfax County Long Term Coordinating Care Council Subcommittee on Young Adults with Disabilities

Board Member, Martin Luther King Culiural Foundation

Board Member, Virginia Autism Project

Focus on passing insurance reform in the General Assembly. Current efforts focused on implementation
and outreach for families to gain access to possible benefits.

Treasurer, Patriot Elite Wrestling Club

Treasurer, Oakion Women's Club

Event Chair, Annual Fashion show to raise money for local charities including the Virginia Autism Project

and Project Lifesaver

Member, Jewish Community Center Committee on Special Needs
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11:00 a.m.

Iltems Presented by the County Executive
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ADMINISTRATIVE -1

Streets into the Secondary System (Dranesville, Hunter Mill and Sully Districts)

ISSUE:
Board approval of streets to be accepted into the State Secondary System.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the street(s) listed below be added to the State
Secondary System.

Subdivision District Street

Marshall Property Dranesville Eaton Drive (Route 7367)

Spring Hill Road (Route 684)
(Additional Right-of-Way (ROW) Only)

Stuart Estates Dranesville Admiral Zumwalt Lane

Shaker Woods Road (Route 680)
(Additional ROW Only)

Tysons Crest Hunter Mill  Tysons Crest Lane

Old Courthouse Road (Route 677)
(Additional ROW Only)

Jackson Fields Sully Jackson Fields Court
Crim Station Road (Route 10152)

Mount Olive Road (Route 859)
(Additional ROW Only)

TIMING:
Routine.
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BACKGROUND:
Inspection has been made of these streets, and they are recommended for acceptance
into the State Secondary System.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1 — Street Acceptance Forms

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental
Services (DPWES)

Michelle Brickner, Deputy Director, DPWES, Land Development Services
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 2

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on the Acquisition of Certain Land Rights
Necessary for the Construction of Route 29 Widening Road Improvements (Braddock
District

ISSUE:

Board authorization to advertise a public hearing on the acquisition of certain land rights
necessary for the construction of Project 4YP212, also known as 5G25-052-000, Route
29 Widening, Fund 300-C30050, Transportation Improvements.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing for February 25, 2014, at 4:00 p.m.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on January 28, 2014, to provide sufficient time to advertise
the proposed public hearing on the acquisition of certain land rights necessary to keep
this project on schedule.

BACKGROUND:

The County is planning to widen Route 29, Lee Highway, from Legato Road to
approximately 600 feet north of Shirley Gate Road, to add an additional northbound
travel lane. The project includes five-foot-wide concrete sidewalks, ten-foot-wide
shared use paths and asphalt sidewalks, storm water management, curb and gutter,
improved right turn lanes and related appurtenances.

Land rights for these improvements are required on 31 properties. The construction of
the project requires the acquisition of dedications for public street purposes, storm
drainage, ingress/egress, signage, landscaping, detention pond, grading agreement and
temporary construction, Dominion Virginia Power, Verizon, Cox Communications, and
XO Communications Services easements and utility relocation.

Negotiations are in progress with several owners of these properties; however, because

resolution of these acquisitions is not imminent, it may become necessary for the Board
to utilize quick-take eminent domain powers to commence construction of this project on
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schedule. These powers are conferred upon the Board by statute, namely, Va. Code
Ann. Sections 15.2-1904 and 15.2-1905 (2012). Pursuant to these provisions, a public
hearing is required before property interests can be acquired in such an accelerated
manner.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Funding is currently available in Project 4YP212, also known as 5G25-052-000, Route
29 Widening, Fund 300-C30050, Transportation Improvements. No additional funds are
required at this time for land acquisition.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment A - Project Location Map
Attachment B - Listing of Affected Properties

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental Services
(DPWES)

Ronald N. Kirkpatrick, Deputy Director, DPWES, Capital Facilities
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ROUTE 29 WIDENING

Project 2G25-052-000 (4YP212)

Scale: Not to Scale |

Tax Map: 56-1

~ Braddock District

Proposed Improvements:

Affected Properties:
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Attachment A

ROUTE 29 WIDENING

Project 2G25-052-000 (4YP212)

Scale: Not to Scale

Tax Map: 56-2

Braddock District

Proposed Improvements: 1ITIIEEIIRRTNREE]

Affected Properties:
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PROP OF ALICE MOORE

S

OREST HILLS OF FAReay

ROUTE 29 WIDENING
Tax Map: 56-2 & 56-3 Project 2G25-052-000 (4YP212) Scale: Not to Scale
: Braddock District
Affected Properties: Proposed Improvements:  [ILIIRELRNIRRNLND
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ATTACHMENT B

LISTING OF AFFECTED PROPERTIES
Project 4YP212 — Route 29 Widening Road Improvements

(Braddock District)

PROPERTY OWNER(S)

1. Nancy Lee Hall
George T. Hall
Address:

11901 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

The Johnson A. Edosomwan, LLC

Address:
11909 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

The Johnson A. Edosomwan, LLC

Address:
11917 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Song Hun Yu
IN Project, LLC

Address:
11923 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Song Hun Yu
IN Project, LLC

Address:
11923 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Tong S. Park
Address:

11935 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

TAX MAP NUMBER

056-1-07-0001
(Interests already acquired)

056-1-07-0002
(Interests already acquired)

056-1-07-0003
(Interests already acquired)

056-1-07-0004

056-1-07-0004-A

056-1-07-0005
(Interests already acquired)
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10.

11.

12.

13.

Scott Rudge 056-1-07-0006-A

Address:
4645 Spruce Street
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Fair Oaks Child Development Center, LLC 056-1-07-0007-A
(Interests already acquired)
Address:
12001 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Alden Glen Community Association 056-1-14-0000-A
(Interests already acquired)
Address:
Situated on the north side Lee Highway west of Holly Avenue
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Alden Glen Community Association 056-1-14-0000-D

Address:
Situated on the north side Lee Highway east of Holly Avenue
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

GSG Residential Ellipse, LLC 056-1-15-0005-C
(Interests already acquired)

Address:

Situated at the northwest corner of Lee Highway and Forum Drive

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Robertson Farm Homeowners Association 056-1-21 0000-A

(Interests already acquired)
Address:
Situated at the southwest corner of Lee Highway and Robertson Farm Circle
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Becky L. Earhart, Susan E. Black, 056-2-01-0039
Leigh A. Earhart, Kristi C. Vallone, Trustees

Address:

11332 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Board of Supervisors

Address:

Situated on the West side of Waples Mill Road

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Aref Assadzadeh

Address:

11317 Lee Highway

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

TKG Virginia Storage, LLC
Address:

11325 Lee Highway

Fairfax, Virginia 22030
Lonardelli Joint Venture, LLC
Address:

11401 Lee Highway

Fairfax, Virginia 22030
Seung K. Hong, Trustee
Address:

11421 Lee Highway

Fairfax, Virginia 22030
Forest Hill Joint Venture, LLC
Address:

11429 Lee Highway

Fairfax, Virginia 22030
Forest Hill Joint Venture, LLC
Address:

11425 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

056-2-01-0040

(Interests already acquired)

056-2-01-0050

056-2-01-0052

(Interests already acquired)

056-2-01-0054

056-2-01-0055

056-2-01-0057

056-2-01-0058
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21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

State Farm Mutual Automobile 056-2-01-0062
Insurance Company (Interests already acquired)
Address:

4401 Village Drive
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

S&G Craven, LLC 056-2-01-0063-B

Address:
11625 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Chevy Chase Bank, F. S. B. 056-2-01-0063-C
(Interests already acquired)
Address:
11611 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Ronald A. DeAngelis 056-2-01-0066
Leta G. DeAngelis

Address:
11717 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

11725 Lee Highway, LLC 056-2-01-0067-A
(Interests already acquired)
Address:
11725 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Garden World R.E., LLC 056-2-04-0001
Address:

11347 Lee Highway

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Garden World R.E., LLC 056-2-04-0002
Address:

11343 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030
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28.

29.

30.

31.

Robert M. Rosenthal

Address:
11335 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Estates at Leewood
Homeowners Association

Address:
Parcel A
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Estates at Leewood
Homeowners Association

Address:
Parcel H
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Merrifield Garden Center Corporation

Address:
12039 Lee Highway
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

056-2-04-0004
(Interests already acquired)

056-2-25-0000-A
(Interests already acquired)

056-2-25-0000-H
(Interests already acquired)

056-3-01-0014
(Interests already acquired)
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 3

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Establish the Strathmeade Square
Community Parking District (Providence District)

ISSUE:

Board authorization to advertise a public hearing to consider a proposed amendment to
Appendix M of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, (Fairfax County Code) to
establish the Strathmeade Square Community Parking District (CPD).

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing for February 25, 2014, at 4:00 p.m. to consider adoption of a Fairfax County
Code amendment (Attachment I) to establish the Strathmeade Square CPD.

TIMING:
The Board of Supervisors should take action on January 28, 2014, to provide sufficient
time for advertisement of the public hearing on February 25, 2014, at 4:00 p.m.

BACKGROUND:

Fairfax County Code Section 82-5B-2 authorizes the Board to establish a CPD for the
purpose of prohibiting or restricting the parking of watercraft; boat trailers; motor homes;
camping trailers and any other trailer or semi-trailer, regardless of whether such trailer
or semi-trailer is attached to another vehicle; any vehicle with three or more axles; any
vehicle that has a gross vehicle weight rating of 12,000 or more pounds, except school
buses used on a current and regular basis to transport students; any vehicle designed
to transport 16 or more passengers including the driver, except school buses used on a
current and regular basis to transport students; and any vehicle of any size that is being
used in the transportation of hazardous materials as defined in Virginia Code § 46.2-
341.4 on the streets in the CPD.

No such CPD shall apply to (i) any commercial vehicle when discharging passengers or
when temporarily parked pursuant to the performance of work or service at a particular
location or (ii) utility generators located on trailers and being used to power network
facilities during a loss of commercial power or (iii) restricted vehicles temporarily parked
on a public street within any such CPD for a maximum of 48 hours for the purpose of
loading, unloading, or preparing for a trip or (iv) restricted vehicles that are temporarily
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parked on a public street within any such CPD for use by federal, state, or local public
agencies to provide services.

Pursuant to Fairfax County Code Section 82-5B-3, the Board may establish a CPD if:
(1) the Board receives a petition requesting such an establishment and such petition
contains the names, addresses, and signatures of petitioners who represent at least 60
percent of the addresses within the proposed CPD, and represent more than 50 percent
of the eligible addresses on each block of the proposed CPD, (2) the proposed CPD
includes an area in which 75 percent of each block within the proposed CPD is zoned,
planned or developed as a residential area, (3) the Board receives an application fee of
$10 for each petitioning property address in the proposed CPD, and (4) the proposed
CPD must contain the lesser of (i) a minimum of five block faces or (ii) any number of
blocks that front a minimum of 2,000 linear feet of street as measured by the centerline
of each street within the CPD.

Staff has verified that the requirements for a petition-based CPD have been satisfied.
The parking prohibition identified above for the CPD is proposed to be in effect seven

days per week, 24 hours per day.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The cost of sign installation is estimated at $900 to be paid out of Fairfax County
Department of Transportation funds.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment I: Amendment to the Fairfax County Code, Appendix M (CPD Restrictions)
Attachment II: Area Map of Proposed Strathmeade Square CPD

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT)
Eric Teitelman, Division Chief, Capital Projects and Operations Division, FCDOT
Neil Freschman, Chief, Traffic Operations Section, FCDOT

Maria Turner, Sr. Transportation Planner, FCDOT
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PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENT

THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA
APPENDIX M

M-82 Strathmeade Square Community Parking District

(a) District Designation.
(1)  The restricted parking area is designated as the Strathmeade
Square Community Parking District.
(2) Blocks included in the Strathmeade Square Community Parking
District are described below:

Beverly Drive (Route 3565)
From Tobin Road to Schockey Drive.

Breckenridge Court (Route 4051)
From Beverly Drive to the cul-de-sac inclusive.

Thompson Road (Route 4050)
From the west end to the east cul-de-sac inclusive.

Tobin Road (Route 709)
From Woodburn Village Drive to Beverly Drive, north side only.

(b) District Provisions.

(1)  This District is established in accordance with and is subject to the
provisions set forth in Article 5B of Chapter 82.

(2) Parking of watercraft; boat trailers; motor homes; camping trailers;
any other trailer or semi-trailer, regardless of whether such trailer or
semi-trailer is attached to another vehicle; any vehicle with three or
more axles; any vehicle that has a gross vehicle weight rating of
12,000 or more pounds, except school buses used on a current and
regular basis to transport students; any vehicle designed to
transport 16 or more passengers, including the driver, except
school buses used on a current and regular basis to transport
students; and any vehicle of any size that is being used in the
transportation of hazardous materials as defined in Virginia Code §
46.2-341.4 is prohibited at all times on the above-described streets
within the Strathmeade Square Community Parking District.

(3) No such Community Parking District shall apply to (i) any
commercial vehicle when discharging passengers or when
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temporarily parked pursuant to the performance of work or service
at a particular location or (ii) utility generators located on trailers
and being used to power network facilities during a loss of
commercial power or (iii) restricted vehicles temporarily parked on a
public street within any such District for a maximum of 48 hours for
the purpose of loading, unloading, or preparing for a trip or (iv)
restricted vehicles that are temporarily parked on a public street
within any such District for use by federal, state, or local public
agencies to provide services.

(c) Signs. Signs delineating the Strathmeade Square Community Parking
District shall indicate community specific identification and/or directional
information in addition to the following:

NO PARKING
Watercraft
Trailers, Motor Homes
Vehicles = 3 Axles
Vehicles GVWR = 12,000 Ibs.
Vehicles = 16 Passengers

FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE §82-5B
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 4

Installation of “Watch for Children” Signs as Part of the Residential Traffic
Administration Program (Dranesville, Lee, Mount Vernon and Hunter Mill Districts)

ISSUE:

Board endorsement for the installation of “Watch for Children” signs, as part of the
Residential Traffic Administration Program (RTAP).

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board endorse the installation of “Watch for
Children” signs on the following roads:

e Sugarland Road (Dranesuville District)

e Marilyn Drive (Lee District)

e Scotch Drive (Lee District)

e Waynewood Boulevard (2) (Mount Vernon District)

e Plymouth Road (Mount Vernon District)

e Freetown Drive (Hunter Mill District)
TIMING:

Board action is requested on January 28, 2014.

BACKGROUND:

The RTAP allows for installation of “Watch for Children” signs at the primary entrance to
residential neighborhoods, or at a location with an extremely high concentration of
children relative to the area, such as playgrounds, day care centers, or community
centers. FCDOT reviews each request to ensure the proposed sign will be effectively
located and will not be in conflict with any other traffic control devices. On April 15,
2012; July 11, 2012; August 7, 2012; and October 16, 2012, FCDOT received written
verification from the appropriate local supervisors confirming community support for the
referenced “Watch for Children” signs.

(63)



Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

FISCAL IMPACT:

The cost for signs at the seven locations is approximately $1,070. Funding in the
amount of $1,070 is available in Fund100-C10001, General Fund, under Job Number
40TTCP.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
None.

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT)
Eric Teitelman, Chief, Capital Projects and Traffic Operations Division, FCDOT
Neil Freschman, Chief, Traffic Operations Section, FCDOT

Steven K. Knudsen, Transportation Planner, FCDOT
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ADMINISTRATIVE -5

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Establish Parking Restrictions on Willow
Oaks Corporate Drive (Providence District)

ISSUE:

Board authorization to advertise a public hearing to consider a proposed amendment to
Appendix R of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, (Fairfax County Code) to
establish parking restrictions on Willow Oaks Corporate Drive in the Providence District.

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing for February 25, 2014, at 4:00 p.m. to consider adoption of a Fairfax County
Code amendment (Attachment I) to Appendix R to prohibit commercial vehicles,
recreational vehicles and all trailers as defined in Fairfax County Code Sections 82-5-
7(b) and 82-5B-1 from parking on Willow Oaks Corporate Drive from Gallows Road to
Professional Center Access Road from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., seven days per week,
excluding areas designated as “No Parking” by the Virginia Department of
Transportation.

TIMING:
The Board of Supervisors should take action on January 28, 2014, to provide sufficient
time for advertisement of the public hearing on February 25, 2014, at 4:00 p.m.

BACKGROUND:

Fairfax County Code Section 82-5-37(5) authorizes the Board of Supervisors to
designate restricted parking in non-residential areas where long-term parking of
vehicles diminishes the capacity of on-street parking for other uses.

The Providence District office forwarded a petition and request from business owners
along Willow Oaks Corporate Drive to prohibit commercial vehicles, recreational
vehicles and all trailers from parking on Willow Oaks Corporate Drive from Gallows
Road to Professional Center Access Road from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., seven days per
week. Business owners indicated that out-of-area businesses are parking their
commercial vehicles, recreational vehicles and trailers for long periods of time resulting
in scarce parking for employees and business customers.
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Staff has been to this location on several occasions over several months and verified
that long-term parking is occurring that diminishes the capacity of on-street parking for
use by the business community.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The cost of sign installation is estimated at $800 to be paid out of Fairfax County
Department of Transportation funds.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment I: Amendment to the Fairfax County Code, Appendix R (General Parking
Restrictions)

Attachment II: Area Map of Proposed Parking Restriction

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT)
Eric Teitelman, Chief, Capital Projects and Operations Division, FCDOT

Neil Freschman, Chief, Traffic Operations Section, FCDOT

Maria Turner, Sr. Transportation Planner, FCDOT
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PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENT

THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA
APPENDIX R

Amend The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, by adding the following to Appendix
R, in accordance with Section 82-5-37:

Willow Oaks Corporate Drive (Route 8200).

Commercial vehicles, recreational vehicles, and trailers as defined in Fairfax
County Code Sections 82-5-7(b) and 82-5B-1 shall be restricted from parking on
Willow Oaks Corporate Drive from Gallows Road to Professional Center Access
Road from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., seven days per week, excluding areas
designated as “No Parking” by the Virginia Department of Transportation.
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 6

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Establish the Northern Virginia
Community College Community Parking District (Braddock District)

ISSUE:

Board authorization to advertise a public hearing to consider a proposed amendment to
Appendix M of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia (Fairfax County Code) to
establish the Northern Virginia Community College Community Parking District (CPD).

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing for February 25, 2014, at 4:00 p.m. to consider adoption of a Fairfax County
Code amendment to establish the Northern Virginia Community College CPD.

TIMING:
The Board of Supervisors should take action on January 28, 2014, to provide sufficient
time for advertisement of the public hearing on February 25, 2014, at 4:00 p.m.

BACKGROUND:

Fairfax County Code Section 82-5B-2 authorizes the Board to establish a CPD for the
purpose of prohibiting or restricting the parking of watercraft; boat trailers; motor homes;
camping trailers and any other trailer or semi-trailer, regardless of whether such trailer
or semi-trailer is attached to another vehicle; any vehicle with three or more axles; any
vehicle that has a gross vehicle weight rating of 12,000 or more pounds except school
buses used on a current and regular basis to transport students; any vehicle designed
to transport 16 or more passengers including the driver, except school buses used on a
current and regular basis to transport students; and any vehicle of any size that is being
used in the transportation of hazardous materials as defined in Virginia Code § 46.2-
341.4 on the streets in the CPD.

No such CPD shall apply to (i) any commercial vehicle when discharging passengers or
when temporarily parked pursuant to the performance of work or service at a particular
location or (ii) utility generators located on trailers and being used to power network
facilities during a loss of commercial power or (iii) restricted vehicles temporarily parked
on a public street within any such CPD for a maximum of 48 hours for the purpose of
loading, unloading, or preparing for a trip or (iv) restricted vehicles that are temporarily
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parked on a public street within any such CPD for use by federal, state, or local public
agencies to provide services.

Pursuant to Fairfax County Code Section 82-5B-3, the Board may establish a CPD if:
(1) the Board receives a petition requesting such an establishment and such petition
contains the names, addresses, and signatures of petitioners who represent at least 60
percent of the addresses within the proposed CPD, and represent more than 50 percent
of the eligible addresses on each block of the proposed CPD, (2) the proposed CPD
includes an area in which 75 percent of each block within the proposed CPD is zoned,
planned or developed as a residential area, (3) the Board receives an application fee of
$10 for each petitioning property address in the proposed CPD, and (4) the proposed
CPD must contain the lesser of (i) a minimum of five block faces or (ii) any number of
blocks that front a minimum of 2,000 linear feet of street as measured by the centerline
of each street within the CPD.

Staff has verified that the requirements for a petition-based CPD have been satisfied.
The parking prohibition identified above for the CPD is proposed to be in effect seven

days per week, 24 hours per day.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The cost of sign installation is estimated at $900 to be paid out of Fairfax County
Department of Transportation funds.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment I: Amendment to the Fairfax County Code, Appendix M (CPD Restrictions)
Attachment II: Area Map of Proposed Northern Virginia Community College CPD

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT)
Eric Teitelman, Division Chief, Capital Projects and Operations Division, FCDOT
Neil Freschman, Chief, Traffic Operations Section, FCDOT

Maria Turner, Sr. Transportation Planner, FCDOT
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PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENT

THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA

APPENDIX M

M-81 Northern Virginia Community College Community Parking District

(a) District Designation.

(1)
(2)

The restricted parking area is designated as the Northern Virginia
Community College Community Parking District.

Blocks included in the Northern Virginia Community College
Community Parking District are described below:

Briar Creek Drive (Route 4495)
From Holborn Avenue to Duncan Drive.

Jayson Lane (Route 4677)
From Briar Creek Drive to the cul-de-sac inclusive.

Woodchuck Court (Route 4497)
From Briar Creek Drive to the cul-de-sac inclusive.

(b) District Provisions.

(1)
(2)

This District is established in accordance with and is subject to the
provisions set forth in Article 5B of Chapter 82.

Parking of watercraft; boat trailers; motor homes; camping trailers;
any other trailer or semi-trailer, regardless of whether such trailer or
semi-trailer is attached to another vehicle; any vehicle with three or
more axles; any vehicle that has a gross vehicle weight rating of
12,000 or more pounds except school buses used on a current and
regular basis to transport students; any vehicle designed to
transport 16 or more passengers, including the driver, except
school buses used on a current and regular basis to transport
students; and any vehicle of any size that is being used in the
transportation of hazardous materials as defined in Virginia Code §
46.2-341.4 is prohibited at all times on the above-described streets
within the Northern Virginia Community College Community

Parking District.

No such Community Parking District shall apply to (i) any
commercial vehicle when discharging passengers or when
temporarily parked pursuant to the performance of work or service
at a particular location or (ii) utility generators located on trailers
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and being used to power network facilities during a loss of
commercial power or (iii) restricted vehicles temporarily parked on a
public street within any such District for a maximum of 48 hours for
the purpose of loading, unloading, or preparing for a trip or (iv)
restricted vehicles that are temporarily parked on a public street
within any such District for use by federal, state, or local public
agencies to provide services.

(c) Signs. Signs delineating the Northern Virginia Community College
Community Parking District shall indicate community specific identification
and/or directional information in addition to the following:

NO PARKING
Watercraft
Trailers, Motor Homes
Vehicles = 3 Axles
Vehicles GVWR = 12,000 Ibs.
Vehicles = 16 Passengers

FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE §82-5B
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ADMINISTRATIVE — 7

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on a Proposal to Abandon a Portion of
Former South Van Dorn Street (Lee District)

ISSUE:
Board Authorization to advertise a public hearing on a proposal to abandon a portion of
former South Van Dorn Street.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize the advertisement of a
public hearing to consider the abandonment of the subject right-of-way.

TIMING:
The Board should take action on January 28, 2014, to provide sufficient time to
advertise the public hearing for March 4, 2014, at 4:00 p.m.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant, Kingstowne Commercial LP, is requesting that a portion of the former
right-of-way of what is now South Van Dorn Street be abandoned under 833.1-164 of
the Code of Virginia. The subject right-of-way, consisting of 3,448 square feet, is
located near the southeast corner of the intersection of Franconia Road and the
relocated South Van Dorn street. It is not in the Virginia Department of Transportation
(VDOT) State Secondary System.

The applicant has made the request to facilitate the transfer of an entrance monument,
part of which occupies the candidate right-of-way, to the Kingstowne Residential Owner
Corporation. When South Van Dorn Street was relocated as an off-site transportation
improvement, proffered under RZ-84-L-020 (Kingstowne), the former alignment in the
vicinity of Franconia Road remained right-of-way.

Retention of the candidate right-of-way for the potential interchange of South Van Dorn
Street and Franconia Road, shown on the Comprehensive Plan, is not being proposed.
The candidate right-of-way is apparently prescriptive as no creation record has been
found in the land records, nor has it been reserved by proffer for future transportation
projects. Therefore, the County would have to acquire the fee simple title to the land
regardless of whether the right-of-way has been abandoned or not, assuming that the
future layout of the interchange, which has not been determined, would require the land.
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Traffic Circulation and Access

The abandonment will have no long-term impact on pedestrian, transit, or vehicle
circulation and access. There are no transportation facilities on the subject right-of-way
and the adjacent relocated South van Dorn Street has highway, pedestrian, and transit
service. Since the candidate right-of-way is prescriptive, the fee simple title would still
have to be acquired if a future transportation project were built on the land, regardless
of the right-of-way status.

Easements

Public easement needs have been identified by the Fairfax County Water Authority.
Dominion Virginia Power indicated an interest but field evaluation showed that their
facility, paralleling Franconia Road, is outside the bounds of the candidate right-of-way.
The applicants have provided an easement in a form acceptable to Fairfax Water. No
other easement needs were identified.

The proposal to vacate and abandon this right-of-way was circulated to the following
public agencies and utility companies for review: Office of the County Attorney,
Department of Public Works and Environmental Services, Fairfax County Department of
Transportation, Department of Planning and Zoning, Fairfax County Park Authority,
Fairfax County Water Authority, Fairfax County School Board, Fire and Rescue, Virginia
Department of Transportation, Dominion Virginia Power, Washington Gas Light
Company, and Verizon. None of these indicate any opposition to the proposal.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment |: Statement of Justification
Attachment Il: Notice of Intent

Attachment Ill: Order of Abandonment
Attachment IV: Abandonment Plat
Attachment V: Metes and Bounds Description
Attachment VI: Vicinity Map

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT)
Donald Stephens, FCDOT
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SHANER & HELF, LLC
Attorneys at Law

10306 Eaton Place, Suite 150

Daniel H. Shaner Fairfax, Virginia 22030 4920 Elm Street
(dshaner@shanerhelf.com) Suite 200
(admitted in VA) (703) 385-1211 «» fax: (703) 934-8461 Bethesda, Maryland 20814

Thomas E. Helf (301) 913-9306
(tomhelf@aol.com) Fax: 301-913-9624

(admitted in MD, VA, DC)

June 5, 2012

Via Hand Delivery

Donald E. Stephens

Fairfax County Department of Transportation
Centerpointe 1 Office Building

4050 Legato Road, Suite 400

Fairfax, Virginia 22033-2867

Re:  Application to the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia for abandonment of
old road to extent of alteration by new road pursuant to subdivision 2 of §15.2-2272 (§15.2-
2272(2)), as alternative procedure under §33.1-166.1, Code of Virginia, as amended, being a
portion of former South Van Dorn Street, formerly Triplett Road, located at the intersection of
Franconia Road-Route 644 and new South Van Dorn Street-Route 613, containing 3,448 square
feet of land or 0.792 acres of land, Lee District, Fairfax County, Virginia

Dear Mr. Stephens:

This firm represents Kingstowne Commercial LP, a Virginia limited partnership
(“KCLP”), the fee title owner of certain tracts or parcels of land contiguous to or related by
record title to former South Van Dorn Street, formerly Triplett Road (Route 973), and new or
alternate South Van Dorn Street in place of the old road.

KCLP wishes to cause the abandonment of that portion of former South Van Dorn Street
shown as “Residual Portion of South Van Dorn Street” on the record plat entitled, “Right of Way
Abandonment of Residual Portion of South Van Dorn Street,” dated May 23, 2012 (“Plat”), and
prepared by Tri-Tek Engineering, a professional corporation, Herndon, Virginia, pursuant to
§15.2-2272(2). To this result, enclosed are the following:

1. This application plus 18 copies;

This firm’s check payable to Fairfax County in the amount of $200 representing
the County’s processing fee;

Recordable Plat (18 copies);

4. Metes and Bounds Legal Description (18 copies) of the area to be abandoned;

W
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Donald E. Stephens

Fairfax County Department of Transportation
June §, 2012

Page Two

5. Vicinity Map/Fairfax County Assessment Map 81-4 (18 copies);
6. Notice of Intent to Abandon (18 copies); and
7. Adoption of Ordinance (18 copies).

KCLP is the fee simple owner of the following tracts or parcels of land subject to the
proffered conditions associated with Rezoning Application RZ 84-1-020, approved by the Board
of Supervisors on June 17, 1985, as amended:

Tax Map Reference(s) 0814 01 0052A (“Parcel 52A”) containing .1759 acres of land,
and being part of the land acquired by KCLP by Deed of Contribution dated April 30, 2012,
recorded in Deed Book 22289, at Page 046; and 0184 03 007 (“Lot 7) containing .5802 acres,
and 0184 03-0007A (“Lot 7A”), containing .3788 acres, and being part of the same land acquired
by KCLP by Deed of Contribution dated October 24, 2008, recorded in Deed Book 20158, at
Page 1323.

In satisfaction of the proffered conditions, Kingstowne L.P. (predecessor in title to
KCLP) caused to be dedicated for public street purposes the realignment and extension of South
Van Dorn Street according to the following deeds recorded among the land records:

Deed of Dedication and Easements dated February 16, 1988, recorded in Deed Book
7085, at Page 0475 (South Van Dorn Street, Phase I); and Deed of Dedication and Easements
dated April 26, 1989, recorded in Deed Book 7329, at Page 0703.

As a result of the street dedications, former South Van Dorn Street, in that location has
been altered and a new road, approved by the Board of Supervisors, constructed in lieu thereof,
which serves the same citizens as the old road.

Further, KCLP is the fee owner of the land lying on either side of old road. As a result of
the street dedications, former Tract 7 of Cameron Villa Farms, as platted and recorded in Deed
Book N-9, at Page 16, was bifurcated by the realignment of the new road, so that a portion of
Tract 7, Cameron Villa Farms, lies northeast of the parent tract separated by the new road
(“Residual Lot 7”), which for real estate assessment purposes is combined with the remainder of
Tract 7 as Tax Map No. 0184 03-007 or Lot 7 herein. Hence, no third parties reside on either side
of the old road or abandonment.
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Donald E. Stephens

Fairfax County Department of Transportation
June 5, 2012

Page Three

A physical inspection of the site shows that the old road is physically closed and, in place
thereof, permanent entrance features and landscaping have been installed in connection with the
Kingstowne project.

Upon adoption of the ordinance fee title vests in KCLP. KCLP intends to consolidate
Residual Lot 7, the Residual Portion of South Van Dorn Street and Parcel 52A as a single lot to
be either conveyed in fee or by easement for the benefit of the Kingstowne Residential Owner
Corporation (KROC).

Very truly yours,

HAZER & HELF, LLC

Enclosures
cc: Dave Currin, Trik-Tek Engineering (w/o/enc.)(via email only)
Jon Halle, Kingstowne Commercial LP (w/o enc.)(via email only)

Steve Fleischman, Kingstowne Commercial LP (w/o enc.)(via email only)
(s:\data\user\dshaner\kingstowne\kingstowne commercialMxcodeptof transportationltr.southvandornstreet)
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ABANDON
A PORTION OF FORMER SOUTH VAN DORN STREET
LEE DISTRICT, FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

Notice is hereby given that the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, will hold a
public hearing on March 4, 2014, at 4:00 P.M., during its regular meeting in the Board
Auditorium of the Fairfax County Government Center, 12000 Government Center Parkway,
Fairfax, Virginia, pursuant to §33.1-158, Virginia Code, as amended, on the proposed
abandonment of former road to the extent such former road has been altered and a new road
constructed in lieu thereof, such former road being that portion of former South VVan Dorn Street,
containing a total area of 3,448 square feet or 0.0792 acre of land, in that location that has been
altered and new South VVan Dorn Street constructed in lieu thereof between Franconia Road-
Route 644 and new South Van Dorn Street-Route 613, pursuant to §33.1-164, Code of Virginia,
as amended. The road is located on Tax Map 81-4, and is described and shown on the metes and
bounds schedule and plat prepared by Tri-Tek Engineering, Herndon, Virginia, dated May 23,
2012 (rev. 06-12-2013), both of which are on file with the Fairfax County Department of
Transportation, 4050 Legato Road, Suite 400, Fairfax, Virginia 22033, Telephone Number
(703)-877-5600.

All persons wishing to speak on this subject may call the Office of the Clerk to the Board, (703)
324-3903, to be placed on the Speaker's List, or may appear and be heard.
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ATTACHMENT Il

ADOPTION OF ORDER ABANDONING
A PORTION OF FORMER SOUTH VAN DORN STREET
LEE DISTRICT
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, held in the
Board Auditorium of the Government Center in Fairfax County, Virginia, on the day of March 4,
2014, at which meeting a quorum was present and voting, the Board, after conducting a public
hearing upon due notice given pursuant to 833.1-158, Virginia Code, as amended, and as
otherwise required by law, it was duly moved and seconded to adopt the following resolution, to
wit:

WHEREAS, the Board has received an application for abandonment of an old road
no longer necessary for public use pursuant to 833.1-164, Virginia Code, as amended, and

WHEREAS, after due consideration, the Board has determined that the old road in that
location has been altered and a new road, approved by the Board, constructed in lieu thereof,
serves the same citizens as the old road, so that the old road may be abandoned to the extent
of such alteration, but no further;

WHEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED:

That, that portion of South Van Dorn Street containing a total area of 3,448
square feet or 0.0792 acre of land, as more particularly described by metes and bounds
and as bounded and shown on the record plat entitled "Right of Way Abandonment of
Residual Portion of South VVan Dorn Street," dated May 23, 2012 (rev. 06-12-2013),
prepared by Tri-Tek Engineering, Herndon, Virginia, both of which are attached hereto
and incorporated herein, be and the same is hereby abandoned.

This abandonment is subject to any right, privilege, permit, license, or easement in favor
of any public service company, utility, or other person or entity, including any political
subdivision, whether located above, upon, or under the surface, either presently in use or of
record, including the right to operate, maintain, replace, alter, extend, increase or decrease in size
any facilities in the abandoned roadway, without permission of the landowner.

A Copy Teste:

Clerk to the Board
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ATTACHM ENT V

‘f,-" ,a:m

5 7//7/3 ;,
$0 DAVID T. CURRIN
TRI-TEK 3 Lic.No. 1098 3

Engineering

METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION
RIGHT OF WAY ABANDONMENT OF
RESIDUAL PORTION OF
SOUTH VAN DORN STREET
DEED BOOK 7329, PAGE 703
(FORMERLY KNOWN AS
TRIPLETT ROAD)

LEE DISTRICT
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

Beginning at a point on the southerly right-of-way of Franconia Road — Route #644 (variable width)
being the northwesterly most corner to Kingstowne Commercial L.P. (D.B. 22289, PG. 469)
(PARID: 81-4-01-00052A).

Thence departing Franconia Road — Route #644, running with the west line of Kingstowne
Commercial L.P.; S 01°58°55” E —211.67 feet to a point on the easterly right-of-way of South Van Dorn
Street — Route #613 (variable width), said point being a westerly corner to Kingstowne Commercial L.P..

Thence departing Kingstowne Commercial L.P., running with the easterly right-of-way of South Van
Dorn Street — Route #613 the following courses; 1) along the arc of a curve to the left as follows;
R =1,865.07/ A=63.02" / CB = N 18°35°25” W / CHD = 63.02’ to a point and 2) N 19°33°29” W —
5.08 feet to a point, said point being the south corner to the easterly portion of Part of Lot 7, Cameron
Villa Farms, property of Kingstowne Commercial, L.P. (D.B. 20158, PG. 1323) (PARID: 81-4-03-0007).

Thence departing the South Van Dorn Street — Route #613, running with the easterly line of Part of Lot 7,
Cameron Villa Farms; N 01°48°33” W — 145.40 feet to a point on the southerly right-of-way of Franconia
Road — Route #644, said point being the northerly most corner to Part of Lot 7, Cameron Villa Farms,
property of Kingstowne Commercial, L.P..

Thence departing Part of Lot 7, Cameron Villa Farms, running with the southerly right-of-way of
Franconia Road — Route #644 the following courses; 1) along the arc of a curve to the right as follows;
R=40.00"/A=7.06"/CB=N 81°42’19” E/ CHD = 7.05’ to a point and 2) N 86°46’06” E — 12.10 feet
to the point of beginning containing 3,448 Square Feet or 0.0792 Acres of land.

CIVIL A ENVIRONMENTAL A LAND PLANNING A SURVEYING
690 Center Street, Suite 300 ® Herndon, VA 20170 ® 703-481-5900 ® FAX 703-481-5901 www.tritekir{gs{,m
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Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

ADMINISTRATIVE - 8

Extension of Review Periods for 2232 Review Applications (Mason and Mount Vernon

Districts)

ISSUE:
Extension of the review periods for specific 2232 Review applications to ensure
compliance with the review requirements of Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of Virginia

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board extend the review periods for the
following applications: 2232-V13-17 to April 10, 2014; 2232-V13-18 to April 10, 2014, and
FSA-M00-66-1 to March 27, 2014.

TIMING:
Board action is required on January 28, 2014, to extend the review periods of the
applications noted above before their expirations.

BACKGROUND:

Subsection B of Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of Virginia states: “Failure of the
commission to act within sixty days of a submission, unless the time is extended by the
governing body, shall be deemed approval.” Subsection F of Section 15.2-2232 of the
Code of Virginia states: “Failure of the commission to act on any such application for a
telecommunications facility under subsection A submitted on or after July 1, 1998, within
ninety days of such submission shall be deemed approval of the application by the
commission unless the governing body has authorized an extension of time for
consideration or the applicant has agreed to an extension of time. The governing body
may extend the time required for action by the local commission by no more than sixty
additional days.”

The Board should extend the review periods for applications 2232-V13-17, 2232-V13-18,
and FSA-MO00-66-1; which were accepted for review by the Department of Planning and
Zoning (DPZ) on October 28, 2013 and December 12, 2013. These applications are for
non-telecommunications public facilities, and thus, are not subject to the State Code
provision for extending the review period by no more than sixty additional days.

The review periods for the following applications should be extended:
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2232-V13-17 Lorton Solar Energy Park
10018 & 10100 Furnace Road, Lorton
Mount Vernon District
Extend review period to April 10, 2014

2232-V13-18 Lorton Solar Energy Park
10001, 10201, 10209, 10215, 10219, & 10229 Furnace Road, Lorton
Mount Vernon District
Extend review period to April 10, 2014

The Board is also asked to extend the review period for Feature Shown application
FSA-M00-66-1, which was accepted for review by DPZ on October 28, 2013, and thus, is
subject to the State Code provision that the Board may extend the time required for the
Planning Commission to act on this application by no more than sixty (60) additional
days. Therefore, the review period for FSA-M00-66-1 should be extended as follows:

FSA-M00-66-1 Sirius XM by Crown Castle
6800 Versar Center, Springfield
Mason District
Extend review period to March 27, 2014

The need for the full time of these extensions may not be necessary and is not intended

to set a date for final action.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
None

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

Fred R. Selden, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning, DPZ

Chris B. Caperton, Chief, Facilities Planning Branch, Planning Division, DPZ
Connie A. Maier, Planner, Facilities Planning Branch, Planning Division, DPZ
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ADMINISTRATIVE -9

Authorization for Various Fairfax County Agencies to Apply for and Accept Funding
from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development Through the Continuum
of Care Program, and Authorization for Consolidated Plan Certification

ISSUE:

Board authorization is requested for various County agencies to apply for and accept
funding, if received, from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) through the Continuum of Care Program. Grants funded though the Continuum
of Care (CoC) Program are awarded to both County agencies and non-profit
organizations. Total grant funding of $6,623,094 will be requested, with an additional
$1,752,552 in match to be met through a combination of County Local Cash Match
which is available in the Federal-State grant fund, state match, County in-kind
resources, private non-profit organizations cash match or in-kind resources for total
funding of $8,375,646. The award period for each grant varies and is included in
Attachment 1 but all of the renewal applications are for only one year in accordance with
HUD guidelines. There is no HUD requirement that the County continue these
programs after the grants expire; however, HUD does require that any properties that
have previously been purchased through these grants be maintained as affordable
housing for homeless persons for 20 years. The table below briefly summarizes the
HUD grant funding and associated match:

County County
Local Cash In-kind Non-Profit
HUD Match Resources | State Match Match® Total
County Grants | $2,773,372 $500,837 $76,115 $0 $382,902 $3,733,226
Non-Profit
Organizations | $3,849,722 $0 $0 $445,136 $347,562 $4,642,420
Total $6,623,094 $500,837 $76,115 $445,136 $730,464 $8,375,646

! The non-profit match may be met with either cash match or in-kind resources

If the actual County grant awards received are significantly different from the
application amounts, another item will be submitted to the Board requesting
appropriation of grant funds. Otherwise, staff will process the award administratively as
per Board policy.

HUD regulations require that these projects be certified as consistent with the County’s
Consolidated Plan, and County policy requires that the Board be informed when such
certifications are sent to HUD. Homeless persons, both families and individuals, are a
high priority in the County's Five-Year Consolidated Plan for FY 2011-2015, which was
approved by the Board on May 11, 2010, and these applications are consistent with
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that priority. Upon Board authorization for submission of the applications, the County
Executive will sign the certification to be included with the community application, as
required by the HUD instructions.

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board approve the following:

Authorization for the Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD),
Fairfax-Falls Church Community Services Board (CSB), Department of Family
Services (DFS)(on behalf of the Office to Prevent and End Homelessness who
administers the grants), and the Office to Prevent and End Homelessness (OPEH)
to apply for and accept, if received, the grant applications listed below. Total
funding of $3,733,226, including $2,773,372 in HUD funding, $500,837 in Local
Cash Match, $76,115 in County in-kind resources, and $382,902 of private in-kind
match will be requested to support the County grants.

HCD, in partnership with Pathway Homes, will apply for and accept funding,
if received, for four renewal Shelter Plus Care grants totaling $1,531,606.
The required match of $382,902 will be met with in-kind resources provided
by Pathway Homes bringing total funding to $1,914,508. No County Local
Cash Match is required. Funding will continue to support rental assistance
for 97 units of permanent housing for 114 homeless persons.

The CSB will apply for and accept funding, if received, for one reallocated
grant totaling $259,504 which will be matched by $56,000 of County in-
kind resources bringing total funding to $315,504. Funding will support a
new project providing permanent supportive housing to 14 chronically
homeless vulnerable individuals, including a 1/1.0 FTE existing grant
position in the Federal-State grant fund. The County is under no obligation
to continue this position when the grant funding expires.

DFS (on behalf of the Office to Prevent and End Homelessness which
administers the grants) will apply for and accept funding, if received, for
two renewal grants totaling $1,402,638, including $901,801 in HUD
funding and $500,837 in Local Cash Match. Funding is for 20 permanent
supportive housing units for families with a disabled head of household
and 28 transitional housing units assisting families displaced by domestic
violence make rapid transitions from domestic violence shelters to
permanent housing.

OPEH will apply for and accept funding, if received, for a new Continuum of
Care Planning Grant totaling $80,461, which will be matched by $20,115 of
County in-kind resources bringing total funding to $100,576. Funding will
be used to meet significant additional HUD requirements to conduct CoC
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homeless system planning, project monitoring and evaluation, compliance
activities, and related CoC functions.

e Endorse 21 grant applications by Fairfax County non-profit organizations totaling
$4,642,420, including $3,849,722 in HUD funding, $445,136 in state match, and
$347,562 in match to be met with non-profit organizations cash or in-kind
resources.

Attachment 1 summarizes both the County and non-profit organizations grant
applications and associated funding sources for each project.

TIMING:
Board approval is requested on January 28, 2014, as the HUD application deadline is
February 3, 2014.

BACKGROUND:

The Fairfax-Falls Church community has been very successful for more than two
decades in leveraging County, private, and state funds to secure HUD Continuum of
Care funds. These funds have contributed to the development of a core continuum of
services to enable homeless families and individuals to move toward stable housing.
Over the past several years, new projects have been awarded that utilize a housing first
approach to provide permanent supportive housing for chronically homeless single
individuals. The conversion of the RISE grant from transitional to permanent supportive
housing has added capacity to serve families with an adult who has a disabling
condition with children under 18 living in the household. It should be noted that the
housing opportunities provided under the Continuum of Care grant funds play a critical
role in achieving the metrics called for in the Fairfax County Housing Blueprint, and
meeting the goals of the 10-Year Plan to Prevent and End Homelessness in the Fairfax-
Falls Church Community. As reflected in the draft FY 2015 Housing Blueprint, in
addition to providing continued housing for existing residents, the proposed Continuum
of Care funds will support as many as 39 new households via unit turnover.

On November 22, 2013, HUD published a Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) in the
Federal Reqister for the 2013 Continuum of Care Program. Approximately $1.7 billion
is available through the national competition for Continuum of Care Program funds. The
purpose of these funds is to assist homeless persons to move toward self-sufficiency
and into permanent housing. HUD estimates that this amount will not be sufficient to
fund all renewal projects due to sequestration. The shortfall has multiple impacts on the
CoC application process. There is no new funding available for new permanent housing
projects and the amount allowed for CoC Planning Grants is less than half the
proportion authorized by the HEARTH Act. All new projects must be funded by
reallocating funding from existing grants.
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Consistent with last year, each Continuum of Care must rank all projects in the order of
funding priority, and funding will be awarded in two tiers. Tier 1 is the amount needed
to fund all renewal projects minus 5 percent. The remaining projects will fall into Tier 2,
which may not be funded. HUD will also apply its own funding priorities within each
Tier, but all Tier 1 projects will be funded before any Tier 2 projects are awarded
funding. HUD is also promoting the use of reallocation of funds from existing renewal
grants to create new projects. We have two new projects as a result of reallocation of
funds. These programs are in line with HUD’s prioritization of permanent housing over
transitional housing and for projects that will house the hardest to serve, i.e. chronically
homeless individuals with the highest barriers. The Community Services Board is
reallocating the funds from a treatment and transitional housing program to a
permanent housing program that will serve 14 chronically homeless singles. Christian
Relief Services relinquished a grant for reallocation. Organizations and agencies were
invited to compete for these funds to serve chronically homeless, highly vulnerable
individuals. The applicants submitted proposals and gave presentations on their
proposed projects to the CoC committee of the Governing Board. New Hope Housing
was selected and their project will serve six chronically homeless singles. In addition,
NOVACO became part of Shelter House, which will now be the sponsor of their
transitional housing project.

HUD continues to implement changes mandated by the HEARTH Act. The former
Supportive Housing Program and Shelter Plus Care Program are now merged into one
CoC Program, consolidating these funding streams and establishing a minimum 25
percent match requirement for all project activities except leasing costs. The match
can be provided as cash or in-kind, and is applied as a lump sum to each project’s total
budget rather than by line item. This may result in changes in the amount of match for
each project and the method by which the requirement is met. Attachment 1, the CoC
Grant Application Chart, reflects the minimum match requirement for each project
under “other match,” but the amounts identified may be provided by either cash or
through in-kind services or activities that are eligible under the grant guidelines. In
many projects, the grantee exceeds the minimum match requirement.

The Governing Board has designated OPEH as the lead agency for the Continuum of
Care grant application process. OPEH constructed a monitoring and evaluation
committee comprised of representatives of government and non-profit agencies that
created a comprehensive monitoring and evaluation tool. Every sponsoring agency
completed this tool for the agency and for each project. Both were scored by the
committee. All projects met the minimum requirements to be included in the overall
CoC application. The scores will be a component of the project ranking process.

There are 26 Continuum of Care grants that are eligible for renewal in the 2013
application cycle, including all of the projects that were renewed and funded for one
year in the 2012 cycle except for the projects which were reallocated and the
Planning Project which is not a renewable grant. The reallocations resulted in the
inclusion of two new projects and OPEH will once again apply for a Planning Project
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bringing the total grant applications to 29.

Attachment 1 summarizes the grants, with projects that provide permanent supportive
housing listed first, followed by transitional housing programs. The sequence in the
Chart, however, is not necessarily the order in which the CoC Project Ranking
Committee will rank the projects.

In summary these grants will provide the following, if awarded:

e Funding for two new projects to provide supportive housing and services for 20
highly vulnerable chronically homeless single individuals with mental illness and/or
other disabilities;

e One year of continued funding of permanent supportive housing for 249 formerly
homeless individuals with disabilities.

e One year of continued funding for a Safe Haven that provides housing and
support services for eight vulnerable homeless individuals with serious mental
illness;

e One year of continued funding for 24 units of permanent supportive housing for 25
families with a disabled head of household with minor children.

e One year of continued funding for 86 units of transitional housing serving 86
homeless families.

e One year of funding to OPEH to support activities to meet the additional planning
requirements established under the HEARTH Act and the federal CoC Program
interim rule.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Grant funding in the amount of $6,623,094 will be requested from HUD through the
Continuum of Care Program supporting both County grants and grants for non-profit
organizations. The required match of $1,752,552 will be met through a combination of
County Local Cash Match, County in-kind resources, state match, private non-profit
cash match or in-kind resources for total funding of $8,375,646.

County grant funding totaling $3,733,226, including $2,773,372 in HUD funding,
$500,837 in Local Cash Match which is available in the Federal-State grant fund and
$459,017 in in-kind resources will be used to support programs in the Department of
Housing and Community Development, the Office to Prevent and End Homelessness,
and the Fairfax-Falls Church Community Services Board. These actions do not
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increase the expenditure level in the Federal- State Grant Fund, as funds are held in
reserve for these grant awards. These grants do not allow for the recovery of indirect
costs.

Grants for non-profit organizations totaling $4,642,420, including $3,849,722 in HUD
funding, $445,136 in state funding, and $347,562 in cash match or in-kind resources to
be met with private non-profit resources will be used to support 21 projects located
throughout the County. The County has no fiscal responsibility in administering these
grants; it is the sole responsibility of the non-profit organizations. However, OPEH will
have added oversight responsibility under the new CoC program rules.

CREATION OF POSITIONS:
Funding will continue to support 1/1.0 FTE existing grant position in the CSB. The
County is under no obligation to continue this position when the grant funding expires.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1 — Chart of HUD 2013 Continuum of Care Applications
Attachment 2 — Certification of Consistency with the Consolidated Plan

STAFF:

Patricia Harrison, Deputy County Executive

Dean H. Klein, Director, OPEH

Julie Maltzman, CoC Lead Manager, OPEH

Paula C. Sampson, Director, Department of Housing and Community Development
George E. Braunstein, Executive Director, Fairfax-Falls Church CSB

Nannette M. Bowler, Director, Department of Family Services
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Attachment 1

HUD 2013 CONTINUUM OF CARE GRANT APPLICATIONS

One Year Grants

Project Description (number is not the ranking priority)
Match amounts are preliminary estimates. All are 1 year grants

HUD
Amount

Local Cash
Match*

State
Match*

Expected
Match*
(other
sources)

TOTAL

1. 1994 Christian Relief Services of Virginia/Pathway
Homes/ PRS SHP--Renewal 07/14-06/15 — Four units of
permanent supportive housing for 14 formerly homeless
persons with severe mental illness.

$220,909

$58,702

$279,611

2. 1995 Christian Relief Services of Virginia/Pathway
Homes/ PRS SHP- Renewal 02/14-01/15 — Four units of
permanent supportive housing for 14 formerly homeless
persons with severe mental illness.

$297,346

$77,603

$374,949

3. 1991 Christian Relief Services Charities/Pathway Homes
SHP- Renewal 01/15-12/15 — Three units of permanent
supportive housing for 12 formerly homeless persons with
severe mental illness.

$138,257

$111,750

$250,007

4. 1991 Pathway Homes SHP — Renewal 01/15-12/15 -
Four units of permanent supportive housing for 16
formerly homeless persons with severe mental illness.

$160,794

$127,956

$288,750

5. 2007 Pathway Homes SHP — Renewal 12/14-11/15 —
Seven units of permanent supportive housing for
seven formerly chronically homeless single
individuals with mental illness.

$156,583

$15,332

$171,915

6. 2009 Pathway Homes SHP — Renewal 11/14-10/15 —
Seven units of permanent supportive housing for seven
formerly chronically homeless single individuals with
severe mental illness.

$156,307

$14,549

$170,856

7. 2011 Pathway Homes SHP — Renewal 09/14-08/15 — Nine
apartments and one group home providing permanent
supportive housing for 24 formerly homeless or chronically
homeless individuals with severe mental illness.

$320,904

$32,082

$352,986

8. PRS, Inc., PRS Intensive Supportive Housing —
Renewal 09/14-08/15 — Permanent supportive housing with
intensive supportive services for six seriously mentally ill
formerly homeless individuals with a revolving pattern of
homelessness and hospitalization.

$171,659

$69,125

$240,784

9. FACETS TRIUMPH Il Permanent Supportive
Housing —Renewal 1/15-12/15 — Twelve rental units
providing permanent supportive housing to 18 formerly
chronically homeless individuals.

$287,359

$17,960

$305,319

10. FACETS, TRIUMPH Permanent Supportive Housing
Program — Renewal 02/14-01/15 — Nine rental units
providing permanent supportive housing to nine formerly
chronically homeless individuals.

$155,858

$13,930

$169,788

11. Volunteers of America Chesapeake, Bailey’s
Supportive Housing Program — Renewal 10/14-09/15-
Seven units of permanent supportive housing for 14 formerly
chronically homeless.

$156,141

$8,354

$164,495

12. New Hope Housing, Gartlan House — Renewal 01/15-
12/15 — Permanent supportive housing for eight formerly
chronically homeless men in a group living home.

$124,171

$31,043

$155,214
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Project Description (number is not the ranking priority)
Match amounts are preliminary estimates. All are 1 year grants

HUD
Amount

Local Cash
Match*

State
Match*

Expected
Match*
(other
sources)

TOTAL

13. New Hope Housing, Max’s Place — Renewal 08/14-
07/15- Eight beds in a Safe Haven with support services for
eight homeless persons with serious mental illness.

$225,336

$45,981

$271,317

14. New Hope Housing, Milestones — Renewal 07/14-
06/15 — Four units of permanent supportive housing serving
five formerly homeless families with a disabled head of
household.

$59,971

$14,993

$74,964

15. New Hope Housing- Just Home Fairfax — New Project
through re-allocation - 09/14 — 8/15 — 3 units of permanent
supportive housing serving 6 formerly chronically homeless
individuals.

$82,250

$20,563

$102,813

16. DFS with partners - Reaching Independence through
Support and Education (RISE) — Renewal 08/14 -
07/15 — 20 leased units providing permanent supportive
housing for formerly homeless families with a disabled
head of household.

$461,994

$67,000

$528,994

17. DHCD/Pathway Homes Shelter Plus Care (Merged
SPC 1) — Renewal 04/14-03/15 - Rental assistance and
supportive services for 34 formerly homeless persons with
serious mental illness living in 29 units.

$457,669

$114,417

$572,086

18. DHCD/Pathway Homes Shelter Plus Care (Merged
SPC 2) — Renewal 06/14-06/15 — Rental assistance and
supportive services for 40 formerly homeless persons with
serious mental illness living in 32 units.

$512,059

$128,015

$640,074

19. DHCD/Pathway Homes Shelter Plus Care (Merged
SPC 9) — Renewal 08/14-07/15 — Rental assistance and
supportive services for 24 formerly homeless persons with
serious mental illness living in 21 units.

$329,654

$82,414

$412,068

20. DHCD/Pathway Homes Shelter Plus Care (Merged
SPC 10) — Renewal 05/14-05/15 — Rental assistance and
supportive services for 16 formerly homeless persons with
serious mental illness living in 15 units.

$232,224

$58,056

$290,280

21. Fairfax-Falls Church Community Services Board-
Welcome Home — New Project from re-allocation - 07/14-
06/15 — Twelve units of permanent supportive housing for 14
formerly chronically homeless individuals.

$259,504

$56,000

$315,504

22. DFS, with partners, Community Housing Resource
Program (CHRP) — Renewal 11/14-10/15 — 28 units of
transitional housing with support services for families who
are victims of domestic violence.

$439,807

$433,837

$873,644

23. Christian Relief Services Charities, STRIDE — Renewal
01/14 -12/14 - Nine units of transitional housing with
support services for homeless families.

$122,975

$30,744

$153,719

24. Christian Relief Services Charities, Safe Places — Renewal
09/14 — 08/15 -- Eight units of transitional housing and
support services for families who are victims of domestic
violence.

$77,672

$19,418

$97,090
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Project Description (number is not the ranking priority)
Match amounts are preliminary estimates. All are 1 year grants

HUD
Amount

Local Cash
Match*

State
Match*

Expected
Match*
(other
sources)

TOTAL

25. Shelter House NOVACO Transitional Housing for
Victims of Domestic Abuse — Renewal 01/15 -12/15
— Six units of transitional housing with support
services for families who are victims of domestic
violence.

$113,615

$28,004

$141,619

26. United Community Ministries — Journeys — Renewal
06/14 - 05/15 — Nine leased units of transitional housing with
support services for families who are victims of domestic
violence.

$140,852

$12,562

$153,414

27. Homestretch, Inc., Success — Renewal 07/14 — 06/15 - Six
leased units of transitional housing with support services for
large families.

$153,602

$12,221

$165,823

28. Kurdish Human Rights Watch, Transitional
Housing and Supportive Services for Families — Renewal
07/14- 06/15-- 20 units of transitional housing with
supportive services for homeless families, serving primarily
middle eastern immigrants.

$527,161

$29,826

$556,987

29. OPEH, CoC Planning Project — New Project - HUD
has authorized an amount that each CoC can apply for to
conduct planning activities related to the CoC System,
Project Monitoring and Evaluation, HUD compliance and
related CoC functions.

$80,461

$20,115

$100,576

Totals

$6,623,094

$500,837

$445,136

$806,579

$8,375,646

*- There is a requirement of a minimum 25% match which can come from cash or in-kind resources from public or private sources.
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Certification of Consistency

with the Consolidated Plan

U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development

Attachment 2

[ certify that the proposed activities/projects in the application are consistent with the jurisdiction’s current, approved Con  solidated Plan.

(Type or clearly print the following information:)

Applicant Name:

Project Name:

Location of the Project:

»

Name of the Federal
Program to which the
applicant is applying:

Name of
. Certifying Jurisdiction:

Certifying Official
of the Jurisdiction
Name:

Title:

Signature:

Date:

Fairfax County CoC on behalf of Partner Organizations

See attached list

Fairfax County, VA (county-wide)

HUD CoC Program

Fairfax County, Virginia

Edward L. Long, Jr.

County Executive

Page 1 of 1

form HUD-2991 (3/98)
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Attachment to Form HUD-2991
Certification of Consistency with the Consolidated Plan
2013 Fairfax County Continuum of Care (CoC) Grant Process

FEDERAL PROGRAM: Continuum of Care Program

Applicant and Project Name:

Christian Relief Services of Virginia, Inc.; 1994 CRS/Pathway Homes/ PRS SHP

Christian Relief Services of Virginia Inc.; 1995 CRS/Pathway Homes/ PRS SHP

Christian Relief Services Charities, Inc.; 1991 CRS/Pathway Homes SHP

Pathway Homes, Inc.; 1991 Pathway Homes Supportive Housing Program

Pathway Homes, Inc.; 2007 Pathway Homes Supportive Housing Program

Pathway Homes, Inc.; 2009 Pathway Homes Supportive Housing Program

Pathway Homes, Inc.; 2011 Pathway Homes Supportive Housing Program

PRS, Inc.; PRS Intensive Supportive Housing

FACETS, Inc.; TRIUMPH II Permanent Supportive Housing Program

10. FACETS, Inc.; TRIUMPH Permanent Supportive Housing Program

11. Volunteers of America Chesapeake; Bailey’s Supportive Housing Program

12, New Hope Housing; Gartlan House ,

13, New Hope Housing; Max's Place

14. New Hope Housing; Milestones

15. New Hope Housing Inc.; Just Home Fairfax

16, Fairfax County Dept. of Family Services; Reaching Independence through Support and
Education (RISE)

17. Fairfax County Dept. of Housing and Community Development; DHCD/Pathway Homes Shelter
Plus Care - SPC Grant #1

18. Fairfax County Dept. of Housing and Community Development; DHCD/Pathway Homes Shelter
Plus Care - SPC Grant #2

19. Fairfax County Dept, of Housing and Community Development; DHCD/Pathway Homes Shelter
Plus Care - SPC Grant #9

20. Falrfax County Dept. of Housing and Community Development; DHCD/Pathway Homes Sheiter
Plus Care - SPC Grant #10

21, Fairfax-Falls Church Community Services Board; Welcome Home

22, Fairfax County Dept. of Family Services; Community Housing Resource Program (CHRP)

23. Christian Relief Services Charities Inc.; Homes for the Homeless-STRIDE

24, Christian Relief Services Charities Inc.; Homes for the Homeless-Safe Places

25. Shelter House Inc.; NOVACO Transitional Housing for Victims of Domestic’Abuse

26. United Community Ministries Inc.; Journeys Program

27. Homestretch, Inc.; Success

28, Kurdish Human Rights Watch Inc.; Transitional Housing and Supportive Services for Families

29, Fairfax County Office to Prevent and End Homelessness; CoC Planning Project

DONOURBNH

Name of Certifying Jurisdiction: Fairfax County, Virginia
Certifying Official Name and Title: Edward L. Long, Jr., County Executive

Signature: Date:
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Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

ACTION -1

Approval of a Project Agreement Between Cityline Partners, LLC, and Fairfax County
for the Scotts Run Stream Restoration at Hanover Parcel (Providence District)

ISSUE:

A plan for the storm drain outfall and stream restoration improvements, 25530-P1-002,
was approved on November 5, 2013, and the project cost based on the site plan’s
scope is $738,000 with contingencies. The financial obligations for this project are
defined in Proffer 50.D of the Arbor Row rezoning, RZ 201-PR-023, and pursuant to this
proffer, the owner, Cityline Partners LLC, (“Cityline”) is obligated to pay a maximum
amount of $500,000 for the project’s design and construction costs. The proffer includes
a condition for Cityline to construct stream restoration exceeding the $500,000 cap if a
source of funding is identified.

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the County partner with Cityline on paying the
construction costs of the proposed stream restoration, because the $238,000 cost to the
County is mitigated by partnering with Cityline and because of the environmental benefit
of restoring the degraded channel in question.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on January 28, 2014, to enable Cityline to complete its
stream restoration work in accordance with the proffer, which requires the work to be
completed by June 15, 2015. Cityline desires to complete the stream restoration in
conjunction with the athletic fields it is currently constructing, pursuant to approved site
plan 25530-SP-003-2, because the athletic field site provides the most convenient
access to the stream corridor, and to take advantage of ongoing construction to
minimize mobilization and demobilization costs.

BACKGROUND:

The stream restoration project is a proffered element within Arbor Row, a mixed use
development project by Cityline, located in Tysons within the Providence District. The
development is described in rezoning case RZ 201-PR-023 which was approved by the
Board of Supervisors on November 20, 2012. Per the approved rezoning, the applicant
must design and construct storm drain outfall and stream restoration improvements per
terms of the proffer.

A plan for the storm drain outfall and stream restoration improvements, 25530-P1-002,
was approved on November 5, 2013, and the project cost based on the site plan’s
scope is $738,000 with contingencies. The financial obligations of Cityline for this
project are defined in Proffer 50.D, with the cost of design and construction not to
exceed $500,000. The proffer includes a condition for the applicant to construct stream
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Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

restoration exceeding the $500,000 cap if a source of funding is identified. This action
item recommends that the County fund the gap estimated to be $238,000.

Considering the existing proffer conditions noted above and that construction
documents have been developed, it is staff's recommendation to partner with Cityline on
the construction of the proposed stream restoration. Supporting this project is feasible
and cost effective. The stream is located within an existing storm drainage and
floodplain easement. Further, the stream restoration project will occur in conjunction
with construction of athletic fields, also proffered by Cityline in the Arbor Row rezoning,
and located immediately downstream of the restoration project, achieving lower
construction costs with a consolidated project. The County cost of up to $238,000
equates to about $297 per linear foot, lower than the cost of county-financed stream
restoration projects over the past four years, which ranged between $425-$687 per
linear foot of stream restoration.

Supporting this project also supports county priorities. Protection and restoration of
stream valleys is part of the adopted Comprehensive Plan and part of the Tysons Urban
Design Guidelines. In addition, stormwater improvement and stream restoration
projects for Tysons are included in the adopted Scotts Run watershed management
plan and are part of the adopted Fiscal Year 2014 to 2018 Capital Improvement
Program.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The estimated total cost of the project is $738,000. Cityline, LLC, will pay 68% of the
cost ($500,000), and the County will fund up to 32% ($238,000) of final costs. Funding
is currently available in Fund 400-C40101, Stormwater Services, in Project SD-000031,
Stream and Water Quality Improvements to fund the County obligation to this project.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1: Agreement for Construction of Hanover Stream Restoration (with Exhibit
A)

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental Services
(DPWES)

Randolph W. Bartlett, Deputy Director, DPWES

Matt Meyers, Stormwater Planning Division, DPWES

William Marsh, Tysons Urban Center Coordinator, DPWES
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ATTACHMENTL
Page 1 of 7

EXECUTION COUNTERPART

AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION

OF :
HANOVER STREAM RESTORATION
This Agreement for Construction of Hanover Stream Restoration (“Agreement”) is
made as of the 6th day of January, 2014 (the “Effective Date”) by and between
CITYLINE PARTNERS LLC, a Virginia limited liability company, as applicant in
the Rezoning (as hereinafter defined), hereinafter referred to as “Cityline”, and
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA, a political
subdivision, hereinafter referred to as the “County”.

WHEREAS, on November 20, 2012, the County approved Cityline’s proffered
rezoning application, specifically, RZ 2011-PR-023, which, in general, sets forth
the redevelopment of six parcels into a mixed use development containing office,
hotel, residential and retail uses (“the Rezoning"); and

WHEREAS, Proffer No. 50(D) of the Rezoning, which is attached hereto as
Exhibit A, requires Cityline to construct certain’ Stream Restoration
Improvements, (also referred to herein as “the Project”) on property shown on
Tax Map Nos. 29-2 ((15)) B2 and 29-4 (07)) A4, at a cost not to exceed
$500,000; and '

WHEREAS, Proffer No. 50(D) contemplates that certain “necessary easements
and the indemnification by others” is required to construct the Project; and

WHEREAS, the Parties agree that such easements have beeri obtained, and
further, that Cityline has represented to the County that such indemnifications
have also been obtained and are not an impediment to the construction of the
Project; and

WHEREAS, Proffer No. 50(D) also provides that if the estimated cost of the
Stream Restoration Improvements at 75% design exceeds $500,000 that Cityline
may nonetheless proceed with the construction of such improvements provided
that (a) the estimated costs do not exceed an additional $100,000, and (b) that a
third-party source is identified to be responsible for such additional costs; and

WHEREAS, the Stream Restoration Improvements are depicted on an approved
site plan, Site Plan No. 25530-PI-002 dated November 5, 2013, and prepared by
Bowman Consulting Group, Ltd.; (“the Site Plan”) and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Proffer No. 50(D), Cityline solicited two qualified bids for

the Project and, upon its receipt and review of the bids, and with the approval of
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the County, awarded the contract to Environmental Quality Resources, LLC; and

WHEREAS, at the time of the execution of this Agreement, the budget for the
Project, taking into account the contract awarded to Environmental Quality
Resources, LLC and other contracts entered into with design, engineering and
other consultants for the Project, reflects an estimated total cost of the Project of
$738,000; and '

WHEREAS, Cityline would be unwilling to proceed with the Project absent a
commitment by the County or another entity to fund all costs of the Project in
excess of Cityline’s $500,000 proffer obligation; and

WHEREAS, the County will be materially benefited by the Project and has
therefore agreed to be responsible for the $238,000 difference between Cityline’s
$500,000 proffer obligation and the $738,000 estimated cost of the Project; and it
has been determined that this cost is fair and reasonable for the work to be
performed; and accordingly it is in the County’s interest to enter into this
agreement to accomplish the needed additional stream improvements;

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements
contained herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and
legal sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties hereto hereby
agree as follows:

1. The recitals of this Agreement set forth above are incorporated herein and
made a part of this Agreement.

2. The County shall:

a. Reimburse Cityline for one hundred percent (100%) of all costs
associated with the Project over Cityline’s $500,000 commitment; provided,
however, that the County’s total obligation for such costs shall be limited to
$238,000 (unless the County shall have approved an increase in such amount
through a change order or otherwise). Cityline shall have the right to invoice the
County, from time to time, after Cityline shall have funded (or caused parties
other than the County to fund) the initial $500,000 of such costs. Each invoice
shall contain commercially reasonable detail and documentation supporting the
amount claimed therein. Each such invoice shall be paid by the County to
Cityline within sixty (60) days of the receipt of each such invoice unless such
invoice is disputed by the Director, Fairfax County Department of Public Works
and Environmental Services. In the event of such a dispute, Article 4, Section 5
of the Fairfax County Purchasing Resolution shall govern any such dispute. For
the purposes of this agreement "costs" shall include but not be limited to the
following: construction, construction administration, Architectural/Engineering/
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| Geotechnical Engineering fees for design, change orders, testing, utility
designation and relocation if any, and surveying, permitting, and bonds, and any
other costs reasonably and typically associated with a project of this nature, but
in no event shall include any expenses or administration costs unrelated to the
Stream Restoration Improvements.

b.

Review bid proposals for construction of the Project. The County has, as of
the date of this Agreement, reviewed both solicited bids.

c. Provide Cityline with expeditious and timely review of properly completed plans
and other submissions made to the County and any required interim and final
inspections of the work.

3. Cityline shall:

a.

Retain necessary engineering firms to design and prepare engineered plans
and plats of the Stream Restoration Improvements consistent with the
information provided by the County. Copies of such plans and copies of all
final plats shall be provided to the County as requested. The County
acknowledges that Cityline has satisfied its obligations pursuant to this
paragraph a.

Pursue and acquire all permits from government bodies necessary to
construct the Stream Restoration Improvements. The County acknowledges
that Cityline has satisfied its obligations pursuant to this paragraph b.

Provide the County with a detailed construction cost estimate of the Stream
Restoration Improvements, including utility relocation (if any) and contingency
costs. The County acknowledges that Cityline has satisfied its obligations
pursuant to this paragraph c.

. Prepare the construction contract and related documents in accordance with

approved plans. The County acknowledges that Cityline has satisfied its
obligations pursuant to this paragraph d.

Select a contractor ("Contractor”), with the County's approval. Cityline shall
enter into a contract ("Contract”) with the Contractor. The County
acknowledges that Cityline has satisfied its obligations pursuant to this
paragraph e by selecting Environmental Quality Resources, LLC as the
Contractor and entering into the Contract with the Contractor.

Obtain from the Contractor a Performance Bond in an amount not less than
one hundred percent (100%) of the Contract amount in a form reasonably
acceptable to the County. ‘
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. Perform, or cause to be performed, the construction of the Project in
accordance with the Site Plan. Any changes or additions to the work
reflected on the Site Plan (i.e., change orders and cost overruns) which would
cause the County's total obligations under paragraph 2.a, above, to exceed
$238,000, shall receive approval by both parties prior to the commencement
of additional work. The County agrees to respond to any change orders
and/or requests for cost overruns within five (5) working days of receipt of
adequate information.

. Provide, or cause to be provided, the necessary contract administration
including materials testing, surveying and inspection services before and
during construction, to include vertical and horizontal tolerance testing of
structures within the stream channel, and provide the County with "as -built"
plans promptly upon completion of construction and/or demonstrate to the
County’s satisfaction that the Project has been constructed in accordance
with the Site Plan, as amended as provided herein.

Obtain warranties from the Contractor, which shall be transferable to the
County upon transfer of titte of the underlying property, for survival of
vegetation that is planted with the Stream Restoration Improvements and
removal of invasive vegetation, during the two year maintenance period for
Nationwide Permit NAO-2011-00711.

Indemnify and hold County harmless from liability to third parties for damage
to or destruction of property or injury to or death of any person arising out of
the negligent conduct of Cityline, its agents or employees, on the property on
which the Project is being constructed (except for negligence on the part of
the County, its agents or employees). Cityline shall obtain and, at the request
of the County, provide evidence of the existence of a standard policy of
commercial general liability insurance coverage in at least the amount of
$1,000,000 per occurrence covering Cityline's activites on the subject
property that names the County as an “additional insured”.

. Submit to the County construction invoices as provided in paragraph 2a
above.

Permit in-progress and post-construction auditing of the Project by the County
or its agent, and retain any and all material documents related to the Project
until at least 90 days after completion of the Project. County shall provide 15
days prior notice of its intent to audit. Post-auditing, if any, shall be completed
within 90 days of completion of the Contract.
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4. It is further agreed by the parties hereto:

a. The staff and authorized representatives of the County shall have the right to
inspect any construction within project limits. All communications between the
County and the Contractor shall occur only through Cityline.

b. Cityline shall advise the County of any construction progress meetings.

c. All permits, plans and specifications, as revised, required to complete the
construction of the Project and referred to herein are incorporated herein by
this reference as and to the extent necessary to allow for the full definition of
the rights and obligations of the parties hereunder.

d. In the event the Contractor filés a claim on the Project as a result of an
asserted breach of the Contract by Cityline:

1. Cityline shall furnish the County a copy of all Notices of Intent to file a
claim and a copy of any claim that is submitted by the Contractor.

2. The County shall have access to all of Cityline’s papers pertaining to the
claim (excluding papers which may be privileged or confidential) upon |
request and during normal business hours.

3. The County must concur with any settlement between Cityline and
Contractor, although any such concurrence by the County shall not be
unreasonably withheld.

e. This Agreement is not made for the benefit of any third party.

f. If any provision of this Agreement is determined to be void or invalid by a
court of competent jurisdiction, such provision shall be stricken and the
remainder of this Agreement shall not be affected thereby.

g. In no event shall the County be responsible or otherwise liable for more than
$238,000 unless this Agreement is amended by mutual consent of the
Parties. In the event that costs of the Project are anticipated to exceed a total
of $738,000, then, the Parties shall endeavor in good faith to adjust the
design and/or nature of the Project such that its costs do not exceed
$738,000, and/or jointly determine how such additional costs will be paid for.

h. Any dispute regarding this Agreement shall be subject to the laws of the
Commonwealth of Virginia, and the forum for resolving any such dispute shall
be the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia.

i.  This Agreement is subject to approval by the Fairfax County Board of
Supervisors, which approval is anticipated to occur within 60 days after the
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date hereof, failing which Cityline may terminate this Agreement upon written
notice to the County.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of
the date set forth below. ' '

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

Date: ~ By:
Edward L. Long Jr.
STATE OF VIRGINIA )
) To-wit;
COUNTY OF FAIRFAX )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me by Edward L. Long Jr.,
County Executive, on behalf of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County,
Virginia, this day of , 2014.

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

| [SIGNATURES CONTINUE ON NEXT PAGE]
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CITYLINE PARTNERS LLC, a
Delaware limited liability company

NN

Name: Thomas D. Fletry /
Title:  Executive Vice President

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA )
) To-wit:
COUNTY OF FAIRFAX )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me by zbtgs D, et
of Cityline Partners LLC, on behalf of Cityline Partners

LLC, this _4%" day of  Banpgey |, 2014.
é Nota‘ry Pﬁlic

\\\\\\\““”“/[////
\

/,
My Commission Expires: % =29, 20/ 7 QN \O\CE'"':"'QV/"/&///”

........
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RZ 2011-PR-023
October 26, 2012
Page 25

interior when later phases are complete, but that are exposed at phase lines
for more than a one-year period. This screening system shall be applied to
all levels above grade and shall be composed of an architecturally
designed system that may reflect basic architectural lines of the permanent
fagades and/or vegetation or other techniques, and shall partially. obscure
the garage view from outside the garage until the next phase is
constructed. As may be appropriate, the specific temporary screening
system to be utilized for each building shall be determined at the time of
FDP approval and depicted on the FDP. Other alternate temporary garage
screening and the use of banners and/or temporary art works as a part of
the screening system may be approved at the time of FDP approval;

B. Grading and seeding of areas on the Subject Property where existing
improvements are removed to accommodate a portion of the development
shown for the subject. Block, not used for construction staging and not
scheduled to commence construction within 12 months; and

C. Provision of attractive temporary construction fencing, which may include
public art, signage or way-finding elements. Signage shall comply with
Article 12 of the Zoning Ordinance or alternatively in accordance with an
approved Comprehensive Sign Plan.

OFF-SITE PUBLIC FACILITIES AND ATHLETIC FIELDS

50.  Public Facilities and _Athletic Fields Contributions.  To address the
Comprehensive Plan's recommendations regarding the provision of public facilities and athletic
fields in Tysons Corner, the following shall be provided:

A. Dedication of Off-Site Parcel. The approximately eight (8) acres of land
identified as Fairfax County Tax Map Parcel 29-2-((15))-B2 (the
"Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel") shall be dedicated, in fee simple, to
the Board for public park, athletic fields, public elementary school and/or
similar or related public uses. This dedication shall occur within one
hundred twenty (120) days after completion of construction of the
improvements described in subparagraphs B., C. and D. below, as
evidenced by the release of the bonds posted with approval of the Athletic
Field Site Plan described in Proffer 51.

B. Athletic Fields. Prior to June 30, 2015 as described in Proffer 51, or such
later date as may be determined by the Zoning Administrator pursuant to
Proffer 108, the following two athletic fields and related support facilities
(collectively, the "Athletic Fields Improvements") shall be constructed on
the Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel generally as shown on the ‘plan’
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entitled "Playing Fields and Public Facilities Exhibit," dated September
10, 2012 and attached to these Proffers as Exhibit A:

i Installation of one synthetic turf, multi-purpose athletic field of
approximately 390 feet by 220 feet ("Field One"), which includes
fifteen (15) feet wide overruns, two player benches (no bleachers),
field striping, two goals, and field lighting (which shall qualify for
a minimum of one (1) athletic field credit). Field construction and
lighting shall be consistent with Fairfax County Park Authority
("FCPA") standards at the time of construction. Field design and
location shall be determined in coordination with the FCPA
Synthetic Turf Fields Manager.

ii. Installation of one synthetic turf, multi-purpose athletic field of
approximately 180 feet by 255 feet ("Field Two"), which includes
fifteen (15) feet wide overruns and two player benches (no
bleachers), field striping, two goals, and field lighting (which shall
qualify for a minimum of one-half (V%) athletic field credit). Field
construction and lighting shall be consistent with FCPA standards
at the time of construction. Field design and location shall be
determined in coordination with the FCPA Synthetic Turf Fields
Manager. It is anticipated that Field Two may be removed in the
future by the County and/or the Fairfax County School Board
(the "School Board") at such time as this portion of the
Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel may be needed for school
purposes.

iii.  The installation and construction of Field One and Field Two will
qualify for a minimum total of one and one-half (1%2) athletic field
credits as defined in the Tysons Urban Center Plan. One-half (%)
athletic field credit shall meet the approximate one-half (V)
athletic field requirement anticipated for this Rezoning. The
remaining one (1) athletic field credit shall be available to the
Applicant to meet the partial anticipated athletic field credit
requirement for the property included in pending rezoning
applications RZ 2011-PR-010 and RZ 2011-PR-011. The support
facilities identified on Exhibit A, which include the picnic shelter
and seating facilities, a paved parking area for approximately 46
cars, and an internal trail system, shall be installed with
construction of the athletic fields. An eight (8) foot wide concrete
trail, with associated street tree landscaping, also shall be installed
along the Jones Branch Drive frontage of the Park/School/Athletic
Fields Parcel with construction of the athletic fields. These
frontage improvements shall not include any road widening, on-
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street parking, streetscape or other road frontage improvements
along Jones Branch Drive. The improvements to the
Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel as shown on Exhibit A shall be
located so as not to preclude the future construction by others of
(1) road widening, on-street parking and streetscape improvements
along public streets, including Jones Branch Drive, and (ii) a future
grid street within the thirty-five (35) foot wide right-of-way
identified on Exhibit A as "AREA FOR POTENTIAL FUTURE
ROAD EXTENSION." Subject to approval of the appropriate
waivers, the Applicant shall have no obligation, in connection with
the site plans for the Athletic Fields Improvements, the Stream
Trail Improvements (as defined below) and the Stream Restoration
Improvements (as defined below) or otherwise, to design and/or
construct, or contribute funds toward construction, of such public -
street frontage improvements or such future grid street.

Construction of Stream Valley Trail. Prior to June 30, 2015 as described
in Proffer 51 below, or such later date as may be determined by the
Zoning Administrator pursuant to Proffer 108, an asphalt trail,
approximately eight (8) feet in width, with a bridge where the trail crosses
the stream (collectively, the "Stream Trail Improvements"), shall be
constructed through the stream valley corridor on the Park/School/Athletic
Fields Parcel from Westpark Drive northward to connect to the portion of
the Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel on which the athletic fields are
located, generally as shown on Exhibit A. The location of this trail shall
be coordinated with the Park Authority Trails Coordinator. The Applicant
shall work with the Park Authority Trails Coordinator to design the
location of this trail connection to reduce the slope to the extent
practicable while meeting the applicable standards of the PFM and
mitigating unnecessary impacts on the scenic quality of this trail
connection. ~

Outfall and Stream Bank Restoration. Prior to June 30, 2015, as described
in Proffer 51 below, the Applicant shall construct, at a total cost not to
exceed $500,000, the following: (a) improvements to the storm drain
- outfall, such as plunge pools, from the culvert under Westpark Drive
extending approximately 125 linear feet downstream from the outfall,
- including stream channel treatment along the existing public sanitary
sewer main that crosses the main stream channel, but not to include any
alteration nor treatment of the sanitary sewer main pipe itself other than
repair of any damage, if -any, to the pipe that may be caused by
construction of the Stream Restoration Improvements, and (b) such other
stream bank stabilization improvements on the Park/School/Athletic
Fields Parcel and within the limits of the existing Storm Drainage and
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Floodplain Easement (the "Existing Storm Drainage Easement") granted
on Fairfax County Tax Map Parcel 29-4-((7))-A4 ("Parcel A4") by the
deed recorded in Deed Book 21514, at page 76 among the land records in
the Clerk's Office of the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, as approved by
DPWES and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, in consultation with the
Park Authority (together (a) and (b) are referred to collectively as the
"Stream Restoration Improvements"). The Stream Restoration
Improvements shall be constructed in strict accordance with plans
approved by DPWES, in its sole discretion, based on, among other things,
all applicable regulatory requirements and DPWES's design preferences.
In addition to the Stream Restoration Improvements, the Applicant shall,
subject to issuance of necessary permits and if a Condition Assessment
Report ("CAR") has been issued and the CAR has not already been
corrected, dredge Pond D located on Fairfax County Tax Map Parcel 29-4-
((7))-B to the original design depth and limits of construction pursuant to
SD-1213-1 and -2, based on a bathymetric study conducted before and
immediately after such dredging (the "Pond D Dredging"). In such event,
the Pond D Dredging shall be done in conjunction with the improvements
to the storm drain outfall described in subparagraph (a) above. The Pond
D Dredging shall not include any improvements upstream of Pond D nor
any upgrades to the existing dam, riser, inlets or other structural elements,
but will include repairs required under the existing maintenance agreement
for Pond D and to address damage, if any, that may be caused by the Pond
D Dredging. The Stream Restoration Improvements located on Parcel A4
within the Existing Storm Drainage Easement shall be subject to provision
of any additional off-site easements that may be required and appropriate
indemnification by others without payment of consideration by the
Applicant for such easements and indemnification. The Stream
Restoration Improvements shall not include any design or construction
work to be performed to the existing structures on Parcel A4. If necessary
easements and the indemnification by others cannot be obtained or if the
Stream Restoration Improvements are projected, based on two qualified
bids at the time of 75% plan design, to exceed the $500,000 limitation,
then the Applicant will work with DPWES, the Park Authority and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to adjust the design and/or nature of the
improvements described in subparagraph (b) so ‘the work can be
performed entirely on the Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel, if the
necessary easements and indemnification by others cannot be obtained,
and so the total cost of the Stream Restoration Improvements will not
exceed the $500,000 limitation unless a funding source for the amount in
excess of the $500,000 limitation, up to an additional twenty percent
(20%) cost, is identified in which case such work in excess of $500,000,
up to the additional twenty percent (20%) cost, shall also be performed by
the Applicant. The Applicant shall provide to the County reasonable
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documentation, such as invoices and receipts, to document the actual
amount of funds spent on the Stream Restoration Improvements. If any of
the Stream Restoration Improvements are provided as part of the public
improvements plan described in Proffer 62.A., the cost of such
improvements shall count toward the $500,000 limit on the commitments
in this paragraph. Construction of all or any portion of the Stream
Restoration Improvements shall not be a condition to the site plan
approval for Block A, Block E or Block F, unless all or a portion of the
Stream Restoration Improvements are required for the subject Block to
meet the minimum adequate outfall requirements of the PFM. If all or any
portion of the Stream Restoration Improvements are required for Block A,
Block E or Block F to meet the minimum adequate outfall requirements of
the PFM, such portion of the Stream Restoration Improvements may be a
condition of site plan approval for such Block in accordance with the PEM
requirements, and the costs to construct such portion of the Stream
Restoration Improvements shall not be counted toward the $500,000 limit
on the commitments in this paragraph.

E. Contribution to Costs of Potential Future Park/School/Athletic Fields
Parcel Improvements. A total contribution of $600,000 shall be made to
the Board solely for the purposes of designing the elementary school
facilities on the Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel, maintaining, repairing
and replacing the athletic fields and/or trails constructed on the
Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel and/or for stream improvements or
restoration activities. The amount of this contribution shall escalate as
provided in Proffer 111. Such contribution shall be made in three 3)
equal payments to the County of $200,000 each, to be made prior to
issuance of the building permit for each of the three buildings to be
constructed on Block B and Block C.

51. Construction of the Athletic Fields and Related Facilities. Not later than one
‘hundred-twenty (120) days after the approval of this Rezoning, the Applicant shall submit to the
County one or more site plans for the Athletic Fields Improvements, the Stream Trail
Improvements and the Stream Restoration Improvements. The Applicant reserves the right to
(i) submit a separate site plan for the Stream Trail Improvements and the Stream Restoration
Improvements or to identify that work as a separate phase from the Athletic Fields
Improvements, and (ii) subdivide the Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel in order to dedicate the
portion on which the Athletic Fields Improvements are located and obtain bond release for that
portion while work continues on the remainder of the Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel to
complete the Stream Trail Improvements and the Stream Restoration Improvements. The
Applicant shall diligently pursue site plan approval for all the proffered improvements to the
Park/School/Athletic Fields Parcel. Upon approval of the site plans, the Applicant shall
diligently pursue construction of all improvements and complete construction by June 30, 2015,
or such later date as may be determined by the Zoning Administrator pursuant to Proffer 108. -
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ACTION -2

Approval of a Parking Reduction for Huntington Avenue Properties (Mount Vernon
District

ISSUE:

Board of Supervisors approval of a 20.1 percent overall parking reduction for A&R
Huntington Avenue Properties, Tax Maps #083-1-08-0092A, 0092B, 0093A, 0093B and
0094A, Mount Vernon District.

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board approve a reduction of 18.8%
percent (42 fewer spaces) of the required parking for the residential component of the
proposed development and a 37.5% percent reduction (6 fewer spaces) for the
community-serving secondary/retail component. Overall, the applicant’s request is for a
20.1% reduction (48 less spaces) pursuant to Paragraph 5 of Section 11-102 of Chapter
112 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia as detailed in the
attached Parking Reduction Study (#25678-PKS-001).

The County Executive recommends that the Board approve the requested reduction
subject to the following conditions:

1. A minimum of 181 garage parking spaces shall be maintained on site at all times
to serve the 139 residential dwelling units at a rate of no fewer than 1.3 spaces
per dwelling unit. In addition, a minimum of 10 garage parking spaces shall be
maintained on site at all times to serve the secondary/retail uses, provided that
all or a portion of the retail parking spaces may be converted to serve the
residential dwelling units by approval of the Director in the event the retail
square footage is not occupied by uses requiring separate parking. The
181 residential parking spaces shall be secured by controlled access within the
parking garage with the exception of 7 spaces designated for “visitors”. The site
plan shall clearly identify how the parking spaces will be secured for residential
use only.

2. This parking reduction is based on the applicant constructing up to 139
residential dwelling units (no more than 25, two bedroom units, 82, one bedroom
units, and 32, studio units); and up to 3,534 gross square feet of secondary/retail
uses, as proffered in conjunction with the approval of the A&R Huntington Metro
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LLC proffers (RZ/FDP 2013-MV-001). Any additional uses must be parked at
Code.

3. The current owners, their successors, or assigns of the parcels identified as Tax
Maps #083-1-08-0092A, 0092B, 0093A, 0093B and 0094A on the Fairfax County
Property Maps shall submit a parking space utilization study for review and
approval by the Board at any time in the future that the Zoning Administrator so
requests in writing. Following review of that study, or if a study is not submitted
within 90 days after being requested, the Board may rescind this parking
reduction or require alternative measures to satisfy parking needs which may
include requiring all uses to comply with the full parking space requirements
specified in Article 11 of the Zoning Ordinance in effect at the time the parking
utilization study is submitted.

4. All parking provided shall be in accordance with applicable requirements of
Article 11 of the Zoning Ordinance and the Fairfax County Public Facilities
Manual including the provisions referencing the accessibility standards of the
Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code.

5. The Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program proffered in
conjunction with the approval of the A&R Huntington Metro LLC proffers (RZ/FDP
2013-MV-001) must be implemented.

6. Shared parking with any additional use(s) shall not be permitted without the
submission of a new parking study prepared in accordance with the applicable
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance and shall be subject to Board approval.

7. The conditions of approval of this parking reduction shall be binding on the
successors of the current owners and/or other applicants and shall be recorded
in the Fairfax County land records in a form acceptable to the County Attorney.

8. Unless a time extension has been approved by the Board, this parking reduction
shall expire without notice 6 months from the date of Board approval if condition
#7 has not been executed.

TIMING:
Board action is requested on January 28, 2014.

BACKGROUND:

A & R Huntington Metro, LLC has submitted a rezoning application (RZ/FDP
2013-MV-001) to rezone a 1.0 acre site, from C-5 (Neighborhood Retail Commercial) to
Planned Residential Mixed (PRM). The site is located in the southeast quadrant of the
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intersection of Huntington Avenue and Biscayne Drive and within ¥ mile of the
Huntington Metrorail Station. It's currently developed with two single family attached
(duplex) homes and a 12-unit apartment building.

The applicant plans on constructing an apartment building, consisting of 139 dwelling
units and a three-level parking garage. Approximately 3,534 gross square feet of the
first floor will contain community-serving secondary/retail uses, such as retail sales
establishments, eating establishments, and personal service establishments. The
applicant has provided 181 parking spaces to serve the residential use at a rate of 1.3
spaces per dwelling unit. Additionally, the applicant has provided 10 parking spaces to
serve the secondary/retail uses. Under strict application of the Zoning Ordinance
requirements, a total of 239 parking spaces are required: 223 spaces for the proposed
residential component and 16 parking spaces for the proposed secondary/retail
component.

On November 19, 2013, the Board held a public hearing on the associated rezoning
application filed by A&R Huntington Metro LLC, RZ 2013-MV-001. Several members of
the Board raised questions at the public hearing about the extent of the proposed
parking reduction and how that would affect the project’s viability and the neighborhood
around it. Based on the Board’s concerns, the decision on the rezoning application was
deferred by the Board, to give time for the applicant to respond to the Board’s concerns.
At that time, the Board deferred decision on the parking reduction for Huntington
Avenue Properties.

On December 3, 2013, RZ 2013-MV-001 was removed from the Board’s agenda to
allow time for the applicant to pursue an expansion of the below-grade parking. At that
time, the Board also 1) Directed the Department of Planning and Zoning and the Clerk
to the Board of Supervisors to work with the applicant to prepare notices for and
establish a new public hearing for RZ 2013-MV-001, to be held on January 28, 2014 at
4:00 p.m., to consider revisions to the Conceptual Development Plan (CDP) and
associated proffers; 2) Referred FDP 2013-MV-001 back to the Planning Commission
for further action in light of the changes to the CDP and proffers the applicant proposed
to make; and 3) Deferred decision on the parking reduction for Huntington Avenue
Properties.

This recommendation reflects a coordinated review by the Department of
Transportation, the Department of Planning and Zoning; and the Department of Public
Works and Environmental Services.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None
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ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1 — Parking Reduction Study by Wells + Associates, Inc., #25678-PKS-001
dated December 17, 2013

STAFF:

Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

James W. Patteson, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental
Services (DPWES)

Michelle A. Brickner, Deputy Director for Land Development Services, DPWES
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Attachment 1

I ‘ ﬁ WELLS + ASSOCIATES see oo

MEMORANDUM

TO: Jan Leavitt
Code Development and Compliance Division
Fairfax County Department of Public Works and Environmental Services
FROM: Robin L. Antonucci
William F. Johnson, P.E.
Brian J. Horan, E.I.T.
RE: RZ/FDP 2013-MV-001; A&R Huntington Metro, LLC
Map 83-1 ((8)) 92A, 92B, 93A, 93B, and 94A
Fairfax County, Virginia
SUBJECT: Parking Reduction
DATE: February 1, 2013

Revised December 17, 2013

Introduction

This memorandum presents the results of a parking reduction analysis conducted in conjunction with
the proposed development of a residential, transit-oriented development (“TOD") (referred to as “A&R
Huntington TOD”) in Fairfax County, Virginia. The subject properties that comprise the application
area (2013 Tax Maps 83-1 ((8)) 92A, 92B, 93A, 93B, and 94A) are located in the southeast quadrant of
the Huntington Avenue (Route |332)/Biscayne Drive (Route 1330) intersection in close proximity to
the Huntington Metrorail Station (within '/4 mile of the station portal). More specifically, the subject site
is bounded on the north by Huntington Avenue, on the west by Biscayne Drive, and on the south by
Glendale Terrace (Route 1348), as shown on Figure |.

The subject site is zoned C-5 (“Neighborhood Retail Commercial”) and is currently developed with two
single family attached (duplex) homes and a 12-unit apartment building. The applicant has submitted a
rezoning application (RZ/FDP 2013-MV-001) to Fairfax County to rezone the site to the PRM
(“Planned Residential Mixed”) district in order to develop a new residential transit-oriented mixed-use
project on the subject site. The conceptualffinal development plan (CDP/FDP) prepared by Bowman
Consulting and dated December 9, 2013, reflects a single, approximate 136,000 gross square foot (GSF)
building with a three level parking garage. Shown in the most recent CDP/FDP, the applicant proposes
to construct up to 3,534 GSF of first floor community-serving secondary/retail uses, such as retail sales
establishments, eating establishments, and personal service establishments (i.e. “community-serving
secondary/retail uses”) and up to 139 residential units in a single mixed-use building.

1420 Spring Hill Road, Suite 600 » McLean, Virginia 22102 « 703 / 917-6620 « Fax: 703 / 917-0739
11441 Robertson Drive, Suite 201 « Manassas, Virginia 20109 » 703 / 365-9262 « Fax: 703 / 365-9265
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In furtherance of this plan, the applicant has requested a reduction in the numbsr of parking-spaces that
would be required by a strict application of the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance, a¢ summerized below:

* An overall parking reduction of 20.| percent (or 48 fewer parking spaces) for a total of

191 parking spaces to serve all of the uses is requested. The reduction for each individual use is as
follows:

o A residential parking reduction of 18.8 percent (or 42 fewer parking spaces)
for a total of 18] parking spaces to serve the new residential uses. This represents a
reduction in the rate from 1.6 spaces/unit (required) to 1.3 spaces/unit (proposed).
Note that the actual number of parking spaces will depend on the final unit count as
determined at site plan, and would be subject to a rate of 1.3 spaces/unit.

o A community-serving secondary/retail parking reduction of 37.5 percent (or
6 fewer parking spaces) for a total of |0 parking spaces to serve the new
community-serving secondary/retail uses.

Background

The December 9, 2013 CDP/FDP reflects 139 proposed multifamily dwelling units, as well as
approximately 3,534 GSF of community-serving secondary/retail uses which will be served by 191
parking spaces. The applicant has indicated that the |39 residential dwelling units is 2 maximum and the
project could be developed with fewer units depending on the final building plans and market demand.
For purposes of this parking reduction request however, the development is assumed to consist of the
maximum 139 multifamily dwelling units and 3,534 GSF of community-serving secondary/retail uses. A
reduction of the community-serving secondary/retail required parking is being sought consistent with
other transit-oriented development (TOD) provisions currently recognized in the Tysons Corner
Comprehensive Plan text. A reduced copy of the CDP/FDP is provided as Figure 2. A full size copy is
also provided as Attachment |. The applicant’s most recent Statement of Justification, dated December
10, 2013, is provided in Attachment II.

Proposed Parking Supply

As stated above, parking for the residential and retail uses will be provided in a three level parking
garage. As reflected in the CDP/FDP (see Figure 2), access to this new parking garage would be
provided along Biscayne Drive at two locations. The level | garage floor services the retail parking
which would be segregated from the residential parking internal to the garage. A separate loading
entrance is also located on Biscayne Drive. A total of |91 parking spaces are provided between the

three parking levels. Of the 19| parking spaces, 181 will serve the residential uses and 10 will serve the
retail uses.
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ACTION -3

Authorization to Sign Memorandums of Agreement for Distribution of 30 Percent Local
Share of Northern Virginia Transportation Authority Revenues

ISSUE:

Board of Supervisors’ authorization for the County Executive to sign Memorandums of
Agreement (MOAS) that establish the terms for the distribution of the local share of the
HB 2313 revenues from the Northern Virginia Transportation Authority (the Authority) to
the County, and from the County to the Towns of Herndon and Vienna.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board approve the execution of three
MOAs:

e One between Fairfax County and the Authority;

e One between the County, the Authority and the Town of Herndon; and

e One between the County, the Authority, and the Town of Vienna.

The MOAs establish the terms of the transfer of the 30 percent local share of the
Northern Virginia Transportation Authority funding, pursuant to HB 2313 (2013), and
ensure that the requirements of HB 2313 are met.

TIMING:

The Board of Supervisors should act on this item on January 28, 2014, so that the
Authority can begin distributing the 30 percent funding to Fairfax County. Following the
execution of the agreements by all parties, the County will receive funding from the
Authority and can make funding available to the towns.

BACKGROUND:

Effective July 1, 2013, HB 2313 increased three taxes and fees in Planning District 8
which are being deposited in the Northern Virginia Transportation Authority Fund for
transportation improvements in Northern Virginia. HB 2313 directs the Authority to
return 30 percent of the revenue collected from the Northern Virginia taxes and fees to
the city or county in which the funds were raised. To accomplish this, the Authority
developed an MOA between itself and its counties and cities, in consultation with the
respective localities, to govern the terms of this transfer and ensure that the
requirements of HB 2313 are met. The MOA is based on the requirements of HB 2313,
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but also includes practical provisions associated with the implementation of the law and
the payment of the Authority’s administrative expenses. Each Authority member

jurisdiction must execute an MOA before it can receive any distributions. The attached
MOA (Attachment |) is explicitly what the Authority approved during its December 2013

meeting.

The major provisions of the agreement between the County and the Authority are:
e The agreement restates some of the significant provisions of HB 2313 and the
Authority’s authorizing statute, including:

(0]

(0}

The Authority is directed to return 30 percent of the funding it receives from
the regional revenue sources included in HB 2313 to its member cities and
counties, based on the amount of revenue collected in each city and county;
The city or county is required to deposit the revenue received from the
Authority in a fund to be used for urban or secondary road construction, for
other capital improvements that reduce congestion, for other transportation
capital improvements in the Authority’s long-range plan or for public
transportation purposes;

The city or county is required to provide documentation to the Authority
showing that it spent the revenues in accordance with HB 2313;

The Authority is required to allocate the cost of its administrative expenses
(not otherwise funded through other sources) to its member jurisdictions
based on population;

Each city and county is required to adopt the commercial and industrial (C&l)
property tax for transportation at a rate of $0.125 per $100 valuation or
deposit an equivalent amount into a separate fund for transportation
improvements;

If a city or county fails to deposit the full amount of C&I tax or equivalent into a
separate fund for transportation, the Authority shall reduce that locality’s
disbursement of 30 percent funding by the difference between the amount the
city or county deposited compared to the amount it should have deposited;
Each city and county is required to maintain its average expenditures for
transportation from FY 2010 to FY 2013 or lose its share of the 30 percent of
the regional HB 2313 funds for the fiscal year succeeding the year in which it
did not maintain its transportation expenditures;

The Authority has a continuing responsibility to ensure that the 30 percent
funding is properly spent.

e The Authority will be responsible for accepting the funds from the Commonwealth,
investing the funds, distributing the funds to the counties and cities, and providing
periodic reports on deposits and disbursements;

e The initial disbursement to a county or city will be made no later than one month
following the execution of the MOA by that jurisdiction. Subsequent distributions
shall occur monthly;
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e Each city and county is responsible for paying its share of the Authority’s
administrative expenses by July 15 of each year;

e The Authority will invoice each jurisdiction for its share of the administrative
expenses by June 1 of each year;

e [Each city or county can choose to provide its share of the administrative expenses
by asking the Authority to reduce the amount it will receive from its 30 percent
funding or by paying the invoice from other sources by July 15;

e |If a city or county fails to make an election by July 1, the Authority will reduce that
jurisdiction’s distribution of the 30 percent funding by the amount of the
administrative expenses;

e If a city or county chooses to pay the Authority’s administrative expense by another
means, but does not pay by July 15, the Authority will withhold further distribution
of the 30 percent funding until the funding for the administrative expenses is
provided,;

e By August 1 of each year, the chief administrative officer (CAO) of each city or
county will certify that the jurisdiction has adopted the C&l tax at $0.125 per $100
valuation or set aside an equivalent amount of local revenues for transportation
purposes. In addition, the CAO will certify that the jurisdiction met the
maintenance of effort requirement for the previous fiscal year;

e None of the 30 percent funds can be used to repay debt issued before July 1,
2013;

¢ |If the city or county appropriates or allocates any of the 30 percent funds to
purposes not included in the bill, the Authority shall cease any further distribution of
30 percent funding in the year in which the event occurs, and the jurisdiction will
also lose the benefit of the 30 percent funding in the succeeding fiscal year. An
exception is included for clerical, inadvertent or unintentional errors;

e The towns’ share of sales tax will be based on school age population. The towns’
share of the transient occupancy tax will be based on the location of the hotel
property. The towns’ share of the grantor’s tax will be based on the location of the
property involved in the real estate transaction;

¢ Counties acknowledge a responsibility to ensure that towns with a population of
3,500 or more comply with the requirements of HB 2313, particularly regarding the
use of the funding. A town’s failure to comply with the law could be treated as a
county’s failure to comply. Counties will also be responsible for collecting the
towns’ share of the Authority’s administrative expenses;

e Counties are required to enter into a formal agreement with their towns (over 3,500
population) detailing how the 30 percent funding may be used and providing
distribution to towns on a reimbursement basis and the towns’ requirement to
reimburse the county for any funds spent inappropriately. The Authority may assist
with resolving disputes, if requested,;

e Cities and counties are required to submit unaudited financial reports and
supporting materials documenting how their share of the 30 percent funding was

(125)



Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

spent. The reports are due by August 1 of each year. If audited financial reports
show a variance of greater than five percent, the jurisdiction will need to submit a
revised report and supporting documentation. If a jurisdiction fails to submit the
report, the Authority shall withhold further distribution of the 30 percent funding to
the jurisdiction, until the reports are provided;

¢ In the event the Authority fails to comply with the agreement between a city or
county and the Authority, the city or county will provide notice and allow the
Authority 30 days to correct the dispute. If the dispute is not resolved, the
jurisdiction has all remedies available in law to resolve the dispute. In the event a
city or county fails to comply with the agreement, the situation will be reviewed by
the Authority’s Finance Committee which will prepare a recommendation for the
Authority’s consideration. After the Authority reviews the issue, the jurisdiction will
have 30 days to correct the violation. If the jurisdiction does not correct the
violation, the Authority shall withhold further distribution of the 30 percent funding;

e |If a city or county misappropriates or misallocates the 30 percent funding, the
jurisdiction will also be responsible for reimbursing the Authority for the misused
funding with interest;

e All county and town records will need to be maintained for five years from the date
the record was created. All parties must also comply with the Public Records Act
and all applicable state and federal laws regarding records retention.

HB 2313 further directs the Authority and its member jurisdictions to ensure that towns
with a population greater than 3,500 receive their respective share of the regional
revenues the Authority is receiving. The Towns of Herndon and Vienna meet this
criterion. To accomplish this, the Authority developed a separate MOA to govern the
terms of these transfers, and ensure that the HB 2313 requirements are met. This
agreement is patterned after the MOA between the Authority and the cities and
counties, which will be an attachment and its provisions will be incorporated into the
County-Town MOA. Following the execution of both agreements, the County will
receive funding from the Authority and can make funding available to our towns. The
attached MOAs (Attachments Il and IIl) are explicitly what the Authority approved during
its December 2013 meeting.

In addition to many of the provisions included in the MOA between the County and the
Authority, as noted above, provisions in this MOA related specifically to towns include:

e The city or county is required to deposit the revenue received from the Authority in
a fund to be used for urban or secondary road construction, for other capital
improvements that reduce congestion, for other transportation capital
improvements in the Authority’s long-range plan or for public transportation
purposes. These same requirements apply to towns;

e Each city and county is required to maintain its average expenditures for
transportation from FY 2010 to FY 2013 or risk losing its share of the 30 percent of
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the regional HB 2313 funds. This requirement does not apply to towns (except to
the extent that if a county does not meet its maintenance of effort requirement,
towns within the county will not receive their respective share of the county’s 30
percent funding);

e The Authority and its member cities and counties are required to work
cooperatively to ensure that the towns with populations greater than 3,500 receive
their respective shares of the funding;

e If a city or county appropriates or allocates any of the 30 percent funding for non-
transportation purposes, the city or county shall not be a direct beneficiary of the
30 percent funding in the immediately succeeding year which will also mean that
gualifying towns within the county will not receive their share of the regional
funding;

¢ |If a qualifying town appropriates or allocates any of the 30 percent funding for non-
transportation purposes, its constituent county and any other town could be
judicially declared to lose the benefits of this funding in the immediately succeeding
year,;

e The Authority and the counties, cities and towns will only use the funding for the
transportation purposes outlined in the Code of Virginia for the benefit of the
counties, cities and towns embraced by the Authority.

¢ Following receipt of the funding from the Authority, each county with a qualifying
town(s) will calculate the amount of funding due to the town(s) and hold it within a
separate account within its financial records for the town(s); The town agrees to
segregate the funding it receives from the county in a separate account in its
financial records;

e The counties will advise the towns of the balance in their account on a quarterly
basis or at mutually agreed upon intervals;

e A county will pay interest on the town’s accounts at the same rate as it earns
interest on its special transportation accounts;

e A county’s payment of the Authority’s administrative expenses must include the
share attributable to its qualifying town(s) based on population. The county will
pay its entire administrative expenses to the Authority and then bill the town for its
share of these expenses. The town has the same options for payment that are
available to counties. If a town fails to pay this invoice, the county will withhold
distribution of the 30 percent funding to the town until the Authority’s administrative
expenses are paid;

e By July 20 of each year, the CAO of each town will certify to its respective county
that it has satisfied the requirements of the agreement, particularly regarding the
accounting for the funding. In addition, by July 20, the town will provide the county
with unaudited financial reports and supporting materials documenting how the
town’s share of the 30 percent funding was spent, so that the county can include
this information in its report to the Authority that is due on August 1. The reports
will be developed on a cash basis, rather than an accrual basis. If audited financial

(127)



Board Agenda Item
January 28, 2014

reports show a variance of greater than five percent, after adjusting for the
difference between cash and accrual accounting methods, the jurisdiction will need
to provide a revised report and supporting documentation. If a town fails to submit
the report, the county shall withhold further distribution of the 30 percent funding to
the jurisdiction, until the reports are provided;

e If a town appropriates or allocates any 30 percent funds to purposes not included
in the bill, the county shall cease distribution of 30 percent funding in the year in
which the event occurs, and the town will also lose its share of the 30 percent
funding in the succeeding fiscal year. An exception is included for clerical,
inadvertent or unintentional errors;

¢ |If the town appropriates or allocates funding to purposes not included in the bill, the
town will refund these funds to the county with interest;

e Distribution of Authority funds to towns will be handled on a reimbursement basis
only;

e Upon receipt of an invoice from a qualifying town, the county will review the invoice
and process payment to the town within 30 days. However, every effort will be
made to process the invoice in 20 days or less;

e Upon request, the Authority will provide technical resources or act as a non-binding
mediator in disputes between a county and a town; and

¢ In the event a town fails to comply with the agreement, the county will provide
notice to the town and the Authority. The county and the town may request the
Authority’s assistance in resolving the dispute. If the dispute is not resolved, the
county and the town have all remedies available in law to resolve the dispute. If the
town does not correct the violation, the county shall withhold further distribution of
the 30 percent funding. In the event a county fails to comply with the agreement,
the town will provide written notice to the county and the county will have 30 days
to correct the situation. The county and the town may request the Authority’s
assistance in resolving the dispute. If the dispute is not resolved, the county and
the town have all remedies available in law to resolve the dispute.

FISCAL IMPACT:
As part of the In FY 2014 Adopted Budget Plan, the Board approved $37.5 million in
anticipated revenues in Fund 40010 (County and Regional Transportation Projects)
to be received as the County’s share of NVTA local funds. Staff estimates FY 2015
revenues to be $39.4 million; the Board will consider this estimate at the adoption of
the FY 2015 budget in late April 2014. There is no impact to the General Fund.
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ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment I: Memorandum of Agreement between Fairfax County and the Authority
Attachment Il: Memorandum of Agreement between Fairfax County, the Authority, and
the Town of Herndon

Attachment Ill: Memorandum of Agreement between Fairfax County, the Authority, and
the Town of Vienna
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Robert A. Stalzer, Deputy County Executive

Tom Biesiadny, Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT)

Todd Wigglesworth, Acting Chief, Coordination and Funding Division, FCDOT

Ray Johnson, Senior Transportation Planner, Coordination and Funding Division,
FCDOT

Noelle Dominguez, Senior Transportation Planner, Coordination and Funding Division,
FCDOT

Ellen Posner, Management Analyst/Counsel, FCDOT

Erin C. Ward, Senior Assistant County Attorney
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Attachment 1

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE NORTHERN VIRGINIA TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
AND THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX
REGARDING DISTRIBUTION OF 30% FUNDS

THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT, effective the _ day of
, 2014 (this "Agreement”), by and between the Northern
Virginia Transportation Authority ("NVTA") and the County of Fairfax, a member
City/County of NVTA (the “CITY/COUNTY?™).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, NVTA was established by the Northern Virginia Transportation
Authority Act, VA. Code Ann. 88 15.2- 4829 et seq., the local jurisdiction members of
which include the counties of Arlington, Fairfax, Loudoun, and Prince William, and the
cities of Alexandria, Falls Church, Fairfax, Manassas, and Manassas Park (“Localities,”
collectively and “City/County” individually); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with VA. Code Ann. § 15.2-4838.01, a special non-
reverting fund for Planning District 8, known as the Northern Virginia Transportation
Authority Fund was created in the Virginia state treasury, comprised of taxes and fees
levied in accordance with the aforesaid Code section and any other funds that may be
received for the credit of the aforesaid fund (the “Fund”), the proceeds of which Fund are
distributed to NVTA for use in accordance with VA. Code Ann. § 15.2-4838.1; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with, and subject to the requirements of, § 15.2-
4838.1, thirty percent (30%) of the revenues received by NVTA shall be distributed on a
pro rata basis to each City/County with each City/County’s share being the total of the
revenues received by NVTA that are generated or attributable to the City/County divided
by the total of such revenue received by NVTA (the “30% Funds”); and

WHEREAS, among other requirements of VA. Code Ann. § 15.2-4838.1, each
City/County shall deposit all Fund revenues received from NVTA in a separate, special
fund (the “Local Fund”) to be used for additional urban or secondary road construction,
for other capital improvements that reduce congestion, for other transportation capital
improvements in NVTA’s most recent long range transportation plan, or for public
transportation purposes; and

WHEREAS, § 15.2-4838.1 further requires each City/County to provide annually
to NVTA sufficient documentation as required by NVTA showing that the 30% Funds
received by the City/County were used as required by § 15.2-4838.1B.1; and

WHEREAS, § 15.2-4835 provides that the administrative expenses of NVTA, as
set forth in NVTA’s annual budget, shall be allocated among the component counties and
cities based on relative population, which administrative expenses may be paid from the
30% Funds in accordance with § 15.2-4838.1; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 766 of the 2013 Acts of Assembly, the legislation
establishing the Fund, imposes, among others, the following requirements on each of the
Localities: (1) that each Locality deposit into its Local Fund, all revenues from the
commercial and industrial tax collected under § 58.1-3221.3 pursuant to the maximum
tax rate allowed under that section or, in lieu of that amount, an amount from sources
other than moneys received from NVTA equivalent to the amount that would have been

1
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received had the maximum tax rate been imposed; (2) that each of the Localities expend
or disburse for transportation purposes each year an amount that is at least equal to the
average amount expended or disbursed for transportation purposes by the county or city
between July 1, 2010 and June 30, 2013, excluding bond proceeds or debt service
payments and federal or state grants; and (3) that NVTA and the Localities work
cooperatively with towns with a population greater than 3,500 to ensure the towns receive
their respective share of the 30% Funds; and

WHEREAS, 8 15.2-4838.1B.2 provides that if any City/County fails to deposit
into its Local Fund the amount equivalent to the revenue generated by the maximum tax
rate allowed under § 58.1-3221.3, then NVTA shall reduce the amount of the 30% Funds
disbursed to the City/County by the difference between the amount that was deposited in
the City/County’s Local Fund and the amount that should have been deposited; and
Chapter 766 of the 2013 Acts of Assembly further provides that in the event any of the
Localities appropriates or allocates any of the 30% Funds to a non-transportation
purpose, the City/County shall not be the direct beneficiary of any of the revenues in the
NVTA Fund in the year immediately succeeding the year in which the 30% Funds were
appropriated or allocated to a non-transportation purpose; and

WHEREAS, NVTA has a continuing responsibility to ensure that the 30% Funds
are properly spent, and that each City/County adheres to the statutory and other legal
obligations it has with regard to the Fund; and

WHEREAS, NVTA has requested, and the City/County has agreed, to enter into
this Agreement for the purpose of ensuring the requirements applicable to NVTA and the
City/County regarding the NVTA Fund are met;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing, which is hereby
incorporated within this Agreement, and the mutual undertakings of the parties, NVTA
and the County of Fairfax agree as follows:

1. NVTA Management of NVTA Fund. In accordance with § 15.2-4838.01,
NVTA shall receive from the Commonwealth's Comptroller regular distributions of the
sums deposited in the special nonreverting fund created in the state treasury known as the
Northern Virginia Transportation Authority Fund. NVTA shall accept each such
distribution of funds and deposit them as it deems appropriate, and shall manage such
deposits, including investments thereof which shall be made pursuant to NVTA’s
investment policy and procedures as such may be revised from time to time, all in
accordance with generally accepted accounting principles and all applicable legal
requirements. NVTA shall provide to its governing board periodic reports of deposits on
hand and all disbursements and expenditures thereof, and shall obtain an annual audit of
its financial records. NVTA shall use the funds solely for transportation purposes
benefiting those counties and cities that are embraced by NVTA in accordance with §
15.2-4838.1.

2. Distribution of 30% Funds by NVTA to County of Fairfax. Beginning no later
than the month following final approval and execution of this Agreement by the parties,
NVTA shall begin to distribute to the County of Fairfax the 30% Funds to which the
County of Fairfax is entitled pursuant to 8 15.2-4838.1, with interest at the rate earned by
NVTA, and, subject to NVTA's continued receipt of funds from the Comptroller, shall
continue to distribute to the County of Fairfax its 30% funds on a monthly basis, provided
the County of Fairfax remains in compliance with the terms of this Memorandum of
Agreement and all applicable provisions of law.
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3. Payment of County of Fairfax's Share of NVTA's Administrative Expenses.
Pursuant to 8 15.2-4835, the County of Fairfax is responsible for paying its share of
NVTA’s total administrative expenses as set forth in NVTA’s approved budget prior to
the start of NVTA’s fiscal year which begins July 1% each year. NVTA shall invoice the
County of Fairfax for its proportionate share of NVTA’s administrative expenses by June
1% of the preceding fiscal year, and the County of Fairfax shall, at its election, have the
option each year of paying in either of the following methods: (1) by having NVTA
reduce the first distribution of 30% Funds made to the County of Fairfax after July 1 by
the amount of the County of Fairfax’s share of NVTA’s administrative expenses, or (2)
by paying NVTA directly for its share of NVTA’s administrative expenses not later than
July 15", The failure by the County of Fairfax to elect one of the foregoing methods of