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Fairfax County, Virginia

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA

Tuesday
March 5, 2024

9:30 a.m.

PRESENTATIONS

¢ RESOLUTION — To recognize Heman Bekele for winning the 2023 3M Young
Scientist Challenge and being named America’s Top Young Scientist.
Requested by Chairman McKay and Supervisor Walkinshaw.

e RESOLUTION — To recognize Karen Cleveland for her tenure as Chief
Executive Officer of Leadership Fairfax. Requested by Chairman McKay and
Supervisors Alcorn and Lusk.

e RESOLUTION — To recognize Lula Bauer, Executive Director of the Lee Mount
Vernon Sports Club, for her induction into the Va-DC Soccer Hall of Fame.
Requested by Chairman McKay.

e PROCLAMATION — To designate March 10-16, 2024, as Flood Awareness
Week in Fairfax County. Requested by Chairman McKay and Supervisors
Walkinshaw, Bierman, Jimenez and Storck.

¢ PROCLAMATION — To designate March 3-9, 2024, as Consumer Protection
Week in Fairfax County. Requested by Chairman McKay.

STAFF:
Tony Castrilli, Director, Office of Public Affairs
Jeremy Lasich, Office of Public Affairs
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9:30 a.m.

Presentation of the Transportation Advisory Commission (TAC) 2022 and 2023
Transportation Achievement Awards

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
None.

PRESENTED BY:
Michael D. Champness, Chairman of the Transportation Advisory Commission
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9:30 a.m.

Report on General Assembly Activities

EQUITY IMPACT:

The County’s Legislative Program sets the County’s state legislative priorities and
positions, which connect to many of the 17 areas of focus in the One Fairfax policy,
including education, housing, the environment, health and human services, and
transportation. In addition to the Legislative Program, County staff review individual bills
during the General Assembly session and bring bills to the Legislative Committee of the
Board of Supervisors for consideration. As part of this bill review, staff consider the
equity implications of the legislation. The Committee’s positions on specific bills are
outlined in the memo and tracking chart included in the Committee’s report.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Documents available online at https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/boardofsupervisors/, under
“2024 Board Legislative Reports,” by March 4, 2024.

PRESENTED BY:

Supervisor James R. Walkinshaw, Chairman, Board of Supervisors’ Legislative
Committee

Bryan J. Hill, County Executive



https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/boardofsupervisors/
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10:00 a.m.

Matters Presented by Board Members
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Iltems Presented by the County Executive
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ADMINISTRATIVE -1

Approval of Streets into the Secondary System - Collingwood Springs Section 2 -
Khoriaty's Addition (Mount Vernon District)

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
Collingwood Springs Section 2- Mount Vernon Olive Court
Khoriaty’s Addition

TIMING:

Board approval is requested on March 5, 2024.

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 for Board of Supervisors Resolution

STAFF:
Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive
William D. Hicks, P.E., Director, Land Development Services



ATTACHMENT 1

Street Acceptance Form For Board Of Supervisors Resolution

FAIRFAX COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
FAIRFAX, VA

Pursuant to the request to inspect certain
streets in the subdivisions as described, the
Virginia Department  of  Transportation has

made inspections, and recommends that same be
included in the secondary system.

VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF LAND USE - FAIRFAX PERMITS

REQUEST TO THE PERMITS MANAGER, FOR INCLUSION OF CERTAIN SUBDIVISION
STREETS INTO THE STATE OF VIRGINIA SECONDARY ROAD SYSTEM.

PLAN NUMBER: 6509-SD-002

SUBDIVISION PLAT NAME: Collingwood Springs Section 2, Khoriaty's Addition

COUNTY MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT: Mount Vernon

VDOT PERMITS MANAGER: ROBERT H. BURTON

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

By: Robert H. Burton 5 iors: roceso 0500 VDOT INSPECTION APPROVAL DATE: ___01/11/202%
LOCATION =
STREET NAME E .
FROM TO é 5
Ofive Court %Aﬁ?lianggjﬁ:g(\fgg :3::533@ 628 207 W to End of Cul-de-Sac 0.04
NOTES: TOTALS: | 0.04

5' Concrete Sidewalks on Both Sides to be maintained by VDOT
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 2

Approval of Extension of Review Period for 2232 Application for Takeoff Substation

(Sully District)

ISSUE:
Extension of review period for 2232 application to ensure compliance with review
requirements of Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of Virginia.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Dominion Energy is requesting 2232 approval to construct a proposed electrical
substation facility to serve the adjacent data center complex and electrical demands of
the surrounding area. The extension period request is to allow the applicant sufficient
time to complete the 2232 review.

The review period for the following application should be extended:

2232-2024-SU-00001 Dominion Energy
Tax Map No. 34-1 ((3)) 1
Sully District
Accepted on January 9, 2024
Extend to December 10, 2024

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board extend the review period for the
following application: 2232-2024-SU-00001.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on March 5, 2024, to extend the review period for the
application to December 10, 2024, prior to expiration of the initial 60-day period on
March 9, 2024.

BACKGROUND:
Subsection B of Section 15.2-2232 of the Code of Virginia states: “Failure of the
commission to act within 60 days of a submission, unless the time is extended by the
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governing body, shall be deemed approval.” The full length of an extension period may
not be necessary, and any extension is not intended to set a date for final action.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
None.

STAFF:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Tracy Strunk, Director, Department of Planning and Development (DPD)

Salem Bush, Branch Chief, Facilities and Plan Development Branch, Planning Division,
(DPD)

Mohamed Ali, Planner II, Facilities and Plan Development Branch, Planning Division,
(DPD)
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 3

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Consider an Ordinance Establishing the
O’'Day Community Parking District (Sully 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 O’Day Community Parking District (CPD).

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing for March 19, 2024, at 4:00 p.m., to consider adoption of a Fairfax County Code
amendment (Attachment |) to establish the O’'Day CPD. The restriction would be
established on O’Day Drive from Riverwind Terrace to Route 29, and on Barros Drive
from the northern intersection of Barros Drive and O'Day Drive to the southern
intersection of Barros Drive and O'Day Drive.

TIMING:
The Board of Supervisors should take action on March 5, 2024, to provide sufficient
time for advertisement of the public hearing on March 19, 2024, 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 any of the following vehicle types on
the streets in the CPD: watercraft, boat trailer, motor home, camping trailer, or 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.

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, (ii) utility generators located on trailers and being used to power

13
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network facilities during a loss of commercial power, (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 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 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
contains 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 have verified that the requirements for a petition based CPD have been satisfied.
The parking prohibition described above is proposed to be in effect seven days per

week, 24 hours per day.

EQUITY IMPACT:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Funding in the amount of approximately $2,200 is required for signage and installation.
Funds are currently available in Fairfax County Department of Transportation Fund
100-C10001, General Fund.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment I:  Amendment to the Fairfax County Code, Appendix M (CPD Restrictions)
Attachment II: Area Map of Proposed O’'Day CPD

14



Board Agenda ltem
March 5, 2024

STAFF:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Gregg Steverson, Acting Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation
(FCDOT)

Lisa Witt, Chief, Administrative Services, FCDOT

Mena Nakhla, Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion Manager, FCDOT

Eric Teitelman, Chief, Capital Projects and Traffic Engineering Division, FCDOT
Neil Freschman, Chief, Traffic Engineering Section, FCDOT

Henri Stein McCartney, Sr. Transportation Planner, FCDOT

Amir Farshchi, Transportation Planner Il, FCDOT

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
F. Hayden Codding, Assistant County Attorney

15



Attachment |

PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENT

THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA
APPENDIX M

M-98. — O’'Day Community Parking District

(a) District Designation

(1)

(2)

The restricted parking area is designated as the O’Day Community
Parking District.

Blocks included in the O’'Day Community Parking District are
described below:

O’Day Drive (Route 969)
From Riverwind Terrace to Route 29
Barros Drive (Route 6701)

From the northern intersection of Barros Drive and O'Day Drive to the
southern intersection of Barros Drive and O'Day Drive.

(b) District Provisions

(1)

(2)

3)

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 8 46.2-341.4 is prohibited at all times on the
above-described street(s) within the O’Day 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,

16



(ii) utility generators located on trailers and being used to power
network facilities during a loss of commercial power, (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 O’Day Community Parking District shall
indicate community specific identification and/or directional information, if
applicable, 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

17
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 4

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on the Acquisition of Certain Land Rights
Necessary for the Construction of Route 28 Widening from the Prince William County
Line to Route 29 (Sully District)

ISSUE:

Authorization to hold a public hearing on the acquisition of certain land rights necessary
for the construction of Route 28 Widening from the Prince William County Line to Route
29, supported by Project 2G40-189-000 in Fund 40010, County and Regional
Transportation Projects.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing for March 19, 2024, commencing at 4:30 p.m.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on March 5, 2024, 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:

This project consists of the widening of Route 28 from the existing four-lane divided
roadway to a six-lane divided roadway. Widening begins just north of the Route 28
bridge over Bull Run and the Prince William/Fairfax County line and extends northward
to a point just north of the Route 28/Upperridge Drive/Old Centreville Road intersection.
The project will also include intersection improvements including turn lane additions but
limited widening on the intersecting street approaches to Route 28, and reconstruction
of existing traffic signals. Stormwater management for quality and quantity control will
be provided in accordance with regulations of Fairfax County, Virginia Department of
Transportation (VDOT), and Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (VDEQ)
criteria. Shared use paths will be provided on both sides of the roadway from just north
of the Bull Run bridge to the Route 28 intersection with Upperridge Drive/Old Centreville
Road.

Land rights for these improvements are required on 47 properties, 44 of which have
been acquired by the Land Acquisition Division (LAD). The construction of this project
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requires the acquisition of fee simple Dedications of land, Grading Agreement and
Temporary Construction Easement and Maintenance of Retaining Wall Easement.

Negotiations are in progress with the affected property owners; however, because
resolution of these acquisitions is not imminent, it may be necessary for the Board to
utilize quick-take eminent domain powers to commence construction of this project on
schedule. These powers are conferred upon the Board by statute, namely, Va. Code
Ann. Sections 15.2-1901 through 15.2-1905 (as amended). Pursuant to these
provisions, a public hearing is required before property interests can be acquired in
such an accelerated manner.

EQUITY IMPACT:
The project area is in a High Vulnerability Index block, with a vulnerability index of 3.25,
where more than 33% of the renter population is severely burdened.

This action aligns with multiple focus areas of the One Fairfax Policy. Construction of
Route 28 Widening from the Prince William County Line to Route 29 supports focus
area four, a multi-modal transportation system that supports the economic growth,
health, congestion mitigation, and prosperity goals of Fairfax County and provides
accessible mobility solutions that are based on the principles associated with
sustainability, diversity, and community health.

The Land Acquisition Division’s (LAD) project locations are chosen by other
departments, resulting in the division’s necessity to focus on equity of process. The
equity impact of the LAD process is positive, with the focus of cost evaluation, offer,
and negotiation being on tax assessment and comparable land sales rather than on the
owner of record. LAD staff engage property owners in their preferred method of
communication and at times that are agreeable to the owner.

As a result of both the project location and design, as well as the process to obtain land
rights, the overall impact of this action provides a positive equity impact.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Funding is available in Project 2G40-189-000, Route 28 Widening, Northern Virginia
Transportation Authority 70 Percent, Fund 40010, County and Regional Transportation
Projects. This project is included in the FY 2024 — FY 2028 Adopted Capital
Improvement Program (with future Fiscal Years to FY 2033) and is included in the
Board’s Transportation Priorities Plan (TPP) adopted on January 28, 2014, and as
amended on December 3, 2019. No additional funding is being requested from the
Board.

20
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ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment A - Project Location Map
Attachment B - Listing of Affected Properties

STAFF:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Christopher Herrington, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental
Services (DPWES)

Carey F. Needham, Deputy Director, Capital Facilities, DPWES

Gregg Steverson, Acting Director, Fairfax County Department of Transportation

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Randall Greehan, Assistant County Attorney

21
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LISTING OF AFFECTED PROPERTIES
Project 2G40-189-000

ATTACHMENT B

Route 28 Widening (Prince William County Line to Route 29)

(Sully District)

PROPERTY OWNER(S)

1.

EPT Nineteen, Inc.

Address:
6201 Multiplex Drive
Centreville, Virginia 20121

Centre Med Owner, LLC

Address:
6201 Centreville Road
Centreville, Virginia 20121

Lemonade MM Centreville, LLC

Address:
6130 Redwood Square Center
Centreville, Virginia 20121

23
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 5

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on a Proposed Amendment to Appendix Q
(Land Development Services Fee Schedule) of the Code of the County of Fairfax,
Virginia (County Code) Re: Exemption from Building and Electrical Permit Fees for
Installation of Electric Vehicle Charging (EVC) Equipment

ISSUE:

Board of Supervisors (Board) authorization to advertise a public hearing on a proposed
amendment to Appendix Q (Land Development Services Fee Schedule) of the County
Code that addresses the fee for installation of EVC equipment. The proposed
amendment to the fee schedule will exempt installation of EVC equipment from building
and electrical permit fees.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize the advertisement of the
proposed amendment as set forth in Attachment 1.

The proposed amendment has been prepared by Land Development Services (LDS)
and the Office of the County Attorney.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on March 5, 2024, to provide sufficient time to advertise the
public hearing before the Board on March 19, 2024, at 4:30 p.m. If adopted by the
Board, the amendment will become effective at 12:01 a.m. on March 20, 2024.

BACKGROUND:

Carbon-Free Fairfax envisions a future for Fairfax County that is healthy, sustainable,
and economically prosperous without greenhouse gas emissions. One of the most
important steps that can be taken to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in Fairfax
County is to transition to electric vehicles. To ensure public safety, the Uniform
Statewide Building Code (USBC) requires permits for all EVC infrastructure
construction. Exempting EVC installations from permit fees may help incentivize the
use of electric vehicles. On October 11, 2022, the Board of Supervisors (Board)
adopted an amendment to the Land Development Services Fee Schedule to eliminate
Building Permit fees for the installation of EVC equipment for a trial period of 18 months
(ending May 1, 2024) to determine if elimination of the fee would incentivize installation.
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Staff collected and analyzed information on the first 12 months of the trial period and
provided it to the Board in a memorandum dated January 12, 2024, which was
discussed with the Board at the January 30, 2023, Land Use Policy Committee meeting.
For the first 12 months of the trial period, 896 permits were issued for the installation of
EVC equipment. There were 858 permits for residential installations and 38 permits for
commercial installations. The tally does not include the installation of EVC equipment in
new parking structures which receive a more general type of electrical permit that does
not specify in the permit application if it includes EVC equipment.

Because residential installations were not tracked prior to full implementation of the
Planning and Land Use (PLUS) tracking system, there is no comparative data available
for residential installations. Commercial permits were tracked during the 2019-2021
period through the zoning application process. The table below provides a comparison
of the number of commercial permits issued in prior years, and those issued during the
first 12 months of the trial period. The data does not reflect the number of charging
stations installed with each permit. The increase in the number of permits per year for
the 2022-2023 period is double the increase in the prior years. The number of permits
issued from 2019 — 2021 may have been influenced by the pandemic.

Commercial Permits for EVC Equipment

Time Period 2019 2020 2021 2022 - 2023 (1
year)

Number of

Permits Issued 1 " 19 38

Staff also looked at the equity impact of the proposed installations. The Fairfax County
Vulnerability Index (2016-2020) was overlayed on to a map of the installation sites,
showing the extent to which EVC installations are being pursued in areas of high
vulnerability. The interactive map is available for viewing as Attachment 2 under
enclosed documents. The charts below show the installation of residential and
commercial permits broken into five ranges. The majority of the residential permits
issued for EVC equipment occurred in areas of lower vulnerability. This is not
unexpected because the installations would presumably be in owner occupied homes
with garages. Home and vehicle ownership are two of the eight components of the
vulnerability index. The commercial permits show a more equitable distribution of EVC
installations although it is still biased towards areas with lower vulnerability.
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Residential EVC Permits Issued by Vulnerability Index
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The proposed amendment may incentivize the installation of EVC equipment by

400

25

eliminating Building Permit fees and Electrical Permit fees. The individual fees are
relatively small and it’s difficult to say, based on the data collected to date, that the

absence of a fee provides an incentive to install EVC equipment.
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At the February 6, 2024, Board meeting, the Board directed staff to prepare an
amendment extending the trial period for an additional 18 months so that more data
could be collected and analyzed. In addition to the types of data reported above, staff
will report back to the Board on the installation of EVC equipment in apartment and
condominium garages and parking lots, office building garages and parking lots,
commercial facilities, and on Homeowner’s Association property in single-family
attached and detached developments.

PROPOSED AMENDMENT:

The proposed amendment to Appendix Q of the County Code, included as Attachment
1, sets the fee for installation of EVC equipment at $0.00. This provision will expire on
November 1, 2025, unless the Board authorizes its continuation by an appropriate
amendment to Appendix Q

EQUITY IMPACT:

The proposed fee exemption supports a quality built and natural environment that
accommodates anticipated growth and change in an economically, socially, and
environmentally sustainable and equitable manner that includes mixes of land use that
protects existing stable neighborhoods and green spaces, supports sustainability,
supports a high quality of life, and promotes employment opportunities, housing,
amenities and services for all people, a One Fairfax Policy Area of Focus.

The increase in the number of permits for installation of EVC facilities issued over the
last few years indicates that electric vehicles are becoming more prevalent in Fairfax
County. Additionally, vehicle manufacturers are producing new models of electric
vehicles, at various price points. High gasoline prices have provided an impetus for
people to switch to plug-in hybrid and fully electric vehicles in consideration of long-term
cost savings. Federal incentives also provide a financial opportunity for consumers to
purchase new and used electric vehicles.

An exemption from fees could spur more widespread installation of charging stations at
commercial, institutional, and industrial sites to accommodate both customers and
employees, who may not be able to charge their vehicles at home. In addition,
multifamily developments may also take advantage of the fee exemption to better serve
their residents. As a matter of course, staff generally recommend the installation of
EVC facilities in entitlement cases, including affordable housing developments. This will
benefit all residents of the county, by allowing them to charge their vehicles while going
about their daily activities and may encourage some residents to purchase an electric
vehicle due to the availability of EVC facilities.
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This proposal has the potential to advance equity due to a possible increase in the
number of electric vehicle charging stations throughout the county, accommodating
Fairfax County residents in their homes, work, and daily activities.

REGULATORY IMPACT:

The proposed amendment will reduce the costs for building and electrical permits paid

by customers. The average permit fee for EVC installations is estimated to be $421 for
a commercial installation and $127 for a residential installation. This will impact 900 or
more permits per year.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The proposed amendment will have a negative impact on LDS revenue in Fund 40200.
For the first 12 months of the trial period the lost revenue was $124,968. Lost revenue
is expected to increase in the coming years.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment 1 — Proposed Amendment to Appendix Q (Land Development Services Fee
Schedule) of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia

Attachment 2 - Electric Vehicle Charging Stations (EVCS) Permits | Land Development
Services (fairfaxcounty.gov).

STAFF:
Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive
William D. Hicks, P.E., Director, Land Development Services

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Patrick V. Foltz, Assistant County Attorney
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Proposed Amendment to

Attachment 1

Appendix Q (Land Development Services Fee Schedule) of

The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia

Amend Part | (Building Development Fees), Section A (Standard Fees), where insertions are

underlined and deletions are struck, to read as follows:

I. BUILDING DEVELOPMENT FEES

The following building development fees to cover the cost of reviewing plans, issuing permits,
performing inspections, licensing home improvement contractors and other expenses incidental
to the enforcement of the Uniform Statewide Building Code (USBC) and Chapters 61, 64, 65

and 66 of the Code are hereby adopted:

A: STANDARD FEES

forth in § 61-1-3 of the Code are met.

Listed below are standard fees that apply to building, mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire alarm, fire
suppression and fire lane permits. The fees shall apply provided all of the applicable conditions set

1. Base fee: The minimum fee charged for any permit. A reduced fee shall

on November 1, 2025. eighteen{18)}-monthsfrom-the date-of adoption-or

apply as noted below. $108.00
2. Reduced fees:
e Multiple permits, per unit $36.00
e Fee for permits requiring no inspections $36.00
e Casualty Permits $0.00
3. After-hours re-energization or time-specific inspection fee for each 30 minute
period or fraction thereof $241.20
4. Amendment of permit
e The fee shall be the fee for any equipment added or the fee for any
additional work involved, whichever fee is greater. In no case shall
the fee be less than: $36.00
5. Annual permit fee (same as base fee) $108.00
6. Asbestos removal/abatement (same as base fee) $108.00
7. Re-inspection fee (same as base fee) $108.00
8. Modular residential units, including manufactured homes (Percentage of the
regular fee) 50.00%
9. Permit extensions: Permit authorizing construction of:
e Interior alteration to an existing building $36.00
e An addition(s) or exterior alteration(s) to an existing residential
structure (R-3, R-4 and R-5 construction) $36.00
e An accessory structure(s)on a residential property (R-3, R-4 and R-
5 construction) $36.00
¢ A new structure (other than noted above) $241.20
e An addition(s) to a non-residential structure $241.20
10. Radiation, fallout or blast shelter $0.00
11. Solar Energy $.00
12. Maximum Occupancy Load Posting $156.00
13. Electric Vehicle Charging Equipment This provision will expire at 12:01 a.m. $0.00

Page 1 of 2
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 6

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Consider Amendments to the Code of the
County of Fairfax, Virginia - Chapter 4 (Taxation and Finance), Article 11 (Cigarette
Tax), Increasing the Cigarette Tax Rate

ISSUE:

Authorization to advertise a public hearing to consider amendments to Chapter 4,
Article 11 of the Fairfax County Code, that would increase the excise tax rate from one
and one-half cents ($0.015) to two cents ($0.02) for each cigarette sold, stored, or
received.

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing on April 16, 2024, to consider adopting the proposed amendments to Chapter 4,
Article 11 of the Fairfax County Code, with an effective date of July 1, 2024.

TIMING:
Board action is required on March 5, 2024, to provide sufficient time to advertise the
public hearing on April 16, 2024, at 3:00 p.m.

BACKGROUND:

Virginia Code § 58.7-3830 authorizes counties to levy a cigarette tax at a maximum rate
of two cents ($0.02) per cigarette sold. Fairfax County Code Section 4-11-3 sets the
county's rate at one and one-half cents ($0.015) per cigarette sold. Based on the
current quantity of packs being sold, it is estimated that increasing this rate by one-half
cent ($0.005) to the maximum amount allowed would generate roughly $1.3 million in
additional annual revenue. The last time this rate was adjusted was in 2004, when it
increased from five cents ($0.05) per pack of 20 cigarettes to twenty cents ($0.20) per
pack of 20 cigarettes effective September 1, 2004, and to thirty cents ($0.30) per pack
of 20 cigarettes effective July 1, 2005.

Presently, the enforcement and collection of the cigarette tax in Fairfax County is
administered by the Northern Virginia Cigarette Tax Board. This Board was organized
in 1970 and is made up of member jurisdictions throughout Northern Virginia. Because
cigarettes are a controlled substance, administration and enforcement of the tax is
complex, requiring local and state tax stamping, inventory control, and payment prior to
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the sale. For comparative purposes, the following chart shows the rate for each of the
member jurisdictions:

Jurisdiction Name | Tax Rate per pack
of 20 cigarettes
Fairfax County $0.30
Fauquier County $0.40
Loudoun County $0.40
Prince William County $0.40
Spotsylvania County $0.30
Stafford County $0.30
City of Alexandria $1.26
City of Falls Church $0.85
City of Fairfax $0.85
City of Fredericksburg $0.31
City of Manassas $0.65
City of Manassas Park $0.75
Town of Remington $0.40
Town of Round Hill $0.40
Town of Lovettsville $0.40
Town of Hillsboro $0.35
Town of Middleburg $0.55
Town of Haymarket $0.75
Town of Dumfries $0.75
Town of Purcellville $0.75
Town of Leesburg $0.75
Town of Warrenton $0.40
Town of Clifton $0.30
Town of Herndon $0.75
Town of Vienna $0.85

It should be noted that cities and towns with a rate above two cents ($0.02) per
cigarette sold, as of January 1, 2020, were authorized to maintain their higher rate.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The increased rate of two cents ($0.02) per cigarette is projected to generate roughly
$1.3 million in FY 2025. The additional revenue is already reflected in the County
Executive's FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan.
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ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1 — Proposed Ordinance, Redline.
Attachment 2 — Proposed Ordinance, Clean.

STAFEF:

Christina Jackson, Deputy County Executive/Chief Financial Officer

Jaydeep "Jay" Doshi, Director, Department of Tax Administration (DTA)
Gregory A. Bruch, Director, Revenue Collection Division, DTA

Albena Assenova, Director, Revenue and Economic Analysis, Department of
Management and Budget

ASSIGNED COUNSEL.:
Daniel Robinson, Senior Assistant County Attorney
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Attachment 1

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
ARTICLE 11 OF CHAPTER 4 OF THE FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE, RELATING TO
CIGARETTE TAX
Draft of January 17, 2024

AN ORDINANCE to amend the Fairfax County Code by amending and
readopting Section 4-11-3, relating to the Cigarette Tax rate.

Be it ordained by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County:

1. That Section 4-11-3 of the Fairfax County Code is amended and readopted as
follows:

Article 11. — Cigarette Tax.
Section 4-11-3. Levy and rate.

In addition to all other taxes of every kind now or hereafter imposed by law, there is hereby
levied and imposed by the County upon every person who sells or uses cigarettes within the

County an excise tax at a rate of ﬁ%&een%s—fe%e&e#p&ekag%eeﬂ%aﬂﬂﬂg—m%ﬁ%y—ekg%eﬁes—aﬁé

3@—2@9§—aﬂd—&t—a—1@a$eef—eﬂ%aﬂd—eﬂe—hahleen%& two cents for each mgarette sold stored or
received-enand-afterJuby1-2005. The tax shall be paid and collected in the manner and at the
time hereinafter prescribed; provided, that the tax payable for each cigarette or cigarette
package sold or used within the County shall be paid but once.

2. That the provisions of this ordinance are severable, and if any provision of this
ordinance or any application thereof is held invalid, that invalidity will not affect the other
provisions or applications of this ordinance that can be given effect without the invalid
provision or application.

3. That this Ordinance will become effective on July 1, 2024.

GIVEN under my hand this day of , 2024

Jill G. Cooper
Clerk for the Board of Supervisors

Department of Clerk Services
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Attachment 2

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
ARTICLE 11 OF CHAPTER 4 OF THE FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE, RELATING TO
CIGARETTE TAX

Draft of January 17, 2024

AN ORDINANCE to amend the Fairfax County Code by amending and
readopting Section 4-11-3, relating to the Cigarette Tax rate.

Be it ordained by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County:

1. That Section 4-11-3 of the Fairfax County Code is amended and readopted as
follows:

Article 11. — Cigarette Tax.
Section 4-11-3. Levy and rate.

In addition to all other taxes of every kind now or hereafter imposed by law, there is hereby
levied and imposed by the County upon every person who sells or uses cigarettes within the
County an excise tax at a rate of two cents for each cigarette sold, stored, or received. The tax
shall be paid and collected in the manner and at the time hereinafter prescribed; provided, that
the tax payable for each cigarette or cigarette package sold or used within the County shall be
paid but once.

2. That the provisions of this ordinance are severable, and if any provision of this
ordinance or any application thereof is held invalid, that invalidity will not affect the other
provisions or applications of this ordinance that can be given effect without the invalid
provision or application.

3. That this Ordinance will become effective on July 1, 2024.

GIVEN under my hand this day of , 2024

Jill G. Cooper
Clerk for the Board of Supervisors

Department of Clerk Services
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ADMINISTRATIVE -7

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing to Consider an Ordinance to Amend and
Readopt Section 67.1-10-2 of the Fairfax County Code Relating to Sewer Availability
Charges (Including the Fixture Unit Rate), Service Charges, Base Charges, and
Hauled Wastewater Charges

ISSUE:

Authorization to advertise a public hearing to consider an ordinance that proposes to
amend and readopt Fairfax County (County) Code Section 67.1-10-2, relating to
Sewer Availability Charges (including the Fixture Unit Rate), Service Charges, Base
Charges, and Hauled Wastewater Charges:

1) Re-affirming the Availability Charges (including the fixture unit rate) for
FY 2024 through FY 2028, and establishing the Availability Charges for
FY 2029;

2) Re-affirming the Sewer Service Charges for FY 2024 through FY 2026,
adjusting the Sewer Service Charges for FY 2027 and FY 2028, and
establishing the Sewer Service Charges for FY 2029;

3) Re-affirming the Base Charges for FY 2024 through FY 2026, adjusting
the Base Charges for FY 2027 and FY 2028, and establishing the Base
Charges for FY 2029; and

4) Re-affirming the Hauled Wastewater Charges for FY 2024 and
maintaining the same charges as FY 2024 for FY 2025.

Although the sewer charges in the sewer ordinance, Chapter 67.1, are multi-year, all
sewer charges are reviewed, adjusted as necessary, and adopted annually to ensure
sewer charges are accurately priced.

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board of Supervisors (Board) authorize
advertisement of a public hearing on April 16, 2024, at 3:00 p.m. to consider these
ordinances.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on March 5, 2024, to provide sufficient time to advertise the
proposed public hearing for consideration of these ordinances on April 16, 2024, at 3:00
p.m. Decision on the sewer rate revisions will coincide with the markup and adoption of
the FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan.
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BACKGROUND:

In December 2023, the Wastewater Management Program (Program) and its consultants,
Raftelis, completed the annual “Revenue Sufficiency and Rate Analysis” (the Rate Study)
for the Sewer System. Based upon the results of the Rate Study, changes are proposed
to the previously approved rates for FY 2027 and FY 2028 and new rates are proposed
for FY 2029.

The following proposed 5-year rate schedule will meet the Program’s current and
projected 5-year revenue requirements of approximately $1.6 billion by increasing the
Availability Charges, the Sewer Service Charges, and the Base Charges, all of which
are the industry practice. This allows for recovering a portion of the Program’s costs
through the Base Charge and recovering the remaining required revenues through the
Sewer Service Charge, based on the volume of water consumed by the commercial
customers and volume of the winter quarter average consumed by residential
customers; Availability Charges, based on the capacity needs of new connections to the
system; and Hauled Wastewater Charges, based on the volume of the hauling truck.
New or revised rates that were not advertised as part of last year’s annual rate schedule
review are shown in bold. Note that the proposed adjustments to the Sewer Service
Charges for FY 2027 and FY 2028 are slightly more than those presented to the Board
during last year’s budget process. These increases are due to higher operating
expenses associated with inflation and the revised sewer reimbursement policy.

PROPOSED AVAILABILITY CHARGE SCHEDULE

The County has completed reviewing the adequacy of the amount of the Availability
Charges. Based upon the results of this review, the Availability Charges are proposed
to increase to $9,038 in FY 2025 from $8,860 in FY 2024, a 1.0 percent increase for a
single-family residence in FY 2025 for purchase of capacity in the system plus an
additional 1.0 percent increase due to the revised sewer reimbursement policy, as was
identified in the prior fiscal year rate study. Proposed Availability Charge increases for a
single-family residence in FY 2026 to FY 2029 are 1.0 percent for purchase of capacity
in the system plus an addition of approximately 1.0 percent due to the revised sewer
reimbursement policy, as was identified in the prior fiscal year. The Availability Charge
is a one-time charge, which is paid at the time of connection to the sewer system. The
revised, five-year rate schedule for the Availability Charges is as follows:
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AVAILABILITY CHARGE SCHEDULE
Proposed New Rates in Bold

Type of Current
Connection Rate New Rates

FY 2024 | FY 2025 | FY 2026 | FY 2027 | FY 2028 | FY 2029
Single-Family $8,860 $9,038 $9,218 $9,398 $9,578 $9,759
Detached
Lodging $8,860 $9,038 $9,218 $9,398 $9,578 $9,759
House, Hotel,
Inn, or Tourist
Cabin
Townhouse $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7,807
Apartment $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7,807
Mobile Home $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7,807
Any other $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7,807
residential
dwelling unit
Hotels, Motels, $2,215 $2,260 $2,304 $2,349 $2,394 $2,440
or Dormitory
rental unit

Availability Charges for all nonresidential uses will be computed as the number of fixture
units (including roughed-in fixture units) in accordance with Part | of the current Virginia
Uniform Statewide Building Code, Section 101.2, Note 1, which incorporates by
reference the 2012 International Plumbing Code (Chapter 7, Section 709), times the
fixture unit rate with a minimum charge equivalent to one (1) single-family detached
dwelling per premises. The revised, five-year rate schedule for the fixture unit charge
for nonresidential uses is as follows:

AVAILABILITY CHARGE SCHEDULE
Cost ($) per Quarterly Bill
Proposed New Rates in Bold

Current
Rate New Rates
FY 2024 FY 2025 FY 2026 FY 2027 FY 2028 FY 2029
Nonresidential
per fixture unit $443 $452 $461 $470 $479 $488
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PROPOSED SEWER SERVICE CHARGE SCHEDULE
The following proposed Sewer Service Charge of $8.81 per 1,000 gallons of water
consumption in FY 2025 will recover a portion of the sewer system costs in FY 2025
based on the volume of water consumed by the commercial customers and the volume
of the winter quarter average consumed by residential customers. The revised, five-
year rate schedule for the Sewer Service Charges is as follows:

SEWER SERVICE CHARGE SCHEDULE*
Per 1,000 gallons of water consumption
Proposed New Rates in Bold

Current
Rate New Rates
FY 2024 | FY 2025 | FY 2026 | FY 2027 | FY 2028 | FY 2029
Sewer Service Charge $8.46 $8.81 $9.33 $9.88 $10.46 $11.08

PROPOSED BASE CHARGE SCHEDULE
The following proposed Base Charge of $49.73 per quarterly bill for FY 2025 will
recover approximately 25.6 percent of the sewer system costs in FY 2025. Industry
practice is to recover 25 to 30 percent of the total costs through a Base Charge. To
strive towards such a recovery rate, a phased-in approach is being proposed, as shown
in the table on the following page.

BASE CHARGE SCHEDULE*
Cost ($) per Quarterly Bill
Proposed New Rates in Bold

Type of Current New Rates
Connection Rate

FY 2024 | FY 2025 | FY 2026 | FY 2027 | FY 2028 | FY 2029
Eeef'e??”t'a' (3/4 $44.81| $49.73| $5262| $55.78| $59.08|  $62.57
All customers
based on meter
size
3/4" and smaller, $4481| $49.73| $5262| $55.78 | $59.08|  $62.57
or no meter ) ) ) ) ) )
1" $112.03 | $124.33 $131.55 $139.45| $147.70 $156.43
11/2" $224.05| $248.65 $263.10 $278.90 $295.40 $312.85
2" $358.48 | $397.84 $420.96 $446.24 | $472.64 $500.56
3" $672.15| $745.95 $789.30 $836.70 $886.20 $938.55
4" $1,120.25 | $1,243.25 | $1,315.50 | $1,394.50 | $1,477.00 | $1,564.25
6" $2,240.50 | $2,486.50 | $2,631.00 | $2,789.00 | $2,954.00 | $3,128.50
8" $3,584.80 | $3,978.40 | $4,209.60 | $4,462.40 | $4,726.40 | $5,005.60
10" and larger $5,153.15 | $5,718.95 | $6,051.30 | $6,414.70 | $6,794.20 | $7,195.55

*Adjustment to the Base Charge for nonresidential customers who have sub-meters for irrigation and other water uses that do not enter the

sewer system must be justified.
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PROPOSED HAULED WASTEWATER CHARGES

The County’s Septage Receiving Facility (SRF) was constructed to receive and treat
septage from local onsite sewage disposal systems in accordance with Section 15.2-
2123 of the Code of Virginia. In addition, the SRF receives landfill leachate, portable
toilet waste, restaurant grease, and recycled carwash water. Hauled Wastewater
Charges were introduced in FY 2020 to recover a portion of the costs of operation,
maintenance, and upcoming necessary improvements to the SRF. It is proposed that
the charge for High-Strength and Low-Strength Wastes remain the same as the FY2024
charges as follows:

(1) High-Strength Waste - $27 per 1,000 gallons of the hauler’s truck capacity for
septic tank and restaurant grease wastes.

(2) Low-Strength Waste - $7.72 per 1,000 gallons of the hauler's truck capacity
for portable toilet, recycled carwash water, landfill leachate, or other such low-
strength waste.

The County’s sewer charges remain very competitive on a local basis. Below are
average annual sewer service billings and Availability Charges per Single-Family
Residential Equivalent (SFRE) for Fairfax County compared to other regional
jurisdictions, as of December 2023 (FY 2024). Average sewer service billings for the
other regional jurisdictions have been developed by applying each jurisdiction’s
equivalent base charge and sewer service rate to appropriate SFRE water usage
determined from Fairfax Water’s average water usage for SFREs.

Comparison of Average Service Charges, Availability Charges, and Base Charges
for SFREs as of December 2023 (FY 2024)
Based on 16,000 gallons per quarter for all jurisdictions

Average Annual Sewer

Sewer Service Availability Fees

Jurisdiction* Billing

DCWASA $1,344 $2,809
City of Alexandria $1,083 $10,506
WSSC (improved) $895 $14,500
Fairfax County $721 $8,860
Arlington County $669 $3,720
Prince William County $589 $11,200
Loudoun Water $514 $9,241
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The table below outlines base charges by other regional utilities for comparison to
Fairfax County’s current Base Charge of $44.81 as of December 2023 (FY 2024).

Quarterly Base Charges for Sewer Service for Residential
Customers

DC Water $77.22
Fairfax County $ 44.81
Alexandria Renew Enterprises $41.55
Loudoun Water $ 38.94
Prince William County Service Authority $ 37.65
Washington Suburban Sanitation Commission $ 30.39
Arlington $13.52
Neighboring Utilities Average $ 39.88

EQUITY IMPACT:

This board action has no adverse equity impact. The sewer rates are a significant part
of the County’s award-winning wastewater management program which protects public
health and the environment. They are also the primary revenue source for repayment
of the proposed sewer revenue bonds to be sold, and current as well as out year
estimated rates are included in annual County budget documents. Untreated
wastewater causes diseases to proliferate, including hepatitis, tetanus, typhoid, cholera,
enterovirus, and others, that thrive in untreated human sewage. Untreated wastewater
also ruins water quality and kills aquatic life. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(U.S. EPA) has identified inequitable nationwide trends where communities “allow
continued discharges of raw sewage into waters used for drinking, recreation, and/or
ecological habitat—depending on the ability of a wastewater system and its customers
to pay for necessary infrastructure upgrades.”

DPWES administers an integrated sewer system, with fees dedicated to capital
improvements county-wide, regardless of the amount of fees contributed. Fairfax
County also surpasses the U.S. EPA national average for good control of its sewer
system by controlling sanitary sewer overflows with aggressive cleaning of sewers
Countywide.

The Fairfax County Wastewater Management Program also ensures proper
conveyance and treatment of sewage away from 91 percent of households with high
vulnerability index ratings, and 100 percent of households with a vulnerability index
greater than 4. The Sewer Service area map (Attachment 2) shows Fairfax County
Approved Sewer Service Area (ASSA) in comparison to the vulnerability index scores.
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Vulnerability Index Number of Number of

Households in Households Not

ASSA in ASSA
0-1 1,501 181 89% 11%
1-2 133,782 21,021 86% 14%
2-3 133,687 5,299 96% 4%
34 34,169 4,684 88% 12%
4-5 2,037 - 100% 0%

305,176 31,185 91% 9%

The sewer rates are structured to be equivalent across all customers of the County.
The quarterly sewer bills have two components, a Sewer Service (or volumetric) Charge
and Base Charge. The volumetric charge is based on the amount of water consumed
by a customer, providing customers the ability to reduce the amount of water they use
and thereby reduce the amount they are charged. In addition, the volumetric charge is
capped at the volume of water used during winter quarter months. So, residential
customers are not charged a wastewater fee for water used outside of the house (e.g.,
for landscape irrigation, washing cars) during warmer months. Commercial customers
are charged based on all the water consumed. However, commercial customers may
install a “deduct water meter” to measure and subtract from the total water consumed
the amount of water that does not enter the sewer system.

The County’s sewer charge is well below the Environmental Protection Agency’s
Financial Capability Assessment Guidance. One common measure of rate affordability
is to evaluate the typical residential bill (annualized) relative to the annual median
household income (“MHI”) within the service area. Industry standards consider a
wastewater bill at 1 percent or lower of the MHI as a low potential economic impact on
residents. The proposed residential wastewater charges for the County for 2024 would
be 0.5 percent of MHI, well below the lowest industry threshold.

The sewer rate equity impact is further addressed by the county-wide programs that
assist low-income households and those living in vulnerable communities, Fairfax
Water’s policy for providing water service, and the current Fairfax Water Low-Income
Household Water Assistance Program (LIHWAP) (Attachment V). Fairfax Water bills
ratepayers on behalf of the Department of Public Works and Environmental Services
(DPWES) wastewater management program. Customers who do not pay their water
bills on time receive a grace period to come into compliance. Fairfax Water directs
customers to the following assistance options, provided in multiple languages:
e Set up a Payment Plan. Customers may establish a payment plan with Fairfax
Water.
¢ Request payment assistance through local community organizations that may
assist with utility bill payment.
¢ Refers customers to:
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o Fairfax County Department of Family Services - 703.324.7450
o Fairfax Department of Housing - 703.324.8122
o Fairfax County Coordinated Services Planning - 703.222.0880

When Fairfax Water refers the nonpaying community to Coordinated Services Planning,
community members can rely on several County-wide programs. Ratepayers who are
struggling to pay their water and sewer bills are typically experiencing other hardships,
and several Fairfax County departments focus on providing a holistic solution to
improve the food and water security for vulnerable households through the

Community Consolidated Funding Pool and Coordinated Services Planning:

o Offers 17 languages on staff.

e Provides a CAREVAN, which targets areas of food insecurity, and Title | schools
to provide food pantry availability.

e Community Services Planning (CSP) does outreach to the community as part of
a program. They have a long-standing relationship with the community and the
partners in the community.

e The Community Partner Strategy Team (CPST) represents a collaborative
network of community/county health and human services providers
representative of Fairfax County's diversity. The CPST strategically works to
increase a collective capacity to serve and meet urgent and ongoing basic needs
in the Fairfax County community.

In addition, the Department of Neighborhood and Community Services operates
community centers throughout the County that can assist ratepayers. The Department
of Housing and Community Development provides Section 8 housing and administers a
Home Improvement Loan Program.

Finally, DPWES has sought opportunities to improve equitable service delivery,
because the LIHWAP is a federally funded program that will expire when funding is
expended. Under current state law, DPWES is not empowered by state law to establish
a sewer fee to assist low-income and vulnerable households. As a county in the
Commonwealth of Virginia, Fairfax County is subject to the Dillon Rule, and can only
establish programs and ordinances expressly empowered by Virginia. As a result, the
best improvement currently available is for DPWES to perform outreach by contributing
wastewater ratepayer information to the NCS and CPST outreach programs.

FISCAL IMPACT:

In FY 2025, assuming a water usage for a typical residential customer of 16,000
gallons/quarter (or 64,000 gallons/year), the annual sewer bill will be approximately
$762.76 per year, which is an increase of 5.8 percent or $42.08 over the FY 2024
annual sewer bill. This is equal to an increase of $3.51 per month.
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Board Agenda Item
March 5, 2024

In FY 2025, revenue is projected to be $304.0 million, which is an increase of
approximately $22.0 million over the FY 2024 Adopted Budget Plan primarily due to the
proposed rate increases. Revenues from the collection of Sewer Availability Charges,
Service Charges, Base Charges, and Hauled Wastewater Charges are recorded in
Fund 69000, Sewer Revenue.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment I: The Proposed Amendment to Chapter 67.1 Article 10 (Charges), Section
2 of the Code of the County of Fairfax — Clean Version

Attachment Il: The Proposed Amendment to Chapter 67.1 Article 10 (Charges), Section
2 of the Code of the County of Fairfax — Redline Version

Attachment IlI: Proposed Public Hearing Advertisement for Proposed Sewer Service
Charge & Base Charge — Rate Revisions

Attachment IV: Proposed Public Hearing Advertisements for Sewer Availability Charges
(Including the Fixture Unit Rate) and Hauled Wastewater Charges — Rate Revisions

Attachment V: Fairfax Water Low-Income Household Water Assistance Program
LIHWAP

STAFF:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Christopher Herrington, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental
Services (DPWES)

Eleanor Ku Codding, Deputy Director, Stormwater and Wastewater Divisions, DPWES
Shahram Mohsenin, Director, Wastewater Planning and Monitoring Division, DPWES

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Emily H. Smith, Assistant County Attorney
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ATTACHMENT I

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
ARTICLE 10 OF CHAPTER 67.1 OF THE FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE, RELATING TO
CHARGES FOR THE AVAILABILITY OF, CONNECTION TO, AND/OR USE OF THE
SEWERAGE FACILITIES OF THE COUNTY

AN ORDINANCE to amend the Fairfax County Code by amending and
readopting Section 67.1-10-2, relating to charges for the availability of,
connection to, and/or use of the sewerage facilities of the County.

Be it ordained by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County:

1. That Section 67.1-10-2 of the Fairfax County Code is amended and readopted as
follows:

ARTICLE 10. - Charges

Section 67.1-10-2. — Availability, Connection, Lateral Spur, Service Charges, Base Charges,
and Hauled Wastewater Charges.

(a)  Availability Charges:

(1)  Residential uses: The following schedule of availability charges for residential uses
desiring to connect to the Facilities of the County is hereby established and imposed:

Fiscal Year (July 1-June 30)

FY FY FY FY FY FY

Customer Class 2024 | 2025 | 2026 | 2027 | 2028 | 2029

(A)|  Single-Family Detached $8,860 | $9,038 | $9.218 | $9,398 | $9,578 | $9,759
Lodging House, Hotel, T
()| Lodeing House, Hotel, Innor 1 o0 o0 109 03¢ 1 50218 | $9.398 | $9.578 | $9.759
Tourist Cabin
©) Townhouse $7,088 | $7,231 | $7,374 | $7,518 | $7,662 | $7,807
(D) Apartment $7,088 | $7,231 | $7,374 | $7,518 | $7,662 | $7,807
(E) Mobile Home $7,088 | $7,231 | $7.374 | $7,518 | $7,662 | $7,807
Any other residential dwelli
(| Any other residential dwelling | | ¢ o 1 67731 1 67374 | $7.518 | $7.662 | $7.807

unit
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21

22

23
24
25

26

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45

46
47

48

Hotel, Motel, or Dormitory
rental unit

Q) $2,215 | $2,260 | $2,304 | $2,349 | $2,394 | $2,440

(2) Commercial and all other uses: The following schedule of fixture unit rates for
computing availability charges for all nonresidential uses is hereby established and

imposed:
Fiscal Year (July 1-June 30)
FY 2024 | FY 2025 | FY 2026 | FY 2027 @ FY 2028 | FY 2029
Fixture unit rate $443 $452 $461 $470 $479 $488

The availability charge will be computed as the number of fixture units (including roughed-in
fixture units) in accordance with Part I of the current Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code
(VUSBC), (as amended), Section 101.2, Note 1, which incorporates by reference the 2012
International Plumbing Code (Chapter 7, Section 709) ("VUSBC"), times the fixture unit rate with
a minimum charge equivalent to one single-family detached dwelling per premises. For Significant
Industrial Users with wastewater discharge permits authorizing discharge into the Integrated Sewer
System and other industrial or commercial Users determined by the Director to have processes
generating significant wastewater flows, the availability charge will be calculated on the basis of
equivalent units. One equivalent unit is equal to 280 gallons per day and rated equal to one single-
family detached dwelling unit. Therefore, the availability charge for Significant Industrial Users
and other industrial or commercial Users determined by the Director to have processes generating
significant flow will be equal to the current rate for a single-family detached dwelling unit times
the number of equivalent units associated with the permitted flow. The number of equivalent units
is equal to the permitted or projected flow in gallons per day divided by 280 gallons per day.
Fixture unit counts, for Users having fixtures discharging continuously or semi-continuously to
drainage system leading to the County sanitary sewer facilities, shall be increased by two fixture
units for each gallon per minute of such continuous or semi-continuous discharge. The rate of such
discharge shall be deemed to be that rate certified by the manufacturer of the fixture or other
equipment, or such other rates as the Director shall determine.

(3)  Effective date: The rate will change on July Ist of each new fiscal year. The rate
applicable to each fiscal year is subject to annual review by the Board.

(b)  Connection Charges.
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49
50
51
52
53

54
55
56

57
58
59

60
61

62
63
64

65
66

67

68
69

(©)

(d)

(e)

(1)  Residential and community uses: Except as otherwise provided herein, there is hereby
established and imposed a connection charge of $152.50 per front foot of premises (with
a minimum of $7,625 and a maximum of $15,250 for the connection of single-family
detached and attached dwellings, churches, schools, fire stations, community centers, or
other such similar community uses, to the Facilities of the County.

(2)  All other uses: There is hereby established and imposed a connection charge of $152.50
per front foot of premises (with a minimum charge of $15,250) for the connection of all
other uses to the Facilities of the County.

(3) The connection charges established and imposed above shall not apply to premises to
be connected to the Facilities of the County if such Facilities of the County are
constructed totally at private expense.

(4) For the purposes of Section 67.1-10-2(b), front foot of premises will be determined by
measuring the frontage of the premises located on the street address side of the premises.

Lateral spur charges: There is hereby established and imposed a lateral spur charge of
$600.00 for the connection of all uses to a lateral spur, where such lateral spur has been
installed by the County at the expense of Fairfax County.

Service charges: There are hereby established and imposed the following sanitary sewer
service charges:

Sewer Service Charges — Fiscal Year (July 1 - June 30)

FY FY FY FY FY FY
2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029

Sewer Service Charge, $/1,000

gallons $8.46 | $8.81 | $9.33 | $9.88 | $10.46 @ $11.08

Base charges: There are hereby established and imposed the following quarterly base
charges in addition to the sewer service charge:

BASE CHARGE
Cost ($) per Quarterly Bill

FY 2024 ' FY 2025 | FY 2026 | FY 2027 | FY 2028 | FY 2029

Residential Base Charge $44.81 | $49.73 | $52.62 | $55.78 @ $59.08 | $62.57
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70

71
72
73
74
75
76

77
78
79
80

81

%" and smaller, or no
meter

4”
6"
8"

10" and larger

Commercial: (meter size)

$44.81 $49.73 $52.62
$112.03 | $124.33 | $131.55
$224.05 | $248.65 | $263.10
$358.48 | $397.84 | $420.96
$672.15 | $745.95 | $789.30

$55.78

$139.45

$278.90

$446.24

$836.70

$59.08 | $62.57

$147.70 | $156.43

$295.40 | $312.85

$472.64 | $500.56

$886.20 | $938.55

$1,120.25 $1,243.25 $1,315.50 1 $1,394.50 |$1,477.00 |$1,564.25

$2,240.50 1 $2,486.50 |$2,631.00 | $2,789.00 $2,954.00 |$3,128.50

$3,584.80 |$3,978.40 |$4,209.60 | $4,462.40 $4,726.40 |$5,005.60

$5,153.15 $5,718.95 $6,051.30  $6,414.70 |$6,794.20 |$7,195.55

If requested, the Base Charge for nonresidential customers, who have irrigation systems and other
water uses that do not enter the sewer system, will be adjusted. Calculations prepared by a Virginia
licensed professional engineer must be provided to demonstrate what size of main water meter
would be necessary for the building to accommodate only the water that enters the sewer system.
The Base Charge will be adjusted based on the calculated meter size. In no case the Base Charge
will be smaller than that for %" meter.

(1)  Effective date: The Service charges and Base charges will change on July 1st of each
new fiscal year. For metered accounts, the change is effective with meter readings
beginning October 1st of each year. For unmetered accounts, the change is effective with
billings beginning October 1st of each year.

(2)  Premises having a metered water supply:

Category of Use

(A) Single-family detached and single-
family attached dwellings such as
townhouses, duplexes, multiplexes, semi-

48

Service Charges

For each 1,000 gallons of water, based on
winter-quarter consumption or current quarterly
consumption, as measured by the service line



82

83

84
85
86

87
88
89

90
91
92
93
94

95

96

97

98

99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111

detached, rowhouses, garden court and patio | meter, whichever is lower, a charge equal to the
houses with a separate water service line effective unit cost rate ($/1,000 gallons).

(D)

meter.

For each 1,000 gallons of water as measured by

(B) All other uses. the water service line, a charge equal to the

(C) All users.

effective unit cost rate ($/1,000 gallons).

Base charge per billing as established in Section
67.1-10-2(e).

The winter-quarter-maximum consumption is determined as follows:

(@)

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

The quarterly-daily-average consumption of water is the consumption,
measured by the water service line meter for the period between meter readings
divided by the number of days elapsed between meter readings.

The quarterly consumption is 91.5 times the quarterly-daily-average
consumption of water in leap years or 91.25 times the quarterly-daily-average
consumption in non-leap years.

The winter-quarter-consumption is the quarterly consumption determined at
the water service line meter reading scheduled between February 1 and April 30.
The winter-quarter-consumption of each respective year shall be applicable to
the four quarterly sewer billings rendered in conjunction with the regular meter
reading scheduled after the next May.

All water delivered to the premises, as measured by the winter-quarter-
consumption for single-family dwellings and townhouses or the meter of all
other Users, shall be deemed to have been discharged to the Facilities of the
County. However, any person may procure the installation of a second water
service line meter. Such person may notify the Director of such installation, in
which event the Director shall make such inspection or inspections as may be
necessary to ascertain that no water delivered to the premises or only the water
delivered through any such additional meter may enter the Facilities of the
County. If the Director determines that water delivered through an additional
meter may not enter the Facilities of the County, no charge hereunder shall be
based upon such volume of water delivery. If the Director determines that only
the water delivered through an additional meter may enter the Facilities of the
County, only the water recorded on the additional meter shall be charged. In the
alternative, any person may procure the installation of a sewage meter which
shall be of a type and installed in a manner approved by the Director, who shall
make periodic inspection to ensure accurate operation of said meter; in such
event, the charge imposed hereunder shall be based upon the volume measured
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112
113
114
115

116
117
118

119
120
121
122
123

124
125
126
127
128

129
130

131
132
133
134
135
136
137

138
139
140
141
142
143
144

145
146

147
148

149
150

151
152

by such meter. The cost of all inspections required by the foregoing provisions
for elective metering, as determined by normal cost accounting methods, shall
be an additional charge for sanitary sewer service to the premises on which such
meter or meters are installed.

For single-family premises as in (e)(2)(A) not able to register valid meter readings
for the measurement of winter-quarter-consumption the following billing method
shall apply:

(i) Premises not existing, unoccupied or occupied by a different household during
the applicable winter quarter, or which due to unfavorable weather, meter failure
or for any other reason of meter inaccuracy cannot register valid meter readings,
shall not be considered to have a valid meter reading for the purpose of winter-
quarter-consumption measurement.

(ii))  Such premises may be billed on the basis of the average winter-quarter-
consumption for similar dwelling units or the current quarterly consumption, as
registered by water service line meter, or based on historical water usage.
Accounts for single-family premises established by a builder for sewerage
service during construction shall be considered a nonresidential use.

(3) Premises not having metered water supply or having both well water and public metered
water supply:

Single-family dwellings, as in (e)(2)(A). An amount equal to the average winter-
quarter-consumption, during the applicable winter quarter, of similar dwelling units,
times the effective unit cost rate ($/1,000 gallons). In the alternative, any such single-
family residential customer may apply to the County, via the water supplier
providing water service to the area in which the residential customer is located, for
special billing rates, based on average per capita consumption of water in similar
type units.

All other uses: The charge shall be based upon the number of fixture units and load
factor in accordance with the VUSBC, Table I and Table II Fixture Units and Load
Factors for All Other Premises. There shall be an additional charge equal to the
effective unit cost ($/1,000 gallons) for the volume discharged by fixtures
discharging continuously or semi-continuously. Volume of continuous or semi-
continuous discharge shall be deemed to be that used in determining availability
charge.

(f) Hauled Wastewater Charges: There are hereby established and imposed the following Hauled
Wastewater Charges:

(1) High-Strength Waste - $27 per 1,000 gallons of the hauler’s truck capacity for septic
tank and restaurant grease wastes.

(2) Low-Strength Waste — $7.72 per 1,000 gallons of the hauler’s truck capacity for
portable toilet, landfill leachate, or any such low- strength wastewater.
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153  TABLE I. Table of Fixture Units

Drainage
Type of Fixture or Group of Fixtures Urljii‘z(il/l;eue
(DFU)
Commercial automatic clothes washer (2" standpipe) 3
Bathroom group consisting of water closet, lavatory and bathtub or shower
stall (Residential):
Tank type closet 6
Bathtub (with or without overhead shower) 2
Combination sink-and-tray with food disposal unit 2
Combination sink-and-tray with 1'%" trap 2
Dental unit or cuspidor 1
Dental lavatory 1
Drinking fountain ¥z
Dishwasher, domestic 2
Floor drains with 2" waste 2
Kitchen sink, domestic, with one 114" waste 2
Kitchen sink, domestic, with food waste grinder and/or dishwasher 2
Lavatory with 14" waste 1
Laundry tray (1 or 2 compartments) 2
Shower stall 2
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Sinks:

Surgeon's

Flushing rim (with valve)

Service (trap standard)

Service (P trap)

Pot, scullery, etc.

Urinal, pedestal, syphon jet blowout

Urinal, wall lip

Urinal stall, washout

Urinal trough (each 6-ft. section)

Wash sink (circular or multiple) each set of faucets

Water closet, tank-operated

Water closet, valve-operated

Fixture drain or trap size:

1% inches and smaller

1% inches

2 inches

2% inches

3 inches

4 inches
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154

155

156 TABLE IL

157 Fixture Units and Load Factors for All Other Premises
158 Quarterly Service Charges

159 Fiscal Year (July 1 - June 30)

Fixture Units |Load Factor | |[FY 2024 FY 2025 |FY 2026 FY 2027 | FY 2028 | FY 2029

20 or less 1.00 13536 | 140.96 | 149.28 | 158.08 | 167.36 177.28
21 to 30 1.25 169.20 | 176.20 | 186.60 | 197.60 | 209.20 221.60
31 to 40 1.45 196.27 | 204.39 | 216.46 | 229.22 | 242.67 257.06
41 to 50 1.60 216.58 | 225.54 | 238.85 | 252.93 | 267.78 283.65
51 to 60 1.75 236.88 | 246.68 | 261.24 | 276.64 | 292.88 310.24
61 to 70 1.90 257.18 | 267.82 | 283.63 | 300.35 | 317.98 336.83
71 to 80 2.05 277.49 | 288.97 | 306.02 | 324.06 | 343.09 363.42
81 to 90 2.20 297.79 | 310.11 | 328.42 | 347.78 | 368.19 390.02
91 to 100 2.30 311.33 | 324.21 | 343.34 | 363.58 | 384.93 407.74
101 to 110 2.40 324.86 | 338.30 | 358.27 | 379.39 | 401.66 425.47
111 to 120 2.55 345.17 | 359.45 | 380.66 | 403.10 | 426.77 452.06
121 to 130 2.65 358.70 | 373.54 | 395.59 | 418.91 | 443.50 469.79
131 to 140 2.75 372.24 | 387.64 | 410.52 | 434.72 | 460.24 487.52
141 to 150 2.85 385.78 | 401.74 | 42545 | 450.53 | 476.98 505.25

151 to 160 2.95 399.31 | 415.83 | 440.38 | 466.34 | 493.71 522.98
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161 to 170

171 to 180

181 to 190

191 to 200

201 to 210

211 to 220

221 to 230

231 to 240

241 to 250

251 to 260

261 to 270

271 to 280

281 to 290

291 to 300

301 to 310

311 to 320

321 to 330

331 to 340

341 to 350

351 to 360

3.05

3.15

3.25

3.35

3.45

3.55

3.65

3.75

3.85

3.90

4.00

4.05

4.10

4.15

4.20

4.30

4.40

4.50

4.60

4.70

412.85

426.38

439.92

453.46

466.99

480.53

494.06

507.60

521.14

527.90

541.44

548.21

554.98

561.74

568.51

582.05

595.58

609.12

622.66

636.19

429.93

444.02

458.12

472.22

486.31

500.41

514.50

528.60

542.70

549.74

563.84

570.89

577.94

584.98

592.03

606.13

620.22

634.32

648.42

662.51

54

455.30

470.23

485.16

500.09

515.02

529.94

544.87

559.80

574.73

582.19

597.12

604.58

612.05

619.51

626.98

641.90

656.83

671.76

686.69

701.62

482.14

497.95

513.76

529.57

545.38

561.18

576.99

592.80

608.61

616.51

632.32

640.22

648.13

656.03

663.94

679.74

695.55

711.36

727.17

742.98

510.45

527.18

543.92

560.66

577.39

594.13

610.86

627.60

644.34

652.70

669.44

677.81

686.18

694.54

702.91

719.65

736.38

753.12

769.86

786.59

540.70

558.43

576.16

593.89

611.62

629.34

647.07

664.80

682.53

691.39

709.12

717.98

726.85

735.71

744.58

762.30

780.03

797.76

815.49

833.22



361 to 370

371 to 380

381 to 390

391 to 400

401 to 410

411 to 420

421 to 430

431 to 440

441 to 450

451 to 460

461 to 470

471 to 480

481 to 490

491 to 500

501 to 525

526 to 550

551to 575

576 to 600

601 to 625

626 to 650

4.80

4.90

5.00

5.10

5.20

5.30

5.40

5.50

5.60

5.70

5.80

5.90

6.00

6.10

6.25

6.50

6.75

7.00

7.25

7.50

649.73

663.26

676.80

690.34

703.87

717.41

730.94

744.48

758.02

771.55

785.09

798.62

812.16

825.70

846.00

879.84

913.68

947.52

981.36

1,015.20 |1,057.20 | 1,119.60

676.61

690.70

704.80

718.90

732.99

747.09

761.18

775.28

789.38

803.47

817.57

831.66

845.76

859.86

881.00

916.24

951.48

986.72

1,021.96 |1,082.28
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716.54

731.47

746.40

761.33

776.26

791.18

806.11

821.04

835.97

850.90

865.82

880.75

895.68

910.61

933.00

970.32

1,007.64

1,044.96

758.78

774.59

790.40

806.21

822.02

837.82

853.63

869.44

885.25

901.06

916.86

932.67

948.48

964.29

988.00

1,027.52

1,067.04

1,106.56

1,146.08

1,185.60

803.33

820.06

836.80

853.54

870.27

887.01

903.74

920.48

937.22

953.95

970.69

987.42

1,004.16

1,020.90

1,046.00

1,087.84

1,129.68

1,171.52

1,213.36

1,255.20

850.94

868.67

886.40

904.13

921.86

939.58

957.31

975.04

992.77

1,010.50

1,028.22

1,045.95

1,063.68

1,081.41

1,108.00

1,152.32

1,196.64

1,240.96

1,285.28

1,329.60



651 to 675

676 to 700

701 to 725

726 to 750

751 to 775

776 to 800

801 to 825

826 to 850

851 to 875

876 to 900

901 to 925

926 to 950

951 to 975

976 to 1,000

1,001 to 1,050

1,051 to 1,100

1,101 to 1,150

1,151 to 1,200

1,201 to 1,250

1,251 to 1,300

7.75

8.00

8.20

8.40

8.60

8.80

9.00

9.20

9.35

9.50

9.65

9.80

9.95

10.15

10.55

10.90

11.30

11.70

12.00

12.35

1,049.04

1,082.88

1,109.95

1,137.02

1,164.10

1,191.17

1,218.24

1,245.31

1,265.62

1,285.92

1,306.22

1,326.53

1,346.83

1,373.90

1,428.05

1,475.42

1,529.57

1,583.71

1,624.32

1,671.70

1,092.44

1,127.68

1,155.87

1,184.06

1,212.26

1,240.45

1,268.64

1,296.83

1,317.98

1,339.12

1,360.26

1,381.41

1,402.55

1,430.74

1,487.13

1,536.46

1,592.85

1,649.23

1,691.52

1,740.86
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1,156.92

1,194.24

1,224.10

1,253.95

1,283.81

1,313.66

1,343.52

1,373.38

1,395.77

1,418.16

1,440.55

1,462.94

1,485.34

1,515.19

1,574.90

1,627.15

1,686.86

1,746.58

1,791.36

1,843.61

1,225.12

1,264.64

1,296.26

1,327.87

1,359.49

1,391.10

1,422.72

1,454.34

1,478.05

1,501.76

1,525.47

1,549.18

1,572.90

1,604.51

1,667.74

1,723.07

1,786.30

1,849.54

1,896.96

1,952.29

1,297.04

1,338.88

1,372.35

1,405.82

1,439.30

1,472.77

1,506.24

1,539.71

1,564.82

1,589.92

1,615.02

1,640.13

1,665.23

1,698.70

1,765.65

1,824.22

1,891.17

1,958.11

2,008.32

2,066.90

1,373.92

1,418.24

1,453.70

1,489.15

1,524.61

1,560.06

1,595.52

1,630.98

1,657.57

1,684.16

1,710.75

1,737.34

1,763.94

1,799.39

1,870.30

1,932.35

2,003.26

2,074.18

2,127.36

2,189.41



1,301 to 1,350

1,351 to 1,400

1,401 to 1,450

1,451 to 1,500

1,501 to 1,600

1,601 to 1,700

1,701 to 1,800

1,801 to 1,900

1,901 to 2,000

2,001 to 2,100

2,101 to 2,200

2,201 to 2,300

2,301 to 2,400

2,401 to 2,500

2,501 to 2,600

2,601 to 2,700

2,701 to 2,800

2,801 to 2,900

2,901 to 3,000

3,001 to 4,000

12.70

13.00

13.25

13.50

14.05

14.60

15.15

15.70

16.25

16.80

17.35

17.90

18.45

19.00

19.55

20.10

20.65

21.20

21.75

26.00

1,719.07

1,759.68

1,793.52

1,827.36

1,901.81

1,976.26

2,050.70

2,125.15

2,199.60

2,274.05

2,348.50

2,422.94

2,497.39

2,571.84

2,646.29

2,720.74

2,795.18

2,869.63

2,944.08

3,519.36

1,790.19

1,832.48

1,867.72

1,902.96

1,980.49

2,058.02

2,135.54

2,213.07

2,290.60

2,368.13

2,445.66

2,523.18

2,600.71

2,678.24

2,755.77

2,833.30

2,910.82

2,988.35

3,065.88

3,664.96
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1,895.86

1,940.64

1,977.96

2,015.28

2,097.38

2,179.49

2,261.59

2,343.70

2,425.80

2,507.90

2,590.01

2,672.11

2,754.22

2,836.32

2,918.42

3,000.53

3,082.63

3,164.74

3,246.84

3,881.28

2,007.62

2,055.04

2,094.56

2,134.08

2,221.02

2,307.97

2,394.91

2,481.86

2,568.80

2,655.74

2,742.69

2,829.63

2,916.58

3,003.52

3,090.46

3,177.41

3,264.35

3,351.30

3,438.24

4,110.08

2,125.47

2,175.68

2,217.52

2,259.36

2,351.41

2,443.46

2,535.50

2,627.55

2,719.60

2,811.65

2,903.70

2,995.74

3,087.79

3,179.84

3,271.89

3,363.94

3,455.98

3,548.03

3,640.08

4,351.36

2,251.46

2,304.64

2,348.96

2,393.28

2,490.78

2,588.29

2,685.79

2,783.30

2,880.80

2,978.30

3,075.81

3,173.31

3,270.82

3,368.32

3,465.82

3,563.33

3,660.83

3,758.34

3,855.84

4,609.28



160

161

162
163

164
165
166

167
168
169

4,001 to 5,000

5,001 to 6,000

6,001 to 7,000

7,001 to 8,000

8,001 to 9,000

9,001 to 10,000

10,001 to 11,000

11,001 to 12,000

12,001 to 13,000

13,001 to 14,000

14,001 to 15,000

NOTES:

29.50

33.00

36.40

39.60

42.75

46.00

48.85

51.60

54.60

57.40

60.00

3,993.12 |4,158.32

4,466.88 |4,651.68

4,927.10 15,130.94

5,360.26 |5,582.02

5,786.64 16,026.04

6,226.56 16,484.16

6,612.34 16,885.90

6,984.58 |7,273.54

7,390.66 | 7,696.42

7,769.66 |8,091.10

8,121.60 8,457.60

(1) Base charge is not included in rates above.

GIVEN under my hand this

4,403.76

4,926.24

5,433.79

5,911.49

6,381.72

6,866.88

7,292.33

7,702.85

8,150.69

8,568.67

8,956.80

4,663.36

5,216.64

5,754.11

6,259.97

6,757.92

7,271.68

7,722.21

8,156.93

8,631.17

9,073.79

9,484.80

4,937.12

5,522.88

6,091.90

6,627.46

7,154.64

7,698.56

8,175.54

8,635.78

9,137.86

9,606.46

5,229.76

5,850.24

6,452.99

7,020.29

7,578.72

8,154.88

8,660.13

9,147.65

9,679.49

10,175.87

10,041.60 10,636.80

day of

, 2024

Jill G. Cooper
Clerk for the Board of Supervisors
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ATTACHMENT Il

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
ARTICLE 10 OF CHAPTER 67.1 OF THE FAIRFAX COUNTY CODE, RELATING TO
CHARGES FOR THE AVAILABILITY OF, CONNECTION TO, AND/OR USE OF THE
SEWERAGE FACILITIES OF THE COUNTY

AN ORDINANCE to amend the Fairfax County Code by amending and
readopting Section 67.1-10-2, relating to charges for the availability of,
connection to, and/or use of the sewerage facilities of the County.

Be it ordained by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County:

1. That Section 67.1-10-2 of the Fairfax County Code is amended and readopted as
follows:

ARTICLE 10. - Charges

Section 67.1-10-2. — Availability, Connection, Lateral Spur, Service Charges, Base Charges,
and Hauled Wastewater Charges.
(a)  Availability Charges:

(1)  Residential uses: The following schedule of availability charges for residential uses
desiring to connect to the Facilities of the County is hereby established and imposed:

Fiscal Year (July 1-June 30)

FY FY FY
Customer Class FY 20243 20254 | 20265 | 20276 FY 20287 | FY 20298

Single-Family $8.860 $9.038 | $9.218 | $9.398
A 9.578$9;398 | $9,759578
(A) Detached $8:592 $8.:860 | $9.038 | $9.218 $ ’ $9,
Lodging House,

(B) Hotel, Inn or $9.578%$9,:398 |$9,759578
Tourist Cabin

© Townhouse $7.662%$7.518 |$7,807662

(D) Apartment $7.66287518 |$7,807662
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21

22

23
24
25

26

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

obile Home . 5 »0U [
(E)| Mobile H $7.66287%5148 |1 $7,807662

Any other
(F) residential $7.662%$7.518 |$7,807662
dwelling unit

Hotel, Motel, or
(G) | Dormitory rental | |$2.2152:148
unit

$2.260 | $2.304 | $2.349
$2;215 | $2;260 | $2;304

$2.39482,349 1$2,440394

(2) Commercial and all other uses: The following schedule of fixture unit rates for
computing availability charges for all nonresidential uses is hereby established and
imposed:

Fiscal Year (July 1-June 30)
FY 20243 | FY 20254 | FY 20265 | FY 20276 | FY 20287 | FY 20298

Fixture unit rate $44330 $45243 $46152 $4706+ $4790 $48879

The availability charge will be computed as the number of fixture units (including roughed-in
fixture units) in accordance with Part I of the current Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code
(VUSBC), (as amended), Section 101.2, Note 1, which incorporates by reference the 2012
International Plumbing Code (Chapter 7, Section 709) ("VUSBC"), times the fixture unit rate with
a minimum charge equivalent to one single-family detached dwelling per premises. For Significant
Industrial Users with wastewater discharge permits authorizing discharge into the Integrated Sewer
System and other industrial or commercial Users determined by the Director to have processes
generating significant wastewater flows, the availability charge will be calculated on the basis of
equivalent units. One equivalent unit is equal to 280 gallons per day and rated equal to one single-
family detached dwelling unit. Therefore, the availability charge for Significant Industrial Users
and other industrial or commercial Users determined by the Director to have processes generating
significant flow will be equal to the current rate for a single-family detached dwelling unit times
the number of equivalent units associated with the permitted flow. The number of equivalent units
is equal to the permitted or projected flow in gallons per day divided by 280 gallons per day.
Fixture unit counts, for Users having fixtures discharging continuously or semi-continuously to
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42
43
44
45

46
47

48

49
50
51
52
53

54
55
56

57
58
59

60
61

62
63
64

65
66

67

68
69

drainage system leading to the County sanitary sewer facilities, shall be increased by two fixture
units for each gallon per minute of such continuous or semi-continuous discharge. The rate of such
discharge shall be deemed to be that rate certified by the manufacturer of the fixture or other
equipment, or such other rates as the Director shall determine.

(b)

(©)

(d)

Sewer Service Charge,

(e)

(3)  Effective date: The rate will change on July Ist of each new fiscal year. The rate
applicable to each fiscal year is subject to annual review by the Board.

Connection Charges.

(1)  Residential and community uses: Except as otherwise provided herein, there is hereby
established and imposed a connection charge of $152.50 per front foot of premises (with
a minimum of $7,625 and a maximum of $15,250 for the connection of single-family
detached and attached dwellings, churches, schools, fire stations, community centers, or
other such similar community uses, to the Facilities of the County.

(2) All other uses: There is hereby established and imposed a connection charge of $152.50
per front foot of premises (with a minimum charge of $15,250) for the connection of all
other uses to the Facilities of the County.

(3) The connection charges established and imposed above shall not apply to premises to
be connected to the Facilities of the County if such Facilities of the County are
constructed totally at private expense.

(4) For the purposes of Section 67.1-10-2(b), front foot of premises will be determined by
measuring the frontage of the premises located on the street address side of the premises.

Lateral spur charges: There is hereby established and imposed a lateral spur charge of
$600.00 for the connection of all uses to a lateral spur, where such lateral spur has been
installed by the County at the expense of Fairfax County.

Service charges: There are hereby established and imposed the following sanitary sewer
service charges:

Sewer Service Charges — Fiscal Year (July 1 - June 30)

FY FY FY FY

20243 | 20254 20265 20276 FY 20287 | FY 20298

$8.4609 | $8.8146 |$9.338.81| $9.8833 ($10.469-83 |$11.086-35
$/1,000 gallons

Base charges: There are hereby established and imposed the following quarterly base
charges in addition to the sewer service charge:
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BASE CHARGE
Cost ($) per Quarterly Bill

FY FY
20043 | 20254 FY 20265 FY 20276 FY 20287 FY 20298
Resident
ial Base $4%& $498'Jf—7347 $52.624973 | $55.782.62 | $59.0854+ | $62.575835
Charge
Commercial: (meter size)
%" and
smaller, $44.81 | $49.73
52.6249-73 5.782.62 9.085-4+ 62.575835
or no St s $52.62 $52.78 $52.08 $62.57
meter
$112.03 | $124.33
1" 131.55424:33 | $139.45+55 |$147.7038:53 | $156.4345:88
$100.35  S112.03 $131.55 $139.45 $141.70 $156.43
$224.05 | $248.65
1" 263.10248-65 |$278.9063140 | $295.407705 | $312.8529+75
’ $20070 | $224.05 | ° $ 5 $
$358.48 | $397.84
2" 420.96397-84 | $446.2420:96 | $472.6443-28 | $500.56466-86
$321 12 | $358.48 $ $ $ $
$672.15 | $745.95 $836.707893
3" 789.3074595 | T 886.2034+145 | $938.55875:25
$602.10  S672.15 $789.30 ] $886.20 $038.55
$1.120.2 | $1,243.2
An 5 S $1,315.50243- | $1,394.5045- |$1,477.00385 | $1,564.25458-
0 5
$2.240.5 | $2.486.5
6" 0 0 $2,631.00486- $2,789.0063+ |$2,954.00776 | $3.128.502;9+
0 0
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70

71
72
73
74
75
76

77
78
79
80

81

$3.584.8 | $3.978.4

g 0 0 $4.209.603,97 |$4,462.40209 |$4,726.40432 | $5.005.604,66
9o 0
$5.153.1 | $5.718.9
10" and 5 5 $6.051.305;4 |$6,414.7005+ | $6,794.20372 | $7.195.556;7+
larger $4.616-1 | $51531 895 30 A5 025

0 5

If requested, the Base Charge for nonresidential customers, who have irrigation systems and other
water uses that do not enter the sewer system, will be adjusted. Calculations prepared by a Virginia
licensed professional engineer must be provided to demonstrate what size of main water meter
would be necessary for the building to accommodate only the water that enters the sewer system.
The Base Charge will be adjusted based on the calculated meter size. In no case the Base Charge
will be smaller than that for %" meter.

(1)  Effective date: The Service charges and Base charges will change on July 1st of each
new fiscal year. For metered accounts, the change is effective with meter readings
beginning October 1st of each year. For unmetered accounts, the change is effective with
billings beginning October 1st of each year.

(2)  Premises having a metered water supply:

Category of Use Service Charges

(A) Single-family detached and single-
family attached dwellings such as
townhouses, duplexes, multiplexes, semi-
detached, rowhouses, garden court and patio
houses with a separate water service line
meter.

For each 1,000 gallons of water, based on
winter-quarter consumption or current quarterly
consumption, as measured by the service line
meter, whichever is lower, a charge equal to the
effective unit cost rate ($/1,000 gallons).

For each 1,000 gallons of water as measured by
(B) All other uses. the water service line, a charge equal to the
effective unit cost rate ($/1,000 gallons).

Base charge per billing as established in Section

(C) All users. 67.1-10-2(¢).
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82

83

84
85
86

87
88
89

90
91
92
93
94

95

96

97

98

99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115

116
117
118

119
120
121
122
123

(D) The winter-quarter-maximum consumption is determined as follows:

(@)

(i)

(i11)

(iv)

The quarterly-daily-average consumption of water is the consumption,
measured by the water service line meter for the period between meter readings
divided by the number of days elapsed between meter readings.

The quarterly consumption is 91.5 times the quarterly-daily-average
consumption of water in leap years or 91.25 times the quarterly-daily-average
consumption in non-leap years.

The winter-quarter-consumption is the quarterly consumption determined at
the water service line meter reading scheduled between February 1 and April 30.
The winter-quarter-consumption of each respective year shall be applicable to
the four quarterly sewer billings rendered in conjunction with the regular meter
reading scheduled after the next May.

All water delivered to the premises, as measured by the winter-quarter-
consumption for single-family dwellings and townhouses or the meter of all
other Users, shall be deemed to have been discharged to the Facilities of the
County. However, any person may procure the installation of a second water
service line meter. Such person may notify the Director of such installation, in
which event the Director shall make such inspection or inspections as may be
necessary to ascertain that no water delivered to the premises or only the water
delivered through any such additional meter may enter the Facilities of the
County. If the Director determines that water delivered through an additional
meter may not enter the Facilities of the County, no charge hereunder shall be
based upon such volume of water delivery. If the Director determines that only
the water delivered through an additional meter may enter the Facilities of the
County, only the water recorded on the additional meter shall be charged. In the
alternative, any person may procure the installation of a sewage meter which
shall be of a type and installed in a manner approved by the Director, who shall
make periodic inspection to ensure accurate operation of said meter; in such
event, the charge imposed hereunder shall be based upon the volume measured
by such meter. The cost of all inspections required by the foregoing provisions
for elective metering, as determined by normal cost accounting methods, shall
be an additional charge for sanitary sewer service to the premises on which such
meter or meters are installed.

(E) For single-family premises as in (€)(2)(A) not able to register valid meter readings
for the measurement of winter-quarter-consumption the following billing method
shall apply:

(@)

Premises not existing, unoccupied or occupied by a different household during
the applicable winter quarter, or which due to unfavorable weather, meter failure
or for any other reason of meter inaccuracy cannot register valid meter readings,
shall not be considered to have a valid meter reading for the purpose of winter-
quarter-consumption measurement.
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124
125
126
127
128

129
130

131
132
133
134
135
136
137

138
139
140
141
142
143
144

145
146

147
148

149
150

151
152

153

(ii))  Such premises may be billed on the basis of the average winter-quarter-
consumption for similar dwelling units or the current quarterly consumption, as
registered by water service line meter, or based on historical water usage.
Accounts for single-family premises established by a builder for sewerage
service during construction shall be considered a nonresidential use.

(3) Premises not having metered water supply or having both well water and public metered
water supply:

Single-family dwellings, as in (e)(2)(A). An amount equal to the average winter-
quarter-consumption, during the applicable winter quarter, of similar dwelling units,
times the effective unit cost rate ($/1,000 gallons). In the alternative, any such single-
family residential customer may apply to the County, via the water supplier
providing water service to the area in which the residential customer is located, for
special billing rates, based on average per capita consumption of water in similar
type units.

All other uses: The charge shall be based upon the number of fixture units and load
factor in accordance with the VUSBC, Table I and Table II Fixture Units and Load
Factors for All Other Premises. There shall be an additional charge equal to the
effective unit cost ($/1,000 gallons) for the volume discharged by fixtures
discharging continuously or semi-continuously. Volume of continuous or semi-
continuous discharge shall be deemed to be that used in determining availability
charge.

(f) Hauled Wastewater Charges: There are hereby established and imposed the following Hauled
Wastewater Charges:

(1) High-Strength Waste - $27 per 1,000 gallons of the hauler’s truck capacity for septic
tank and restaurant grease wastes.

(2) Low-Strength Waste — $7.72 per 1,000 gallons of the hauler’s truck capacity for
portable toilet, landfill leachate, or any such low- strength wastewater.

TABLE I. Table of Fixture Units

Drainage
: : Fixtu
Type of Fixture or Group of Fixtures UniltXV;Tue
(DFU)
Commercial automatic clothes washer (2" standpipe) 3
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Bathroom group consisting of water closet, lavatory and bathtub or shower

stall (Residential):
Tank type closet
Bathtub (with or without overhead shower)
Combination sink-and-tray with food disposal unit
Combination sink-and-tray with 172" trap
Dental unit or cuspidor
Dental lavatory
Drinking fountain
Dishwasher, domestic
Floor drains with 2" waste
Kitchen sink, domestic, with one 14" waste
Kitchen sink, domestic, with food waste grinder and/or dishwasher
Lavatory with 14" waste
Laundry tray (1 or 2 compartments)
Shower stall
Sinks:
Surgeon's
Flushing rim (with valve)

Service (trap standard)
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154

155

Service (P trap)

Pot, scullery, etc.

Urinal, pedestal, syphon jet blowout

Urinal, wall lip

Urinal stall, washout

Urinal trough (each 6-ft. section)

Wash sink (circular or multiple) each set of faucets

Water closet, tank-operated

Water closet, valve-operated

Fixture drain or trap size:

1% inches and smaller

1% inches

2 inches

2% inches

3 inches

4 inches
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156
157
158
159

TABLE IL

Fixture Units and Load Factors for All Other Premises
Quarterly Service Charges
Fiscal Year (July 1 - June 30)

Fixt | Loa

ure | 4 by 00243 | FY 20254 | FY 20265 | FY 20276 | FY 20287 | FY 20298

Unit | Fac

S tor

i(r) 10 || 13536 |140962145| 14928 |158.082332 | 167.36245.7 | 177.28258.7
0 20225 0 220.25 5 5 5

less

fl 12 ] 16920 [176.202643| 186.60 |197.6029L5 | 209.20307Z+ | 221.60323.4

3‘(’) 5 25281 8 27531 6 9 4

i; 14 | 196272932 20439 21646 |229.223382|242.673563 | 257.06375-+

P 6 306.68 31936 1 4 9

‘t‘; 1.6 | 1216.58323.6(225.54338.4| 238.85 [252.93373.2 | 267.78393-2 | 283.65414-6
0 0 0 352,40 0 0 0

50

2 1.7 | |236.88353.9| 246.68 26124 |276.644081 | 292.88430-0 | 310.24452.8

o | S 4 37013 38544 9 6 1

f; 19 | 257.18 267.82 283.63 |300.35443-1 | 317.98466.9 | 336.83491-6

o0 38428 401.85 418.48 3 3 3

Zl 20 | 1277.49414.6| 288.97 306.02  |324.06478-1 | 343.09503-7 | 363.42530.4

°© s 3 43358 45151 6 9 4

80
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81

o 22| 29219 310.11  |328.42484.5 |347.78513-1 | 368.19546-6 | 390.02569-2
0p | O 44495 46530 5 5 5 5
fl 23 |[311.334651| 32421 34334 |363.58536.4 | 384.93565.2 | 407.74595-1
° o 8 486.45 50658 3 3 3
100

13)1 24 | [324.864854 (338.30507-6 | 35827 |379.39559.8| 401.66589-8 | 425.47621-0
o 0 0 0 528.60 0 0 0
1;)1 25 || 34517 35945 380.66  |403.10594.7 | 426.77626-6 | 452.06659-8
o | S 51574 53933 56164 9 6 1
121

26| 35870 373.54  1395.59583-6 |418.91618-F | 443.50651-2 | 469.79685-6
o | S 535.96 560-48 6 1 4 9
1t31 27 || 37224 [387.64581.6| 41052 |434.72641-4 | 460.24675-8 | 487.52711.5
°© s 55649 3 605-69 4 3 6
140

14115 ¢ | 1385.78576.4 |401.74602.7 |425.45627.7 | 450.53664.7 | 476.987003 | 505.25737.4
o1 l 8 1 6 9 4
150

311 9 11399.31596.6 1415.83623.9 |440.38649.7 | 466.34688.0 | 493.71724.9 | 522.987633
01 4 3 4 9 6 1
160

16115 0 | 412.85616.8 |429.93645.0 1455306717 |482.14711.4 | 510.45749-5 | 540.70789.1
o1y 6 8 6 1 4 9
170

113 1 1 1426.38637.0 |444.02666.2 1470036937 1497.95734.7 | 527.18774-1 | 558.43815.0
o s 9 3 9 4 1 6

180
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181
to
190

32

439.926573

458.126873

1

8

485.16H58

513.76758-0

1

6

191
to
200

33

453.46675

472.22708-5

4

3

500.0973%8

529.577813

4

9

201
to
210

34

466.996977

486.31729-6

6

g

515.027598

545.38804-7

6

1

211
to
220

3.5

480.53H79

500.41750-8

9

3

529.947818

561.18828-0

9

4

221
to
230

3.6

494.067382

514.50+1-9

1

g

544.87863-9

576.9985313

1

6

231
to
240

3.7

507.60758-4

528.60793-+

4

3

559.80825-9

592.80874-6

4

9

241
to
250

3.8

521.14778-6

542.7084+4:2

6

g

574.738479

608.61898-0

6

1

644.34946-1

251
to
260

3.9

527.907887

549.74824-8

8

5

582.19858:9

616.51909-6

8

g

652.70958-4

261
to
270

4.0

541.44809-0

563.84846:0

0

0

597.12881-0

632.32933-0

0

0

669.44983-0
0

271
to
280

4.0

548.21819-+

570.89856-5

1

g

604.58892-0

640.22944-6

1

6

677.81995-:2
9
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281

o 4.1 | |554.988292|577.94867-1 |612.05903-0 | 648.139563 | 686.181;007 | 726.851;060-
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NOTES:

(1)

Base charge is not included in rates above.

GIVEN under my hand this day of

, 20234
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Clerk for the Board of Supervisors



ATTACHMENT IlI

FAIRFAX COUNTY NOTICE OF PROPOSED
SEWER SERVICE CHARGE & BASE CHARGE - RATE REVISIONS

NOTICE is hereby given that the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors will hold a PUBLIC HEARING on:

Tuesday
April 16, 2024
commencing at 3:00 p.m.

on the matter of an amendment to Chapter 67.1 of the Fairfax County Code (Sanitary Sewers and Sewage Disposal), Article 10 (Charges), Section 2.
Public hearing before the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia.

Pursuant to the authority of the Virginia Code, Title 15.2., Chapter 21 (including, without limitation, Sections 15.2-2111, 2119, and 2122), the Board
of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, proposes to amend and readopt Section 67.1-10-2 of the Fairfax County Code by, among other things,
changing all references to the unit cost of sewer service and the base charge as follows:

SEWER SERVICE CHARGE SCHEDULE
Per 1,000 gallons of water consumption

FY 2024 | FY 2025 | FY 2026 | FY 2027 FY 2028 FY 2029

Sewer Service Charge $8.46 $8.81 $9.33 $9.88 $10.46 $11.08
BASE CHARGE SCHEDULE
Cost ($) per Quarterly Bill
Type of Connection
FY 2024 FY 2025 FY 2026 FY 2027 FY 2028 FY 2029

Residential (3/4” meter) $44.81 $49.73 $52.62 $55.78 $59.08 $62.57
All customers based on meter
size
3/4" and smaller, or no meter $44.81 $49.73 $52.62 $55.78 $59.08 $62.57
1" $112.03 $124.33 $131.55 $139.45 $147.70 $156.43
112" $224.05 $248.65 $263.10 $278.90 $295.40 $312.85
2" $358.48 $397.84 $420.96 $446.24 $472.64 $500.56
3" $672.15 $745.95 $789.30 $836.70 $886.20 $938.55
4" $1,120.25 $1,243.25 $1,315.50 $1,394.50 $1,477.00 $1,564.25
6" $2,240.50 $2,486.50 $2,631.00 $2,789.00 $2,954.00 $3,128.50
8" $3,584.80 $3,978.40 | $4,209.60 | $4,462.40 | $4,726.40 $5,005.60
10" and larger $5,153.15 $5,718.95 | $6,051.30 | $6,414.70 $6,794.20 $7,195.55

Public hearing before the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, to be held at the Fairfax County Government Center, 12000 Government
Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia 22035. If, however, a physical meeting is unsafe due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Board of Supervisors may
meet electronically. If the meeting is held electronically, instructions regarding how to access the meeting will be provided at 2024 Board of Supervisors
Meetings and Committee Meetings | Board Of Supervisors (fairfaxcounty.gov) and will be posted in advance of the meeting in the lobby of 12000
Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia and in the Office of the Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, 12000 Government Center Parkway, Suite
552, Fairfax, Virginia.

The public hearings are available to view live on Channel 16 and stream live online at https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/cableconsumer/channel-
16/stream. Live audio of the meeting may be accessed at 703-324-7700. Those wishing to testify may do so in person, unless the meeting is held
electronically, or via phone or pre-recorded YouTube video. Speakers wishing to testify via video must register by signing up online below or by calling
the Department of Clerk Services at 703-324-3151, TTY 711, and must submit their video no later than 9 a.m. on the day prior to the hearing. Speakers
wishing to testify via phone must sign up to testify no later than 12:00 p.m. the day of the hearing to be placed on the Speakers List. Speakers not on
the Speakers List may be heard after the registered speakers have testified. In addition, written testimony and other submissions will be received by
mail at 12000 Government Center Parkway, Suite 552, Fairfax, Virginia 22035 or by email at ClerktotheBOS@fairfaxcounty.gov. More information
on the ways to testify can be found at https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/clerkservices/ways-provide-public-hearing-testimony.

As required by law, copies of the full text of proposed ordinances, plans and amendments, as applicable, as well as other documents relating to the
aforementioned subjects, are on file and available for review at the [Office of the Clerk for the Board of Supervisors and on the County’s website at
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Clerk to the Board of Supervisors | Clerk to the Board (fairfaxcounty.gov) Info/Other]. To make arrangements to view the documents, please contact
[the Office of the Clerk for the Board of Supervisors at 703-324-3151/ZED Info/Other].

Americans with Disabilities Act by making reasonable accommodations for persons with disabilities. All televised government meetings
are closed captioned. Reasonable accommodation is available upon 48 hours advance notice by calling [703-324-3151/703-324-2865] or

t Fairfax County is committed to nondiscrimination based on disability in all county programs, services and activities and supports the
(./ TTY 711.

GIVEN under my hand this 5th day of March, 2024.

Jill G. Cooper
Clerk for the Board of Supervisors

Ad Run Dates: April 2 and April 9, 2024
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ATTACHMENT IV

FAIRFAX COUNTY NOTICE OF PROPOSED
SEWER AVAILABILITY CHARGES (including the FIXTURE UNIT RATE) AND HAULED WASTEWATER CHARGES - RATE
REVISIONS

NOTICE is hereby given that the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors will hold a PUBLIC HEARING on:

Tuesday
April 16, 2024
commencing at 3:00 p.m.

on the matter of an amendment to Chapter 67.1 of the Fairfax County Code (Sanitary Sewers and Sewage Disposal), Article 10 (Charges), Section 2.
Public hearing before the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia.

Pursuant to the authority of the Virginia Code, Title 15.2., Chapter 21 (including, without limitation, Sections 15.2-2111, 2119, and 2122), the Board
of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, proposes to amend Section 67.1-10-2 of the Fairfax County Code by, among other things, updating the
availability charge schedule for residential, commercial, and all other users desiring to connect to the County sanitary sewer facilities, the fixture unit
rate, and proposed hauled wastewater charge as follows:

AVAILABILITY CHARGE SCHEDULE

Type of Connection

FY 2024 FY 2025 FY 2026 FY 2027 FY 2028 FY 2029
Single-Family $8,860 $9,038 $9,218 $9,398 $9,578 $9,759
Lodging House, Hotel, Inn or
Tourist Cabin $8,860 $9,038 $9,218 $9,398 $9,578 $9,759
Townhouse $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7,807
Apartment $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7,807
Mobile Home $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7,807
Any other residential
dwelling unit $7,088 $7,231 $7,374 $7,518 $7,662 $7.,807
Hotels, Motels, or Dormitory
rental unit $2,215 $2,260 $2,304 $2,349 $2,394 $2,440

The availability charge for all nonresidential uses will be computed as the number of fixture units in accordance with the current Virginia
Uniform Statewide Building Code times the fixture unit rate with a minimum charge equivalent to one (1) single-family detached dwelling per premises.
The revised, five-year rate schedule for the fixture unit charge for nonresidential uses is as follows:

AVAILABILITY CHARGE SCHEDULE
Cost ($) per Quarterly Bill

FY 2024 FY 2025 | FY 2026 | FY 2027 | FY 2028 FY 2029

Nonresidential per fixture unit $443 $452 $461 $470 $479 $488

HAULED WASTEWATER CHARGE

The hauled wastewater charge will be calculated based on the size of the wastewater hauler’s truck volume capacity as follows:

1. High-strength Waste - $27 per 1,000 gallons for septic tank and restaurant grease waste
Low-strength Waste — $7.72 per 1,000 gallons of the hauler’s truck capacity for portable toilet, landfill leachate, or any such low-strength
wastewater.

Public hearing before the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, to be held at the Fairfax County Government Center, 12000 Government
Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia 22035. If, however, a physical meeting is unsafe due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Board of Supervisors may
meet electronically. If the meeting is held electronically, instructions regarding how to access the meeting will be provided at 2024 Board of Supervisors
Meetings and Committee Meetings | Board Of Supervisors (fairfaxcounty.gov) and will be posted in advance of the meeting in the lobby of 12000
Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia and in the Office of the Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, 12000 Government Center Parkway, Suite
552, Fairfax, Virginia.

The public hearings are available to view live on Channel 16 and stream live online at https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/cableconsumer/channel-
16/stream. Live audio of the meeting may be accessed at 703-324-7700. Those wishing to testify may do so in person, unless the meeting is held
electronically, or via phone or pre-recorded YouTube video. Speakers wishing to testify via video must register by signing up online below or by calling
the Department of Clerk Services at 703-324-3151, TTY 711, and must submit their video no later than 9 a.m. on the day prior to the hearing. Speakers
wishing to testify via phone must sign up to testify no later than 12:00 p.m. the day of the hearing to be placed on the Speakers List. Speakers not on
the Speakers List may be heard after the registered speakers have testified. In addition, written testimony and other submissions will be received by
mail at 12000 Government Center Parkway, Suite 552, Fairfax, Virginia 22035 or by email at ClerktotheBOS@fairfaxcounty.gov. More information
on the ways to testify can be found at https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/clerkservices/ways-provide-public-hearing-testimony.

As required by law, copies of the full text of proposed ordinances, plans and amendments, as applicable, as well as other documents relating to the
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aforementioned subjects, are on file and available for review at the [Office of the Clerk for the Board of Supervisors and on the County’s website at
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors | Clerk to the Board (fairfaxcounty.gov) Info/Other]. To make arrangements to view the documents, please contact
[the Office of the Clerk for the Board of Supervisors at 703-324-3151/ZED Info/Other].

Fairfax County is committed to nondiscrimination based on disability in all county programs, services and activities and supports the
Americans with Disabilities Act by making reasonable accommodations for persons with disabilities. All televised government
meetings are closed captioned. Reasonable accommodation is available upon 48 hours advance notice by calling [703-324-3151/703-
(_/ 324-2865] or TTY 711.

GIVEN under my hand this 5th day of March, 2024.

Jill G. Cooper
Clerk for the Board of Supervisors

Ad Run Dates: April 2 and April 9, 2024
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ADMINISTRATIVE- 8

Authorization to Advertise Proposed Amendments to the Fire Prevention Code of the
County of Fairfax (Chapter 62) and Building Provision (Chapter 61)

ISSUE:

Adjustments to the fees charged for plan review, permits and inspection services in
order to support the Fire Marshal’s efforts to enhance the plans review, permit and
inspection services and to achieve a cost recovery threshold of 90-100%.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize the advertisement of the
proposed amendments as set forth in the staff report dated February 8, 2024.

TIMING:

The Board is requested to take action on March 5, 2024, to provide sufficient time to
advertise public hearings on April 16, 2024, at 3:00 p.m., before the Board of
Supervisors, for the proposed amendments to become effective at 12:01 a.m. on July 1,
2024.

BACKGROUND:

The Fire and Rescue Department suggests revising the fees associated with Fire
Marshal services, including plan review, permits, and inspections. The hourly rate fees
for Fire Marshal services and operational permits were last updated in 2015 (FY 2016).
During that revision, the hourly rate fees saw an increase of approximately 21.9%, and
fees for most operational permits outlined in Chapter 62 were raised by 20%. These
adjustments aimed to cover the actual costs of delivering services. The Board of
Supervisors instructed staff, and staff has continued, to review the Fire Marshal's fee
structure each year with the goal of achieving a cost recovery threshold ranging from
90% to 100%.

Fire Marshal fees contained in Appendix Q in Chapter 61 of the Code of the County of
Fairfax are being presented for revision as well. Staff recommends that timing of the
increases in Fire Marshal fees in Appendix Q and Chapter 62 are done concurrently to
avoid confusion by industry and efficient implementation into the PLUS system.
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When the last comprehensive increase in fees occurred in 2015, the cost recovery in FY
2016 was approximately at 100 percent. Since then, costs to provide services have
continued to increase to support compensation and operational requirements as well as
to ensure quality of services. The FY 2025 expenditures included in County Executive’s
FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan reflect an increase of 35 percent compared to FY
2016, while estimated revenues, based on the existing rates, reflect a decline of 9
percent. As a result, the projected FY 2025 cost recovery is less than 70 percent
without the recommended fee increase. The increased costs are primarily due to
increases in personnel costs, fringe benefits and increased operating costs. The
proposed fee increase will ensure that the FMO achieve its cost recovery threshold.

SUMMARY OF AMENDMENTS:

The proposed amendments increase fees charged by the Fire Marshal. The proposed
adjustments will assist the Fire Marshal in efforts to achieve a cost recovery rate of 90-
100%. In general, the hourly fees contained in Table 107.2 of the Fire Prevention Code
of the County of Fairfax (Chapter 62) concerning plan review, witnessed fire protection
systems tests, and certain inspections will be increased from $156 per hour (billed in V4
hour increments) to $208 per hour, representing a 33% increase. Most operational
permits contained in Table 107.2 of the Fire Prevention Code of the County of Fairfax
(Chapter 62) will increase by 30% as well. The increase to the Fire Marshal fees will
also apply to the plan review and sprinkler acceptance testing fees contained in
Appendix Q in Chapter 61 of the Code of the County.

REGULATORY IMPACT:

The proposed fee amendments increase the fees charged by the Fire Marshal for plan
review, permits, and inspection services to ensure that the mandated rate of cost
recovery is 90-100%. For a full list of proposed amendments, refer to Attachment | —
Amendments to Chapter 62, Section 62-2-9, Table 107.2, Fire Prevention Fees and
Detailed Permit Requirements and Chapter 61, Section H of Appendix Q.

FISCAL IMPACT:

If adopted by the Board, it is anticipated that the proposed fee adjustments will generate
increased revenue of approximately $1.5 million in FY 2025. This revenue estimate is
based on the FY 2024 estimated revenue of $5.6 million for services provided under
Chapter 62 and assumes that the workload remains constant in FY 2025. Any
reduction in plan and permit activity may have a negative impact on the projected
revenue. Staff will work in close coordination with the Department of Management and
Budget to monitor these trends. The $1.5 million in additional revenue will be reflected
in the EY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan.
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ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment | — Staff Report dated February 8, 2024
Attachment |l — Public Notice

STAFF:

Thomas Arnold, Deputy County Executive

Fire Chief John S. Butler, Fire and Rescue Department

Deputy Chief William D. Vannoy, Fire and Rescue Department
Battalion Chief Christopher M. Sampl, Fire and Rescue Department
Margaret Dix, Financial Specialist I, Fire and Rescue Department

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Patrick Foltz, Assistant County Attorney
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\ L,,';,/ COUNTY
STAFF REPORT

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE FIRE
PREVENTION CODE OF THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX
(CHAPTER 62) AND BUILDING PROVISION (CHAPTER
61)

Fire Marshal Fees

PUBLIC HEARING DATES

Board of Supervisors

PREPARED BY

FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION

FIRE AND RESCUE DEPARTMENT
703-246-4753

NJ

Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA): Reasonable accommodation is available upon 7 days
@) advance notice. For additional information on ADA call 703-324-1334 or TTY 711 (Virginia Relay

Center).
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STAFF COMMENT

The proposed Fire Prevention Code of the County of Fairfax amendments increase Fire
Marshal fees for plans submissions, inspections and operational permits contained in
the Prevention Code of the County of Fairfax (Chapter 62) and the Building Provision
(Chapter 61)

Existing Fire Prevention Code Provisions

The Fire Prevention Division of the County’s Fire and Rescue Department reviews
various plans, issues operational permits, performs inspections and witnesses periodic
testing of existing fire protection systems for compliance with Fire Prevention Code of
the County of Fairfax. Under the existing Fire Prevention Code, Fire Marshal fees are
assessed for review of various types of plans, issuance of operational permits, and
witnessing annual re-testing of existing fire protection systems. The Fire Marshal fees
are based on the actual costs of performing each type of service. The Statewide Fire
Prevention Code allows jurisdictions to assess fees to defray the costs associated with
enforcing the code. The Fire Marshal’s Office was directed by the BOS to set fees so
that 90-100% of actual costs are recovered.

Background

The current Fire Marshal review, permit and inspection fees, which were last adjusted in
FY 2015 that set the hourly rate at $156 per hour (billed in ¥ hour increments), per
reviewer or inspector. Fees for most operational permits were last reviewed and
adjusted in FY 2015 and most permit fees were set at $150. The Fire and Rescue
Department recently reviewed the current fee structure and cost recovery effort within
the Fire Prevention Division. As a result of the review, staff recommends an increase in
existing fees to more closely align the fees with the cost of performing mandated
services. Staff recommends a fee increase to of the hourly rate to $208 per hour (a
33% increase), per reviewer or inspector and further recommends a 30% increase in
fees for most operational permits. The rationale for the proposed rate increases is due
to increased personnel costs, fringe benefits and operational expenses. Recent cost
recovery rates were 77% in FY23 and 72% estimated in FY24. The projected FY 2025
cost recovery is less than 70 percent without the recommended fee increase. The
recommended increased rates are comparable to those of surrounding jurisdictions and
represent a 90% to 100% cost recovery rate.
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Proposed Amendments

The proposed Fire Prevention Code of the County of Fairfax amendments increase the
Fire Marshal review and inspection fee to $208 per hour and increases the cost of most
operational permits to $195. This includes fees Fire Marshal fees found in Chapter 61,
Appendix Q, Section H. The proposed rates represent a 90% to 100% cost recovery
rate which aligns with the directive set by the Board.

Conclusion

Given that the current fees do not generate sufficient revenue to recover 90-100% of
the Fire Marshal’s costs to process and review plans, perform inspections or re-test
existing fire protection systems, staff believes that a fee increase is appropriate. Itis
critical that the hourly rates charged in Chapter 61, Appendix Q and Chapter 62 remain
consistent to avoid confusion among industry.

Staff recommends the adoption of the proposed amendments as advertised with an
effective date of 12:01 A.M. on July, 1, 2024.
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Chapter 61

Appendix Q — Land Development Services Fee Schedule Effective October 31,
2022 (thru 18-22-Q)

H: FIRE PREVENTION DIVISON (OFFICE OF THE FIRE MARSHAL) FEES
(A) Plan Review Fees:

Fees for all plan review are based on an hourly charge calculated on the quarter hour or
part thereof, per reviewer. Fees are due upon completion of the plan review process.

e Per Hour $156-00 $208.00

(B) Acceptance Testing and Inspection Fees:

Fees are based on an hourly charge calculated on the quarter hour or part thereof, per
inspector. Fees for fire protection equipment and systems performance tests and
inspections, other equipment and systems performance tests and inspections,
occupancy or preoccupancy inspections, fire lanes and required reinspection’s shall be
imposed per hour calculated on the quarter hour or part thereof, per required inspector.

e Per Hour $156-00 $208.00

(C) Reinspection Fees:

Reinspection fees shall be based on the hours reserved to perform the test and will be
charged per hour calculated on the quarter hour or part thereof, per required inspector.
The following matrix is to serve as a guideline in determining when a reinspection fee is
required for acceptance testing. A minimum notice of 24 hours (one full business day)
for test cancellation is required. The fee is charged when an inspection is not canceled
in time to save an unnecessary trip by inspectors.

e Per Hour $156.00 $208.00
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REINSPECTION FEES

CIRCUMSTANCE CONDITION INSPECTED REINSPECTION
FEE
Cancelled or
rescheduled off site N/A No No
more than 24 hours
prior to appointment
Cancelled or
rescheduled off site less N/A No Yes
than 24 hours prior to
appointment
Contractor shows,
others do not, or Cannot Test No Yes
inspectors arrive, no
one on site
Cancelled while
inspectors on site; test Not Ready No Yes
not started
Regular inspection, test Not Ready or Failure
started, test not due to fault of Yes Yes
completed contractor
Regular inspection, test | Failed, but due to fault
started, test not of contractor Yes No
completed
Regular inspection, test Substantially ready
completed with minor deficiencies Yes No
Regular inspection, test No punch list,
completed inspection approved Yes No
Final inspection Deficient Yes Yes

(D) Plan Review and Inspections Performed Outside Business Hours: Plan reviews and
inspections may be performed outside business hours upon request at the sole
discretion of the fire official. Fees for these plan reviews and inspections shall be
assessed at twice the rate listed in (A), (B), and (C) above. Fees shall be assessed in
30-minute increments.
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CHAPTER 62

FIRE PROTECTION

Article 1. IN GENERAL

Section 62-2-7. Fairfax County Fire Prevention Code.

The regulations set forth herein shall be known as the Fire Prevention Code of the

County of Fairfax and shall be herein referred to as such or as this Code.

Section 62-2-8. Amendments, additions, deletions to the Virginia Statewide Fire

Prevention Code.

The Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code is hereby amended and changed pursuant
to Section 27-97 of the Code of Virginia in the following respects:

Table 107.2. Amended as follows:

CHAPTER 62. — Fire Protection

Table 107.2. Delete and Substitute as follows: Table 107.2. Duration of permit is 365 days, unless otherwise noted. Amended as

follows:
Line Code Table 107.2 re R Houry | oY
# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee y
Section 1 - Detailed Operational Permit Requirements. Note: All permit fees are per line item that applies
1 5101.2 Aerosol Products, Level 2 or 3. An operational permit is required to manufacture,
store or handle, an aggregate quantity in excess of 500 pounds net weight. $450 | $195
2 107.2 Amusement Buildings: Permanent. An operational permit is required to operate a
special amusement building. $450 | $195
3 107.2 Amusement Buildings: Temporary or Mobile. An operational permit is required to
403.12.2 operate a special amusement building, (e.g., Haunted House). (60-day permit) $450 | $195
Aviation Facilities. An operational permit is required to use a Group H or Group S
4 2001.3 Occupancy for aircraft servicing or repair and aircraft fuel-servicing vehicles $450 | $195
Additional permits required by other sections of this code include, but are not limited
to, hot work, hazardous materials and flammable or combustible finishes.
Assembly, Indoor (to include Exhibits and Trade Shows). An operational permit
5 107.2 is required to operate exhibits and trade shows. Permit is valid for up to 30 days, but | $450 | $195
not past event date.
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Line Code Table 107.2 E':; E;‘;V Hourly Hg‘l’frly
# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee
107.2 Assembly, Outdoor (to include Carnivals, Circuses, Fairs, and Festivals). An
6 403.12.2 operational permit is required to conduct an outdoor gathering of 500 persons or $150 | $195
403.12.3 more, at one time. Permit is valid for up to 30 days, but not past event date.
7 107.2 Assembly, Place of or Education — Occupant Load 50 or Greater $150 | $195
Battery Systems, Stationary Storage
8 1206.2 An operational permit is required for the operation of stationary storage battery $150 | $195
systems regulated by Chapter 12.
301.2 Cellulose Nitrate Film: An operational permit is required to store, handle, or use
9 ) cellulose nitrate film in a Group A Occupancy. $150 | $195
Combustible Dust-Producing Operations. An operational permit is required is
10 2201.2 required to operate a grain elevator, flour starch mill feed mill, or a plant pulverizing $450 | $195
aluminum coal, cocoa, magnesium, spices or sugar, or other operations producing
combustible dusts as defined in Chapter 2.
Combustible Fibers. An operational permit is required for the storage and handling
11 107.2 of combustible fibers in quantities greater than 100 Cubic Feet $450 | $195
Exception: An operational permit is not required for agricultural storage.
Commercial Kitchen Operation Requiring a Type | Hood. An operational permit
is required for the operation of a commercial kitchen requiring a Type | hood $150 | $195
12 609.3 Exceptions:
1. Assembly (Group A) or Educational (Group E) Occupancies having a Fire
Prevention Code Permit (FPCP).
2. Mobile food preparation vehicles.
Compressed Gas: Corrosive. An operational permit is required for the storage,
use, or handling of corrosive gas in excess of 200 cubic feet at normal temperature
5301.2 and pressure (NTP) $450 | $195
13 5001.5 Exception: Vehicles equipped for and using compressed gas as a fuel for propelling
5401.2 the vehicle.
Compressed Gas: Flammable. An operational permit is required for the storage,
use, or handling of flammable gas in excess of 200 cubic feet at normal temperature
and pressure (NTP) $450 | $195
5301.2 Exceptions:
5801.2 1. Vehicles equipped for and using compressed gas as a fuel for propelling the
14 5001.5 vehicle,
2. cryogenic fluids; and
3. liquified petroleum gases.
15 2881 3 Compressed Gas: Toxic or Highly Toxic. An operational permit is required for the $150 | $195
50015 storage, use, or handling of any toxic or highly toxic gas in any amount.
Compressed Gas: Inert or Simple Asphyxiant. An operational permit is required
16 5301.2 for the storage, use, or handling of inert or simple asphyxiant gas in excess of 6,000 | $150 | $195
5001.5 cubic feet at normal temperate and pressure (NTP).
Exception: Vehicles equipped for and using compressed gas as a fuel for propelling
the vehicle.
Compressed Gas: Oxidizing (including Oxygen). An operational permit is
5301.2 required for the storage, use, or handling of oxidizing gas in excess of 504 cubic feet
17 | 6301.2 at normal temperature and pressure (NTP). $150 | $195
5001.5 Exception: Vehicles equipped for and using compressed gas as a fuel for propelling

the vehicle.
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Line Code Table 107.2 E':; E;‘;V Hourly Hg‘l’frly
# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee
18 2281 g Compressed Gas: Pyrophoric. An operational permit is required for the storage, $150 | $195
50015 use, or handling of pyrophoric gas in any amount.
Covered and open mall buildings. An operational permit is required for:
19 107.2 1. The placement of retail fixtures and displays, concession equipment, displays of | $450 | $195
highly combustible goods and similar items in the mall.
2. The display of liquid-fired or gas-fired equipment or vehicles in the mall.
3. The use of open-flame or flame-producing equipment in the mall.
Cryogenic Fluids. An operational permit is required to produce, store, transport
onsite, use, handle or dispense cryogenic fluids in excess of the amounts listed
below.
5501.2 Exception: Vehicles equipped for and using cryogenic fluids as a fuel for propelling
2301.2 the vehicle or for refrigerating the lading.
5001.5
20 5801.2 Type of Cryogenic Inside Building Outside
Building
Fluid (gallons) (gallons)
Flammable More than 1 60........... $450 | $195
Inert 60 500.......... $150 | $195
Oxidizing 10 50........... $150 | $195
(Includes oxygen)
Physical or health Any amount Any amount.... | $450 | $195
hazard not indicated above
21 2101.2 Dry Cleaning Plants. An operational permit is required to engage in the business of | $450 | $195
dry cleaning or to change to a more hazardous cleaning solvent used in existing dry
cleaning equipment.
22 [ 601.2 Electrified Security Fence $150 | $195
23 5601.2 Explosives: Explosives Use, Each Site or Location (6 Month Permit). $180 | $234
24 | 5601.2 Explosives: Firm or Company License. $150 | $195
Explosives: Storage and Display of Black Powder or Smokeless Propellant Indoors. | $450 | $195
25 5601.2 Exception: Storage in Group R-3 or R-5 occupancies of smokeless propellant, black
powder, and small arms primers for personal use, not for resale, and in accordance
with the quantity limitations and conditions set forth in Section 5601.1, Exceptions 4
and 12.
26 5601.2 Explosives: Laboratory Use (6 Month Permit). $450 | $195
Fire Prevention Program Manager: A permit is required for the Fire Prevention
Program Manager designated by the owner for safeguarding construction, alteration,
27 | 3308.2 and demolition operations $0 $0

Exception: Building less than 5 stories above average grade plane and less than
50,000 square feet in size.
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Line Code Table 107.2 E':; E;‘;V Hourly Hg‘l’frly
# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee
Flammable and combustible liquids. An operational permit is required:
1. To use or operation of a pipeline for the transportation within facilities of
flammable or combustible liquids. This requirement shall not apply to the offsite
transportation in pipelines regulated by the U.S. Department of Transportation
(DOT), nor does it apply to piping SYStEMS.......cvvevririiiiiiiie e $450 | $195
28 5701.4 2. Class I: Store, Handle, or Use in Excess of 5 Gallons in a Building or in Excess
of 10 Gallons Outside @ BUIldiNg..............cccoieriiiiiicieeeeeeecceeeee e $450 | $195
Exceptions:
a. Storage or Use in the Fuel Tank of a Motor Vehicle, Aircraft, Motorboat,
Mobile Power Plant, or Mobile Heating Plant, Unless Such Storage, in the
Opinion of the Fire Official, Would Cause an Unsafe Condition.
b. Storage or Use of Paints, Qils, Varnishes, or Similar Flammable Mixtures
When Such Liquids are Stored for Maintenance, Painting, or Similar
Purposes for a Period of Not More Than 30 Days.
3. Class Il or llIA: Store, Handle or Use in Excess of 25 Gallons in a Building or in
Excess of 60 Gallons Outside a Building, except for Fuel oil used in conjunction
with 0il burning eQUIPMENE. ..........coviiiiii e $450 | $195
4. Toremove Class | or Class Il liquids from an underground storage tank used for
fuel fueling motor vehicles by any means other than the approved, stationary,
on-site pumps normally used for dispensing PUrPOSES...........ccvvvevivvreerieernnn, $450 | $195
5. To operate tank vehicles, equipment, tanks, plants, terminals, wells, fuel-
dispensing stations, refineries, distilleries and similar facilities where flammable
and combustible liquids are produced, processed, transported, stored,
AISPENSEA OF USEA.......eeivieieie ettt $150 | $195
6. To change the type of contents stored in a flammable or combustible liquid tank
to a material that poses a greater hazard than that for which the tank was
designed and CONSIUCEA. .......c..oouiiieiiciie e, $450 | $195
Flammable/Combustible Liquid Tank. An operational permit is required for the
following:
a.  Underground Storage, with or without dispensing equipment..............cc..ccovuuee. $450 | $195
b.  Above-ground Storage, with or without dispensing equipment............c.cc..c....... $450 | $195
c.  Bulk Storage Facility — in Excess of 100,000 Gallons..................coveiieiniennens $450 | $195
d. Installation, Above ground or Underground_Tank (90 Day Permit)..................... $450 | $195
e. Alter or Relocate an Existing Tank (90 Day Permit).............c..ccoeevveeverevrennnne. $450 | $195
29 5701.4 f.  Place Temporarily Out of SEIVICE. .........coviiviiiieiciiiee e $450 | $195
g. Underground Abandonment (90 Day Permit).............cc.ccoeevureviieeciciieieeene, $450 | $195
h.  Underground Removal (Commercial - 90 Day Permit)..............ccccovevrivnrerinen, $450 | $195
i.  Underground Removal (Residential - 90 Day Permit).............cc..cccovvevriennenn, $450 | $195
j. Above-ground Removal (Commercial - 90 Day Permit)................ccccoevveennnn. $450 | $195
k.  Above-ground Removal (Residential - 90 Day Permit)...................ccccoeveviennnn $450 | $195
I Install Product Lines/Dispensing Equipment (90 Day Permit).............ccccccvvnne. $450 | $195
m. Manufacture, Process, Blend, or RefiNe........euevveeeeeie e $450 | $195
Note: Installation permits are based on the fee Table in Appendix Q of Chapter 61 of
the Code of the County of Fairfax.
30 2401.3 Floor finishing: An operational permit is required for floor finishing or surfacing
exceeding 350 square feet using class | or class Il liquids (30-day permit). $78 $104
31 2501.2 Fruit or crop-ripening: An operational permit is required to operate a fruit or crop $450 | $195

ripening facility or conduct a fruit-ripening process using ethylene gas.
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# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee
Fumigation, thermal insecticidal and fogging: An operational permit is required to
operate a business of fumigation, thermal or insecticidal fogging and to maintain a

32 2601.2 room, vault or chamber in which a toxic or flammable fumigant is used. (15-day $450 | $195
permit).

33 50015 Hazardous Materials. An operational permit is required to store, transport on site ,

‘ dispense, use or handle hazardous materials in excess of the amounts shown below:

34 Combustible Liquids: refer to Flammable and Combustible Liquids

35 Corrosive Gases: refer to Compressed Gases

36 5401.2 Corrosive Liquids: greater than 55 Gallons $150 | $195

37 | 5401.2 Corrosive Solids: greater than 1000 Pounds $150 | $195

38 Explosives: refer to Explosive Materials

39 Flammable Gasses: refer to Compressed Gases

40 Flammable Liquids: refer to Flammable and Combustible Liquids

41 5901.2 Flammable Solids: greater than 100 Pounds $150 | $195

42 Highly Toxic Gases: refer to Compressed Gases

43 6001.2 Highly Toxic Liquids: any amount $450 | $195

44 6001.2 Highly Toxic Solids: any amount $450 | $195

45 Oxidizing Gases: refer to Compressed Gases
Oxidizing Liquids:
a. Class4: any amouNt..........c..oevieeiieeeeie e $450 | $195

46 6301.2 b. Class 3: greaterthan 1 gallon..............cc.oovevviiiiiioi i, $450 | $195
c. Class2: greater than 10 gallons.............ccoooveeeieeeiicieece e $450 | $195
d. Class 1: greater than 55 gallons..............c.cooveeeueereeeeieeieeieeeeeeeaeana $450 | $195
Oxidizing Solids:

47 6301.2 a. Class4: any amouNt..........c.coouriiiiiicieice e $450 | $195
b. Class 3: greater than 10 POUNGS.............ccceovreieeieeicei e $450 | $195
c. Class 2: greater than 100 pOUNDS...........ccooevveveeiieieieieiee e $450 | $195
d. Class 1: greater than 500 POUNDS...........cveeueereeieiie e, $450 | $195
Organic Peroxides, Liquid
a. Class I: @ny @amOUNt.........ccoviiiiiiiiiie e $450 | $195

48 6201.2 b. Class Il: any @amount............cceovviiviiiiiie e $450 | $195
c. Class lll: greater than 1 gallon $450 | $195
d. Class IV: greaterthan 2 gallons...............cccoovviieiiieiiiiecceeeeee e $450 | $195
€. Class V: N0 Permit reqQUIrEd. ... ....cciuueeeiiiieesiiieesiiieesiiaeesseeessaneaaeaanes
Organic Peroxides, Solids:

49 6201.2 a. Class I: @ny @mMOUNL.........c.coiiiiiiiiiieeic e $450 | $195
b.  Class Il: any @amount.............ccviiiiiiiiiiiiice e $450 | $195
c. Class lll: greater than 10 pounds.............ccovevueeieeiireieiie e $450 | $195
d. Class IV: greater than 20 pounds.............ccccevveiieieeiiiiiiccic e $450 | $195
e. ClassV: nopermit reqUIred..........ooueeueieueereeieeieeeeeeeeeeeee e $450 | $195
Pyrophoric Material:

50 6401.2 A GAS: ANY AMOUNL......viiiiiiiitiiie ettt $450 | $195
b.  Liquid: @ny @moUnt...........cccooviiiiiiiiii i $450 | $195
C.  SOlid: ANY @MOUNE ... $450 | $195
Toxic Materials:

51 6001.2 a. Gases: referto compressed gases............cceevevviiieiuieereeieeee e, $450 | $195
b.  Liquids: 10 GallonS.........ccoooiiiieieeiie e $450 | $195
€. S0lids: 100 POUNGS..........ccviiiieiiieieiieeiiecee e $150 | $195

97




12

Line Code Table 107.2 E':; E;‘;V Hourly Hg‘l’frly

# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee
Unstable (Reactive) Materials:
Liquids:

52 6601.2 a. Class 1: greater than 10 gallons.............cccvovviiiieriiiie e $450 | $195
b. Class 2: greater than 5 gallons..............cc.cooeiiiieiiiiie e, $450 | $195
C.  Class 3: any @mOUNt.......c..eeiiieiieiieiee et $150 | $195
d. Class4: @ny amOUNL..........ceooviiuiiiiiiiiiie ettt $450 | $195
Solids:
a. Class 1: greater than 100 pounds............ccccvevieiieeiiiiiiciciee e $450 | $195
b. Class 2: greater than 50 POUNGS............ccevieriiiiiiiiiiieie e $1450 | $195
C.  Class 3: ANy @MOUNL.........ceiiuiiiiiiiiiee ettt $450 | $195
d. Class 4: any @amOUNt.........ccoeouieiuieieiieeieeeeee e $450 | $195
Water-reactive Materials:
Liquids:

53 6701.2 a. Class 1: greater than 55 gallons..............cc.ooviverriiieceiecicce e $450 | $195
b. Class 2: greater than 5 gallons.............ccveiiriiiieieiiiie e $1450 | $195
c. Class 3: greater than any amount...............cccooeeevieiieiiiiiice e, $450 | $195
Solids:
a. Class 1: greater than 500 POUNGS.............c.coviieiieiiieieeie e $450 | $195
b. Class 2: greater than 50 POUNGS............ccceieieiiiiiiiiiieie e, $1450 | $195
C.  Class 3: ANy @MOUNL.......cviiiieiieiiiie ettt $450 | $195

54 5001.5 Hazardous Production Facilities (HPM): An operational permit is required to store, | $450 | $195
handle or use hazardous production materials.

55 3201.2 High Piled Storage. An operational permit is required to use a building or portion $450 | $195
thereof as a high-piled storage area exceeding 500 square feet.

56 3501.2 Hot Work and Welding: Public Exhibitions and Demonstrations $78 $104
(Each Exhibitor/Demo — 10 Day Permit)
Hot Work and Welding: An operational permit is required for:

57 3501.2 2. Small Scale HOt WOK .......coovviiiiiiiciii s $150 | $195
b. Fixed-Site Hot Work Equipment (Example: Welding Booth).............c..ccccvevee. $450 | $195
c.  Cutting or Welding, All LOCAHONS. .........couviiuirieiiiiiiiiciice e $1450 | $195
d.  Open Flame Device Roofing Operation, to include Rubberized Asphalt Melter

Operations (Each Site/Location — 90 Day permit)............cccccoeveeerrirercinrennne, $450 | $195
e. Torch or Open-Flame Operations other than Roofing
(Each Site/Location — 30 Day PErmit)............ccccevevieiieiieeieeieeeieci e, $78 $104

58 3001.2 Industrial Ovens: An operational permit is required for operation of industrial ovens | $450 | $195
regulated by Chapter 30.

59 2801.2 Lumber Yards and Agro-Industrial Solid Biomass and Woodworking Plants. $450 | $195
Storage or Processing of Lumber Exceeding 100,000 Board Feet (8,333 ft3) (236 m3).

60 109.1 Live/Work Units: An operational permit is required for each Live/Work Unit that | $450 | $195
does not function solely as a dwelling unit.
LP-Gas: An operational permit is required for:

61 6101.2 a. Storage or use of LP-gas, (inside or outside any structure). $150 | $195
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Line Code Table 107.2 E':; E;‘;V Hourly Hg‘l’frly
# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee
62 6101.2 LP-Gas: An operational permit is required for storage and/or use outside, portable
installation, per event, more than 10 gallons aggregate (30-day permit). $78 $104
Exception: Single-and two-family dwellings.
LP-Gas: An operational permit is required for:
63 6106 a. Dispensing and Cylinder Refill Location ..............c.ccoeevvioiieiieii e, $450 | $195
6109 b. Retail cylinder exchange 10Cation...............coovvieeeiiiiiiiiiie e $1450 | $195
c. Automated cylinder exchange location..............ccooeiuveiiiiiiiiiiieiieieiene, $450 | $195
64 315.2 Miscellaneous Combustible Storage: Storage inside any building or upon any $450 | $195
premises - in excess of 2500 cubic feet.
Mobile food preparation vehicle: A permit is required for mobile food
65 107.2 preparation vehicles equipped with appliances that produce smoke or grease
laden vapors. $150 | $195
Open Burning: An operational permit is required for the kindling or maintaining of
66 301.2 an open fire or a fire on any public street, alley, road, or other public or private
ground, as follows:
a.  Bonfire (10 Day Permit)..........ccoveiiiiiiiiiiii e $1450 | $195
b. Silvicultural / Controlled Burning (90 Day Permit)...........cccccoovivviiieiierieannas $450 | $195
Open Flame and Candles. An operational permit is required to use open flames or
67 301.2 candles in connection with assembly areas, educational use, dining areas of
' restaurants or drinking establishments.
a.  Public meetings or gatherings in assembly or educational use (Each Event)....... $78 $104
b. Assembly areas or dining areas of restaurants or drinking establishments.......... | $450 | $195
68 2901.2 Organic Coatings: An operational permit is required for any organic-coating $450 | $195
manufacturing operation producing more than 1 gallon in one day.
69 107.2 Private Fire Hydrant — An operational permit is required for the removal from $450 | $195
service, use or operation of private fire hydrants.
70 5601.2 Pyrotechnics and Fireworks: An operational permit is required for: $480 | $624
a.  Outdoor Fireworks Display (Aerial Audience) (One Day Permit)
Pyrotechnics and Fireworks. An operational permit is required for Retail Sales
71 5601.2 (inside mercantile establishment) of Permissible Fireworks - Any Amount (45-day $720 | $936
permit).
Pyrotechnics and Fireworks. An operational permit is required for Wholesale
72 5601.2 Sales of Permissible Fireworks - Any Amount (21-day permit. With a minor site plan, | $720 | $936
up to 45-day permit).
Pyroxylin Plastic: Storage or handling, more than 25 pounds of cellulose nitrate
73 6501.2 (pyroxylin) plastics and for the assembly or manufacture of articles involving pyroxylin | $450 | $195
plastic.
74 601.2 Refrigeration Equipment: An operational permit is required to operate a $450 | $195
mechanical refrigeration unit or system regulated by Chapter 6.
75 2301.2 Repair garages gnd service stations: An oper.ational permit is rgquireq for $150 | $195
operation of repair garages and automotive, marine and fleet service station.
76 2001.3 Rooftop Heliports: An operational permit is required to operate a rooftop heliport. $450 | $195
77 1204 Solar photovoltaic power systems. An operational permit is required for the $150 | $195

installation and operation of a solar photovoltaic power system.
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# Reference FIRE PREVENTION FEES AND DETAILED PERMIT REQUIREMENTS Fee Fee Fee
Spraying or dipping operations: An operational permit is required for the following:
a. Flammable/Combustible Liquid Spray Finishing Operation..............c..cccceveun.e. $450 | $195
78 2401.3 b.  Flammable/Combustible Liquid Dip Tank Operation...............cccccveeeeiiivennrenne. $150 | $195
c.  Application of Combustible Powders/Spray/Fluidized ..............cccooovvviiiiiennn. $1450 | $195
d.  Organic Peroxides and Dual-component coatings............ccoeureeeiiuieeiiinnainnns $450 | $195
79 5001.5 Swimming Pool Qperation: The operation of a public or community pool requires an | $450 | $195
’ operational permit.
Temporary membrane structures and tents, (6 Month Permit). $450 | $195
Exceptions:
80 3103.2 1. Tents used exclusively for recreational camping purposes.
2. Tents and air-supported structures that cover an area of 900 square feet or less,
including all connecting areas or spaces with a common means of egress and
with an occupant load of less than 50 persons.
Tire-rebuilding Plants: An operational permit is required for the operation and
81 3401.2 maintenance of a tire-rebuilding plant. 50| $195
Tire Storage (scrap tires and tire byproducts): An operational permit is required
82 3401.2 to establish, conduct or maintain storage of scrap tires and tire byproducts that $450 | $195
exceeds 2,500 cubic feet of total volume of scrap tires and for indoor storage of tires
and tire byproducts.
83 107.2 Waste Handling: An operational permit is required for the operation of wrecking $150 | $195
yards, junk yards and waste material handling facilities.
Wood Products: An operational permit is required to store chips, hogged material,
84 2801.2 lumber, or plywood in excess of 200 cubic feet. $150 | $195
Note: All permit fees are per line item that applies
Section 2 — Plan Review Fees
Fire Safety and Evacuation Plan Review for High-Piled Combustible Storage Areas in
8 32014 Excess of 500 Square Feet. $156 | $208
86 3201.3 High-piled Storage Plan Review $156 | $208
87 2803.7 Lumber Yard or Woodworking Facility Plan Review $156 | $208
88 6109 Site and Installation Plan Review for LP-gas Cylinder Exchange Program $156 | $208
89 5001.5.1 Hazard Communication: Hazardous Material Management Plan Review $156 | $208
90 5001.6.3 Hazardous Material Facility Closure Plan Review $156 | $208
Hazardous materials facility emergency response plan, above the threshold planning
o 5001 quantity of extremely hazardous substances. $400 | 8133
92 5001 Tier |l submissions, per chemical, to a maximum of $264. $25 $33
Section 3 - Inspection and Testing Fees
93 107.10 County and State Licensing Fire Inspections (each inspection). $25 $33
94 107.10 Certificate of Occupancy Inspections (Towns of Vienna and Herndon). $456 | $208
95 107.10 Fire Prgvention Permit Inspections, Follow-ups, Performance Testing, and Re-
' inspections. $156 | $208
9% 107.10 Fire Code Inspection (Not Otherwise Specified), (i.e., Pre-Occupancy Punch List —
' Each Inspector). $156 | $208
97 901.6.3.1 Testing and Reinspection of Existing Fire Protection Systems (Each Inspector). $156 | $208
98 907.8.5 Unwanted or Nuisance Fire Alarm Inspections, Follow-ups, and Re-inspections. $156 | $208
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Attachment Il
PUBLIC NOTICE

AMENDMENTS TO THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX
CHAPTER 62, FIRE PROTECTION AND CHAPTER 61, BUILDING PROVISION

FAIRFAX COUNTY FIRE AND RESCUE DEPARTMENT

Notice is hereby given that the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors will hold a public
hearing on April 16, 2024 in the Board Auditorium of the Fairfax County Government
Center, 12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia, regarding adoption of
amendments to the Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia, Chapter 62, Fire Protection
and Chapter 61, Building Provision.

Proposed administrative amendments to Chapter 62 and Chapter 61, Appendix Q,
Section H will increase fees associated with plans review, inspections, operational
permits and witnessed testing of fire protection systems.

All persons wishing to speak to this subject may call the Office of the Clerk at 703-324-
3151 to be placed on the speaker’s list. Persons may also appear at the scheduled
time of public hearing and be heard. Written comments will be accepted. Mail written
comments to:

The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, Fairfax County
12000 Government Center Parkway

Suite 533

Fairfax, VA 22035-1100

The full text of the amended code is on file in the Office of the Clerk to the County Board

at the above address. Questions regarding the proposed amendments may be directed
to the Office of the Fire Marshal at 703-246-4753.
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ADMINISTRATIVE -9

Authorization to Advertise Public Hearings on a Proposed Zoning Ordinance
Amendment Re: Zoning Application Fees and Planned District Recreation Minimum

Expenditure

ISSUE:

The proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment would increase zoning application fees by
up to 35 percent, except appeals (where staff recommends an increase of 20 percent),
and Wireless Reviews to Determine Compliance with Sect. 6409 of the Spectrum Act
and Family Health Care Structures (where the fees are set by the Virginia Code).
Zoning application fees apply to applications for a rezoning, special exception, special
permit, variance, appeal, compliance letter, administrative permit, and other
miscellaneous permits and approvals. Additionally, the amendment proposes an
increase in the minimum required expenditure for recreational facilities in a Planned
District from $1,900 per unit to up to $2,400 per unit.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends the authorization of the proposed Zoning Ordinance
amendment by adopting the Resolution set forth in Attachment 1.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on March 5, 2024, to provide sufficient time to advertise the
proposed Planning Commission public hearing on April 3, 2024, at 7:30 p.m., and the
proposed Board of Supervisors public hearing on April 16, 2024, at 3:00 p.m.

BACKGROUND:

Increasing zoning application fees and the Planned District recreation minimum
expenditure were both identified on the FY 2024/2025 Zoning Ordinance Work Program
(ZOWP) as first-tier items. This increase also reflects the results of a comprehensive
General Fund user fees review as part of FY 2025 budget development process,
coordinated by the Department of Management and Budget. The review was focused
on revenue maximization, cost recovery and consistency with the other jurisdictions.

Zoning Application Fees

Zoning application fees were last increased comprehensively in 2009 (200 percent
increase) and 2011 (3.1 percent increase, with a minimum fee increase of $5). At that
time, those fee increases for certain application types allowed the County to recover 75
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to 78 percent of its zoning application review costs. In FY 2011, revenue from zoning
application fees made up approximately 32 percent of the budget for the Department of
Planning and Development (DPD). Minor updates were made with the Zoning
Ordinance Modernization project originally adopted in 2021 and readopted in 2023,
which lowered fees for certain use types and introduced new fees for new uses.

Since the previous comprehensive amendment for zoning application fees in 2011, the
Consumer Price Index (CPI) has increased 36 percent. In addition, between FY 2011
and FY 2023, full-time planner positions within DPD have increased by 34 percent (or
21 employees) in response to Board initiatives, the midpoint hourly salary increased by
36 percent, and the total hourly salary (which includes midpoint hourly salary plus fringe
benefits) has increased by 51 percent. Time spent on an average zoning application
review has not decreased over time, therefore fees for zoning application review
continue to cover a reduced portion of the cost over time. In FY 2023, zoning
application fees only covered 18 percent of DPD’s budget.

Staff also reviewed the zoning application fees of surrounding jurisdictions, including
Loudoun County, Arlington County, Prince William County, Montgomery County, and
Prince George’s County. Attachment 3 includes a comparison table showing Fairfax
County’s current and proposed fees for certain application types compared to other
jurisdictions. Generally, Fairfax County is comparable with neighboring jurisdictions,
even following the proposed increase. Arlington County, Loudoun County, and
Montgomery County have indicated that they are each considering increasing
application fees.

Given the increase in inflation and personnel costs, staff recommends an increase of 35
percent for a majority of zoning application fees. Staff is recommending a lesser
increase of 20 percent for appeal applications, which would increase the current $600
fee to $720. Appeals of Zoning Administrator determinations or Notices of Violation
(NOVs) to the Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) are most often filed by individual
homeowners or property owners. This fee was specifically identified for a lower
increase during the last major fee increase due to concerns about ensuring an
individual’s right to due process if they feel aggrieved by a decision of the Zoning
Administrator or NOV. This fee also applies to appeals of proffer interpretations or
NOV:s related to proffers that are heard by the Board. In addition, staff does not
propose an increase to the fee for family health care structures ($100) or the fee for
wireless reviews that fall under Sect. 6409 of the Spectrum Act ($500), as these fees
are set by Virginia Code and cannot be increased.

On February 27, 2024, staff presented the proposed amendment to the Board’s Land

Use Policy Committee where questions were raised regarding the appropriate
percentage increase. To preserve flexibility and allow for consideration of community
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feedback, an increase of up to 35 percent will be advertised, allowing the Board to keep
certain fees static or to increase all or certain fees by a lesser percentage.

In summary, the proposed fee increase would track with inflation, help offset increased
personnel costs, and would be consistent with zoning application fees throughout the
region.

Planned District Recreation Minimum Expenditure

Zoning Ordinance subsections 2105.2.B(4)(b), 2105.4.B(4)(b), 2105.5.B(4)(b), and
2105.6.B(3)(b) require the provision of recreation facilities as part of developments in all
PDH, PDC, PRM, and PTC Districts with a residential component; this expenditure is
not required in the PRC and PCC Districts. These recreation facilities must be provided
on site by the developer, unless the Board approves the provision of the facilities on
land outside of the proposed development. A per-unit recreation expenditure of $500
was first added to the Zoning Ordinance in 1975 and has been subsequently amended
to the current minimum expenditure of $1,900 per dwelling unit. The $1,900
expenditure has been in effect since 2017. In consultation with the Park Authority, staff
has identified the Engineering News-Record (ENR) as an industry standard for
construction cost indices (CCls). Based on ENR’s CCls, average construction costs
have increased approximately 25 percent since the Planned District expenditure was
last adjusted.

Considering this increase in construction costs, staff recommends increasing the current
$1,900 per-dwelling-unit recreation facilities expenditure by approximately 26 percent to
$2,400 in the PDH, PDC, PRM, and PTC Districts. While facilities such as pools, play
equipment, sports courts, and other similar recreational facilities that are provided by
the developer typically exceed the per unit cost required, this increase ensures that
recreational facilities commensurate with the expectations of the Planned Districts will
continue to be provided for those who live in these residential developments.

A copy of the proposed draft text is included as Attachment 2. A staff report providing
additional details and analysis will be published a minimum of three weeks prior to the
Planning Commission public hearing.

EQUITY IMPACT:

Zoning application fees are uniformly applied countywide and contribute directly to a
portion of the cost of staff review time. Staff does not track application data by
population, and there is a lack of sufficient information to determine an equity impact.
Zoning application fees are generally a small percentage of overall project cost and are
not considered a barrier to access; however, the Board does have the ability to waive
fees for good cause shown.
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The proposed increase in Planned District minimum expenditures from $1,900 per unit
to $2,400 per unit has the potential to advance equity through providing additional
funding for high-quality on-site recreation amenities to residents, which is in alignment
with One Fairfax Area of Focuses 11 and 13.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Zoning fee revenue was approximately $2.2 million in FY 2022, and approximately
$2.5 million in FY 2023. If adopted by the Board, the recommended fee adjustments
are anticipated to generate increased revenue of approximately $980,000 in FY 2025
over the projected FY 2024 revenue level. The additional revenue is reflected in the
County Executive's FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan. Regarding the Planned District
Minimum Expenditure, given increases in the Construction Cost Index, as well as the
length of time since the last update, the increase from $1,900 to $2,400 would allow for
the recreation facilities expenditure to better align with market conditions.

REGULATORY IMPACT:

The proposed amendment would increase the costs to applicants filing zoning
applications and increase the required expenditure for those developing residential
developments in the PDH, PDC, PRM, and PTC Districts.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment 1 — Resolution

Attachment 2 — Proposed Text

Attachment 3 — Jurisdictional Comparison Table

STAFF:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Tracy Strunk, Director, Department of Planning and Development (DPD)
Jai Cole, Executive Director, Park Authority

Leslie B. Johnson, Zoning Administrator, DPD

William Mayland, Assistant Zoning Administrator, DPD

Casey Judge, Deputy Zoning Administrator, DPD

Adam Nowaczyk, Planner, DPD

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Sara Silverman, Assistant County Attorney
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Attachment 1

RESOLUTION

At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, on March 5, 2024,
at which meeting a quorum was present, the following resolution was adopted:

WHEREAS, § 15.2-2286 (A)(6) of the Code of Virginia provides for the collection of fees to
cover the cost of making inspections, issuing permits, advertising notices and other expenses
incidental to the administration of a zoning ordinance or to the filing or processing of any appeal
or amendment thereto; and

WHEREAS, the current application fees set forth in the Zoning Ordinance were last increased on
July 1, 2011, and currently recover approximately 18 percent of the administrative costs
associated with the processing of zoning applications, such as applications for special permits,
special exceptions, rezonings, and other similar zoning requests; and

WHEREAS, staff believes an increase of approximately 35 percent for most application fees is
reasonable and necessary to achieve an increase in cost recovery due to increased salaries and
rising inflation since the last fee update; and

WHEREAS, staff believes an increase from $1,900 to $2,400 for the minimum expenditure for
recreational facilities in the PDH, PDC, PRM, and PTC Districts is reasonable and necessary to
align with market conditions given increases in the Construction Cost Index since the last update;
and

WHEREAS, the public necessity, convenience, general welfare, and good zoning practice
require consideration of the proposed revisions to the Zoning Ordinance.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, for the foregoing reasons, the Board of Supervisors

authorizes the advertisement of the proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment as recommended by
staff.

A Copy Teste:

Jill G. Cooper
Clerk for the Board of Supervisors
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ATTACHMENT 2 — PROPOSED TEXT

Proposed Text

In the revisions shown below, text to be deleted is identified with strike-threugh and text to be added is
underlined. Advertised options are included (in parentheses, italics, and bold). When an option is presented as a
range, the Board may approve any number within the advertised range. The proposed changes are based on the
provision of the adopted Zoning Ordinance in effect as of March 5, 2024.

2105. Planned Districts

#1 INSTRUCTION: Amend subsection 2105.2.B(4)(b) by increasing the minimum recreational expenditure in the
PDH District to $2,400.

(b) As part of the open space to be provided in accordance with Table 2105.2 above, recreational facilities are
required to be provided in all PDH Districts in conjunction with approval of a final development plan. Such
facilities are subject to the provisions of subsection 8100.2.E(4), and those requirements are based on a
minimum expenditure of $1;900 $2,400 per dwelling unit for the recreational facilities and either:

1. The facilities are provided on-site by the developer in substantial conformance with the approved final
development plan; and/or

2. The Board may approve facilities on land that is not part of the subject PDH District.

#2 INSTRUCTION: Amend subsection 2105.4.B(4)(b) by increasing the minimum recreational expenditure in the
PDC District to $2,400.

(b) InaPDC District development where dwelling units are proposed, as part of the open space to be provided
in accordance with subsection (a) above, recreational facilities for the enjoyment of the residents of the
dwelling units must be provided and shown on the final development plan. The required recreational
facilities are subject to the provisions of subsection 8100.2.E(4), and must be based on a minimum
expenditure of $3,900 $2,400 per dwelling unit and either:

1. The facilities are provided on-site by the developer in substantial conformance with the approved final
development plan. In the administration of this provision, credit may be considered where there is a
plan to provide common recreational facilities for the residents of the dwelling units and the occupants
of the principal uses; or

2. The Board may approve the provision of the facilities located on property that is not part of the subject
PDC District.

#3 INSTRUCTION: Amend subsection 2105.5.B(4)(b) by increasing the minimum recreational expenditure in the
PRM District to $2,400.

(b) Recreational facilities must be provided in conjunction with approval of a final development plan. Provision
of recreational facilities is subject to the provisions of subsection 8100.2.E(4); however, recreational facilities
located on rooftops, deck areas, or areas within a building, such as swimming pools, exercise rooms, or
health clubs, may be used to fulfill this requirement. The requirement for providing recreational facilities is
based on a minimum expenditure of $1,900 $2,400 per dwelling unit for recreational facilities and either:

1. The facilities will be provided on-site by the developer in substantial conformance with the approved
final development plan; or
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2. The Board may approve facilities on land that is not part of the subject PRM District.

#4 INSTRUCTION: Amend subsection 2105.6.B(3)(b) by increasing the minimum recreational expenditure in the

PTC District to $2,400.

(b) Recreational facilities must be provided in conjunction with approval of a final development plan. These
facilities are subject to the provisions of subsection 8100.2.E(4); however, recreational facilities, such as
swimming pools, exercise rooms, or health clubs located on rooftops, deck areas, or areas within a building
may be used to fulfill this requirement. The requirement for providing recreational facilities will be based on
a minimum expenditure of $3,900 $2,400 per dwelling unit for recreational facilities and either:

1. The facilities will be provided on-site by the developer in substantial conformance with the approved

final development plan; or

2. The Board may approve the provision of the facilities on land that is not part of the subject PTC District.

#5 INSTRUCTION: Amend Table 8102.1 to increase fees up to 35 percent (advertised range: 0 percent to 35
percent, rounded to nearest $5) except appeals (where staff recommends an increase of 20 percent), and
Wireless Reviews to Determine Compliance with Sect. 6409 of the Spectrum Act and Family Health Care
Structures (where the fees are set by the Virginia Code, and staff recommends no increase).

8102. Fee Schedule

TABLE 8102.1: FEE SCHEDULE

This table includes standard fees related to approvals under the Zoning Ordinance. Additional fees may apply
related to review or approval by other County departments or governmental or quasi-governmental

agencies, or in accordance with Appendix Q of the County Code.

APPLICATION TYPE FEE [1]
General
Interpretation of Approved Zoning Application or Minor Variation to Proffered Conditions $520 5700
Modification to the Affordable Dwelling Unit Program $2.755 53,720
Nonresidential Use Permit (NonRUP) $70 595
) ) Dwelling, Single-Family, Per Lot $115 5155
Zoning Compliance Letter
All Other Uses, Per Lot $320 5430
. - 2232 Review with Public Hearing $1,500 $2,025
General Public Facilities - - - -
2232 Review without Public Hearing $750 $1,015
Sign Permits $95 5130
Wireless Telecommunications
Wireless Reviews to Determine Compliance with Sect. 6409 of the Spectrum Act $500
Wireless Facilities Standard Process Project $6,200 $8,370
Variance [2]
Increase in Maximum Fence or | Residential District $435 5585
Wall Height Commercial or Industrial District $2.500 $3,375
Modification of Residential Setback $910 51,230
Modification of Residential Accessory Structure Use or Location Standards per subsection $910 $1,230

4102.7
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TABLE 8102.1: FEE SCHEDULE
This table includes standard fees related to approvals under the Zoning Ordinance. Additional fees may apply

related to review or approval by other County departments or governmental or quasi-governmental
agencies, or in accordance with Appendix Q of the County Code.

APPLICATION TYPE FEE [1]
Modification of Grade for Single-Family Detached Dwelling $910 51,230
Increase in Building Height for a Single-Family Detached Dwelling $910 51,230
All Other Variances $8,180 511,045
Appeal
Appeal to BZA $600 5720
Appeal to Board $600 5720
ADMINISTRATIVE PERMITS
General Fee Unless Otherwise Listed ‘ $205-5275
Accessory Uses
o . Permit $200 5270
Accessory Living Unit
Renewal Fee $70 595
Permit $205 5275
Agritourism Tier 4
Renewal Fee $50 570
Family Health Care Structure $100
Home-Based Business $100 5135
Limited Riding or Boarding Stable $50 570
Short-Term Lodging Two Year Permit $200 5270
Temporary Uses
) Permit $205 5275
Community Garden
Two Year Renewal Fee $50 570
Permit $205 $275
Farmer’s Market
Two Year Renewal Fee $50 570
One Year Operation Permit $100 8135
Food Truck - -
Location Permit $100 5135
Portable Storage Container S0
SPECIAL PERMITS [2]
Standard fees for special permit approvals are listed below.
General Fee Unless Otherwise Listed ‘ $16,375 522,105
Principal Uses
Community Swim, Tennis and Recreation Club $4,085 $5,515
Group Household or Religious Group Living $1,100 51,485
Marina, Private Noncommercial $4,085 $5,515
Religious Assembly $1,100 51,485
n . . Private School, Specialized Instruction Center, or Child
Religious Assembly with Private Care Center with fewer than 100 children $47300 51,485
School, Specialized Instruction brivate School. Specialized Instruction Cent child
Center, or Child Care Center rivate School, Specialized Instruction Center, or Chi
Care Center with 100 children or more ! 14,885
Stable, Riding or Boarding $8,180 511,045
Accessory and Temporary Uses
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TABLE 8102.1: FEE SCHEDULE

This table includes standard fees related to approvals under the Zoning Ordinance. Additional fees may apply

related to review or approval by other County departments or governmental or quasi-governmental
agencies, or in accordance with Appendix Q of the County Code.

Standard fees for special exception approvals are listed below.

APPLICATION TYPE FEE [1]
o . Special Permit $435 5585
Accessory Living Unit
Renewal Fee $70 $95
Community Garden $435 5585
Home Day Care Facility $435 5585
Home-Based Business $435 5585
Special Event for longer than 21 days $4,090 $5,520
Other Special Permits
Accessory Structures on Through Lots $910 51,230
Increase in the Cumulative Square Footage of Freestanding Accessory Structures $910 51,230
] ) Dwelling, Single-Family $435 $590
Increase in Fence or Wall Height
All Other Uses $2,500 $3,375
Increase in Flagpole Height $435 $590
Increase in the Height of a Freestanding Accessory Structure $910 51,230
Increase in Percentage of Rear Setback Coverage $910 51,230
Installation or Modification of a Noise Barrier on a Single Residential Lot $910 51,230
Modification of Grade for Single-Family Detached Dwelling $910 51,230
Modification of Limits to Keeping of Animals $435 $590
Error in Building Location $910 51,230
Certain Existing Structures and Uses $910 51,230
Modification of Minimum Certain Additions to Existing Single-Family Detached
Setback Requirements Dwelling s ! $940 51,230
Reduction of Required Setbacks for a Single-Family Lot $910 51,230
All Other Uses $8,180 $11,045

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS [2]

General Fee Unless Otherwise Listed

$16,375 522,105

Principal Uses

Fewer Than 100 Adults

$1,100 51,485

Adult Day Care Center
100 or More Adults

$11,025 514,885

Fewer Than 100 Adults

$1,100 51,485

Adult Day Support Center
100 or More Adults

$11,025 514,885

Agritourism

$4,090 55,520

Alternative Use of Historic Building

$8;180 511,045

Bed and Breakfast

$8,180 511,045

Fewer Than 100 Children
Child Care Center

$1,100 51,485

100 or More Children

$11,025 514,885

Club, Service Organization, or Community Center

$4,085 55,515

Congregate Living Facility

$8,180 511,045

110




ATTACHMENT 2 — PROPOSED TEXT

TABLE 8102.1: FEE SCHEDULE
This table includes standard fees related to approvals under the Zoning Ordinance. Additional fees may apply

related to review or approval by other County departments or governmental or quasi-governmental

agencies, or in accordance with Appendix Q of the County Code.

APPLICATION TYPE FEE [1]
That does not permit access
L by any member of the public,
R-C District: whether a customer, guest, $1,000 $1,350
Development .Of anNeW | or attendee at a public or
us? gr expansion of an private event or activity
existing use for any - -
Farm Winery, Limited Brewery, structure: 400 SFin GFA or no land 54090 35,520
or Limited Distillery disturbance over 2,500 SF
R-C District: Establishment of a new use or expansion
of an existing use with construction of buildings or
structures oser 400 SF in GFA or land disturbagnce over 98180 511,045
2,500 SF
R-A, R-C, R-E, and R-1 District: Modification of the
number of attendees, frequency, or duration of events $4,090 $5,520
or activities
Group Household or Religious Group Living $1,100 51,485
Independent Living Facilities for Low Income Tenants per Subsection 4102.4.P(1)(c) [3] $1,100 51,485
Marina, Private Noncommercial $4,085 $5,520
Quasi-Public Park, Playground, or Athletic Field $8,180 511,045
Religious Assembly $1100 $1,485
et ety | £ et ren o
School, SpeC@Ilzed Instruction Private School, Specialized Instruction Center, or Child
Center, or Child Care Center Care Center with 100 children or more $14,025 514,885
) Fewer than 100 students $1,;100 $1,485
School, Private
100 or more students $11.025 514,885
Specialized Instruction Center Fewer than 100 students 51,100 51,485
100 or more students $11-025 514,885
Stable, Riding or Boarding $8,180 511,045
Accessory Uses and Other Special Exceptions
Home Day Care Facility $435 $590
Modification of Shape Factor $8,180 511,045
Modification of Grade for Single-Family Detached Dwellings $910 51,230
o o Certain Existing Structures and Uses $910 51,230
Modification of Minimum
Setback Requirements RecorTstruction of Certain Single-Family Detached %0
Dwellings that are Destroyed by Casualty
Sign Modifications $8,260 511,045
Amendment to Approved Sign Modifications $4,430 $5,575
Waiver of Minimum Lot Size Requirements $8,180 511,045
Addition to or Replacement of a Single-Family Detached Dwelling Existing as of May 10,
2023,ina Floodprain ¢ ! ¢ ¢ ! $8:180 511,045
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TABLE 8102.1: FEE SCHEDULE

ATTACHMENT 2 — PROPOSED TEXT

This table includes standard fees related to approvals under the Zoning Ordinance. Additional fees may apply
related to review or approval by other County departments or governmental or quasi-governmental
agencies, or in accordance with Appendix Q of the County Code.

| APPLICATION TYPE

FEE [1] |

ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS [5] |

District Requested

Residential District $36.830 plus $770 per acre
Commercial, Industrial, or Overlay District $36.830 plus $1,230 per acre
) . $27.280 plus-$910 peracre
Rezoning with Concurrent Development Plan $36.680 plus $1,230 per acre
Rezoning with Concurrent Development Plan and PRC $27,280 plus $1,345 peracre
Plan 36,680 plus $1,815 per acre
PRC District ; plus 5 0
$13.640plus-$S435peracre
PRC Plan $18,415 plus $590 per acre
PRC Plan with Concurrent DPA, PCA, Special Exception, $16,375 plus-$435 peracre
or Special Permit $22,105 plus $590 per acre
Rezoning with Concurrent Conceptual Development $27.280 plus-$910 peracre
Plan $36,680 plus $1,230 per acre
PDH, PDC, PRM, PTC, and PCC Rezoning with Concurrent Conceptual and Final $27.280 plus-$1,345 peracre
Districts Development Plans $36,680 plus $1,815 per acre
Final Development Plan after Prior Approval of $13.640 plus-$S435 peracre

Rezoning and Conceptual Development Plan

AMENDMENTS TO PENDING AND PREVIOUSLY APPROVED APPLICATIONS AND EXTENSIONS OF TIME [4][5]

Applications for Variance, SP, or SE Approvals

$18,415 plus $590 per acre

8100.4.D(3)

Extension of Time for a Special Permit or Special Exception Per Subsection 8100.3.D(3) or

1/8 of Application Fee

Amendment to a Pending Application for a Variance, Special Permit, or Special Exception

1/10 of Application Fee

Amendment to a Previously
Approved and Currently Valid
Application

Change of Permittee Only (SP)

§500 or 1/2 of Application Fee.
Whicheveristess The lesser of
$675 or 1/2 of Application Fee

With No New Construction (Variance, SP, or SE)

1/2 of New Application Fee

With New Construction (Variance, SP, or SE)

New Application Fee

Applications for Zoning Map and Related Plan Approvals

Amendment to a Pending Amendment to Zoning Map in all Districts

$4,545 plus-applicable peracre fee foracreage
affected by the amendment 56,135 plus applicable

per acre fee for acreage affected by the amendment

Pending Application for a Final Development Plan or Development Plan

Amendment or PRC Plan $4:130 $5,575
Amendments to a Previously Approved Increase in Fence or Wall 590

Proffered Condition and/or Development

Height on a Single-Family Lot
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TABLE 8102.1: FEE SCHEDULE

ATTACHMENT 2 — PROPOSED TEXT

This table includes standard fees related to approvals under the Zoning Ordinance. Additional fees may apply

related to review or approval by other County departments or governmental or quasi-governmental
agencies, or in accordance with Appendix Q of the County Code.

Facility for Low Income Tenants

APPLICATION TYPE | FEE [1]

Plan, Final Development Plan, Conceptual Increase in Fence or Wall
Development Plan, PRC Plan or Concurrent Height on All Other Uses ’ 3.375
Conceptual/Final Development Plan for: Reduction of Certain Setback

Requirements on a Single- $910 51,230

Family Lot

Reduction of Certain Yard

Requirements on All Other $8,180 511,045

Uses

Increase in Coverage Limitation

for Minimum Required Rear $910 $1,230

Setbacks

The Addition of or Modification

to an Independent Living $1,100 51,485

All Other Uses With New
Construction

1/2 of prevailing fee plus applicable per
acre fee for acreage affected by the
amendment

All Other Uses Without New
Construction

1/2 of prevailing fee

Deletion of Land Area Only

1/4 of prevailing fee

Deferrals of Public Hearings

Before the Planning Commission or Board of
Supervisors

After Public Notice Has Been
Given and that are Related
Solely to Affidavit Errors

$260-plus-actual-costs-of advertisingup-to
a-maximum-o£$1:000 $350 plus actual

costs of advertising, up to a maximum of

$1,350

Notes:

construction.

[1] In calculating fees that based on acreage, any portion of an acre will count as a full acre.

[2] When one application is filed by one applicant for (1) two or more Variances on the same lot, or (2) two or more Special Permit
uses on the same lot, or (3) two or more Special Exception uses on the same lot, or (4) a combination of two or more Variances
or Special Permits on the same lot, only one filing fee will be required, and that fee will be the highest of the fees required for
the individual uses included in the application.

[3] Applies to a new application or an amendment to a previously approved and currently valid application, with or without new

[4] The fee for an amendment to a pending application is only applicable when the amendment request results in a substantial
revision, as determined by the Zoning Administrator.

[5] For purposes of computing acreage fees, any portion of an acre is counted as an acre.

#6 INSTRUCTION: Add 2.b(4) to Appendix 1 as shown below:
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APPENDIX 1 - PROVISIONS RELATING TO

PREVIOUS APPROVALS

| #6 INSTRUCTION: Add 2.B(4) to Appendix 1 as shown below:

2. Specific Provisions Regarding Previous Approvals

B. Amendments Adopted After May 10, 2023

(4) Zoning Application Fees and Planned District Recreational Minimum Expenditure
(20 112.2-2024-X)

(a) Any application filed and accepted before [insert effective date] is subject to the previous
applicable zoning application fee. Any application filed and accepted on or after [insert
effective date] is subject to the new application fee.

(b) Any rezoning application or proffered condition amendment application proposing to add
dwelling units in the PDH, PDC, PRM, and PTC zoning districts that is filed and accepted
before [insert effective date] is subject to the previous $1,900 per dwelling unit minimum
expenditure for recreational facilities as set out in sections 2105.2.8(4)(b), 2105.4.B(4)(b),
2105.5.B(4)(b), and 2105.6.B(3)(b). Any rezoning or proffered condition amendment
application proposing to add dwelling units that is accepted on or after the effective date is
subject to the minimum expenditure for recreational facilities of $2,400 per dwelling unit.
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Application Type

ATTACHMENT 3 - JURISDICTIONAL COMPARISON TABLE

The following table provides zoning application fees by application type for nearby jurisdictions:

Proposed Fairfax Loudoun Arlington Prince Montgomery Prince

Fairfax Co.

Co. (35%) Co. Co. William Co. Co. George’s Co.

Compliance Letter $320 $430 $485 $385 $100 $490 $45
Appeals $600 $720* $350 $645 $825 $220 $200
opectal Permit $4,085 $5,515 $260  $2,100 $55 $1,640 $825
ﬂ’fﬁ“:‘y ';fr';:““ $435 $585 $350 $143 $445 $490 $700
Special Exception $1,100 $1,485 $5,955 NA $2,925 NA NA
(Religious Assembly)
(Svpfcl‘aF‘El’“:ff“’:‘ $16,375 $22,105 §10,805  $9,787 $11,695 $16,390 $5,500
Rezoning (Planned District)  $27,280 $36,380 $35,605  $16,791 $15,935 $7,800 $5,000
+ per acre $910 $1,230 $180 NA $475 $700 $200

Note: Fees rounded to the nearest S5.
*Note: $720 for Appeals represents proposed 20% increase.
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 10

Authorization to Advertise Public Hearings on Proposed Amendments to Appendix Q
(Land Development Services Fee Schedule) of the Code of the County of Fairfax,
Virginia (County Code) Regarding Adjustment of the Fees Charged by Land
Development Services for Plan Review, Permits, and Inspection Services

ISSUE:

Board of Supervisors (Board) authorization to advertise public hearings on a proposed
amendment to Appendix Q (Land Development Services Fee Schedule) of County
Code to adjust the fees charged by the county for plan review, permits, and inspection
services to meet the Board’s direction for approximately 100% cost recovery through
plan review, permits and inspection fee revenue. Adjustments to Appendix Q will also
cover enhancements for customer service.

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize the advertisement of the
proposed amendments as set forth in the Staff Report dated March 5, 2024.

The proposed amendment has been prepared by LDS in coordination with the
Department of Management and Budget and the Office of the County Attorney.

TIMING:

Board action is requested on March 5, 2024, to provide sufficient time to advertise the
Planning Commission Public Hearing on April 3, 2024, at 7:30 p.m., and the Board
Public Hearing on April 16, 2024, at 3:00 p.m. If adopted by the Board, the amendment
will become effective at 12:01 a.m. on July 1, 2024.

BACKGROUND:

The Department of Land Development Services (LDS) proposes to adjust the LDS Fee
Schedule for plan review, permits, and inspection services. The last comprehensive
increase in LDS fees occurred in January 2015. At that time, the Board approved a
20% increase to most LDS fees to support initiatives to enhance the timeliness, quality,
and customer-centric focus of the regulatory review process. Some fees were left
unchanged as they were deemed sufficient to cover the actual costs of providing
services.
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Since the last fee adjustment in FY 2015, LDS has added 62 new merit positions, a
22.8% increase in staffing (272 positions to 334). These new positions are directly
dedicated to supporting permit issuance operations and ongoing efforts to enhance and
streamline the permit application process. Additionally, as reflected in the County
Executive’s FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan, the total LDS expenditures in FY 2025
are projected to be $55.3 million, an increase of $21.5 million compared to budgeted
expenditures in FY 2016. These figures indicate a substantial growth equivalent to an
increase of 63.6%.

Increased expenditures include:

Market Rate Adjustments (MRA)

Performance-based increases

Benchmark salary increases for certain positions

Fringe benefits costs (e.g., retirement and health insurance)

IT costs related to the PLUS system (PLUS positions and licenses)
Operating Expense costs due to inflation including contract rate increases

LDS conducted two regional fee studies from 2018-2021 benchmarking against
neighboring jurisdictions, and prepared a comprehensive fee increase request. The
analysis scrutinized fees for comparable projects in neighboring jurisdictions, including
Arlington, Fairfax, Loudoun, Prince William, and Stafford counties. The study found
significant differences in building fees among neighboring jurisdictions, with Fairfax
positioned on the lower end of the spectrum.

As of FY 2023, LDS is no longer under the umbrella of the General Fund. The maijority
of the expenditures associated with the mission of the agency are included in an
independent Special Revenue Fund. This allows for enhanced transparency to show
that expenditures and revenue align. However, the full burden of costs not included in
the independent fund but tied to the mission of the agency include, but are not limited
to: code enforcement efforts performed in the Department of Code Compliance,
application review by Zoning Administration in the Department of Planning and
Development, rent and utilities for the space occupied by LDS, as well as central
services supporting the agency. The cost burden for these direct and indirect services
is borne by the General Fund.

As noted at the time of the transition to the Special Revenue Fund, the newly
established fund is intended to provide an accounting mechanism to reflect all revenues
and expenditures assigned to the fund for LDS activities in a dedicated fund fully paid
for by the fees and charges assessed by LDS. At the same time, while expenditures
have continued to increase due to new positions, funded employee compensation
increases, and inflationary increases across the board, revenue collection is trending
downward. Revenue generated from current fees only recovers approximately 76.5% of
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LDS fee-related departmental costs within the Special Revenue Fund. To ensure that
the LDS Special Revenue Fund is sustainable and self-supporting for the costs
allocated to the fund, a fee increase effective for FY 2025 is recommended. The
anticipated revenue growth created by the proposed fee increases is anticipated to
restore the percentage to approximately 100% cost recovery of expenses assigned to
the Special Revenue Fund.

In 2023, LDS entered a partnership with a consultant to conduct a thorough examination
of existing fees in comparison to the corresponding level of effort. Initial findings from
the consultant reveal that Fairfax imposes significantly lower fees for commercial
(approximately 25% of the average) and residential (approximately 25% of the average)
new construction building permits compared to its peer jurisdictions. Additionally, the
consultant conducted an analysis of the Technology Surcharge Fee, which is currently
set at 4%. The findings indicate that other comparable jurisdictions impose surcharges
ranging from 10% to 14%. The consultant continues to work through their analysis.
Once complete in FY 2025, LDS will propose further adjustments to the Appendix Q fee
schedule to align fee revenue with task expenditures.

The proposed adjustments will assist LDS in efforts to improve the timeliness, quality,
and customer focus of the regulatory review process, conduct ongoing staff training,
and enhance the new PLUS platform, as well as maximize cost recovery. The
proposed fee increase encompasses a 25% increase in all building fees, a 10%
increase in all site fees, a 6-percentage point increase in the technology surcharge fee
rate, and an additional 2% fee on all building and trade permits to support code
academy operations, as required by the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code. LDS
believes all proposed fee changes are fair, necessary, and reasonable to comply with
the requirements of an independent Special Revenue Fund.

Moving forward, LDS intends to implement annual increases in fees based on agency-
specific cost pressures to provide permit, plan review and inspection services. Such
pressures could include county-wide salary increases (e.g., market rate adjustments,
average performance-based increases, pay compression and benchmarking initiatives)
as well as specific operating expenditure increases. The Board and public will have an
opportunity to consider these changes through normal public hearings.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS:
The proposed amendments to the Appendix Q of the County Code the following
elements:

1. Increase the Technology Surcharge fee, applicable to all fees, from 4% to 10%.
This adjustment seeks to ensure sufficient funding for PLUS IT staff, PLUS
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licenses, and essential technical staff resources. This adjustment focuses on
continuous improvements to PLUS and the overall customer experience.

2. Institute a 2% code academy surcharge on all building and trade permit fees.
According to Section §36-137(7) of the Virginia Code, each local building
department is required to either transmit a levy of 2% of all building and trade
permit fees collected or allocate 2% of building and trade permit revenue to
support local code academy training efforts. Over the last three decades, Fairfax
County has chosen to manage its own local code academy. These funds are
utilized to ensure that building code staff receive regular training and updates on
building code requirements and changes.

Historically, LDS has funded code academy expenditures from the existing fee
structure. LDS proposes to implement a separate 2% code academy fee and set
aside the revenue generated specifically to cover code academy expenditures in
the future.

3. Increase building fees (excluding Vertical Transportation permit fees) by 25%.
This adjustment attempts to accommodate increased compensation and fringe
benefit costs, as well as new merit and non-merit staff in the Building Division
and the Customer and Technical Support Center, which handles permit
operations. It should be noted that there has been a 31.94% funded employee
compensation increase for all existing building staff since fees were last
increased in FY 2015.

4. Increase all site fees by 10%. This adjustment is intended to address site-related
contract staff and the associated commensurate increases in compensation and
fringe benefit costs, as well as new merit and non-merit staff in the site division
and the customer and technical support center, which handles permit operations.
It should be noted that there has been a 31.94% funded employee compensation
increase for all existing building staff since fees were last increased in FY 2015.

5. Remove the following fees, which are no longer used:
Digitization fee

Substitution fee

Recycling fee

Radiation, fall out or blast shelter

6. Add a specific fee for Pedestrian Bridges, which clarifies the permitting fees
regarding these structures and aligns with staff effort. Previously, these fees
were based on the area of bridge decking which significantly over estimated staff
effort to review and inspect these structures.

119



Board Agenda Item
March 5, 2024

7. Added a fee for Signature Set Review Cycle for site-related plan submissions
wherein such minor changes affecting more than five but less than 21 sheets (six
to 20 plan sheets) of the plan set. This provides customers a predictable option
to avoid a full resubmission fee. Signature Set Review Cycles affecting five or
less sheets will not carry a separate fee.

8. Added a fee for Minor Revisions. This provides customers a predictable option
to avoid a full revision fee for minor amendments to an approved site-related plan

type.

Additionally, there are proposed restructuring changes to Appendix Q to simplify the fee
structure, align the language with the PLUS platform, and enhance clarity for residents
as well as minor editorial changes to address code reference changes in related state
codes.

The proposed amendment is attached to the Staff Report.

EQUITY IMPACT:

Plan review and permit fees are consistently applied to all applications as determined by
the scope of the project. However, LDS recognizes the diverse needs of its customers
and provides various programs and services to cater to those with unique requirements.

LDS implemented heightened staffing levels to provide thorough in-person customer
support, particularly in response to the transition to an all-online platform. This strategic
move aims to enhance the customer experience during the shift to online services. The
Customer Experience Team is now equipped to provide assistance during business
hours, aiding with plan and permit submissions and facilitating inspection scheduling.
This initiative aims to enhance the quality and accessibility of customer support services
and the requested fees ensure continued high-quality services.

To further enhance the customer experience, a new customer service center is currently
in the design phase on the first floor of the Herrity Building, with an anticipated
completion date in late 2025. The center will co-locate customer service
representatives from various agencies. This initiative is designed to offer a more user-
friendly environment for customers, allowing them to visit staff in-person and find
answers to all their development-related questions in one centralized location.

In alignment with the principle of equity, the proposed fee increases were also applied in
a fair and equitable manner, considering the costs associated with delivering services
for the respective business areas. LDS staff remains committed to translating forms
and videos into a variety of languages, ensuring accessibility for a diverse audience.
Additionally, a coordinator dedicated to nonprofits and religious use continues to provide
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extra support for customers representing non-profit organizations or places of worship.
These efforts enhance inclusivity and cater to the unique needs of different community
members.

REGULATORY IMPACT:
The proposed amendment updates Appendix Q of the Code to ensure compliance with
state and local construction-related regulations.

Attachment 1 includes the proposed fee changes to Appendix Q.

FISCAL IMPACT:

If adopted by the Board, the recommended fee changes are anticipated to generate
increased revenue of approximately $11.8 million in FY 2025. This includes $8.3 million
in incremental building and site revenue and $3.5 million from technology surcharge
fees. This estimate is based on actual FY 2023 revenue, year-to-date revenue
collection trends in FY 2024 and assumes a consistent workload in FY 2025. Any
reduction in plan and permit activity could have a negative impact on the projected
revenue. LDS will work closely with the Department of Management and Budget to
monitor these trends. The additional revenue is reflected in the County Executive's

FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan.

If adopted by the Board, it is anticipated that the proposed fee adjustments will be
needed to support the expenditure appropriations for LDS in FY 2025, including
additional costs associated with PLUS licenses and PLUS system improvements.
Without a fee increase, incorporating these additional expenses will necessitate support
from the General Fund.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment | — Staff Report dated March 5, 2024, included is Attachment A
(Amendment to Appendix Q - LDS Fee Schedule)

STAFE:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Philip Hagen, Director, Department of Management and Budget
William D. Hicks, P.E., Director, Land Development Services (LDS)
Desiree Roberts, Manager, Financial Management Branch, LDS

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Patrick Foltz, Assistant County Attorney
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LAND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
March 5, 2024

STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY PERMITTING AND CODE ADMINISTRATION

vV | PROPOSED COUNTY CODE AMENDMENT

PROPOSED PFM AMENDMENT

PROPOSED ZONING ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT

APPEAL OF DECISION

WAIVER REQUEST

Proposed Amendments to Appendix Q (Land Development Services Fee
Schedule) of the Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia (County Code)
Regarding Adjustment of the Fees Charged by Land Development Services
for Plan Review, Permits, and Inspection Services.

Authorization to Advertise: March 5, 2024

Planning Commission Hearing: April 3, 2024

Board of Supervisors Hearing: April 16, 2024 at 3:00 p.m.

Source: Department of Land Development Services
Prepared By: Desiree Roberts,

Chief Finance and Human Resource Officer
(703) 324-7888

Page 1 of 7
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STAFF REPORT

ISSUE

Board of Supervisors (Board) to adopt proposed amendments to Appendix Q (Land
Development Services Fee Schedule) of the County Code to adjust the fees charged by
the county for plan review, permits, and inspection services to meet the Board’s
direction for approximately 100% cost recovery through plan review, permits and
inspection fee revenue. Adjustments to Appendix Q will also cover enhancements for
customer service.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors adopt the proposed amendments to
Appendix Q of the County Code. Edits are shown by underlining for added text and
strikethrough for deleted text.

COORDINATION

The proposed amendments were prepared by the Department of Land Development
Services and coordinated with the Department of Management and Budget and the
Office of the County Attorney.

Discussion

The Department of Land Development Services (LDS) proposes to adjust the LDS Fee
Schedule for plan review, permits, and inspection services. The last comprehensive
increase in LDS fees occurred in January 2015. At that time, the Board approved a 20%
increase to most LDS fees to support initiatives to enhance the timeliness, quality, and
customer-centric focus of the regulatory review process. Some fees were left
unchanged as they were deemed sufficient to cover the actual costs of providing
services.

Since the last fee adjustment in FY 2015, LDS has added 62 new merit positions, a
22.8% increase in staffing (272 positions to 334). These new positions are directly
dedicated to supporting permit issuance operations and ongoing efforts to enhance and
streamline the permit application process. Additionally, as reflected in the County
Executive’s FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan, the total LDS expenditures in FY 2025 are
projected to be $55.3 million, an increase of $21.5 million compared to budgeted
expenditures in FY 2016. These figures indicate a substantial growth equivalent to an
increase of 63.6%.

Increased expenditures include:

o Market Rate Adjustments (MRA)
e Performance-based increases

Page 2 of 7
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Benchmark salary increases for certain positions

Fringe benefits costs (e.g., retirement and health insurance)

IT costs related to the PLUS system (PLUS positions and licenses)
Operating Expense costs due to inflation including contract rate increases

LDS conducted two regional fee studies from 2018-2021 benchmarking against
neighboring jurisdictions, and prepared a comprehensive fee increase request. The
analysis scrutinized fees for comparable projects in neighboring jurisdictions, including
Arlington, Fairfax, Loudoun, Prince William, and Stafford counties. The study found
significant differences in building fees among neighboring jurisdictions, with Fairfax
positioned on the lower end of the spectrum.

As of FY 2023, LDS is no longer under the umbrella of the General Fund. The majority
of the expenditures associated with the mission of the agency are included in an
independent Special Revenue Fund. This allows for enhanced transparency to show
that expenditures and revenue align. However, the full burden of costs not included in
the independent fund but tied to the mission of the agency include, but are not limited
to: code enforcement efforts performed in the Department of Code Compliance,
application review by Zoning Administration in the Department of Planning and
Development, rent and utilities for the space occupied by LDS, as well as central
services supporting the agency. The cost burden for these direct and indirect services is
borne by the General Fund.

As noted at the time of the transition to the Special Revenue Fund, the newly
established fund is intended to provide an accounting mechanism to reflect all revenues
and expenditures assigned to the fund for LDS activities in a dedicated fund fully paid
for by the fees and charges assessed by LDS. At the same time, while expenditures
have continued to increase due to new positions, funded employee compensation
increases, and inflationary increases across the board, revenue collection is trending
downward. Revenue generated from current fees only recovers approximately 76.5% of
LDS fee-related departmental costs within the Special Revenue Fund. To ensure that the
LDS Special Revenue Fund is sustainable and self-supporting for the costs allocated to
the fund, a fee increase effective for FY 2025 is recommended. The anticipated revenue
growth created by the proposed fee increases is anticipated to restore the percentage to
approximately 100% cost recovery of expenses assigned to the Special Revenue Fund.

In 2023, LDS entered a partnership with a consultant to conduct a thorough examination
of existing fees in comparison to the corresponding level of effort. Initial findings from
the consultant reveal that Fairfax imposes significantly lower fees for commercial
(approximately 25% of the average) and residential (approximately 25% of the average)
new construction building permits compared to its peer jurisdictions. Additionally, the
consultant conducted an analysis of the Technology Surcharge Fee, which is currently
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set at 4%. The findings indicate that other comparable jurisdictions impose surcharges
ranging from 10% to 14%. The consultant continues to work through their analysis.
Once complete in FY 2025, LDS will propose further adjustments to the Appendix Q fee
schedule to align fee revenue with task expenditures.

The proposed adjustments will assist LDS in efforts to improve the timeliness, quality,
and customer focus of the regulatory review process, conduct ongoing staff training,
and enhance the new PLUS platform, as well as maximize cost recovery. The proposed
fee increase encompasses a 25% increase in all building fees, a 10% increase in all site
fees, a 6-percentage point increase in the technology surcharge fee rate, and an
additional 2% fee on all building and trade permits to support code academy operations,
as required by the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code. LDS believes all
proposed fee changes are fair, necessary, and reasonable to comply with the
requirements of an independent Special Revenue Fund.

Moving forward, LDS intends to implement annual increases in fees based on agency-
specific cost pressures to provide permit, plan review and inspection services. Such
pressures could include county-wide salary increases (e.g., market rate adjustments,
average performance-based increases, pay compression and benchmarking initiatives)
as well as specific operating expenditure increases. The Board and public will have an
opportunity to consider these changes through normal public hearings.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

The proposed amendments to the Appendix Q of the County Code include the following
elements:

1. Increase the Technology Surcharge fee, applicable to all fees, from 4% to 10%.
This adjustment seeks to ensure sufficient funding for PLUS IT staff, PLUS
licenses, and essential technical staff resources. This adjustment focuses on
continuous improvements to PLUS and the overall customer experience.

2. Institute a 2% code academy surcharge on all building and trade permit fees.
According to Section §36-137(7) of the Virginia Code, each local building
department is required to either transmit a levy of 2% of all building and trade
permit fees collected or allocate 2% of building and trade permit revenue to
support local code academy training efforts. Over the last three decades, Fairfax
County has chosen to manage its own local code academy. These funds are
utilized to ensure that building code staff receive regular training and updates on
building code requirements and changes.

Historically, LDS has funded code academy expenditures from the existing fee

structure. LDS proposes to implement a separate 2% code academy fee and set
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aside the revenue generated specifically to cover code academy expenditures in
the future.

. Increase building fees (excluding Vertical Transportation permit fees) by 25%.
This adjustment attempts to accommodate increased compensation and fringe
benefit costs, as well as new merit and non-merit staff in the Building Division
and the Customer and Technical Support Center, which handles permit
operations. It should be noted that there has been a 31.94% funded employee
compensation increase for all existing building staff since fees were last
increased in FY 2015.

. Increase all site fees by 10%. This adjustment is intended to address site-related
contract staff and the associated commensurate increases in compensation and
fringe benefit costs, as well as new merit and non-merit staff in the site division
and the customer and technical support center, which handles permit operations.
It should be noted that there has been a 31.94% funded employee compensation
increase for all existing site staff since fees were last increased in FY 2015.

. Remove the following fees, which are no longer used:

Digitization fee

Substitution fee

Recycling fee

Radiation, fall out or blast shelter

. Add a specific fee for Pedestrian Bridges, which clarifies the permitting fees
regarding these structures and aligns with staff effort. Previously, these fees
were based on the area of bridge decking which significantly over estimated staff
effort to review and inspect these structures.

. Added a fee for Signature Set Review Cycle for site-related plan submissions
wherein such minor changes affecting more than five but less than 21 sheets (six
to 20 plan sheets) of the plan set. This provides customers a predictable option
to avoid a full resubmission fee. Signature Set Review Cycles affecting five or
less sheets will not carry a separate fee.

. Added a fee for Minor Revisions. This provides customers a predictable option to
avoid a full revision fee for minor amendments to an approved site-related plan
types.
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Additionally, there are proposed restructuring changes to Appendix Q to simplify the fee
structure, align the language with the PLUS platform, and enhance clarity for residents
as well as minor editorial changes to address code reference changes in related state
codes.

EQUITY IMPACT

Plan review and permit fees are consistently applied to all applications as determined by
the scope of the project. However, LDS recognizes the diverse needs of its customers
and provides various programs and services to cater to those with unique requirements.

LDS implemented heightened staffing levels to provide thorough in-person customer
support, particularly in response to the transition to an all-online platform. This strategic
move aims to enhance the customer experience during the shift to online services. The
Customer Experience Team is now equipped to provide assistance during business
hours, aiding with plan and permit submissions and facilitating inspection scheduling.
This initiative aims to enhance the quality and accessibility of customer support services
and the requested fees ensure continued high-quality services.

To further enhance the customer experience, a new customer service center is currently
in the design phase on the first floor of the Herrity Building, with an anticipated
completion date in late 2025. The center will co-locate customer service representatives
from various agencies. This initiative is designed to offer a more user-friendly
environment for customers, allowing them to visit staff in-person and find answers to all
their development-related questions in one centralized location.

In alignment with the principle of equity, the proposed fee increases were also applied in
a fair and equitable manner, considering the costs associated with delivering services
for the respective business areas. LDS staff remains committed to translating forms and
videos into a variety of languages, ensuring accessibility for a diverse audience.
Additionally, a coordinator dedicated to nonprofits and religious use continues to provide
extra support for customers representing non-profit organizations or places of worship.
These efforts enhance inclusivity and cater to the unique needs of different community
members.

REGULATORY IMPACT

The proposed amendment updates Appendix Q of the Code to ensure compliance with
state and local construction-related regulations.

Attachment 1 includes the proposed fee changes to Appendix Q.
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FISCAL IMPACT

If adopted by the Board, the recommended fee changes are anticipated to generate
increased revenue of approximately $11.8 million in FY 2025. This includes $8.3 million
in incremental building and site revenue and $3.5 million from technology surcharge
fees. This estimate is based on actual FY 2023 revenue, year-to-date revenue collection
trends in FY 2024 and assumes a consistent workload in FY 2025. Any reduction in plan
and permit activity could have a negative impact on the projected revenue. LDS will
work closely with the Department of Management and Budget to monitor these trends.
The additional revenue is reflected in the County Executive's FY 2025 Advertised

Budget Plan.

If adopted by the Board, it is anticipated that the proposed fee adjustments will be
needed to support the expenditure appropriations for LDS in FY 2025, including
additional costs associated with PLUS licenses and PLUS system improvements.
Without a fee increase, incorporating these additional expenses will necessitate support
from the General Fund.

ATTACHED DOCUMENTS

Attachment 1- Amendment to Appendix Q (LDS Fee Schedule)
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Proposed Amendment to
Appendix Q (Land Development Services Fee Schedule) of

The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia

Amend Appendix Q where insertions are underlined and deletions are stricken, to read as follows. Amend
Table of Contents, by adding the page numbers upon adoption.

This proposed amendment is based on the Appendix Q in effect as of January 1, 2024, and there may be
other proposed amendments which may affect some of the numbering, order or text arrangement of the
paragraphs or sections set forth in this amendment, which other amendments may be adopted prior to
action on this amendment. In such event, any necessary renumbering or editorial revisions caused by the
adoption of any amendments by the Board of Supervisors prior to the date of adoption of this amendment
will be administratively incorporated by the Clerk in the printed version of this amendment following Board
adoption.

Appendix Q - Land Development Services Fee Schedule

This fee schedule establishes the fees charged, by Land Development Services and the Fire Marshal, for building
and site development activities pursuant to the authority granted by §§ 15.2-2241(A)(9), 15.2-2286(A)(6), 624~
44.15:54(J);62.1-44.15:27(H)(4), 36-98.3, 36-105, 62.1-44.15:28(A)-and-62.1-44.15:28(9), 62.1-44.15:29 of the
Code of Virginia and Chapters 2 (Property Under County Control), 61 (Building Provisions), 64 (Mechanical
Provisions), 65 (Plumbing and Gas Provisions), 66 (Electrical Provisions), 101 (Subdivision Ordinance), 104
(Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance), 112.1 (Zoning Ordinance), and 124 (Stormwater Management
Ordinance) of the Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia (the Code).

TABLE OF CONTENTS
. Building Development Fees Page

Standard Fees

Building Permit and Other Fees

Mechanical Permit Fees

Electrical Permit Fees

Plumbing Permit Fees

Household Appliance Permit Fees

Vertical Transportation Permit Fees

Fire Prevention Division (Fire Marshal) Fees
Amusement Device Permit Fee

Building and Fire Prevention Code Modifications
and Local Board of Building Code Appeals Fees
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1. Site Development Fees

. Plan and Document Review Fees 12
. Bonding and Agreement Fees 18
. Site Inspection Fees 18
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D. Fire Prevention Division (Fire Marshal) Fees 19
E. Site Permit Fees 19
F. Waiver, Exception, Modification and Exemption Fees 20
G. Permits for Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activity Fees 24
111. Miscellaneous Fees 26

. BUILDING DEVELOPMENT FEES

The following building development fees to cover the cost of reviewing plans, issuing permits, performing
inspections, licensing, home improvement contractors and other expenses incidental to the enforcement of the
Uniform Statewide Building Code, (USBC) and Chapters 61, 64, 65 and 66 of the Code are hereby adopted:

A: STANDARD FEES

Listed below are standard fees that apply to building, mechanical, electrical, plumbing, fire alarm, fire suppression
and fire lane permits. The fees shall apply provided all of the applicable conditions set forth in § 61-1-3 of the Code
are met.

1. Base fee: The minimum fee charged for any permit. (Ch. 61-1-3 (d)1) $108.00 135.00
A reduced fee shall-will apply as noted below.
2. Reduced fees:

e Multiple permits, per unit (Ch. 61-1-3(d)2a) $36.00- 45.00
e Fee for permits requiring no inspections (Ch. 61-1-3(d)2b) $36.00 45.00
e Casualty Permits (Ch. 61-1-3(d)2c) $0.00
3. After-hours time-specific inspection fee for each 30-minute period or fraction thereof (Ch. 61-1-3(d)4)
$241.00.301.00
4. Amendment of permit (Ch. 61-1-3(d)5)
The fee shall be the fee for any equipment added
or the fee for any additional work involved, whichever
fee is greater. In no case shall the fee be less than: $36.00 45.00
5. Annual permit fee (Ch. 61-1-3(d)7)
Same as Base Fee $108.00135.00
6. Asbestos removal/abatement (Ch. 61-1-3(d)8)
Same as Base Fee $108.00_135.00
7. Re-inspection fee (Ch. 61-1-3(d)18)
Same as Base Fee $108.00.135.00
8. Modular residential units, including manufactured homes (Ch. 61-1-3(d)14)
Percentage of the regular permit fee 50.00%
9. Permit extensions: Permit authorizing construction of:
¢ Interior alteration to an existing building $36.00 45.00
e An addition(s) or exterior alteration(s) to an existing
residential structure (R-3, R-4 and R-5 construction) $36.00 45.00
e An accessory structure(s) on a residential property
(R-3, R-4 and R-5 construction) $36.00 45.00
e A new structure (other than noted above) $241.00 301.00
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e An addition(s) to a non-residential structure $241.00 301.00
4410. Solar Energy (Ch. 61-1-3(d)23) $0.00
4211. Maximum Occupancy Load Posting $156.00 195.00
12. Code Academy levy — collected for all building development fees in Section I-A, B, C, D, E, F. G, I, J
2.0%
13. Electric Vehicle Charging Equipment $0.00

This provision will expire eighteen (18) months from the effective date of this provision, unless the Board of
Supervisors expressly authorizes its continuation by an appropriate amendment to this Article.

B: BUILDING PERMIT AND OTHER FEES

(A) New Buildings, Additions or Enlargements: The fee for the construction of a new building, an addition or an
enlargement shall be based on the area (as determined by the exterior dimension) of all floors, including
basements or cellars and horizontally projected roof areas, for the following types of construction as defined in the
USBC in effect, and specified in Table | below.

TABLE 1
Residential Fees
e Type lA, and IB, per square foot $0.216 0.270
e Type llA, llIA and IV, per square foot $0.169 0.211
e Type lIB, IlIB and VA, VB per square foot $0.114 0.143
o Type VB, persquarefoot $0-114
Commercial Fee
e Type lA, and IB, per square foot $0.216 0.270
e Type llA,IIB, NA, B, and-1V, VA and VB per square foot $0.169 0.211
+—Type- VB, persquarefoot $0-169

(B) Plan Resubmissions: A fee per plan review discipline (i.e., building, electrical, mechanical or plumbing) will be
assessed for each resubmission of plans.
e For all new commercial buildings and additions to existing
commercial buildings $204.00 255.00
e For all new residential buildings and additions and alterations
to existing residential buildings
Same as Base Fee $108.00 135.00
e For each resubmission of plans for alterations
to existing commercial buildings
Same as Base Fee $108.00 135.00

(C) Countywide Master File Review: A fee per plan review discipline (i.e., building, electrical, mechanical or
plumbing) will be assessed at the time of the initial permit application._ When based on an approved
Masterfile, fees shall be based on Table 1.

$216.00 270.00

(D) New Structure: The fee for erection or installation of structures other than buildings (e.g., signs and canopies)
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e For structures accessory to R-3, R-4 and R-5 construction
Percentage of the estimated cost of construction 2:40 3.00%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)

e For other structures
Percentage of the estimated cost of construction 410 5.13%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)

(E) Basement Finishing: (R-3, R-4 and R-5 construction)
e Same as Base Fee $108.00 135.00

(F) Demolition: (Ch. 61-1-3(d)9)

e Entire Structure: The fee for a permit to demolish a structure

Same as Base Fee $108.00_135.00

e Partial Demolition for renovation: The fee for a permit to partially demolish a structure in preparation for
renovation
Percentage of estimated cost of demolition 2:40 3.00%

(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)

(G) Filing Fees for Permit Application and Plans Examination (does not apply to Fire Prevention Division fees for
fire alarm, fire suppression and fire lane permits): To allow for permit application processing and plan examination
in the event a building permit is not issued, the following fees shall be paid prior to plan review for such a permit.
e  For non-walk-through-all single-family residential projects-(new and repairs/remodels)
Percentage of the permit fee 50.00%
o For all commercial work, apartment buildings, garden apartments,
and high-rise residential buildings

Percentage of the permit fee 35.00%
o For walk-throughfast-track residential projects
Percentage of the permit fee 100.00%

(HY Modular Furniture: The fee for the installation of modular furniture per floor or portion thereof when:
e The estimated cost of construction is $10,000 or more $410.00 513.00
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)
e The estimated cost of construction is less than $10,000
Percentage of the estimated cost of construction 4.105.13%
with a minimum fee of $205.00 256.00
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)

(J1) Partitions_(metal studs only): (Ch. 61-1-3(d)16)
e Same as base fee $108.00 135.00

(KJ) Removal and Relocation: (Ch. 61-1-3(d)20) The fee shall be based on a percentage of the cost of
moving, plus a percentage of the cost of all work necessary to place the building or structure in its completed
condition in the new location.
e Percentage of the cost of moving plus 2:40.3.00%
Percentage of the cost of construction 2:40 3.00%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of moving and cost of construction.)

(EK) Repairs and Alterations: The fees for repairs and alterations of any building or structure where there is
no addition or enlargement:
e For commercial work, including tenant fit outs
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Percentage of the estimated cost of construction 4.105.13%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)

e For residential work (R-3, R-4 and R-5 construction) roof repairs, new roof structures, re-siding
Percentage of the estimated cost of construction 2:40 3.00%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)

(ML) Retaining Walls: The fee for installation and repair of a retaining wall:

¢ Retaining walls reviewed/inspected under the International Building Code (generally commercial or multi-
family)
Percentage of the estimated cost of construction 4.105.13%

¢ Retaining walls reviewed/inspected under the International Residential Code (generally single-family
detached dwellings)
Percentage of the estimated cost of construction. 2:40 3.00%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.)

(©M) Swimming Pool: The fee for a building permit to construct a swimming pool. $216.00 270.00

(PN) Temporary Structures:_(Ch. 61-1-3(d)26)
e Same as Base Fee $108.00 135.00

(QO) Tenant alterations and Layouts: (Ch. 61-1-3(d)25)

e Except for those tenant layouts shown on the originally approved
plans for a new building, separate building permits shall be required
for each tenant layout. The fee shall be based on a percentage
of the estimated cost of construction.

Percentage of the estimated cost of construction 410 5.13%
e The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction.
In no case, shall the permit fee be less than: $410.00 513.00

e Fee per plan review discipline for each submission of plans
for alterations to existing commercial buildings
Same as Base Fee $108.00 135.00

(RP) Home Improvement Contractor License Fees: (Ch. 61-3)
All contractor application and license fees are charged per individual for a sole proprietorship, per general partner
for a partnership, or per corporate officer for a corporation.

e Application processing fee $103.00129.00
e Fee of license issuance $64.00 80.00
e Fee to renew expired license, in addition to license renewal fee* $61-00 76.00
e Fee torenew license $85.00 106.00

£ o . $30.00
*The fee to renew expired license. The Building Official or his designee has the authority to waive the penalty
fee when the failure to renew a license is due to circumstances beyond the control of the licensee.

(Q) Pedestrian Bridges:
Pedestrian bridges constructed outside of VDOT right-of-way, where there is no approved masterfile:
$4.200.00

Permits based on masterfiles shall be subject to Table 1.
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C: MECHANICAL PERMIT FEES
(A) Mechanical Equipment Installation Fees:

1. The permit fee for installation, repair, or replacement of all mechanical equipment installed in
buildings other than buildings in the R-3 or R-5 use groups. This fee is in addition to the fees listed
below in this section.

Percentage of the contract value less the value of listed equipment 1.01.25%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction and total contract value.)

2. New Residential Mechanical (For New Dwelling Units in R-2, R-3, R-4, and R-5 Use Groups): Fees
for the initial installation of equipment listed on the mechanical permit application that includes the
HVAC equipment for the dwelling.

e 1 New Zone Base Fee

e 2 New Zones $211.00 264.00
e 3 New Zones $317-00 396.00
e 4 New Zones $422.00 527.00
e 5 or more New Zones $528.00 660.00

3. Mechanical Residential HVAC Equipment Installation Fees (For Gas Fixtures in Addition to New
HVAC Equipment):
The total permit fee is based on the level in which the permittee’s total number of fixtures being

installed falls:
e Level One (1-7 Fixtures) Base Fee
o Level Two (8-12 Fixtures) $137.00 171.00
e Level Three (13-17 Fixtures) $180.00 225.00
e Level Four (18-22 Fixtures) $224.00 280.00
e Level Five (Over 22 Fixtures) $267.00 334.00

4. Mechanical Commercial HYAC Equipment Installation Fees:
The total permit fee is based on the level in which the permittee’s total number of fixtures being

installed falls:
e Level One (1-7 Fixtures) Base Fee
e Level Two (8-12 Fixtures) $211.00 264.00
e Level Three (13-17 Fixtures) $317.00 396.00
e Level Four (18-22 Fixtures) $422.00 527.00
e Level Five (23-27 Fixtures) $528.00 660.00
e Level Six (28-32 Fixtures) $633.00 791.00
e Level Seven (33-37 Fixtures) $738.00 923.00
e Level Eight (38-42 Fixtures) $844.001055.00
e Level Nine (43-47 Fixtures) $950.00 1188.00
o Level Ten (48-52 Fixtures) $1055.00 1319.00
e Level Eleven (53-57 Fixtures) $1161-00 1451.00
e Level Twelve (58-62 Fixtures) $1266.00 1589.00
e Level Thirteen (63-67 Fixtures) $1372.00 1715.00
e Level Fourteen (68-72 Fixtures) $1478.00 1848.00
e Level Fifteen (Over 72 Fixtures) $1583.00 1979.00

5. Mechanical Commercial Miscellaneous Equipment Installation Fees:
The total permit fee is based on the level in which the permittee’s total number of fixtures being
installed falls:
e Level One (1-5 Fixtures) Base Fee
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(B) Piping of Equipment:

(C) Ductwork:

Level Two (6-20 Fixtures)

Level Three (21-35 Fixtures)
Level Four (36-50 Fixtures)

Level Five (51-65 Fixtures)

Level Six (66-80 Fixtures)

Level Seven (81-95 Fixtures)
Level Eight (96-110 Fixtures)
Level Nine (111-125 Fixtures)
Level Ten (126-140 Fixtures)
Level Eleven (141-155 Fixtures)
Level Twelve (156-170 Fixtures)
Level Thirteen (171-185 Fixtures)
Level Fourteen (186-200 Fixtures)
Level Fifteen (Over 200 Fixtures)

D: ELECTRICAL PERMIT FEES

(A) Electrical Equipment Installation Fees:

ATTACHMENT 1

$490.00 238.00
$340.00 452.00
$490.00 613.00
$640-00 800.00
$790-.00 989.00

$940.00 1175.00

$4090.00_1363.00
$4240.00_1550.00
$4390.00_1738.00
$1540.00 1925.00
$14690.00 2113.00
$4840.00 2300.00
$1990.00 2488.00
$2140.00 2675.00

Base Fee

Base Fee

1. The permit fee for installation, repair, or replacement of all electrical equipment installed in buildings other
than buildings in the R-3 or R-5 use groups. This fee is in addition to the fees listed below in this section.

Percentage of the contract value less the value of listed equipment
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction and total contract value.)

2. New Residential Electrical Installation Fees:
Fees for the initial construction of new dwelling units in R-2, R-3, R-4 and R-5 use groups. The fees include

1:01.25%

the initial installation of equipment listed on the electrical permit application that includes the main electrical

service for the dwelling unit. Any equipment installed pursuant to other electrical permit applications shall be

charged in accordance with the fees prescribed in Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 below.

0-149 Amps

150-399 Amps
400-599 Amps
600-799 Amps

More than 799 Amps

3. Residential Addition/Alteration Electrical Installation Fees:

The total permit fee is based on total number of fixtures, circuits, equipment:

Level One (1-100 fixtures, circuits, equipment)
Level Two (101-125 fixtures, circuits, equipment)
Level Three (126-150 fixtures, circuits, equipment)
Level Four (151-175 fixtures, circuits, equipment)
Level Five (Over 175 fixtures, circuits, equipment)

135

$273.00 341.00
$302.00 378.00
$343.00 429.00
$372.00 465.00
$475.00 594.00

Base Fee

$1417-00 146.00
$145.00 181.00
$173-00 216.00
$202.00 253.00
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Commercial Building/Addition/Alteration Electrical Installation Fees:
The total permit fee is based on total number of fixtures, circuits, equipment:

e Level One (1-50 fixtures, circuits, equipment) Base Fee

e Level Two (51-150 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $300.00 375.00

e Level Three (151-250 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $500.00 625.00

e Level Four (251-350 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $700.00 875.00

e Level Five (351-450 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $900.00 1125.00
e Level Six (451-550 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $1100.00 1375.00
e Level Seven (551-650 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $4300.00 1625.00
e Level Eight (651-750 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $4500.00 1875.00
e Level Nine (751-850 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $4700.00 2125.00
e Level Ten (851-950 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $1900.00 2375.00
e Level Eleven (951-1050 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $2100.00 2625.00
e Level Twelve (1051-1150 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $2300.00 2875.00
e Level Thirteen (1151-1250 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $2500.00 3125.00
e Level Fourteen (1251-1350 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $2700.00 3375.00
e Level Fifteen (Over 1350 fixtures, circuits, equipment) $2900.00 3625.00

Service Panels

e Service Panel $60.00 75.00
e Temporary to Permanent $60.00 75.00
e Temporary for Construction $60.00 75.00
e Sub Panel $60.00 75.00
e Transfer Switch $60.00 75.00
Generator $60.00 75.00
Low Voltage (per system per floor) $108.00 135.00

E: PLUMBING PERMIT FEES

The permit fee for installation, repair, or replacement of all plumbing equipment installed in buildings other
than buildings in R-3 or R-5 use groups. This fee is in addition to the fees listed below in this section.

Percentage of the contract value less the value of listed equipment 1.01.25%
(The permittee must provide verifiable detail of the cost of construction and total contract value.)

New Residential Townhouse/Condo Plumbing Installation Fees:
The total permit fee is based on the level in which the permittee’s total number of fixtures being installed
falls:

e Level One (1-19 Fixtures) $206.00 258.00
e Level Two (20-24 Fixtures) $250.00 313.00
e Level Three (25-29 Fixtures) $278.00 348.00
e Level Four (30-34 Fixtures) $293.00 366.00
e Level Five (Over 34 Fixtures) $322.00 403.00

New Residential Single-Family Detached Dwelling Plumbing Installation Fees:
The total permit fee is based on the level in which the permittee’s total number of fixtures being installed
falls:
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Level One (1-29 Fixtures)
Level Two (30-39 Fixtures)
Level Three (40-49 Fixtures)
Level Four (50-59 Fixtures)
Level Five (Over 59 Fixtures)

Residential Addition/Alteration Plumbing Installation Fees:

ATTACHMENT 1

$272.00 340.00
$359.00 449.00
$446.00 558.00
$533.00 665.00
$624.00 780.00

The total permit fee is based on the level in which the permittee’s total number of fixtures being installed
falls:
Level One (1-7 Fixtures)
Level Two (8-12 Fixtures)
Level Three (13-17 Fixtures)
Level Four (18-22 Fixtures)
Level Five (Over 22 Fixtures)

5. Commercial Building/Addition/Alteration Plumbing Installation Fees:
The total permit fee is based on the level in which the permittee’s total number of fixtures being installed
falls:

Level One (1-5 Fixtures)

Level Two (6-20 Fixtures)

Level Three (21-35 Fixtures)

Level Four (36-50 Fixtures)

Level Five (51-65 Fixtures)

Level Six (66-80 Fixtures)

Level Seven (81-95 Fixtures)

Level Eight (96-110 Fixtures)

Level Nine (111-125 Fixtures)

Level Ten (126-140 Fixtures)

Level Eleven (141-155 Fixtures)

Level Twelve (156-170 Fixtures)

Level Thirteen (171-185 Fixtures)

Level Fourteen (186-200 Fixtures)

Level Fifteen (Over 200 Fixtures)

6. Sewer/Water Service
Sewer (New, Replacement or Repair)

Sewer Tap (Manhole or Line)

Water Service (New, Replacement or Repair)

F: HOUSEHOLD APPLIANCE PERMIT FEES

(A) Household Appliance Fees: (61-1-3(d)13)

One Appliance
Two Appliances
Three Appliances
Four Appliances

G: VERTICAL TRANSPORTATION PERMIT FEES

Base Fee

$437.00 171.00
$180-00 225.00
$224.00 280.00
$267.00 334.00

Base Fee

$940.00 1175.00

$1690.00 1363.00
$1240.00 1550.00
$1390.00 1738.00
$1540.00 1925.00
$1690.00 2113.00
$1840.00 2300.00
$1990.00 2488.00
$2140.00 2675.00

$59.00 74.00
$59.00 74.00
$59.00 74.00

$60.0075.00
$74.00 92.00
$89.00 111.00
$403-00 129.00

All vertical transportation equipment operating in Fairfax County must be permitted for installation,
modernization, and/or replacement. In order to maintain a valid Certificate of Compliance, all commercial
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vertical transportation equipment (other than single-family detached dwellings) must also be permitted; tested
periodically (six months); annually (one year); and submitted for re-acceptance every five years. Commercial
vertical transportation equipment must have a valid Certificate of Compliance to operate.

(A) Floor Fee: For all permits; annual certificates of compliance; five-year tests; and all re-inspections, the
floor fee will be added to the cost for each individual piece of equipment. For these purposes, this will be
defined as the fee charged for each floor in the building where an individual passenger or freight elevator is
installed. $15.00

(B) Testing Fees: Unless otherwise stated in the following sections, fees for individual tests that must be
performed on each piece of equipment will be as follows:

e Governor Test $296.00
e Load Test $445.00
e Speed Test $296.00
e  Static Pressure Test $296.00
e Fire and Smoke Test $296.00
e Generator Test $296.00

(C) Commercial Vertical Transportation Equipment Installation Fees: The permit fee for installation, repair,
modernization, or replacement of all vertical transportation equipment installed in buildings other than
within single-family detached dwellings. This fee is in addition to the equipment fees listed below in this
section.

1. Floor fee plus 2.40% of the vertical transportation installation/repair/modernization, or replacement
cost as indicated by the associated contract value less the value of the equipment listed below:

2.00%

(The permittee must provide verifiable cost detail of construction and total contract value.)

2. Elevator (Electric/Hydraulic) $289.00

3. Escalator/Moving Walk $487.00

4. Dumbwaiter $146.00

5. Lift $146.00

(D) Residential Vertical Transportation Equipment Installation Fees (new, repair, modernization, or
replacement):

e Private residence elevators, lifts, or dumbwaiters $308.00

¢ Private residence elevator re-inspection fee (if acceptance fails) $308.00

(E) Temporary Construction Use:
e After required elevator permit (including floor fees) is issued $266.00
e Temporary construction use extension $115.00

(F) Annual Certificate of Compliance Inspection Fee: All vertical transportation equipment, other than those in
single-family detached dwellings, and other than conveyors, requires an annual certificate of compliance. The
annual certificate of compliance covers the permit renewal, one regular and one periodic inspection during the
certificate, payable by the owner of the building to the County of Fairfax before the expiration of the certificate.
This will be calculated for each individual piece of equipment, which is designated by a unique equipment ID
number, as follows:

e Elevator (Electric/Hydraulic) Floor Fee + $289.00
e Escalator/Moving Walk Floor Fee + $487.00
e Dumbwaiter Floor Fee + $146.00
o Lift Floor Fee + $146.00
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If the vertical transportation equipment is not inspection ready at the appointed time, or if a potential safety
issue is noted during the periodic, or annual inspection, and immediate corrective action is prescribed, then a
reinspection fee (and any applicable testing fees referenced in Section B above), will be payable prior to a
reinspection being scheduled, and calculated as follows:
e Perinspection visit $246.00
+ Floor Fee per equipment ID + applicable testing fee(s) per equipment ID

(G) Acceptance of Modernization/Repair and/or Five-Year Testing and Inspection Fees: Once commercial
vertical transportation equipment has been permitted for repair/modernization and/or the equipment reaches
five years since acceptance testing was performed, the following fee shall be assessed:

e Per equipment ID Floor Fee + $1,750.00

If the vertical transportation equipment is not inspection ready at the appointed time, or if a potential safety
issue is noted during the modernization/repair acceptance, or five-year testing inspection, and immediate
corrective action is prescribed, then a reinspection fee (and any applicable testing fees referenced in Section
B above), will be payable prior to a reinspection being scheduled, and calculated as follows:
e Per inspection visit $246.00
+ Floor Fee per equipment ID + applicable testing fee(s) per equipment ID

(H) Removal (Demoalition): Applies to the complete removal of all associated equipment for a specific
equipment ID within a commercial or residential structure:

e Permit Fee $108.00
¢ Inspection Fees
o Elevator (Electric/Hydraulic) $289.00
o Escalator/Moving Walk $487.00
o Dumbwaiter $146.00
o Lift $146.00

H: FIRE PREVENTIOIN DIVISION (OFFICE OF THE FIRE MARSHAL) FEES

(A) Plan Review Fees:
Fees for all plan review are based on an hourly charge calculated on the quarter hour or part thereof, per
reviewer. Fees are due upon completion of the plan review process.

+—Per Hour $156.00

(B) Acceptance Testing and Inspection Fees:

Fees are based on an hourly charge calculated on the quarter hour or part thereof, per inspector. Fees for fire

protection equipment and systems performance tests and inspections, other equipment and systems

performance tests and inspections, occupancy or preoccupancy inspections, fire lanes and required

reinspections shall be imposed per hour calculated on the quarter hour or part thereof, per required inspector.
e Per Hour $156.00

(C) Reinspection Fees:
Reinspection fees shall be based on the hours reserved to perform the test and will be charged per hour
calculated on the quarter hour or part thereof, per required inspector. The following matrix is to serve as a
guideline in determining when a reinspection fee is required for acceptance testing. A minimum notice of 24
hours (one full business day) for test cancellation is required. The fee is charged when an inspection is not
canceled in time to save an unnecessary trip by inspectors.

e Per Hour $156.00
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REINSPECTION FEES

CIRCUMSTANCE CONDITION INSPECTED

Cancelled or rescheduled off site more than N/A No
24 hours prior to appointment

Cancelled or rescheduled off site less N/A No
than 24 hours prior to appointment

Contractor shows, others do not, or inspectors Cannot test No
arrive, no one on site

Cancelled while inspectors on site; test not Not ready No
started
Regular inspection, test started, test not Not Ready or Yes
completed Failure due to fault
of contractor
Regular inspection, test started, test not Failed, but due to Yes
completed fault of contractor
Regular inspection, test completed Substantially Yes
ready with minor
deficiencies
Regular inspection, test completed No punch list, Yes
inspection
approved
Final inspection Deficient Yes

I: AMUSEMENT DEVICE PERMIT FEES

ATTACHMENT 1

REINSPECTION
FEE
No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

Yes

The permit fees for each amusement device or carnival ride shall be the maximum in accordance with the

Virginia Amusement Device Regulations (VADR) (Ch. 61-1-3(d)6)

J. BUILDING AND FIRE PREVENTION CODE MODIFICATIONS AND LOCAL BOARD OF

BUILDING CODE APPEALS FEES:

¢ Building and Fire Prevention Code Modification Fees

e Applications for appeals to local Board of Building Code Appeals
based on the VUSBC, the VSFPC, the Virginia Amusement Device
Regulations (VADR) and Chapters 61, 64, 65, and 66 of the Code of the
County of Fairfax

Il. SITE DEVELOPMENT FEES
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$208.00 260.00

$208.00 260.00
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The following site development fees to cover the cost of reviewing site and subdivision plans and
related documents; processing site and subdivision plan agreements; making inspections of required
site improvements; permitting any work or construction on any land dedicated or proposed for
dedication to public use; and other fees incidental to the administration of these activities pursuant to
Chapters 2, 101, 104, 112.1, and 124 of the Code, and any fees paid to the County upon submission of
any request for a waiver, exception, and modification of the County Ordinances, are hereby adopted:

A: PLAN AND DOCUMENT REVIEW FEES

The following fees are due upon submission to the County of the following plans and documents. The Fire
Prevention Division review fees are listed in Part D.

(A) Pre-Submission Filing and Review Fees for Certain Plans:
e Gateway Review Fee
Fee assessed at the initial plan submission for bonded plans-and-miner-site-plans, for a quality and
content reV|eW of plan subm|SS|ons by technlcal staff pr|or to the beglnnlng of the comprehenswe
review. M ‘ -
basedrereplaneemplexl%ere WI|| be charged for each Gateway Rewew regardless of pass or fa|I
and comprehensive review will not begin until Gateway passes.

o First Gateway Review Fee $500-00 550.00
o Subsequent Gateway Review Fee (each time plan fails,
requiring Gateway resubmission) Previous Gateway Review Fee + 10%

e  Minimum Submission Review Fee

Fee assessed at initial plan submission for non-bonded plans excluding-minor-site-plans-to ensure
that the plan submission meets all necessary technical and formatting requirements. Fee will be
charged for each Minimum Submission Review (MSR) regardless of pass or fail and comprehensive
review will not begin until MSR passes.

o Fee per MSR Submission $108.00120.00

o Subsequent MSR Submission (each time plan fails, requiring MSR resubmission

Previous MSR Review Fee + 10%

(B) Plats:
1. Easement plat, per submission $432.00 475.00
2. Preliminary subdivision plat: (101-2-3)

e Initial Submission

o Lessthan 10 lots $4,193.00 4,612.00
= Plus, fee per lot or division of land including
outlots and parcels $79.00 87.00
o 10 lots or more $6,826.00 7,509.00

= Plus, fee per lot or division of land including
outlots and parcels $79.00 87.00

Redate (reapprovalextension): fee for reapproval of a previously approved
preliminary plat submitted to the County for approval during the validity period
of the preliminary plat, each. $851.00 936.00

¢ Resubmission, per submission — Percentage of the Original Fee 25.00%
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e Revisions, per submission — Percentage of the Original Fee 25.00%

3. Record (final) subdivision plat: (101-2-5)

e Initial Submission $727.00.800.00
o Plus, fee per lot or division of land including outlots and parcels $36.00 40.00
¢ Resubmission Fee, per submission $370.00 407.00

¢ Redate (reapprovalextension): fee for reapproval of a previously approved final
plat that has expired, per submission $635.00 699.00

(C) Subdivision Plans, Site Plans, and Site Plans for Public Improvements Only: The following schedule shall
be used to tabulate the fees for review of subdivision and site plans, and site plans for public improvements
only.

1. Base Fee:
e Subdivision Plans
o 1stReview Cycle $7,336.00 8,070.00
e Site Plans
o 18tReview Cycle $10,187.0011,206.00
o Site Plans and Subdivision Plans Additional fee per disturbed
acre or any fraction thereof $4,061-00 1,167.00
e The maximum base fee (as part of the initial review cycle) is as follows:
o For Subdivision Plans $17,862.00 19,648.00
o For Site Plans $59,526.00 65,479.00

¢ Site plans for public improvements only including sanitary sewer, trail,
sidewalk, storm sewer, channel improvements, waterline, and/or road
construction pursuant to Chapter 2 of the Code.
o 1stReview Cycle 422400 $4,646.00

2. Fees in addition to base fees:
¢ Site Plans for the following public improvements only including sanitary
sewer, trail, sidewalk, storm sewer, channel improvements, waterline,
and/or road construction pursuant to Chapter 2 of the Code.
Additional fee per linear foot or fraction thereof, of each improvement $2.00 2.20
e Additional plan review, as a result of an approved zoning action associated
with the proposed construction to include the following

with a maximum cumulative fee of $4.158.00 4,574.00
o Sites subject to rezoning $2,442.00 2,686.00
o Sites subject to special exception $1,7143.60 1,885.00
o Sites subject to special permit $1,7143.60 1,885.00
o Sites subject to variance $1,269.60 1,397.00

¢ Review resulting from site conditions and proposed improvements
o SWM/BMP facility, for each proposed facility serving the site (on or
off-site), except as noted,

with a maximum cumulative fee of $7,500.00 8,250.00
=  Constructed Wetland or Ponds $3,200.00 3,520.00

Page 14 of 28

142



= Bioretention Basin or Filter, Infiltration Facility,
Filtering Practice', Innovative BMP?, or Detention-Only
Facility®

= Dry Swale, Wet Swale, or Grass Channel

(berlinear foot)
{periHnheartoot)

ATTACHMENT 1

$1,900.00 2,090.00

with 9 minimum of
WHA-S-MHHRUHA-Ot

= Rainwater Harvesting System,
per square foot of collection area,
with a minimum of
= Permeable Pavement, Vegetated Roof,
per square foot of surface
with @ minimum of
= Manufactured BMP#4, Micro- or Urban Bioretention®

Roofton Disconnection_for each buildina-served

$0.120.13
$4,900.00 2,090.00

$0.120.13
$1,500.00_1,650.00
$4,200.00.1,320.00

o Floodplain area (existing and proposed)
o Natural drainage way (non-floodplain watersheds)
o Problem soils (area with soil types A or B, per the official

map adopted by the Board or as deemed by the Director)

3. Additional Review Cycles:

$857.00 943.00
$857.00 943.00

$4,270.00.1,397.00

o 27 Subsequent Review Cycle -Fee: fee tabulated at a percentage of all fees due at initial
submission (Base Fee + all other associated fees assessed in accordance with (C1) and (C2)

above).
Percentage of all fees

55.00%

o Plus, additional fees charged in accordance with (C1) and (C2)
above for changes in the amount of disturbed area, zoning action,
site conditions, and/or proposed improvements from that indicated
on the first submission.

Signature Set Review Cycle (fermerly-3/-Submission): Site Plans,
Subdivision Plans, and Site Plans with public improvements only, consisting of 5 or less modified
plan sheets $0.00

Signature Set Review Cycle : Site Plans,

Tabulated Fee

Subdivision Plans, and Site Plans with public improvements only, consisting of 6-20 modified plan
sheets $135.00 + $80.00 per modified sheet
Additional review cycles if Signature Set Review Cycle is not approved;

per review cycle (does not apply to site plans with public improvements

only) $6,568.00 7,225.00
Additional review cycles for site plans with public improvements only,

if Signature Set Review Cycle is not approved; per review cycle

1 Filtering practices include facilities such as sand filters.

$3,068.00 3,375.00

2 BMPs not on the Virginia Stormwater BMP Clearinghouse approved list or listed with a Pilot Use

Designation or Conditional Use Designation.

3 Vaults or other underground storage systems providing detention only. No ponds.

4 Includes proprietary devices.

5 Includes residential rain gardens, urban stormwater planters, expanded tree pits, and stormwater curb

extensions.
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4. Revisions to approved plans:
e Fee, per submission $1,346.00 1,481.00
o Plus, additional fees charged in accordance with (C1) and (C2)

above for changes in the disturbed area, zoning action, site
conditions, and/or proposed improvements from that indicated

on the approved plan. Tabulated Fee
e Minor Revisions $159.00
5. Plan extensions (redate), per request $ 1,713.60-1,884.00

(D) Minor Site Plans and Grading Plans:

1. Minor Site Plans,

e 1stReview Cycle $ 4,282.00 4710.00
e 27 Subsequent Review Cycle
Percentage of the 15t Review Cycle Fee 55.00%
e Signature Set Review Cycle-(Formerly-31-Submission), consisting of 5 or less modified plan
sheets $0.00
o Signature Set Review Cycle : Minor Site Plans, and Grading Plans with public improvements
only, consisting of 6-20 modified plan sheets $135.00 + $80.00 per modified sheet
e Additional review cycles if Signature Set Review Cycle is not approved;
per review cycle $4,318.00 4,750.00
e Revisions; per submission $790.00 869.00
e Minor Revisions $159.00

2. Grading plans for building permits on existing lots within a subdivision currently bonded with the County
(Subdivision Lot Grading Plans or Site Plan Lot Grading Plans):

e 1stsubmission $4,270.00 1,397.00
o Resubmissions and revisions to approved plans $432.00 475.00
e  Minor Revisions $159.00

3. Grading plans for building permits on existing lots that are not within a subdivision currently bonded within
the County and parcels with lots of 5 acres or more, per infill lot_(Infill Lot Grading Plans):

e 1stReview Cycle $1,921.00 2,113.00
e 27 Subsequent Review Cycle
Percentage of the 15t Review Cycle Fee 55.00%
e Signature Set Review Cycle-(Formerly-3-Submission), consisting of 5 or less modified plan sheets
$0.00
e Signature Set Review Cycle : Minor Site Plans, and Grading Plans with public improvements only,
consisting of 6-20 modified plan sheets $135.00 + $80.00 per modified sheet
e Additional review cycles if Signature Set Review Cycle is not approved;
per review cycle $700.00 770.00
e Revisions to approved plans, per submission $712.00 783.00
e Minor Revisions $159.00
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4. Rough grading plan (RGP) and filling parcels:

1st Review Cycle, per division of land or disturbed acre, or fraction thereof,

whichever amount is greater $1,284.00 1,412.00,

Not to Exceed $16,671.00
18,338.00

2nd- Subsequent Review Cycle

Percentage of the 15t Review Cycle Fee 55.00%

Signature Set Review Cycle-(Formerly-3/-Submission), consisting of 5 or less modified plan sheets
$0.00
Signature Set Review Cycle : Minor Site Plans, and Grading Plans with public improvements only,

consisting of 6-20 modified plan sheets $135.00 + $80.00 per modified sheet
Additional review cycles if Signature Set Review Cycle is not approved;

per review cycle $900.00 990.00
e Revisions, per submission $500.00 550.00
e Minor Revisions $135.00

5. Conservation plan without a grading plan, per submission

$1,208.00.1,329.00

(E) Processing of Studies, Soils Reports and Other Plans:

1. Studies:

Drainage study, per submission (non-floodplain watersheds)
Floodplain study

$1,961.00 2,157.00

o Per submission, per linear foot of baseline or fraction thereof $2.76 3.04
o Plus, fee per road crossing and per dam, $614-00 672.00
Not to exceed total fee, per submission: $14.226.00
12,349.00
e Floodplain Use Determination $0

Under 225 spaces $2.812.00
2928 tn R5E0 enacac ¢4 2992 NN
225 to-350-spaces $4.883.00
261 tn 500 cnacac [Ny eTaT~ N ala)
351-t0-599 spaces $7.806-00
600-spaces-or-more $46.354-00
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Planper-submission- $0.00
e Parking study
o ___Parking tabulation for change in use, per submission $ 1,078.00
o Parking redesignation plan, per submission $ 1,078.00

e Shared parking adjustment based on:
o__Shared adjustment (Subsection 6100.6.B.(1) of the Zoning Ordinance) _$ 3,093.00
o___Sum of the hourly parking demand or the sum of the hourly parking demand in combination
with other factors (Subsection 6100.6.B.(2) of the Zoning Ordinance

= Under 225 spaces $ 3,093.00
= 225 to 350 spaces $ 5.371.00
= 351 to 599 spaces $ 8,587.00
= 600 spaces or more $ 17,986.00
o Offsite parking (Subsection 6100.6.B.(3) of the Zoning Ordinance) $2.812.00
e Parking adjustments, including: $2.812.00

o Transit-related adjustment (Subsection 6100.6.C of the Zoning Ordinance)

o Parking adjustments based on affordable housing (Subsection 6100.6.D of the Zoning
Ordinance)

o Parking adjustments based on publicly available parking (Subsection 6100.6.E of the Zoning
Ordinance)

o Parking adjustments based on public benefit (Subsection 6100.6.F of the Zoning
Ordinance)

o Parking adjustment based on the unique nature of the proposed site or use(s) (Subsection
6100.6.G of the Zoning Ordinance)

e Water Quality Fees*
o Resource Protection Area (RPA) Boundary Delineations
and Resource Management Area (RMA) Boundary Delineations

= Non-bonded lots: existing lots and acreage, rough grading
and filing parcels, and parcels with lots of 5 acres or more
not within a subdivision or site plan development currently
bonded with the County; and minor site plans; per submission  $419.00 461.00

= Bonded lots: lots in conjunction with multiple construction within
a subdivision currently bonded with the County, per submission:

= Projects with 150 linear feet or less of baseline $419.00 461.00
= Projects with greater than 150 linear feet of baseline $419.00 461.00
o Plus, fee per linear foot of baseline or fraction
thereof, in excess of 150 linear feet $1.00 1.10
e Water Quality Impact Assessments (WQIA)
o Minor WQIA $324.00 356.00

o Major WQIA

= Non-bonded lots: existing lots and acreage, rough grading and filling
parcels, and parcels with lots of 5 acres or more not within a subdivision
or site plan development currently bonded with the County; and minor
site plans; per submission $432.00 475.00

= Bonded lots: lots in conjunction with multiple construction_sites within
a subdivision or site plan currently bonded with the County,
per submission $1,652.00 1,817.00

Page 18 of 28

146



ATTACHMENT 1

*In the event that an RPA and RMA Boundary Delineation and a WQIA are submitted simultaneously, only
one fee shall be required and such fee shall be the higher of the fees required for the individual studies.

2. Soils Reports:
Commercial and multi-family development, bonded residential lots: lots in conjunction with multiple
constructions in a newly bonded subdivision development, site plan or site plan for public

improvements only
o 1stsubmission
o Resubmissions and revisions to approved reports, per submission

$3,422.00 3,764.00
$1,122.00 1,234.00

Non-bonded residential lots: existing lots and acreage, rough grading and filling parcels, and parcels
with lots of 5 acres or more, not within a subdivision or site plan development currently bonded with

the County; and minor site plans; per submission
o 1stsubmission

o Resubmissions and revisions_to approved reports, per submission

3. Other Plans:

As-built plans

o Sanitary Sewer, per submission

o Site and subdivision, per submission
Debris landfill design plan

o Base fee, per submission

o Plus, per acres
Debris landfill permit, semi-annual-each annual permit
Environmental Site Assessment:

o 1stsubmission

o Resubmissions and revisions, per submission
Photometric or Sports Illumination Plan, fee per submission when
such plan is not submitted as part of a required site plan submission

(F) Miscellaneous fees:

The following fees shall be paid upon submission to the County of agreement packages.

Lot Validation Application
Landscape Deferral Application

B. BONDING AND AGREEMENT FEES

(A) Agreement Package Processing Fee, per agreement package:

Security value exceeding $10,000
Security value of $10,000 or less

(B) Agreement Extensions, Replacements and Reductions:

Agreement extensions

Replacement agreement: There shall be no replacement agreement fee

if the rating for the corporate surety has fallen to a “B” level according to

the A.M. Best Key Rating Guide and the replacement request is submitted
to and approved by the Director prior to the expiration date of the agreement
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$2,201.00 2,421.00

$14,122.00 1,234.00

$635.00 699.00
$432.00 475.00

$1,344.00 1,478.00
$89.00 98.00
$2,935.00 6,457.00

$3,181.00.3,499.00
$1,122.00 1,234.00

$882.00 970.00

$444.00 488.00
$108.00 119.00

$2,460.00 2,706.00
$339.60 374.00

$986.40_1,085.00

$4,756.80.1,932.00
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e Agreement security reductions in support of an agreement $1,670.40 1,837.00
e Agreement extension and reduction submitted simultaneously $1,670.40 1,837.00

Also see Part C, Site Inspection Fees, for inspection fee for agreement extensions

C. SITE INSPECTION FEES

Unless otherwise noted, the following fees shall be paid at the time of bonding, or prior to issuance of a
construction permit for land disturbing activity, whichever occurs first. The Fire Prevention inspection fees are
listed in Part D.

(A) Base Fee for Projects with Bonded Improvements including agreement only plans:
Fee is based on a percentage of the bonded amount

e Major Site Plans 4.04.4%

o  With a minimum of $7.500 8,250

o  With a maximum of $230,000 253,000
e Subdivision Plans 3.03.3%

o  With a minimum of $20.000 22,000

o With a maximum of $150,000 165,000
e Public Improvement Plans 4.04.4%

o  With a minimum of $5,500 6,050

o With a maximum of $35,000 38,500

(B) Inspection Fee for Agreement Extensions Per disturbed acre, per agreement month. A one-time fifty-

percent reduction of the extension inspection fee may be permitted. $46.26
50.89

(C) Inspection following a stop work order: each, payable at next bonding action $740.00 814.00
(D) Inspection following a violation: each inspection, payable at next bonding action $370.00 407.00

D. FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION (FIRE MARSHAL) FEES

The following Fire Prevention Division fees shall be paid for the review and inspection of the following plans
and plats. Plan review fees are due upon submission to the County of such plans and plats except that fees
for plans submitted directly to the Fire Prevention Division shall be due upon completion of the plan review
process or within 120 days of plan submission, whichever comes first. Inspection fees are due upon
completion of the inspection.

Site plans Subdivision plans

Site plan revisions Site plans for public improvements only

Site plan extensions Revisions and reapprovals to subdivision

Rough grading plans plans and site plans for public improvements only
As-built site and subdivision plans

Plats
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(A) Plan Review fees: Fees are based on an hourly charge calculated on the hour or part thereof, per
reviewer
Per Hour $156.00

(B) Testing and Inspection Fees: Fees are based on an hourly charge calculated per hour on the quarter hour
or part thereof, per inspector
Per Hour $156.00

E. SITE PERMIT FEES
Before a permit is issued for any work or construction on any land dedicated or proposed for dedication to
public use, the following fees shall be paid to the County. A separate utility permit is required for each of the

following types of surface work, overhead installations or underground installations:

(A) Surface work:

e Private entrances by homeowner $369.60 407.00
e Private property being developed for sale by subdivision (i.e., land developer) $369.60 407.00
e Drainage structures $369.60 407.00
o Steps, sidewalks, curb and gutter, etc. $369.60 407.00
(B) Overhead installations:
e Crossings $369.60 407.00
e Poles $369.60 407.00
e Guys and anchors $369.60 407.00
e Streetlights $369.60 407.00
e Removal/demolition $407.00
(C) Underground installations:
= Crossings $567-60 624.00
= Parallel installations, any length on one permit $567.60 624.00
= Emergency permits or permits for repairs of existing facilities $369.60 407.00
= Valve boxes $369.60 407.00
= Manholes (construction, reconstruction, adjust when on existing line) $369.60 407.00
= Test holes $369.60 407.00
= Fire hydrants, installed on existing line $369.60 407.00
= Service connections $369.60 407.00
= Removal/demolition $407.00
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F. WAIVER, EXCEPTION, MODIFICATION AND EXEMPTION FEES

Fees in accordance with the table below shall be paid to the County upon submission of any request for a
waiver, exception, and modification of the County Ordinances, including but not limited to the Chesapeake
Bay Preservation Ordinance (Chapter 118), the Subdivision Ordinance (Chapter 101), the Zoning Ordinance
(Chapter 112.1), Stormwater Management Ordinance (Chapter 124), and the Public Facilities Manual (PFM).
The fee assessed shall be based on the Ordinance requirement and the type of plan submitted pursuant to
Chapter 101, 112.1 or 104 of the Code.

Resource Projection Area (RPA) Applications

County Ordinance

—

Chapter 118-5-1(a): Exemption

Pursuant to Chapter 101 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 104 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 No fee

2. Chapter 118-5-1(b): Exemption
Reconstruction of structures destroyed/damaged by casualty, if such reconstruction is otherwise
permitted by law and as long as the structure is reconstructed in the same location and creates no more
impervious area than existed with the prior structure.
Pursuant to Chapter 101 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 104 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 No fee

3. Chapter 118-5-2: Exemption for public utilities
Pursuant to Chapter 101 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 104 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 No fee

4. Chapter 118-5-3(a): Exemption
Water wells, site amenities for passive recreation, historic preservation, and archeological activities
located within an RPA.

Pursuant to Chapter 101 No fee

Pursuant to Chapter 104 No fee

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 No fee
5. Chapter 118-5-3(b): Exemption for less than 2500 sf. Disturbance in RMA.

Pursuant to Chapter 101 No fee

Pursuant to Chapter 104 No fee

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 No fee
6. Chapter 118-5-3(c): Exemption

Pursuant to Chapter 101 No fee

Pursuant to Chapter 104 No fee

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 No fee
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6.7. Chapter 118-5-4(a): Waiver
Loss of buildable area in RPA for lots recorded prior to 10/01/89 with no encroachment into the seaward
50 feet of the RPA buffer area.
Pursuant to Chapter 101
Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204-00 224.00
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876.00 964.00

#-8. Chapter 118-5-4(b): Waiver

Loss of buildable area in RPA for lots recorded between 10/01/89 and 11/18/03 for houses located within

the RPA, with no encroachment into the seaward 50 feet for the RPA buffer area.

Pursuant to Chapter 101

Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204.00 224.00
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876-00 964.00

8.9. Chapter 118-5-5(a): Exception

Waiver of the performance criteria for minor additions to principal structures established as of 7/01/93. No

accessory structures or uses.

Pursuant to Chapter 101

Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204.00 224.00
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876.00 964.00

9.10.  Chapter 118-5-5(b): Exception
Waiver of the performance criteria for minor additions to principal structures established between 7/01/93
and 11/18/03 and located within the RPA. No accessory structures or uses.

Pursuant to Chapter 101
Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204.00 224.00

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876.00 964.00

10:11. Chapter 118-6-7: Exception
Loss of buildable area in RPA for lots recorded prior to 1/18/03 that does not meet the requirements of
118-5-4. A Public Hearing is required. (see note 4)
Pursuant to Chapter 101
Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204.00 224.00
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876-00 964.00

11+:12. Chapter 118-6-8: Exception
Construction of accessory structures and uses to principal structures that were established as of 7/1/93
and do not result in the creation of 1,000 sq. ft. of additional impervious area within RPA, or that exceeds
2 percent of the lot area up to maximum 2,500 sq. ft., whichever is greater. A Public Hearing is required.
(see note 4)
Pursuant to Chapter 101
Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204.00 224.00
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876-00 964.00

12.13. Chapter 118-6-9: General Exception
General exception for construction in an RPA. A Public Hearing is required. (see note 4)

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876.00 964.00

Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204.00 224.00

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876-00 964.00
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Best Management Practices (BMP) and Stormwater Management (SWM) Applications (see note 5)
County Ordinance

1. PFM 6-0402.4: SWM/BMP Modification:
to use an innovative water quality or detention facility

Pursuant to Chapter 101 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 104 No fee
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 No fee

2. Chapter 124-6-1, Chapter 118-3-2(e):
Water Quality Exception for site and subdivision plans

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876.00 964.00
Pursuant to Chapter 104
Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876-00 964.00

3. Chapter 124-6-1, Chapter 112-7-808(1) PFM 6-0401.2:
Water Quality Exception for sites located in the Water Supply Overlay District

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876-00 964.00

Pursuant to Chapter 104

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876.00 964.00
4. PFM 6-0301.2 General Water Quantity Exception

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876.00 964.00

Pursuant to Chapter 104

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876-00 964.00
5. PFM 6-0303.6 SWM Modification to construct an underground detention facility with non-standard

materials.

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876.00 964.00

Pursuant to Chapter 104

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876-00 964.00

6. PFM 6-1603.4: SWM Waiver of the dam breach analysis for dams <70 acres, <15 feet high and <25
acre-feet of storage.

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876.00 964.00

Pursuant to Chapter 104

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876.00 964.00
7. PFM 6-1600: SWM Waiver of the dam standards

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876-00 964.00

Pursuant to Chapter 104

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1 $876.00 964.00
8. Chapter 124-6-1, Chapter 118-3-2(e), PFM 6-0401.3: Water Quality Exception for a single lot grading

plan.

Pursuant to Chapter 101

Pursuant to Chapter 104 $204.00 224.00

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1
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Chapter 101-2-2(12), PFM 6-0303.7: SWM Modification to locate a detention facility on an individual
residential lot.

Pursuant to Chapter 101 $876.00 964.00
Pursuant to Chapter 104

Pursuant to Chapter 112.1

General Applications
County Ordinance

General Waiver:

Except as noted otherwise in this section, the fee associated with

a request for a waiver, exception, or modification of the requirements

of the County’s Ordinances, including but not limited to

the Subdivision Ordinance, Zoning Ordinance,

the Stormwater Management Ordinance, and the Public Facilities Manual. $876-00 964.00

Chapter 101-2-2: Public Street Frontage Waiver
Fee for a waiver of the public street frontage requirement.
A Public Hearing is required (see note 4) $2,460.00 2,706.00

Minor Adjustment of Property Lines: Fee for a waiver associated
with the minor adjustment of property lines. $312.00.343.00

CBPO waivers and exception requests submitted under §§ 118-5 and 118-6 require submission of a
concurrent Water Quality Impact Assessment (WQIA) and application fee.

Water quality fees are not required for plans and permits reviewed under Chapter 104 for which fees
have been paid in connection with the review and approval of WQIA’s, RPA Boundary Delineations,
RMA Boundary Delineations, and CBPO exceptions filed under Chapters 101 and 112.1 of the Code.

In no instance shall the total fee for all waivers, exceptions and modifications
associated with a subdivision, site plan or minor site plan exceed: $3,504.00 3,854.00
CBPO waivers and exceptions associated with grading plans shall not exceed:  $876.00 964.00

An additional fee shall be paid with the submission of an exception request
when a public hearing is required under Article 6 of Chapter 118 of the Code,
in the amount of: $438.00 482.00

A single fee shall be paid when combined stormwater and BMP waivers
are submitted simultaneously, in the amount of: $1,030.00 1,133.00

The cumulative fee for any modifications or waivers requested

for the portion of a development in which affordable dwelling units

are located, and which relate to typical street sections, sidewalks,

and/or curb and gutter, shall not exceed: $876-00 964.00

A single fee shall be paid when a combined WQIA and PFM Modification of
RPA planting density requirements are submitted simultaneously, in the
amount of WQIA Fee
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Case Review of Fees: In the event that, prior to plan approval for review fees or prior to bond release for
inspection fees, the payor disputes the fee charged, he may request in writing to the Director a case review of
costs incurred by the County. In the case where the review reveals that the fees paid exceed 100% of the
costs, then a refund of the difference shall be made. If the case review reveals that 100% of the costs
incurred by the County exceed the fees paid, then the developer shall pay the difference to the County prior to
plan approval for review fees, or prior to bond release for inspection fees.

G. PERMITS FOR DISCHARGES OF STORMWATER FROM CONSTRUCCUTION ACTIVITY FEES

The following fees shall be paid for permits for Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act land-disturbing activities,
General Permits for Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activities, modification or transfer of
coverage under a permit, and permit maintenance.

(A) General / Stormwater Management — Base Fee

The state’s portion of the fees for initial coverage under the General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater from
Construction Activities shall be paid directly to the state in accordance with § 124-3-3.

1. Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act Land-Disturbing Activity (not subject

to General Permit coverage; Sites with land-disturbance acreage equal to

or greater than 2,500 square feet and less than 1 acre.) Fee not required

for land-disturbing activities exempt from the Stormwater Management

Ordinance under § 124-1-7. $308.00 339.00

2. All land disturbing activities requiring General Permit coverage
for Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activities. $308.00 339.00

(B) General / Stormwater Management — Modifications

Fees for the modification or transfer of registration statements for the General Permit for Discharges of
Stormwater from Construction Activities. If the permit modifications result in changes to stormwater
management plans that require additional review by the County, such reviews shall be subject to the fees set
out in this part. The fee assessed shall be based on the total disturbed acreage of the site. In addition to the
permit modification fee paid to the County, modifications resulting in an increase of total disturbed acreage
shall pay to the state the difference in the initial permit fee paid and the permit fee that would have applied for
the total disturbed acreage.

1. Small Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage less than one acre) $0.00

2. Small Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common

plans of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater

than one acre and less than five acres for construction of single-family detached

residential structures) $0.00

3. Small Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than one
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acre and less than five acres except for construction of single-family detached
residential structures)

4. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than five
acres and less than 10 acres)

5. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than 10
acres and less than 50 acres)

6. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than 50
acres and less than 100 acres)

7. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than 100
acres)

(C) General / Stormwater Management — Permit Maintenance

ATTACHMENT 1

$200-00 220.00

$250.00 275.00

$300-00 330.00

$450.00 495.00

$700.00 770.00

Fees for annual permit maintenance including expired state permits that have been administratively
continued. With respect to the General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activities,
these fees shall apply until the state permit coverage is terminated. Fees for annual permit maintenance will
be collected on a schedule consistent with the bond acceptance, approval, extension, reduction, and release
process for bonded projects and as part of the process for acceptance and release of conservation deposits

for non-bonded projects.

1. Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act Land-Disturbing Activity (not subject to
General Permit coverage; Sites with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater
than 2,500 square feet and less than 1 acre)

2. Small Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Areas within common plans of
development or sale with land-disturbance acreage less than one acre)

3. Small Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans

of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than one
acre and less than five acres for construction of single-family detached residential

structures)

4. Small Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than
one acre and less than five acres except for construction of single-family detached
residential structures)

5. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans

of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than
five acres and less than 10 acres)

155

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$400.00 440.00

$500.00 550.00
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6. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than 10
acres and less than 50 acres) $650.00 715.00

7. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than 50
acres and less than 100 acres) $900.00.990.00

8. Large Construction Activity/Land Clearing (Sites or areas within common plans
of development or sale with land-disturbance acreage equal to or greater than 100
acres) $4,400-00 1,540.00

lll. MISCELLANEOUS FEES

The following fees must be paid to the County incidental to the Building and Site Development Fees

identified in Parts | and Il above. Fees must be paid in conjunction with the submission of the related

plan, permit or application for processing.
Ninitioating Ean mar crtiara fant mf o icci
foranePlandesignatedplantype———————— 8075

e Technology Surcharge — Percentage of each transaction 00 10.00%
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 11

Authorization to Advertise a Public Hearing on Recovering Costs from Sign Violations

ISSUE:

Board approval of a portion of the County’s costs related to the removal and abatement
of illegal signs placed within the limits of the highway be assessed against each violator
and be collected by the Department of Code Compliance (DCC).

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends the Board authorize advertisement of a public
hearing on March 5, 2024, to increase the DCC administrative fee from $10 dollars to
$50 dollars for each sign illegally placed within the limits of a highway to recoup a
portion of the County costs. The public meeting will be held on April 16, 2024, at
3:00p.m.

TIMING:

DCC requests that the Board take action on April 16, 2024, at 3:00p.m. to approve the
recommended increase to the administrative fee. The Virginia Code and the County’s
Agreement with the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) permit collection of
these costs, in addition to the $100 civil penalty per sign. DCC would like to make this
increase effective July 1, 2024.

BACKGROUND:

On March 11, 2013, following a public hearing before the Board of Supervisors on
February 26, 2013, the Board of Supervisors entered into an agreement with the
Commissioner to act as the Commissioner’s agent to remove signs from the limits of the
highways within Fairfax County.

The Agreement authorized the Board to act as the agent for the Commissioner of
Highways for the purposes of removing any signs or advertising located within the limits
of the highway and collecting the penalties and costs provided for in Virginia Code §
33.2-1224 (formerly § 33.1-373).

After the Board signed this Agreement, the Sheriffs Community Labor Force (CLF)

began collecting signs. CLF collected signs in eight-hour shifts on Tuesdays,
Wednesdays, and Thursdays. Over the years, the Sheriff's Office spent approximately
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$32,000 annually on vehicle costs—fuel, mileage, maintenance, and replacement costs
of two trucks—to collect these signs. In addition, the Sheriff's Office employed one
deputy per truck for the three collection shifts at a cost of approximately $149,760
annually.

In the spring of 2016, the DCC began its illegal sign enforcement efforts. DCC hired
two non-merit employees dedicated solely to the illegal sign enforcement program.
Collectively, these employees’ salaries average $65,520 annually. DCC also has two
vehicles dedicated to its illegal sign enforcement efforts. DCC’s costs average $4,800
per vehicle annually. Additionally, DCC incurs administrative costs for this illegal sign
enforcement program including, but not limited to, invoicing, overseeing the program,
and preparing the non-compliant cases for litigation. On January 24, 2017, the Board
authorized DCC to impose and collect an administrative fee of $10 per sign for each
sign illegally placed within the limits of a highway.

To date, DCC has invoiced sign violators $309,320.00 and has collected $252,710.00 in
invoiced fines. This is a collection rate of 82%. That collection rate also includes
payments received from enforcement efforts by the Office of the County Attorney, which
has been taking legal actions against sign violators since 2016 to collect civil penalties
and costs as permitted by Virginia Code §§ 33.2-1224 and -1225.

In August of 2022, the CLF informed the Board that it no longer had capacity for the
sign removal program. So, during the 2023 legislative session, the Board of
Supervisors sought an amendment to Virginia Code § 33.2-1225 that would allow the
Board to engage contractors to remove signs from the rights of way. That amendment
was adopted on March 23, 2023, and took effect on July 1, 2023.

On June 27, 2023, the Board permitted the County to authorize contractors to act as the
Commissioner’s agent in fulfilling the purpose of the agreement. As part of FY2023
Third Quarter and Carryover Review, funding of approximately $440,000 was approved
for payment of the Sign removal contractor.

To date, the $10 administrative fee adopted in 2017 has never been increased. The
request for this increase is to recover a portion of costs associated with carrying out the
program, such as vehicle usage and depreciation; fuel; invoice and payment
processing; and contract administration. The Virginia Code does not define
administrative costs or set an exact amount that can be charged for such costs. The
activities and associated costs stated above are necessary for the removal and
abatement of these illegal signs, therefore, DCC requests the Board authorize an
increase from $10 to $50 per sign of Virginia Code § 33.2-1224 (formerly § 33.1-373).
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EQUITY IMPACT:
None.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Staff estimates that the imposition of the cost recovery fee increase from $10 to $50 per
sign could generate approximately $12,000 in revenue annually. Recognition of this
revenue, along with the associated $100 per sign civil penalty, will be included as part of
the FY 2025 budget.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1 — Agreement

STAFF:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Gabriel M. Zakkak, Director, Department of Code Compliance

Albena Assenova, Division Director, Department of Management and Budget

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Patrick Foltz, Assistant County Attorney
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Attachment 1

AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION AND

THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF

FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

FOR ENFORCEMENT OF LAWS REGARDING ILLEGAL SIGNS AND ADVERTISING
WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE HIGHWAY

THIS AGREEMENT is made this_ 27 day of July 2023 | between the Commissioner of
Highways of the Commonwealth of Virginia (Commissioner), and the County of Fairfax, Virginia, acting by
and through its Board of Supervisors (Board).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, pursuant to Title 33.2, Chapter 12, Article 1 ofthe Code of Virginia (1950), as amended (Code),
the Commissioner, as the chief executive officer of the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT),
enforces the prohibition on the placement of signs and advertising within the limits of highways in the
Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the Board, as the governing bedy of Fairfax County, has an interest in protecting the public
health, safety, and welfare, and in protecting the appearance of the County, in general; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found that the proliferation of signs and advertising in the rights-of-way of
highways in Fairfax County threatens the public safety and the welfare of the County, and has a negative effect
on the appearance of highways; and

WHEREAS, after a public hearing on the matter and as documented by the summary of the Board's meeting on
June 27, 2023, attached hereto as Exhibit A, the Board expressed its desire and agreement to enter into this
Agreement with the Commissioner to enforce the provisions of § 33.2-1224 of the Code, and to collect the
penalties and costs provided therein pursuant to § 33.2-1225 and

WHEREAS, the Commissioner desires the Board's assistance in removing signs and advertising from the
highways in Fairfax County.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual benefits to be derived from this Agreement, the
parties hereto agree as follows:

I. Pursuant to § 33.2-1225 of the Code, the Commissicner hereby authorizes the Board to act as the
Commissioner's agent for the purpose of removing any signs or advertising located within the rights-of-
way, in violation of § 33.2-1224 of the Code.

2. The Commissioner further authorizes the Board to act as the Commissioner's agent, pursuant to § 33.2-1225
of the Codle, for the purpose of collecting the penalties and costs provided forin § 33.2-1224 of the Coule,

3. The Board may authorize local law-enforcement agencies, including, without limitation, the Fairfax
County Sheriffs Office, other local governmental entities, or contractors to act as agents of the

Commissioner for the purpose of fulfilling the terms of this Agreement.

4.  Any penalties and costs collected under this Agreement shall be paid to Fairfax County.

5. Any signs or advertising promoting and/or providing directions to a special event erected from Saturday
through the following Monday shall not be subject to this Agreement.
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11.

The Board shall require each of its employees, contractors, and any volunteers who are authorized to act
on its behalf to comply with the provisions of this Agreement and all applicable laws.

If a lawfully placed sign is confiscated by an employee, contractor, or volunteer authorized to act for the
Board in violation of the authority granted under this Agreement, the sign owner shall have the right to
reclaim the sign within five business days of the date of such confiscation.

The Parties agree that the following procedures shatl apply to the collection of penalties and costs
referenced in Paragraph 2, above, and any appeals thereto:

a. The Board, or its designee, when collecting the penalties and costs referenced in Paragraph 2, above,
shall issue an invoice to the person, firm, or corporation that erected, painted, printed, placed, put, or
affixed such sign, or advertisement, or the person, firm or corporation being advertised, for
collection of any and all penalties and costs, as provided in §33.2-1224, which shall provide that
within 30 days, 33 days if the invoice is sent by mail, the person, firm, or corporation who receives
the invoice shall either (a) remit payment of the inveice to the Board, or its designee, or {b) notify
the Board or its designee in writing that matter and/or the penalties and costs are disputed.

b. Inthe event that a person, firm, or corporation disputes the matter and/or penalties and costs as
noted in subdivision a. the Board shall be responsible for resolving the dispute in accord with all
applicable laws,

This Agreement may be terminated upon 30 days' written notice by either party to the other party.

. This Agreement may be amended at any time by the written agreement of the parties.

This Agreement supersedes the March 11, 2013, agreement between the Board of Supervisors and the
Commissioner of Highways.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Parties have caused this Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized
representatives:

VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

w/ 44/_ | ;&:ﬂ; till
’f f = e - -

Commissioner of Highways County Executive of Fairfax

N.{.‘-eunlg-{'ommonwealth of Virginia

Department of Transportation
DIRELTOR, oFFICE of LALD USE
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60.

-51- June 27, 2023

4 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARING ON AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE

COMMISSIONER OF HIGHWAYS AND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REGARDING REMOVING SIGNS LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF
ANY HIGHWAY IN FAIRFAX COUNTY (6:16 p.m.)

A Certificate of Publication was filed from the editor of the Washington Times
showing that notice of said public hearing was duly advertised in that newspaper in
the issues of June 9 and June 16, 2023.

David Stoner, Deputy County Attorney, presented the staff report.

Discussion ensued, with input from Gabriel Zakkak, Director, Department of Code
Compliance, and Mr. Stoner, regarding:

Administrative fees

Sign removal expenses

Timeline to begin enforcement

The amount of time signs are allowed to be put on the roadway

Providing the appropriate County staff with the correct timeframe
for signs

The location of signs included in the agreement

Following the public hearing, Mr. Stoner presented the staff recommendation.

Discussion ensued, with input from Mr. Stoner and Mr. Zakkak, regarding:

Whether the agreement includes medians and right-of ways
The roads identified for enforcement

Increasing the number of roads eligible for enforcement

Bryan Hill, County Executive, asked staff to send the Board the current list of the
99 roads identified for enforcement.

Supervisor Alcorn moved that the Board:

*

Enter into the agreement with the Commissioner of Highways
regarding removing signs located within the limits of any highway
in Fairfax County in substantially the same form as set forth in
Attachment | of the Board Agenda Item
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61,

62.

¢ Authorize the County Executive to sign the agreement
The motion was multiply seconded and it carried by unanimous vote.

4 PM. - PROPOSED PLAN AMENDMENT  2021-1V-S2,
VILLA PARK ROAD, LOCATED SOUTH OF VILLA PARK ROAD
ANDWEST OF THE RAMP BETWEEN BACKLICK ROAD
AND WESTBOUND FRANCONIA-SPRINGFIELD PARKWAY

{FRANCONIA DISTRICT) (6:35 p.m.)

Sophia Fisher, Planner I, Zoning Evaluation Division (ZED), Department of
Planning and Development (DPD), presented the staff report.

Discussion ensued, with input from Ms. Fisher, and Thomas Burke, Planner,
Transportation Planning Division, Department of Transportation, regarding:

¢ Tree preservation requirements

e Parking along Wesley Road and whether “No Parking” signs could
be a mitigation if the need arises

¢ Language in the proposed Plan Amendment

e Access to the property, whether there are any alternatives, and what
the limitations would be

e Sidewalks

Discussion continued, with input from Graham Owen, Branch Chief, Policy and
Plan Development Branch, DPD, and Leanna O’Donnell, Director, Planning
Division, DPD, regarding changing and/or adding language to address vehicular
and pedestrian safety issues.

Discussion continued, regarding the plan amendment language, with input from
Elizabeth Teare, County Attorney, regarding deferring the public hearing.

Supervisor  Lusk moved to defer the public hearing on
Plan Amendment 2021-1V-S2, Villa Park Road, until July 25,2023, at 3p.m. The
motion was multiply seconded and it carried by unanimous vote.

4 P.M. — PUBLIC COMMENT ON ISSUES OF CONCERN (7:07 p.m.}
A Certificate of Publication was filed from the editor of the Washington Times

showing that notice of said public comment was duly advertised in that newspaper
in the issues of June 9 and June 16, 2023,
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ADMINISTRATIVE - 12

Authorization to Advertise Publication of the FY 2025 Budget and Required Tax Rates,
the FY 2025 Effective Tax Rate Increase, the Advertised Capital Improvement Program
for Fiscal Years 2025-2029 (with Future Fiscal Years to 2034), and Notice of Associated
Public Hearings

ISSUE:

Board authorization to advertise the FY 2025 County budget, the tax rates that are
proposed to support the FY 2025 budget, the Capital Improvement Program for Fiscal
Years 2025-2029, the FY 2025 Effective Tax Rate Increase, and give notice of
associated public hearings. Advertising these rates will not prevent the Board from
lowering any advertised tax rate, but higher tax rates could not be imposed without
advertising such rates.

RECOMMENDATION:

The revenue projections included in the FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan are based on
a Real Estate Tax rate of $1.135 per $100 of assessed value, which is a 4-cent increase
over the FY 2024 Adopted Budget Plan. A balance of $3,826,826 remains unallocated
and is available for the Board’s consideration. However, staff continue to monitor state
budget action particularly as it relates to Schools and Metro funding, as well as Metro’s
action on its own budget.

The County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of (1) a
public hearing on the FY 2025 Budget; (2) of a brief synopsis of the FY 2025 Budget;
and (3) a real estate tax rate for FY 2025 at a rate between $1.155 and $1.175, an
increase of between 6 and 8 cents over the current tax rate of $1.095, to allow for and
encourage engagement of residents in the discussion on the County’s budget
challenges. Advertising a rate above what is included in the FY 2025 Advertised
Budget Plan does not prevent the Board from lowering any advertised tax rate, but a
higher tax rate cannot be imposed without having advertised the higher rate.

The total increase in assessed value of existing property is expected to be 1.91 percent.
In FY 2025, the assessed value of residential real property is expected to increase by
2.86 percent and non-residential property is expected to decrease by 1.24 percent.
Virginia Code § 58.1-3321 requires that a separate public hearing be held on the
effective tax rate if the reassessment of real property results in an increase of one
percent or more in the total real property tax levied. Therefore, the County Executive
also recommends that the Board authorize advertisement of a public hearing on the
effective tax rate.
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In addition, the County Executive recommends that the Board authorize advertisement
of a public hearing on the FY 2025 — FY 2029 Advertised Capital Improvement Program
(with Future Fiscal Years to 2034).

Please note that the draft tax resolution to be advertised includes the following
recommendations regarding rates for FY 2025.

The following rates are recommended to increase:

Refuse Collection Services assessment from $490 per household unit to $555
per household unit.

Refuse Disposal Services assessment from $72 per ton to $79 per ton.

Leaf Collection Districts from $0.012 to $0.019 per $100 assessed value.

The following rates are recommended to be advertised with no change:

Reston Community Center at $0.047 per $100 assessed value.
McLean Community Center at $0.023 per $100 assessed value.
Burgundy Village Community Center at $0.020 per $100 assessed value.

Commercial and Industrial Tax for Transportation at $0.125 per $100
assessed value.

Special service district for pest infestations at $0.0010 per $100 assessed
value.

Rail to Dulles Phase | Transportation Improvement District Levy at $0.09 per
$100 assessed value.

Rail to Dulles Phase Il Transportation Improvement District Levy at $0.18 per
$100 assessed value.

Reston Transportation Service District at $0.021 per $100 of assessed value.

Route 28 Highway Transportation Improvement District Levy at $0.16 per
$100 assessed value.

Tysons Transportation Service District at $0.05 per $100 assessed value.
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e Stormwater Service District Levy at $0.0325 per $100 assessed value.

Also included in the brief synopsis of the FY 2025 budget advertisement is information
as it relates to the Personal Property Tax Relief Act (PPTRA) and the percentage of
state “Car Tax” subsidy on qualifying personal property tax levy. On November 21,
2005, as part of Action Item 3, the Board of Supervisors adopted a resolution to
implement the state “Car Tax” changes found in the Executive Amendments to the
2004-2006 Biennial Budget, specifically state Budget Iltem 503(E) of the Central
Appropriations Act, in accordance with the requirements set forth in Virginia Code
Sections 58.1-3524(C)(2) and 58.1-3912(E), as amended by Chapter 1 of the Acts of
Assembly (2004 Special Session 1) and as set forth in Iltem 503(E)(Personal Property
Tax Relief Program) of Chapter 951 of the 2005 Acts of Assembly.

Beginning in tax year 2006, the state “Car Tax” subsidy on qualifying vehicles was
“capped” to a statewide total of $950 million. Based on the final report from the state
Auditor of Public Accounts, dated February 2006, Fairfax County’s share of this $950
million was fixed at 22.2436 percent, or $211,313,944.16. The annual subsidy is frozen
at this amount and is factored into the FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan.

Consistent with the November 21, 2005, Board resolution, the state “Car Tax” funding
will provide a 100 percent subsidy of the tax year 2024 levy for qualifying vehicles
valued at $1,000 or less and a 100 percent subsidy of the tax year 2024 levy on the
value up to $20,000 for vehicles leased by a qualified military service member and/or
spouse. Furthermore, the state “Car Tax” funding is estimated to provide a 50.0 percent
subsidy of the tax year 2024 levy for all other qualifying vehicles on the value up to
$20,000.

Please note that a separate item recommending Board authorization to advertise public
hearings for sewer rate revision notices is included in the March 5, 2024, Board
package. The sewer rate revision notices authorize the increase in the Base Charge
from $44.81 per quarter, totaling $179.24 per year, to $49.73 per quarter, totaling
$198.92 per year. The Sewer Service Charge will increase from $8.46 per 1,000
gallons of water consumption to $8.81 per 1,000 gallons of water consumption. The
Sewer Availability Fee will increase from $8,860 to $9,038 per new home being
constructed. A separate public hearing on sewer rate revisions will be held on Tuesday,
April 16, 2024.

TIMING:

Action is requested to be taken on March 5, 2024, to meet the various legal
requirements associated with the FY 2025 Budget and Required Tax Rates, the FY
2025 Effective Tax Rate Increase, and the Advertised Capital Improvement Program for
Fiscal Years 2025-2029 (With Future Fiscal Years to 2034).
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BACKGROUND:

Virginia Code Section 15.2-2506 requires the publication of a brief synopsis of the
budget at least seven days prior to the date set for public hearing.

Virginia Code Section 58.1- requires a public hearing be held when an increase in the
real estate tax levy for existing property based on an equalization is greater than one
percent. The assessed value of existing real estate is projected to increase 1.91
percent due to equalization, which exceeds the one-percent threshold for that statute.
That section requires the publication of a statutory notice prior to the date set for the
public hearing.

Therefore, this item requests Board authorization to advertise the following items in
accordance with the notification requirements listed above.

A brief synopsis of the FY 2025 Budget, including information as it relates to
the impact of the Personal Property Tax Relief Act (PPTRA) on the
percentage of state “Car Tax” subsidy on qualifying personal property tax levy

Proposed Tax Rates for tax year 2024
The effective tax rate notice required by Virginia Code Section 58.1-3321
Notice of public hearings on the FY 2025 Budget, the Effective Tax Rate, and

FY 2025 — FY 2029 Advertised Capital Improvement Program (With Future
Fiscal Years to 2034)

In order to meet these legal requirements and hold to the scheduled public hearing
dates, the advertisements must be approved no later than March 5, 2024. This will
permit the County to adhere to the following budget schedule:

Public Hearing on the FY 2025 Effective Tax Rate — April 16, 2024. Please
note the Public Hearing on the Effective Tax Rate is separate from the Public
Hearings on the Budget. However, citizens may speak on the Effective Tax
Rate during the Public Hearings on the FY 2025 Budget.

Public Hearings on the FY 2025 Budget, the FY 2025 — FY 2029 Advertised
Capital Improvement Program (With Future Fiscal Years to 2034) and
proposed FY 2025 Tax Rates — April 16-18, 2024.

Public Hearings on the FY 2024 Third Quarter Review — April 16-18, 2024.
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e FY 2025 Budget Mark-up and Board Adoption of the FY 2024 Third Quarter
Review — April 30, 2024.

e Board Adoption of Fiscal Plan, Tax Levies, and Appropriation Resolution —
May 7, 2024.

e School transfer set (required by May 15 or 30 days after the State approves
aid to schools).

In addition, it should be noted that for FY 2025 the allowable asset limits associated with
the Real Estate Tax Relief Program for the Elderly and Disabled are maintained at the
FY 2024 level. In FY 2025, the income limits of the Tax Relief program provide 100
percent exemption for elderly and disabled taxpayers with incomes up to $60,000; 75
percent exemption for eligible applicants with income between $60,001 and $70,000; 50
percent exemption for eligible applicants with income between $70,001 and $80,000;
and 25 percent exemption if income is between $80,001 and $90,000. The allowable
asset limit in FY 2025 is $400,000 for all ranges of tax relief and that limit does not
include the value of the residence of the applicant and five acres of land on which the
residence is located and that cannot be subdivided under approved zoning. Relief is
granted to a maximum limit of 125 percent of the mean assessed value of all residential
properties in Fairfax County as of January 1, 2024. In addition, veterans who have a
100 percent permanent and total disability related to military service, or their surviving
spouse, are eligible for full Real Estate Tax relief regardless of income and assets.

The Board of Supervisors approved a Real Estate Tax Deferral program for eligible
seniors and people with disabilities beginning in FY 2024. To qualify for the program,
total combined gross household income from the immediately preceding year may not
exceed $100,000. Additionally, the total net worth of applicants and owners may not
exceed $500,000, not including the value of the home, its furnishings and the home site,
up to five acres of land. The deferred real estate taxes are subject to an annual
compounding interest at the rate of the prime rate set by the Wall Street Journal plus
1.00 percent per year (not to exceed 8.00 percent in total). The total deferred taxes and
accumulated interest may not in aggregate exceed 10 percent of the assessed value of
the property and are due to the County upon the sale or transfer of the property and
within one year of the date of passing of the eligible applicant.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The FY 2025 Real Estate Tax rate of $1.135 per $100 of assessed value results in the
revenue projections outlined in the FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan. Each penny on the
Real Estate Tax rate equates to $32,318,822 in General Fund revenue.
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ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment | - Brief Synopsis of the FY 2025 Budget

Attachment Il - Draft Resolution Adopting Fairfax County Tax Rates for FY 2025
Attachment Il - Notice of a Proposed Tax Increase for FY 2025

STAFF:

Bryan J. Hill, County Executive

Christina Jackson, Deputy County Executive/Chief Financial Officer

Philip Hagen, Director, Department of Management and Budget

Katie Horstman, Deputy Director, Department of Management and Budget
Joe LaHait, Deputy Director, Department of Management and Budget
Jaydeep Doshi, Director, Department of Tax Administration

ASSIGNED COUNSEL:
Patricia McCay, Senior Assistant County Attorney
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
COUNTY OF FAIRFAX

In accordance with Virginia law, notice is hereby given that the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County,
Virginia, will meet in the Board Auditorium of the Fairfax County Government Center, 12000 Government
Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia on April 16 at 4:00 P.M. and April 17 and April 18 at 3:00 P.M. The
purpose of these meetings is to consider the adoption of an FY 2025 County Budget and to consider such
tax rate changes as described therein. A brief synopsis of the FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan is shown
below. Citizens may appear and be heard for and against the following estimates of revenues,
expenditures, transfers and surpluses as contained in the FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan and proposed
tax rate changes. Fiscal Year 2025 begins on July 1, 2024, and ends on June 30, 2025.

At the same time, the Board of Supervisors will hear public testimony regarding proposed adoption of the
FY 2025— FY 2029 Advertised Capital Improvement Program (With Future Fiscal Years to 2034).

All persons wishing to present their views on these subjects may sign up to be placed on the Speakers List
at www.fairfaxcounty.gov/bosclerk/speakers-form, call the Office of the Clerk to the Board at 703-324-3151,
or appear and be heard. Copies of the full text of proposed ordinances, plans and amendments, as
applicable, as well as other documents relating to the aforementioned subjects, are on file and may be
examined at the Office of the Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Suite 552 of the Fairfax County Government
Center, 12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia.

Fairfax County supports the Americans with Disabilities Act by making reasonable accommodations for
persons with disabilities. Open captioning will be provided in the Board Auditorium. For sign language
interpreters or other accommodations, please call the Clerk's Office, 703-324-3151, TTY 711 (Virginia
Relay Center) no later than 48 hours before the public hearing. Assistive listening devices will be available
at the meeting.

Copies of the EY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan and the FY 2025 — FY 2029 Advertised Capital Improvement
Program (With Future Fiscal Years to 2034) are available on the Internet at www.fairfaxcounty.gov/budget.
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TAX REQUIRED OTHER RESOURCES
TOTAL APPROPRIATED
EXPENDITURES FY2025  FY2024  FY2023 OTHER TRANSFERS FROM/(ADDED TO)
Fund EXPENDITURES TRANSFERS OUT & TRANSFERS OUT AMOUNT RATE RATE RATE STATE AID FEDERALAID  RECEIPTS IN SURPLUS
GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
General Fund Group
10001 General Fund ' $2,045,765,355 $3,414,941,272 $5,460,706,627 $4,207,521,726 1135 a 1.095 a 1110 a $325,617,385 ¢ $41,150,532 $886,204,182 $10,344,474 ($10,131,672)
457 b 457 b 457 b

10010 Revenue Stabilization 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,000,000 0 (9,000,000)
10015 Economic Opportunity Reserve 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,000,000 576,211 (1,576,211) d
10020 Consolidated Community Funding Pool 13,542,806 0 13,542,806 0 0 0 0 13,542,806 0
10030 Contributory Fund 19,693,041 0 19,693,041 0 0 0 0 19,667,330 25711
10040 Information Technology 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total General Fund Group $2,079,001,202 $3,414,941,272 $5,493,942,474 $4,207,521,726 $325,617,385 $41,150,532 $896,204,182 $44,130,821 ($20,682,172)
Debt Service Funds
20000 Consolidated Debt Service $364,903,981 $0 $364,903,981 $0 $0 $1,800,000 $593,600 $362,510,381 $0
Capital Project Funds
30000 Metro Operations and Construction $103,357,196 $3,689,074 $107,046,270 $0 $0 $0 $44,000,000 $63,046,270 $0
30010 General Construction and Contributions 31,861,769 0 31,861,769 0 0 0 3,202,836 28,658,933 0
30015 Environmental and Energy Program 1,298,767 0 1,298,767 0 0 0 0 1,298,767 0
30020 Infrastructure Replacement and Upgrades 2,500,000 0 2,500,000 0 0 0 0 2,500,000 0
30030 Library Construction 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30040 Contributed Roadway Improvement 0 186,350 186,350 0 0 0 186,350 0 0
30050 Transportation Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30060 Pedestrian Walkway Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30070 Public Safety Construction 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30080 Commercial Revitalization Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30090 Pro Rata Share Drainage Construction 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30300 Affordable Housing Develop and 38,118,750 0 38,118,750 32,318,750 e 0 0 5,800,000 0 0
30310 Housing Assistance Program 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30400 Park Authority Bond Construction 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
$31000 Public School Construction 259,570,043 0 259,570,043 0 0 0 231,451,000 28,147,127 (28,084)

Total Capital Project Funds $436,706,525 $3,875,424 $440,581,949 $32,318,750 $0 $0 $284,640,186 $123,651,097 ($28,084)
Special Revenue Funds
40000 County Transit Systems $177,358,888 $0 $177,358,888 $0 $78,839,026 $0 $5,529,351 $91,139,461 $1,851,050
40010 County and Regional Transportation Projects 76,065,128 43,222,857 119,287,985 62,634,265 0125 f 0.125 f 0125 f 56,653,720 0 0 0 0
40030 Cable Communications 11,996,234 8,165,036 20,161,270 0 0 0 17,771,228 0 2,390,042
40040 Fairfax-Falls Church Community Services Board 220,442,785 0 220,442,785 0 8,451,543 4,208,641 26,335,450 181,447,151 0
40045 Early Childhood Birth to 5 35,001,831 0 35,001,831 0 0 44,689 171,271 34,785,871 0
40050 Reston Community Center 13,395,774 0 13,395,774 10,063,655 0047 g 0.047 g 0047 g 0 0 1,505,623 0 1,826,496
40060 McLean Community Center 8,244,216 0 8,244,216 6,246,181 0023 g 0023 g 0023 g 0 0 1,297,221 0 700,814
40070 Burgundy Village Community Center 49,321 0 49,321 43,551 0.020 h 0.020 h 0.020 h 0 0 63,156 0 (57,386)
40080 Integrated Pest Management Program 3,658,922 159,824 3,818,746 3,227,550 0.001 i 0.001 i 0.001 i 0 0 7,691 0 583,505
40090 E-911 63,942,782 0 63,942,782 0 3,396,251 0 40,728,880 16,751,841 3,065,810
40100 Stormwater Services 102,268,020 1,609,462 103,877,482 103,877,482 0.0325 j 0.0325 j 0.0325 j 0 0 0 0 0
40110 Dulles Rail Phase | Transportation Improvement District 13,826,300 0 13,826,300 15,590,343 0.09 k 0.09 k 0.09 k 0 0 0 0 (1,764,043)
40120 Dulles Rail Phase Il Transportation Improvement District 10,661,564 0 10,661,564 19,372,827 0181 018 1 0201 0 0 0 0 (8,711,263)
40125 Metrorail Parking System Pledged Revenues 13,509,830 0 13,509,830 0 0 0 5,850,660 2,354,867 5,304,303
40130 Leaf Collection 4,810,464 44,193 4,854,657 0 0019 m 0.012 m 0012 m 0 0 4,303,056 0 551,601
40140 Refuse Collection and Recycling Operations 26,584,987 539,815 27,124,802 0 555 n 490 n 475 n 189,668 0 25,056,498 0 1,878,636
40150 Refuse Disposal 70,561,654 802,437 71,364,091 0 790 720 70 o 0 0 64,830,654 0 6,533,437
40170 1-95 Refuse Disposal 13,680,541 249,596 13,930,137 0 3140 q 2970 q 2844 q 0 0 12,633,617 0 1,396,520
40180 Tysons Service District 0 0 0 8,913,369 005 r 0.05 r 005 r 0 0 0 0 (8,913,369)
40190 Reston Service District 0 0 0 2,557,505 0.021s 0.021's 0.021 s 0 0 0 0 (2,557,505)
40200 Land Development Services 55,246,862 433,852 55,680,714 0 0 0 58,507,477 0 (2,916,763)
40300 Housing Trust 4,211,206 0 4,211,206 0 0 0 4,211,206 0 0
40330 Elderly Housing Programs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40360 Homeowner and Business Loan Programs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
50000 Federal/State Grants 146,205,056 0 146,205,056 0 65,688,324 65,713,707 9,718,105 5,084,920 0
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TAX REQUIRED OTHER RESOURCES
TOTAL APPROPRIATED
EXPENDITURES FY 2025 FY 2024 FY 2023 OTHER TRANSFERS FROM/(ADDED TO)
Fund EXPENDITURES TRANSFERS OUT & TRANSFERS OUT AMOUNT RATE RATE RATE STATE AID FEDERAL AID RECEIPTS IN SURPLUS
Special Revenue Funds (Cont.)
50800 Community Development Block Grant 5,682,469 0 5,682,469 0 0 5,682,469 0 0 0
50810 HOME Investment Partnerships Program 2,385,371 0 2,385,371 0 0 2,385,371 0 0 0
510000 Public School Operating * 3,684,556,210 40,062,780 3,724,618,990 0 977,458,302 51,091,748 82,677,848 2,585,284,875 28,106,217
$40000 Public School Food and Nutrition Services 148,784,280 0 148,784,280 0 3,009,687 58,178,668 36,736,649 0 50,859,276 t
$43000 Public School Adult and Community Education 9,566,371 0 9,566,371 0 1,144,465 2,253,526 4,772,130 1,396,250 0
$50000 Public School Grants & Self Supporting Programs 95,733,544 0 95,733,544 0 8,988,146 51,001,131 8,233,400 24,578,680 2,932,187 u
Total Special Revenue Funds $5,018,430,610 $95,289,852 $5,113,720,462 $232,526,728 $1,203,819,132 $240,559,950 $410,931,171 $2,942,823,916 $83,059,565
TOTAL GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS $7,899,042,318 $3,514,106,548 $11,413,148,866  $4,472,367,204 $1,529,436,517 $283,510,482  $1,592,369,139 $3,473,116,215 $62,349,309
PROPRIETARY FUNDS
Internal Service Funds
60000 County Insurance $35,165,012 $0 $35,165,012 $0 $0 $0 $685,000 $24,439,550 $10,040,462
60010 Department of Vehicle Services 97,220,954 0 97,220,954 0 0 0 91,311,912 0 5,909,042
60020 Document Services Division 9,621,880 0 9,621,880 0 0 0 5,044,426 4,591,361 (13,907)
60030 Technology Infrastructure Services 62,482,945 0 62,482,945 0 0 0 45,493,122 14,982,597 2,007,226
60040 Health Benefits 199,481,539 0 199,481,539 0 0 0 203,815,656 0 (4,334,117)
$60000 Public School Insurance 23,782,643 0 23,782,643 0 0 0 20,390,210 0 3,392,433 v
$62000 Public School Health and Flexible Benefits 627,036,637 0 627,036,637 0 0 0 551,740,362 0 75,296,275 w
Total Internal Service Funds $1,054,791,610 $0 $1,054,791,610 $0 $0 $0 $918,480,688 $44,013,508 $92,297,414
Enterprise Funds
69000 Sewer Revenue $0 $304,000,000 $304,000,000 $0 881 x 846 x 8.09 x $0 $0 $304,034,500 $0 (834,500)
9,038 y 8,860 y 8592 y
4973 z 4481 z 40.14 z
69010 Sewer Operation and Maintenance 134,866,304 3,434,828 138,301,132 0 0 0 0 141,500,000 (3,198,868)
69020 Sewer Bond Parity Debt Service 45,708,354 0 45,708,354 0 0 0 0 45,500,000 208,354
69030 Sewer Bond Debt Reserve 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
69040 Sewer Bond Subordinate Debt Service 23,458,744 0 23,458,744 0 0 0 0 22,000,000 1,458,744
69300 Sewer Construction Improvements 95,000,000 0 95,000,000 0 0 0 0 95,000,000 0
69310 Sewer Bond Construction 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Enterprise Funds $299,033,402 $307,434,828 $606,468,230 $0 $0 $0 $304,034,500 $304,000,000 ($1,566,270)
TOTAL PROPRIETARY FUNDS $1,353,825,012 $307,434,828 $1,661,259,840 $0 $0 $0 $1,222,515,188 $348,013,508 $90,731,144
FIDUCIARY FUNDS
Custodial Funds
70000 Route 28 Tax District $12,702,072 $0 $12,702,072 $11,702,072 0.16 aa 0.16 aa 017 aa $0 $0 $1,000,000 $0 $0
70040 Mosaic District Community Development Authority 4,878,700 0 4,878,700 4,878,700 0 0 0 0 0
Total Custodial Funds $17,580,772 $0 $17,580,772 $16,580,772 $0 $0 $1,000,000 $0 $0
Trust Funds
73000 Employees' Retirement Trust $494,970,850 $0 $494,970,850 $0 $0 $0 $716,808,494 $0 ($221,837,644)
73010 Uniformed Employees Retirement Trust 171,411,921 0 171,411,921 0 0 0 274,503,762 0 (103,091,841)
73020 Police Retirement Trust 144,653,225 0 144,653,225 0 0 0 217,456,893 0 (72,803,668)
73030 OPEB Trust 15,752,812 0 15,752,812 0 0 2,471,895 2,672,934 1,000,000 9,607,983
$71000 Educational Employees' Retirement 244,042,736 0 244,042,736 0 0 0 494,552,276 0 (250,509,540)
$71100 Public School OPEB Trust 18,563,500 0 18,563,500 0 0 0 28,438,000 0 (9,874,500)
Total Trust Funds $1,089,395,044 $0 $1,089,395,044 $0 $0 $2,471,895 $1,734,432,359 $1,000,000 ($648,509,210)
TOTAL FIDUCIARY FUNDS $1,106,975,816 $0 $1,106,975,816 $16,580,772 $0 $2,471,895 $1,735,432,359 $1,000,000 ($648,509,210)
TOTAL ALL FUNDS $10,359,843,146 $3,821,541,376 $14,181,384,522 $4,488,947,976 $1,529,436,517 $285,982,377 $4,550,316,686 $3,822,129,723 ($495,428,757)

" Personal Property taxes of $211,313,944 that are reimbursed by the Commonwealth as a result of the Personal Property Tax Reli ef Act of 1998 are included in the Revenue from the Commonwealth category in accordance with guidelines from the State Auditor of Public Accounts.

2 The proposed County General Fund transfer for school operations in FY 2025 totals $2,584,409,875, an increase of $165,000,000 , or 6.8 percent, over the FY 2024 Adopted Budget Plan. This amount does not fully fund the recurring portion of the transfer request approved by the School Board on February 8, 2024. The
Fairfax County Public Schools Superintendent's Proposed Budget reflected a General Fund transfer increase of $254,028,183, or 10.5 percent, over the FY 2024 Adopted Budget Plan.
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FOOTNOTES

Tax Required

Revenue 2025 2024 2023

Amount Rate Rate Rate
OTHER REAL ESTATE & PERSONAL
PROPERTY TAX RATES
PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS
Equalized a $40,285,196 1.135 1.095 1.110
Vehicles b 404,477 4.57 4.57 4.57
OTHER

Mining and Manufacturing Machinery and Tools
(General Fund Revenue) b 235,885 2.00 2.00 2.00
Research and Development (General Fund Revenue)
b 2,907 457 457 457
Antique Automobiles b - 001 0.01 0.01
Mobile Homes a 171,726  1.135 1.095 1.110
Van Pools-Privately Owned Vans b - 001 0.01 0.01
Motor Vehicles Owned by Members of a Volunteer
Rescue Squad or Volunteer Fire Department b - 001 0.01 0.01
Motor Vehicles Owned by Members of the Auxiliary
Police b - 001 0.01 0.01
Motor Vehicles Owned by Members of the Auxiliary
Deputy Sheriff b - 001 0.01 0.01
Homeowners Associations Furniture, office equipment
and maintenance equipment b - 001 0.01 0.01
Aircraft and Flight Simulators b - 001 0.01 0.01
Motor Vehicles Specially Equipped to Provide
Transportation to Physically Handicapped Individuals
b - 001 0.01 0.01
Boats b - 001 0.01 0.01
Motor Vehicles Owned by Disabled Veterans b - 001 0.01 0.01
Motor Vehicles Owned by Certain Qualifying Elderly
and Disabled Individuals b - 001 0.01 0.01
Special Service District for Pest Infestations i 3,227,550 0.001 0.001 0.001
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Real Estate Tax Rate per $100 of assessed value. The EY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan proposes
atax rate of $1.135 per $100 of assessed value. The real estate tax bill for the typical residential
homeowner would increase by $524 in FY 2025 with a real estate tax rate of $1.135 per $100 of
assessed value. Advertising an increase in the rate does not prevent the Board from lowering
any advertised tax rate, but a higher tax rate cannot be imposed without advertising the higher
rate.

Personal Property Tax Rate per $100 of assessed value (excluding household furnishings). Tax
collections, as a percentage of total taxes levied, are estimated as follows:

- 10001 General Fund - Real Estate, 99.50 percent; Personal Property, 97.6 percent

- Sanitary District - Refuse Assessments, 100 percent.

Percentage of state “Car Tax” subsidy on qualifying personal property tax levy. On November 21,
2005, as part of Action Item 3, the Board of Supervisors adopted a resolution to implement the state
“Car Tax” changes found in the Executive Amendments to the 2004-2006 Biennial Budget, specifically
state Budget Item 503(E) of the Central Appropriations Act, in accordance with the requirements set
forth in Virginia Code 88 58.1-3524(C)(2) and 58.1-3912(E), as amended by Chapter 1 of the Acts of
Assembly (2004 Special Session 1) and as set forth in Item 503(E)(Personal Property Tax Relief
Program) of Chapter 951 of the 2005 Acts of Assembly.

Beginning in tax year 2006, the state “Car Tax” subsidy on qualifying vehicles was “capped” to a
statewide total of $950 million. Based on the final report from the state Auditor of Public Accounts,
dated February 2006, Fairfax County’s share of this $950 million was fixed at 22.2436%, or
$211,313,944.16. The annual subsidy is frozen at this amount and is factored into the EY 2025
Advertised Budget Plan.

Consistent with the November 21, 2005, Board resolution, the state “Car Tax” funding will provide a
100% subsidy of the tax year 2024 levy for qualifying vehicles valued at $1,000 or less and a 100%
subsidy of the tax year 2024 levy on the value up to $20,000 for vehicles leased by a qualified military
service member and/or spouse. Furthermore, the state “Car Tax” funding is estimated to provide a
50.0% subsidy of the tax year 2024 levy for all other qualifying vehicles on the value up to $20,000.

Fund 10015, Economic Opportunity Reserve, assumes carryover of the Total Available funding of
$53,030,855 from FY 2024 to FY 2025.

Real Estate revenue reflected in Fund 30300, Affordable Housing Development and Investment,
reflects the allocation of the value of one penny on the real estate tax rate.

Additional tax assessment per $100 of assessed value for commercial and industrial property in the
County to support transportation.

Operating costs and debt service - Community Center. Tax Rate per $100 of assessed value.
Utilities and other operating costs - Community Center. Tax Rate per $100 of assessed value.

Additional special tax levy of real estate within Fairfax County, but exclusive of the Lake Barcroft Water
Improvement District to control infestations of pests. Tax Rate per $100 of assessed value.

Additional special tax levy of real estate to support operating and construction requirements for the
stormwater management program. Tax Rate per $100 of assessed value.

Additional tax assessment per $100 of assessed value for commercial and industrial property for the
Phase | Dulles Rail Transportation Improvement District.

Additional tax assessment per $100 of assessed value for commercial and industrial property for the
Phase Il Dulles Rail Transportation Improvement District.

. Leaf Collection rate per $100 of assessed value. (See districts listed below)

Leaf Collection: Local District 1A21 Dranesville
Small District 2 Braddock Local District 1A22 Dranesville
Local District 1A11 Dranesville Local District 1A61 Dranesville
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Small District 4 Mason

Local District 7A Mason

Small District 9 Mason

Small District 10 Mason

Local District 1A Mount Vernon
Local District 1B Mount Vernon
Local District 1C Mount Vernon
Local District 1D Mount Vernon
Local District 1E Mount Vernon

Leaf Collection (continued):
Local District 1B1 Dranesville
Local District 1E Dranesville
Small District 3 Dranesville
Small District 7 Dranesville
Small District 8 Dranesville
Small District 10 Dranesville
Small District 12 Dranesville
Small District 15 Dranesville

Local District 1B Franconia
Local District 1C Franconia
Local District 1D Franconia
Local District 1E Franconia
Small District 1 Mason
Local District 1A Mason
Small District 2 Mason

Refuse Collection assessment - the base annual charge for refuse collection service to be added to the
regular real estate tax bill. (See districts listed below)

Refuse Service:

Small District 2 Braddock
Small District 3 Braddock
Small District 2 Hunter Mill
Small District 3 Hunter Mill
Local District 5A Hunter Mill
Local District 1A1 Dranesville
Local District 1A2 Dranesville
Local District 1A3 Dranesville
Local District 1A4 Dranesville
Local District 1A5 Dranesville
Local District 1A6 Dranesville
Local District 1A8 Dranesville
Local District 1A9 Dranesville

Small District 1 Providence
Small District 2 Providence
Small District 4 Providence
Small District 6 Providence
Small District 7 Providence
Small District 8 Providence

Local District 1C Franconia
Local District 1D Franconia
Local District 1E Franconia
Small District 2 Franconia
Small District 3 Franconia
Small District 4 Franconia
Small District 1 Mason
Local District 1A Mason
Local District 1B Mason
Local District 1C Mason
Local District 1D Mason
Local District 1F Mason
Small District 2 Mason
Small District 3 Mason

Small District 4 Mason

Small District 5 Mason

Small District 6 Mason

Small District 7 Mason

Local District 7A Mason

Small District 8 Mason

Small District 9 Mason

Small District 10 Mason

Small District 11 Mason

Small District 1 Mount Vernon
Local District 1A Mount Vernon
Local District 1B Mount Vernon
Local District 1C Mount Vernon
Local District 1D Mount Vernon
Local District 1E Mount Vernon
Small District 2 Mount Vernon
Local District 2A Mount Vernon
Local District 2B Mount Vernon
Small District 1 Providence
Local District 1A Providence
Local District 1B Providence
Small District 3 Providence
Small District 4 Providence
Small District 6 Providence

Local District 1A11 Dranesville
Local District 1A12 Dranesville
Local District 1A21 Dranesville
Local District 1A22 Dranesville
Local District 1A61 Dranesville
Local District 1B Dranesville
Local District 1B1 Dranesville
Local District 1B2 Dranesville
Local District 1E Dranesville
Small District 3 Dranesville
Small District 4 Dranesville
Small District 6 Dranesville
Small District 7 Dranesville
Small District 8 Dranesville
Small District 9 Dranesville
Small District 10 Dranesville
Small District 11 Dranesville
Small District 12 Dranesville
Small District 13 Dranesville
Small District 14 Dranesville
Small District 15 Dranesville
Small District 1 Franconia
Local District 1A Franconia
Local District 1B Franconia
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Refuse Service (continued): Small District 12 Providence
Small District 7 Providence Small District 13 Providence
Small District 8 Providence Small District 4 Springfield
Small District 9 Providence Small District 6 Springfield

Small District 11 Providence
Per ton refuse disposal fee charged to County refuse collectors, other jurisdictions, and private haulers.

Includes revenues from user fees charged at the Recycling and Disposal Center. Information regarding
the schedule of fees is available from the Department of Public Works and Environmental Services
(DPWES) Solid Waste Management Program at 12000 Government Center Parkway, Suite 458,
Fairfax, Virginia, 22035 or online at www.fairfaxcounty.gov/dpwes. Residents who use the Recycling
and Disposal Center are charged for disposal of waste based on weight and category of waste. There
are different fees for disposal of brush, yard waste, white goods, tires, and other materials.

Per ton ash disposal fee charged to the County and participating jurisdictions.
Additional tax assessment per $100 of assessed value for the Tysons Service District.
Additional tax assessment per $100 of assessed value for the Reston Service District.

Fund S40000, Public School Food and Nutrition Services, assumes carryover of General Reserve of
$46,807,301.

Fund S50000, Public School Grants and Self-Supporting Programs, assumes carryover of Summer
School Reserve of $2,932,187 from FY 2024 to FY 2025.

Fund S60000, Public School Insurance, assumes carryover of Allocated Reserve of $3,392,433 from
FY 2024 to FY 2025.

Fund S62000, Public School Health and Flexible Benefits, assumes carryover of Premium Stabilization
Reserve of $75,296,275 from FY 2024 to FY 2025.

Sewer service rate per 1,000 gallons of water.
Sewer availability fee for single family homes.

Sewer service per bill base charge.

aa. Additional tax assessment per $100 of assessed value for road improvements to State Route 28.
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At a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, held in the Board Room in the
Fairfax County Government Center at Fairfax, Virginia, on Tuesday, May 7, 2024, at which meeting a

quorum was present and voting, the following resolution was adopted:

RESOLUTION ADOPTING TAX RATES
FOR FAIRFAX COUNTY

FISCAL YEAR 2025

BE IT RESOLVED that, pursuant to the provisions of Virginia Code § 58.1-3001, and after having
first complied with the provisions of the Virginia Code 88§ 15.2-2506 and 58.1-3321, the Board does hereby
establish the tax levies for the fiscal budget year beginning July 1, 2024, and ending June 30, 2025, and
calendar tax year beginning January 1, 2024 and ending December 31, 2024, as follows to wit:

COUNTY LEVIES

General provisions. The County property taxes are levied on each $100.00 of assessed valuation
of real estate and tangible personal property, excluding household furnishings, and including machinery
and tools of mining, manufacturing, radio or television broadcasting, dairy, dry cleaning or laundry firms,
and all personal property of research and development firms, in the County, including such property within
the incorporated towns that are within the County. Except as otherwise stated herein, all such taxes are
imposed generally pursuant with Virginia law on all taxable property throughout the County, including the
incorporated towns therein, and the revenues derived from such levies shall be appropriated by the Board
of Supervisors in accordance with Virginia law.

Real Estate*

On each $100.00 of the assessed valuation of real estate and improvements on real estate in the
County the tax rate Shall DE .......coouiiiiii e $1.135

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.

Commercial and Industrial Real Estate Tax for Transportation*

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of the taxable commercial and industrial real estate in the
County the tax rate in support of transportation shall be an additional...............ccccceiviiiieiniiiiee e, $0.125

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.

Personal Property

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of tangible personal property, including all property
separately classified by Virginia Code § 58.1-3503, the tax rate shall be ...........ccccooiiiiiiiiicn, $4.57

Except for the following:
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Mobile Homes

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of mobile homes, as separately classified by Virginia Code
§ 58.1-3506(A)(10), the tax rate Shall De. .......c.ooiiiii e e $1.135

Machinery and Tools

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of machinery and tools, as separately classified by Virginia
Code § 58.1-3507, the tax rat€ Shall DE.........uuuueiiiiiii i e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaes $2.00

Research and Development

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of tangible personal property used or employed in a
research and development business, as separately classified by Virginia Code § 58.1-3506(A)(7), the tax
L= LI 0 =1 o TSRS $4.57

Certain Personal Property of Planned Residential Subdivisions

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of furniture, office, and maintenance equipment, exclusive
of motor vehicles, which are owned and used by an organization whose real property is assessed in
accordance with Virginia Code § 58.1-3284.1 and which is used by that organization for the purpose of
maintaining or using the open or common space within a residential development as classified by Virginia
Code § 58.1-3506(A)(24), the tax rate shall De..........cooiiiiii e $0.01

Van Pools - Privately Owned Vans

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of privately owned vans, as separately classified by Virginia
Code 8 58.1-3506(A)(13), the tax rate Shall DE..........cooviiiiiiiiiec e $0.01

Privately owned vans means vans with a seating capacity of seven to fifteen persons used exclusively
pursuant to a ridesharing agreement as defined in Virginia Code § 46.2-1400, and which have been certified
as such by the Director of the Department of Tax Administration.

Motor Vehicles Owned by Members of a
Volunteer Rescue Squad or Volunteer Fire Department

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of motor vehicles as separately classified by Virginia Code
§ 58.1-3506(A)(15), the tax rate Shall DE .........ocoiiiiie e $0.01

Motor vehicles as classified by Virginia Code 8§ 58.1-3506 (A) (15), shall be defined to mean one motor
vehicle owned or leased by each member of a volunteer rescue squad or volunteer fire department which
is regularly used by such members to respond to emergency calls and certified as such by the Chief or
Head of the Volunteer Organization and the Department of Tax Administration.
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Motor Vehicles Specially Equipped to Provide
Transportation for Physically Handicapped Individuals

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of motor vehicles as separately classified by Virginia Code
§ 58.1-3506(A)(14), the tax rate Shall DE .......cc.oeiiiie e $0.01

Specially equipped means any vehicle which has been modified specifically for the purpose of transporting
physically handicapped individuals and the vehicle is certified as such by the Director of the Department of
Tax Administration.

Motor Vehicles Owned
By Certain Qualifying Elderly and Disabled Individuals

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of certain motor vehicles as classified by Virginia Code
§ 58.1-3506.1, the tax rate Shall DE ........cooiiiiiii e $0.01

Applies to one motor vehicle owned and used by certain elderly and disabled persons who qualify on the
basis of income and net worth.

Motor Vehicles Owned
By Persons Who Have Been Appointed to Serve as Auxiliary Police Officers

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of motor vehicles as classified by Virginia Code
§ 58.1-3506(A)(20), the tax rate Shall DE ........coooiiiiii e $0.01

Motor vehicles as classified by Virginia Code § 58.1-3506 (A) (20), shall be defined to mean one motor
vehicle owned or leased by an Auxiliary Police Officer to respond to auxiliary police duties, subject to
certification as required by the provisions of the authorizing statute.

Motor Vehicles Owned
By Persons Who Have Been Appointed to Serve as Auxiliary Deputy Sheriffs

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of motor vehicles as classified by Virginia Code
§58.1-3506 (A)(32), the tax rate Shall D& ...........ccuiiiiiii et $0.01

Motor vehicles as classified by Virginia Code 8§ 58.1-3506 (A)(32), shall be defined to mean one motor

vehicle owned or leased by an Auxiliary Deputy Sheriff to respond to auxiliary deputy sheriff duties, subject
to certification as required by the provisions of the authorizing statute.

Aircraft and Flight Simulators

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of aircraft and flight simulators, as classified by Virginia
Code § 58.1-3506(A)(2), (3), (4) and (5) the tax rate shall De ... $0.01

Antigue Motor Vehicles

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of antique motor vehicles, as separately classified by
Virginia Code § 58.1-3506(A)(6), the tax rate shall De ... $0.01

Antique motor vehicles or antique automobiles means every motor vehicle which was actually manufactured

or designated by the manufacturer as a model manufactured in a calendar year not less than twenty-five
years ago and is owned solely as a collector's item.
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Boats

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of boats and watercraft, as classified by Virginia Code
§ 58.1-3506(A)(1), (12), (28), (29), (35) and (36) the tax rate shall be...........occceeeiiiiiiii e $0.01

Motor Vehicles Owned By Qualified Disabled Veterans

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of motor vehicles, as classified by Virginia Code § 58.1-
3506(A)(19), the tax rate SNaAll DE ........ccveeiiiiiiiic et s $0.01

Motor vehicles as classified by Virginia Code § 58.1-3506(A)(19) shall be defined to mean one motor vehicle
owned and regularly used by qualified disabled veterans, subject to certification as required by the
provisions of the authorizing statute. Qualified disabled veteran shall be defined to mean a veteran who
meets the disability definition in Virginia Code § 58.1-3506(A)(19) and is not eligible for a motor vehicle tax
exemption authorized by state law.

SANITARY DISTRICT LEVIES*

Local District 1A Franconia
(Burgundy Village Community Center)

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within the boundary of Local District 1A
Franconia in the County, the tax rate shall De ... $0.020

Small District 1 Dranesville
(McLean Community Center)

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within the boundary of Small District 1
Dranesville in the County, the tax rate shall De...........coooii e $0.023

Small District 5 Hunter Mill
(Reston Community Center)

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within the boundary of Small District 5 Hunter
Mill in the County, the tax rate Shall D ...........coiiiiii i $0.047

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.

Leaf Collection:

Small District 2 Braddock Local District 1B Franconia
Local District 1A11 Dranesville Local District 1C Franconia
Local District 1A21 Dranesville Local District 1D Franconia
Local District 1A22 Dranesville Local District 1E Franconia
Local District 1A61 Dranesville Small District 1 Mason

Local District 1B1 Dranesville Local District 1A Mason

Local District 1E Dranesville Small District 2 Mason

Small District 3 Dranesville Small District 4 Mason

Small District 7 Dranesville Local District 7A Mason

Small District 8 Dranesville Small District 9 Mason

Small District 10 Dranesville Small District 10 Mason

Small District 12 Dranesville Local District 1A Mount Vernon
Small District 15 Dranesville Local District 1B Mount Vernon
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Small District 2 Providence
Small District 4 Providence
Small District 6 Providence
Small District 7 Providence
Small District 8 Providence

Leaf Collection (continued):
Local District 1C Mount Vernon
Local District 1D Mount Vernon
Local District 1E Mount Vernon
Small District 1 Providence

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within the boundaries of the above-
enumerated Districts in the County, the tax rate shall De ...........ccccoiiiiiiii $0.019

On any real estate which is deleted from a sanitary district effective July 1, 2024, as a result of the
contraction of such sanitary district, such real estate will be entitled to pro rata abatement from the amount
of the annual charge hereby established for leaf collection.

On any real estate, which is added to a sanitary district effective July 1, 2024, as a result of either

the creation or the enlargement of a sanitary district, such real estate will be charged a pro rata fee for the
annual charge hereby established for leaf collection.

Refuse Service:

Small District 2 Braddock
Small District 3 Braddock
Small District 2 Hunter Mill
Small District 3 Hunter Mill
Local District 5A Hunter Mill
Local District 1A1 Dranesville
Local District 1A2 Dranesville
Local District 1A3 Dranesville
Local District 1A4 Dranesville
Local District 1A5 Dranesville
Local District 1A6 Dranesville
Local District 1A8 Dranesville
Local District 1A9 Dranesville
Local District 1A11 Dranesville
Local District 1A12 Dranesville
Local District 1A21 Dranesville
Local District 1A22 Dranesville
Local District 1A61 Dranesville
Local District 1B Dranesville
Local District 1B1 Dranesville
Local District 1B2 Dranesville
Local District 1E Dranesville
Small District 3 Dranesville
Small District 4 Dranesville
Small District 6 Dranesville
Small District 7 Dranesville
Small District 8 Dranesville
Small District 9 Dranesville
Small District 10 Dranesville
Small District 11 Dranesville
Small District 12 Dranesville
Small District 13 Dranesville
Small District 14 Dranesville
Small District 15 Dranesville
Small District 1 Franconia
Local District 1A Franconia
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Local District 1B Franconia
Local District 1C Franconia
Local District 1D Franconia
Local District 1E Franconia
Small District 2 Franconia
Small District 3 Franconia
Small District 4 Franconia
Small District 1 Mason

Local District 1A Mason

Local District 1B Mason

Local District 1C Mason

Local District 1D Mason

Local District 1F Mason

Small District 2 Mason

Small District 3 Mason

Small District 4 Mason

Small District 5 Mason

Small District 6 Mason

Small District 7 Mason

Local District 7A Mason

Small District 8 Mason

Small District 9 Mason

Small District 10 Mason

Small District 11 Mason

Small District 1 Mount Vernon
Local District 1A Mount Vernon
Local District 1B Mount Vernon
Local District 1C Mount Vernon
Local District 1D Mount Vernon
Local District 1E Mount Vernon
Small District 2 Mount Vernon
Local District 2A Mount Vernon
Local District 2B Mount Vernon
Small District 1 Providence
Local District 1A Providence
Local District 1B Providence
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Refuse Service (continued): Small District 9 Providence
Small District 3 Providence Small District 11 Providence
Small District 4 Providence Small District 12 Providence
Small District 6 Providence Small District 13 Providence
Small District 7 Providence Small District 4 Springfield
Small District 8 Providence Small District 6 Springfield

On each single-family dwelling and on each unit of two-family dwellings, excluding apartments
(garden through high-rise), multi-family condominiums (garden through high-rise), and/or other multi-unit
dwelling type buildings, existing or under construction January 1, 2024, within the boundaries of the above
enumerated Districts, a base annual charge of $555.00 for refuse collection service to be added to the
regular real estate tax bill, and that annual charge shall be subject to penalty and interest charges and
becoming a lien against the property if not paid, in the same manner as any other real estate tax.

On any dwelling that is neither completed nor occupied by June 30, 2024, the owner thereof shall,
upon application to the Director of the Department of Tax Administration or the Director DPWES, Solid
Waste Collection and Recycling, made prior to December 5, 2024, be entitled to relief in the amount of the
pro-rata portion based on the service period of the base annual charge hereby established. The claimant
must provide acceptable evidence that the dwelling was not occupied, nor generating waste to the Director
of the Department of Tax Administration or the Director DPWES, Solid Waste Collection and Recycling.

On any dwelling that is neither completed nor occupied by December 31, 2024, the owner thereof
shall, upon application to the Director of the Department of Tax Administration or the Director DPWES,
Solid Waste Collection and Recycling, made prior to March 31, 2025, be entitled to relief in the amount of
the pro-rata portion based on the service period of the base annual charge hereby established. The
claimant must provide acceptable evidence that the dwelling was not occupied, nor generating waste to the
Director of the Department of Tax Administration or the Director DPWES, Solid Waste Collection and
Recycling.

On any dwelling that is deleted from a sanitary district, as a result of the contraction of such sanitary
district, the owner thereof will be entitled to relief in the amount of a pro rata portion of the base annual
charge hereby established when service for refuse and recycling collection service is eliminated based on
the service period.

On any dwelling that is added to a sanitary district, as a result of either the creation or the
enlargement of a sanitary district or construction within the sanitary district, the owner thereof will be
charged a pro rata portion of the base annual charge hereby established when service begins for refuse
and recycling collection service based on the service period.

Water Service:

Small District Three within Springfield District

On any lot within the district, an annual assessment of $959 commencing January 1, 2003 and
ending December 31, 2032. This annual assessment is for the purpose of providing water service to
Colchester Road-Lewis Park, a group of 141 homes located within the Lincoln-Lewis-Vannoy Conservation
District.
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT LEVIES*

State Route 28 Highway Transportation Improvement District

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of the taxable commercial and industrial real estate within
the boundary of State Route 28 Transportation Improvement District, as specified by Virginia Code
§ 15.2-4607 and as set out in Chapter 587 of the 1997 Acts of the General Assembly, the tax rate shall be
............................................................................................................................................................... $0.16

Phase | Dulles Rail Transportation Improvement District

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of the taxable commercial and industrial real estate within
the boundary of Phase | Dulles Rail Transportation Improvement District, as specified by Virginia Code
8 33.2-2105, the taxX rate SNAIl DB .....cocevei e et e e e e e e s e e e s e e eeaes $0.09

Phase Il Dulles Rail Transportation Improvement District

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of the taxable commercial and industrial real estate within
the boundary of Phase Il Dulles Rail Transportation Improvement District, as specified by Virginia Code
8§ 33.2-2105, the tax rate SNAll DE ..........oooiiiiiiiieeeee ettt e e e e e eeeas $0.18

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.

SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT FOR THE CONTROL OF PEST INFESTATIONS*
On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within Fairfax County, but exclusive of the
Lake Barcroft Water Improvement District, within the service district established by Appendix | of the Fairfax
County Code, the tax rate Shall DE...........oo i e e saee e $0.0010

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.

SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT FOR STORMWATER MANAGEMENT*

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within Fairfax County, within the service
IStrCt, the tAX FALE SNAII D@ ..coeee ettt e ettt e e e e et e e e e e et et e e eseeataaeeees $0.0325

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.

TYSONS TRANSPORTATION SERVICE DISTRICT NO. 1*

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within Fairfax County, within the service
IStrCt, the tAX FALE SNAII D@ «..oeeeeeeeeeeee ettt e e e et e e e e e et e e e e e s ee e e eeerennen $0.05

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.
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RESTON TRANSPORTATION SERVICE DISTRICT NO. 1*

On each $100.00 of assessed valuation of real estate within Fairfax County, within the service
district, the taX rat€ SNAll D& .........eeiiiei e e e e e e e e s s s e e e e e e e e e e ennnnes $0.021

*Tax will be levied and collected in two semi-annual tax billings.

SERVICE CHARGES FOR AMBULANCE TRANSPORT SERVICE

Pursuant to Fairfax County Code § 4-26-1, each person being transported by any emergency medical
services vehicle that is operated or maintained by the County or for which a permit has been issued to the
County by the Virginia Office of Emergency Medical Services will be charged (1) a service fee of $500 for
Basic Life Support transport (BLS), (2) $650 for Advanced Life Support, level 1 transport (ALS1), (3) $800
for Advanced Life Support, level 2 transport (ALS2), and (4) $12.00 per mile for ground transport mileage.
The term "emergency medical services vehicle" has the definition specified in Virginia Code § 32.1-111.1.

GIVEN under my hand this day of May, 2024

By:
Jill G. Cooper
Clerk for the Board of Supervisors
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FAIRFAX COUNTY NOTICE
OF PROPOSED
REAL PROPERTY TAX INCREASE

In accordance with Virginia Code Section 58.1-3321, notice is hereby given that the Board of Supervisors
of Fairfax County, Virginia, will meet in the Board Auditorium of the Fairfax County Government Center,
12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia, on April 16, 2024, at 3:00 P.M. At that meeting, the
Board of Supervisors shall consider the matters described below.

The Fairfax County Executive has proposed the advertisement of a real estate tax rate of $1.135 per
$100.00 of assessed value. The tax rate being proposed represents an increase of $0.040; however, the
total assessed value of existing property has increased. It should be noted that the total increase in
assessed value of existing properties is expected to be 1.91 percent, including an increase of 2.86
percent for residential real property and a decrease of 1.24 percent for non-residential real property. As a
result, most property owners will experience an increase in their real estate tax bill. Nevertheless,
because the average value of real property in Fairfax County has appreciated by at least one percent,
Virginia Code Section 58.1-3321 requires Fairfax County to publish the following notice.

Fairfax County, Virginia proposes to increase property tax levies.

1. Assessment Increase: Total assessed value of real property, excluding additional assessments due
to new construction or improvements to property, exceeds last year’s total assessed value of real
property by 1.91 percent.

2. Lowered Rate Necessary to Offset Increased Assessment: The tax rate which would levy the same
amount of real estate tax as last year, when multiplied by the new total assessed value of real estate
with the exclusions mentioned above, would be $1.0745 per $100.00 of assessed value. This rate
will be known as the “lowered tax rate.”

3. Effective Rate Increase: Fairfax County, Virginia, proposes to adopt a tax rate of $1.135 per $100.00
of assessed value. The difference between the lowered tax rate and the proposed rate would be
$0.605 per $100.00, or 5.63 percent. This difference will be known as the “effective tax rate
increase.”

Individual property taxes may, however, increase at a percentage greater than or less than the above
percentage.

4. Proposed Total Budget Increase: Based on the proposed real property tax rate and changes in other
revenues, the total budget of Fairfax County, Virginia, will exceed last year’s by 6.00 percent?.

A public hearing on this issue will be held at 3:00 P.M. on April 16, 2024, in the Fairfax County
Government Center at 12000 Government Center Parkway.

All persons wishing to present their views on these subjects may sign up to be placed on the Speakers
List at www.fairfaxcounty.gov/bosclerk/speakers-form, call the Office of the Clerk to the Board at 703-324-
3151, or appear and be heard. Copies of the full text of proposed ordinances, plans and amendments, as
applicable, as well as other documents relating to the aforementioned subjects, are on file and may be
examined at the Office of the Clerk to the Board of Supervisors, Suite 552 of the Fairfax County
Government Center, 12000 Government Center Parkway, Fairfax, Virginia.

Fairfax County supports the Americans with Disabilities Act by making reasonable accommodations for
persons with disabilities. Open captioning will be provided in the Board Auditorium. For sign language
interpreters or other accommodations, please call the Clerk's Office, 703-324-3151, TTY 711 (Virginia
Relay Center) no later than 48 hours before the public hearing. Assistive listening devices will be
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available at the meeting.

The Board will conduct a separate public hearing on the EY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan which will
commence on April 16, 2024, at 4:00 PM and on April 17 and April 18 at 3:00 PM.

Copies of the FY 2025 Advertised Budget Plan and the Advertised Capital Improvement Program for
Fiscal Years 2025-2029 (With Future Fiscal Years to 2034) are available on the Internet at
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/budget/.

A Copy - Teste:

Jill G. Cooper, Clerk
Board of Supervisors

! The total budget increase is based on all revenues received by the General Fund of Fairfax County.
Projected FY 2025 disbursements reflect a decrease of 0.72 percent from the FY 2024 level.
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ACTION — 1

Approval of Calendar Year 2024 Forest Pest Management Program

ISSUE:
Board of Supervisors (Board) approval of the Calendar Year 2024 Forest Pest
Management Program.

RECOMMENDATION:

The County Executive recommends that the Board direct staff to take the following
actions concerning Fairfax County's (County) Calendar Year 2024 Forest Pest
Management Program per Appendix | of the Code of the County of Fairfax, Fairfax
County Special Service District for the Control of Infestations of Insects that May Carry
a Disease that is Dangerous to Humans, Gypsy Moths, Cankerworms and Certain
Identified Pests.

Asian Longhorned Beetle (ALB)

a. Update the long-term management plan for ALB.
b. Continue visual surveys for ALB in areas surrounding industrial activity.
C. Continue to investigate new methods to monitor areas that have been

identified as being at high risk for ALB introduction.

Beech Leaf Disease (BLD)

a. Initiate a monitoring program for BLD in beech forest stands in at-risk
areas in 2024.

b. Identify and map beech forest stands and significant trees in the County.

C. Identify, diagnose, and map BLD infestations and their spread throughout
the County.

d. Participate in the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service’s

research project to understand the biology and the underlying dynamics
of the spread of BLD and beech bark disease (BBD).

e. Continue to monitor the latest scientific research for BLD.

f. Finalize a management plan for BLD.

Cooperative Agriculture Pest Survey (CAPS)
a. Conduct a monitoring program for oak ambrosia beetle (OAB), sudden

oak death (SOD), and thousand cankers disease (TCD) of black walnut in
support of CAPS monitoring efforts.
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b. Investigate potential control methods for OAB, SOD, and TCD including
the use of biological control.

Continue to monitor the latest scientific research for OAB, SOD, and TCD.
Initiate monitoring program for redbay ambrosia beetle (RAB) following
existing CAPS monitoring efforts, including field monitoring, investigating
potential control methods including the use of biological control, and
monitoring for new scientific research.

oo

Emerald Ash Borer (EAB)

a. Continue to inventory the County for ash resources as well as investigate
new control methods for EAB, including the use of biological control.
b. Continue a control program for this pest on high value ash trees on

County owned properties. Staff plans to use the trunk injected pesticide
Mectinite® and basal bark trunk spray Safari® 20 SG.

C. Monitor treated ash trees from the previous year's program to evaluate
control success.

d. Continue monitoring in existing parasitoid release sites to assess their
establishment and expand release efforts to suitable new areas.

e. Coordinate the remediation of tree damage caused by EAB, including the

removal of dead ash trees from the County property.
f. Expand ash seedling planting efforts to a total of three (3) County
properties.

Fall Cankerworm

a. Continue a monitoring program for all life stages of the fall cankerworm in
the County.
b. Continue fall cankerworm defoliation surveys in the spring.

Forest Health Initiative

a. Review i-Tree ECO™ report results of the ecosystem services and
characteristics of the urban forest.

Hemlock Woolly Adelgid (HWA)

a. Continue to inventory hemlock resources in the County and investigate
new control methods for HWA, including the use of biological control.
b. Continue a control program in naturally occurring forest stands of eastern

hemlock on the County and NOVA Parks property. Staff have selected
sites in the Dranesville and Springfield districts and provided control at
each site. Staff plans to use the soil injected pesticide Xytect 75 WSP®
and Xytect 2F®, bark applied pesticide Transect®, and trunk injected
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pesticide IMA-jet®.

C. Continue to evaluate hemlock trees to determine treatment efficacy and
resulting health.
d. Continue to pursue opportunities to release predatory beetles at new sites.

Spongy Moth (SM)

a. Continue a monitoring program for SM life stages in all areas of the
County.
b. Continue to monitor SM population dynamics in the eastern United States.

Spotted Lanternfly (SLF)

a. Continue to monitor the latest scientific research for SLF to determine its
potential impact on forest resources now that the County is considered
infested.

b. Continue to survey all life stages of SLF to determine the extent of
infestations and monitor the success of treatment methods.

C. Continue to inventory tree-of-heaven (Ailanthus altissima) on the County

property (Attachment 1). Continue to treat these trees with an herbicidal
treatment of JLB QOil Plus®, Garlon® 3A, Garlon® 4 Ultra, and Rodeo®.
Monitor treatment sites and reforest with native trees where appropriate.

d. Initiate a control program with Merit® 2F and Safari® 20 SG, that deliver
systemic insecticides into host trees, or Botanigard®, a contact
insecticide. Continue to implement mechanical methods of control such
as vacuum removal of SLF infestations.

TIMING:
Board action is requested on March 5, 2024. The timing of this item corresponds with
the beginning of program monitoring activities.

BACKGROUND:

The Appendix | of the Code of the County of Fairfax, Fairfax County Special Service
District for the Control of Infestations of Insects that May Carry a Disease that is
Dangerous to Humans, Gypsy Moths, Cankerworms and Certain Identified Pests,
requires the submission of the annual Integrated Pest Management Program proposal
for the Board’s approval. The Department of Public Works and Environmental Services
(DPWES), Urban Forest Management Division (UFMD) works in cooperation with state
and federal agencies for the monitoring, treatment, and public education for listed forest
pests. Information on the monitoring, inventories, treatment, and public education of the
Forest Pest Branch can be found in the 2023 annual report (Attachment 1). Pesticide
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trade names change frequently, and those mentioned below are current at the time of
this writing. Treatments will only be performed using pesticides containing active
ingredients listed in this document. Specific trade names may differ if safer pesticide
formulations are released prior to treatment following approval of this document.

Asian Longhorned Beetle (ALB)

ALB (Anoplophora glabripennis) is an invasive insect that is thought to have been
brought to the United States via wood packing material used in commercial shipping.
Since the mid 1990’s, ALB infestations have been discovered in lllinois, New York, New
Jersey, Massachusetts, Ohio, and South Carolina. ALB will infest many hardwood
species. According to an analysis conducted by the UFMD, approximately 4.2 million
maples and other hardwoods in the County are susceptible to this pest. ALB larvae Kill
trees by boring into the heartwood of the tree and disrupting its nutrient flow causing
eventual tree death.

ALB infestations are difficult to detect. Most ALB infestations in the United States have
been established for several years before detection. Eradication can be particularly
difficult since they have had time to spread well beyond the initial site of introduction.
Even so, the USDA and its cooperators have eradicated infestations in lllinois, New
Jersey; Brooklyn, Queens, Manhattan, Staten Island, and Islip, New York; Boston,
Massachusetts; and two townships in Ohio. Eradication efforts continue in four other
locations in New York, Massachusetts, Ohio, and South Carolina. ALB could have
drastic economic and social impacts if it is introduced in the County. It is critical that
private and public tree care experts remain vigilant in monitoring this pest. According to
the USDA Forest Service, most of the infestations found in the United States have been
detected by tree care professionals or informed homeowners.

Staff have used monitoring traps in industrial areas where pest introductions are a
higher risk. Unfortunately, researchers found the monitoring traps to be ineffective for
early detection. In the absence of effective monitoring traps, staff perform visual
surveys for ALB damage in forests surrounding industrial areas. In 2023, teams of staff
conducted a one-day survey of all major industrial areas in the County. Visual surveys
at over 60 sites and inspection of over 200 trees showed no signs of ALB damage.
Surveys will continue in the fall of 2024 using the same methodology. Staff have
focused on outreach to increase awareness and reporting of the pest (Attachment 1).
Staff continue to explore new methods to monitor areas that have been identified as a
high risk for introduction.

Beech Leaf Disease (BLD)

BLD is a relatively new disease in the United States that affects native American beech
(Fagus grandifolia) as well as the commonly planted European beech (Fagus sylvatica),
and Asian beech (Engleriana subspecies). Firstidentified in Ohio in 2012, BLD has
since been found in several Northeastern and Mid-Atlantic states, as well as Ontario,
Canada. It was discovered and confirmed in the County in 2022 (Attachment 1).
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The disease is caused by a microscopic foliar-feeding nematode (Litylenchus crenatae
ssp. mcannii (Lcm)). Researchers are trying to find out how these pests spread.
Recent research shows that it is possibly spread by birds, insects, rain and wind, and
other microscopic organisms. This new nematode is native to Japan. Feeding damage
can initially be seen in the leaves as dark striping between the veins, curling, and/or
leathery texture. The nematodes enter and overwinter in the leaf buds, rapidly
multiplying from year to year until the buds are too damaged to produce leaves. As live
foliage decreases, the tree eventually dies. BLD is nearly one hundred percent fatal.
Seedlings and saplings die in one to three years; more mature trees in four to ten years.
Research is ongoing to fully understand this disease. Currently there is no treatment for
BLD in a forested environment. Staff continue to research methods to monitor and
manage BLD in a safe manner.

There is good reason to be concerned about BLD. Not only are American beech very
beautiful trees, but they are also tied with red maple for the County’s most common tree
species. According to an analysis conducted by the UFMD, approximately 4.3 million
beech trees in the County are susceptible to this pest. Beech trees are critical to the
native forest ecosystem.

Staff are monitoring BLD in the County using geospatial technologies. This summer,
the County staff mapped and surveyed beech stands known to be at risk for BLD. Six
(6) infestations totaling 60 acres were identified and mapped within regional and the
County parks. The severity of each infestation was assessed and recorded. Two (2)
previously discovered areas from 2022 have shown both size and severity increase.
Additionally, four (4) separate sightings of BLD affecting only a single branch or tree
were mapped on both public and private property. All known infestations, including any
new ones discovered in the future, will be closely monitored throughout next year.

Staff proactively sought research opportunities to understand BLD, its spread, and
potential IPM solutions. They contributed samples for a University of Connecticut
nematode DNA study and plan to use a new eDNA device developed by Grand Valley
State University (Michigan) for early detection in 2024.

Additionally, staff are participating in a comprehensive USDA Forest Service study
spanning the geographic reach of both BLD and BBD. Within the County, four
permanent monitoring plots were established in beech stands confirmed to have, or at
high risk of developing, BLD. These plots will be assessed annually, collecting detailed
data on location, forest composition, and BLD signs and symptoms, to contribute
valuable insights to this long-term study (Attachment 1). Outreach efforts will inform
decisionmakers and the public about BLD.
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Cooperative Agricultural Pest Survey (CAPS)

CAPS is a USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service program. The mission of
this domestic program is to utilize a network of cooperators and stakeholders to detect
non-native, invasive pests of concern. Using various traps and visual surveys, the
UFMD monitors pests of concern to the forest resources of the County in collaboration
with the Virginia Department of Agriculture (VDA) and Consumer Services. The pests
of concern that are monitored in the County are generally not known to be present in the
Eastern United States, however, their potential impacts to agriculture and natural
resources warrants monitoring efforts to find them quickly should they arrive here.
Specific pests monitored in the County are oak ambrosia beetle, sudden oak death, red
bay ambrosia beetle, and thousand cankers disease.

OAB -_.OAB (Platypus quercivorus) is a small woodboring pest of concern globally
because it has the potential to spread a serious fungal disease, Japanese oak wilt
(Raffaelea quercivora), to willow oak and other oak species found in the County. The
native range of this insect includes Japan and several places in Southeast Asia, but it
has not yet been found in the United States. The County has a high density of potential
hosts, according to the USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service and could
see significant financial and environmental impacts if OAB were to become established.

If OAB is found in the County, staff will work with the VDA and Consumer Services and
other partners in hopes of managing the threat and reducing the spread of this pest.
Staff will monitor for OAB and implement an outreach component that will educate
private and public groups on this pest and its control (Attachment 1).

RAB - RAB (Xyleborus glabratis) is a small woodboring pest of global concern because
it has the potential to spread a serious fungal disease, laurel wilt (Raffaelea lauricola), to
sassafras and spice bush, both species found in the County. The native range of this
insect includes India, Japan, Myanmar, and Taiwan, and was first found in the United
States in 2002. The potential hosts of this pest are valuable understory species,
providing food and habitat to many local insects and animals. USDA Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service could see significant financial and environmental impacts if
OAB were to become established.

If RAB is found in the County, staff will work with the VDA and Consumer Services and
other partners in hopes of managing the threat and reducing the spread of this pest.
Staff will monitor for RAB and implement an outreach component that will educate
private and public groups on this pest and its control (Attachment 1).

SOD - In 1995, a disease was found to be killing oak trees in California. Scientists
determined that SOD was caused by a water-borne algae-fungus called Phytophthora
ramorum. This pathogen has caused wide scale oak mortality in California and Oregon.
P. ramorum has only been found and intercepted in a few plant nurseries in the eastern
United States and officials feel that it has been contained.
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Diligent monitoring to identify and respond is critical in slowing the spread of the SOD
pathogen. Testing methods have been developed that are simple and cost effective.
Staff will continue to monitor for this disease following VDA and Consumer Services
recommended monitoring techniques (Attachment 1). Staff will continue to implement
an outreach program that will educate private and public groups on SOD and its control.

TCD - Black walnut (Juglans nigra) is a native tree to the County. Scientists have
observed a disease called thousand cankers disease that affects black walnut trees in
the western United States and have identified a beetle that spreads the disease.
Scientists have confirmed that the beetle and disease were unintentionally introduced to
the eastern United States.

TCD was found in the vicinity of Richmond, Virginia, in the summer of 2011 and in
Fairfax and Prince William Counties in 2012. VDA and Consumer Services established
a quarantine to curtail the movement of walnut material in hopes of reducing the spread
of this disease. Staff will continue to monitor walnut trees for the disease and
implement an outreach program that will educate private and public groups on this
disease and its control (Attachment 1).

Emerald Ash Borer (EAB)

EAB was first identified in the County in 2003 at a school site in the Wolf Trap area.

Due to the extremely destructive nature of this pest, the VDA and Consumer Services
and the USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service ordered that all ash trees
within a one-half mile radius of the introduction site be removed and destroyed. Staff
carried out this project during the spring of 2004 and implemented a monitoring program
for EAB.

Most ash trees have died since the pests initial introduction. Forest Pest funds have
been used to remove tree hazards to help reduce negative economic impacts for
homeowners, parks, and private businesses. Staff is implementing a research based
EAB control program for individual ash trees on public lands within the County. Staff
have coordinated with those responsible for the maintenance of the trees, advising them
of ongoing control activities. An annual health assessment is made for each of the
treated trees to evaluate its overall health and crown condition based on parameters set
in the EAB Management Plan. To date, there are 158 ash trees in this control program
(Attachment 1). Staff will continue to implement an outreach and education program to
educate County residents about the current status of EAB infestation and management
options.

EAB control is currently accomplished through tree injections that deliver an insecticide
directly into the tree. The insecticide is then transported throughout the tree by its
vascular tissues. The insecticide is a material containing emamectin benzoate that is
sold by the trade name Mectinite®. Research indicates that the treatment used is
effective, providing control for up to three years. Injections are performed by a
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combination of staff and contracted services. In 2023, 15 trees were treated for the first
time or retreated. Most live ash trees are too small for tree injections (Attachment 1).
Basal bark trunk sprays are more suitable for treating small trees. The preferred
insecticide for this technique contains dinotefuran and is sold by the trade name Safari®
20 SG. The material is sprayed on a segment of the trunk and absorbed through the
bark into the vascular tissues of the wood.

Research has shown that the introduction of EAB parasitoids is an effective control
option. Since 2017, staff has released EAB parasitoids at Fairfax County Park Authority
properties. Parasitoids are produced and supplied by the USDA EAB Parasitoid
Rearing Facility in Brighton, Michigan. Staff will continue to monitor the release sites to
determine if the parasitoids have successfully established (Attachment 1). Staff also
continues to research additional locations that qualify for parasitoid release. In 2021,
staff planted 108 ash seedlings at a parasitoid release site, Flatlick Stream Valley Park.
This is an effort to support the growth and establishment of the released parasitoids.
Staff propose planting additional ash seedlings at other parasitoid release sites,
including Bren Mar Park and Pimmit Run Stream Valley Park. If necessary, staff will
arrange for invasive plant management to increase the probability of the seedlings’
establishment and survival (Attachment 1).

According to an analysis conducted by the UFMD, over 1.6 million trees are susceptible
to this pest. EAB has caused widespread damage and mortality to ash trees in the
County. The dead and dying trees require remediation as structural integrity
deteriorates rapidly after death and they may pose a safety risk to people and property.
In July 2019, amendments in Appendix | of The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia
enabled the use of service district funds for the remediation of damage caused by forest
pests, including pruning or removal of trees directly killed or damaged by forest pests.

In FY 2024, $100,000 was allotted in service district funds to remove hazardously
infested ash trees. Fairfax County Park Authority will be using service district funds for
the removal of hazardously infested ash trees in 2024.

The federal domestic EAB quarantine rule that included regulations restricting the
movement of firewood ended on January 14, 2021. The movement of firewood for EAB
is also not regulated in Virginia. However, VDA and Consumer Services and the UFMD
actively discourage the movement of firewood due to the ever-present risk of
transporting many invasive species and diseases.

Fall Cankerworm

Fall cankerworm (Alsophila pometaria) populations were monitored this winter in those
areas of the County that have experienced outbreaks in the past. In 2023, low
population levels are indicated from monitoring adult fall cankerworm moths in the
Mount Vernon, Mason, and Franconia magisterial districts. Staff has identified no areas
that will require treatment in 2024 (Attachment 1).
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The method used for monitoring fall cankerworm is a USDA Forest Service
recommended technique that involves trapping female moths as they emerge in the
winter. Staff will implement this monitoring method if there is an indication of population
levels that pose a threat of defoliation (Attachment 1). Staff will continue to conduct an
outreach program to the public on the insect’s role in the environment and its potential
impact on trees.

Parasite Study - Fall cankerworms have natural predators and parasites that can
influence their population levels. One explanation for outbreak populations in these
areas is a lack of these, like Telenomus alsophilae, an egg parasitoid. Staff have been
monitoring T. alsophilae to determine its presence in the County.

Staff collect fall cankerworm egg masses from survey sticky bands and from small
branches of trees located near the bands. Cankerworm eggs are reared indoors, and
the viable eggs are counted to determine the level of parasitism in the mass. The data
acquired from this survey increases understanding of overall cankerworm population
dynamics in the County.

Defoliation Survey — In 2023, staff conducted an extensive defoliation survey to locate
and assess any damage caused by fall cankerworm (Attachment 1). The data acquired
from this survey provides an understanding of overall cankerworm activity in the County,
as well as flagging areas of rising populations to be targeted in the ensuing year’s fall
cankerworm banding survey. No significant defoliation was observed from the survey.

Staff plan to continue these monitoring activities in 2024.

Forest Health Initiative

In 2022, the County contracted with Conservation Management Institute to conduct a
tree survey and incorporate the data into the i-Tree ECO™ model. This model
estimates ecosystem services and characteristics of the urban forest (Attachment 1).
Conservation Management Institute completed all field data collection in 2023. In 2017,
staff conducted a Countywide survey and incorporated the data collected into the i-Tree
ECO™ model. The survey involved evaluating forest conditions in 204 randomly
selected sites throughout the County. Data from i-Tree is used to communicate forest
health impacts on ecosystem services such as stormwater runoff reduction, energy
savings, carbon sequestration, and pollution removal. The survey can also be used to
forecast potential impacts from invasive insects and diseases.

Conservation Management Institute will process and analyze the data recently collected
and compare it to the 2017 results. Additionally, the Conservation Management
Institute will produce a report with an assessment of the potential resilience of the urban
forests in the County and stand level carbon stocks. The report will also include
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suggested management actions, where appropriate, to increase stand level resilience
and/or carbon stocks (Attachment 1).

Hemlock Woolly Adelgid (HWA)

Staff continues to explore various control options and management strategies for HWA
(Adelges tsugae). HWA is an insect that attacks and kills eastern hemlock (Tsuga
canadensis) trees. Native eastern hemlock is relatively rare in the County. The rarity of
this species, the multiple benefits to wildlife, and the natural beauty that they impart
make them worthy of protection. Prior to HWA infestation the species was an important
landscape tree in the County. Staff will continue to inventory the County’s natural
stands of eastern hemlock. Staff has identified native stands in Dranesville and
Springfield districts for HWA control (Attachment 1).

Staff will utilize the County’s HWA Management Plan to help guide management
practices. The HWA Management Plan integrates chemical and biological control to
protect hemlock trees and improve their health in the long-term.

Chemical Control - HWA control can be accomplished through trunk injection, soil
injection, soil drench, or bark spray. Soil injection and soil drench are effective methods
for providing control to a target tree. Once injected into the soil or poured around the
base of the tree, an insecticide is absorbed by the tree roots. The insecticides that will
be used for soil injection and soil drench are materials containing imidacloprid that are
sold by the trade name Xytect™75WSP and Xytect™ 2F. Another viable soil injection
treatment option is a soil pellet containing imidacloprid that is sold by the trade name
CoreTect®. Control by soil injection or tablet can last five to seven years. Trunk
injection is another effective method for providing control to a target tree. Once
injected, the insecticide is transported throughout the tree’s vascular tissues. The
insecticide that will be used for trunk injection is another imidacloprid that is sold by the
trade name IMA-jet®. Control by trunk injection can last up to eight years. Rapid control
of HWA can be achieved with a bark spray or soil drench containing dinotefuran which
is sold by the trade name Transtect®. This treatment is well suited for heavy infestations
that require immediate control, but it is only effective for one to two years. Treatment
selections are made based on the site location and conditions. Staff can conduct this
control activity, therefore treatment will be cost effective, as well as biologically effective.
Staff continues to investigate other insecticide options that may provide better control
for HWA while minimizing environmental impacts.

Biological Control - In addition to chemical control, staff released beetle predators of
HWA at Scotts Run Nature Preserve in 2022. Follow up monitoring will be completed to
assess the establishment of beetles at the release site. A self-sustaining beetle
population will hopefully establish a more balanced environment for the trees
(Attachment 1). These efforts are conducted in cooperation with Virginia Department of
Forestry and Virginia Tech. The possibility of releasing additional predators in the future
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is being investigated. Staff will continue to conduct outreach to the public about the role
of hemlocks in the ecosystem and the methods used to control HWA.

Spongy Moth (SM)

SM, formerly known as gypsy moth, (Lymantria dispar) populations have remained low.
Staff conducted 151 egg mass surveys Countywide during the fall of 2023 and found no
egg masses (Attachment 1). Staff have identified no areas that will require treatment in

2024.

SM populations are monitored using egg mass surveys. Staff survey 1/40-acre plots
and visually inspect oak trees and other objects near survey points to look for SM egg
masses. According to VDA and Consumer Services guidelines, infestations eligible for
treatment must meet a minimum of 250 egg masses per acre.

The leading edge of the SM’s southward spread through the eastern United States hit
the County hard in the late 1980s and early 1990s. Residents were alarmed by the
intensity of the repeated defoliations, home and yard mess, and very real risk of
extensive tree losses. The County drafted an Integrated Pest Management Plan and
participated in VDA and Consumer Services Cooperative Suppression Program with the
USDA Forest Service. Teamed with Virginia Cooperative Extension, the County staff
mobilized residents to kill SM caterpillars manually while discouraging the use of broad-
spectrum insecticides. Thousands of acres of forested public and private land were
treated from the ground and from the air with the safest, most selective products
available. These combined actions prevented wide-spread tree mortality, provided
residents some relief from caterpillar nuisance, and reduced the unnecessary and
improper use of broad-spectrum pesticides. From the mid-1990s SM populations began
to fall.

SM populations, like many insect populations, can be cyclical in nature. There can be
many factors which influence outbreaks and declines. Staff believes that the recurrent
low SM levels are the result of effective treatment programs in the past and a fungus,
Entomophaga maimaiga, to which SM caterpillars are very susceptible. This fungus
became well established in the County and has had a dramatic stabilizing effect on SM
populations. SM outbreaks continue to be observed and treated in western Virginia and
other locations in the eastern United States. Staff will continue to monitor the SM
population in 2024. Staff will continue to conduct an outreach program targeting the
tree care industry and County residents for help monitoring SM populations.

Spotted Lanternfly (SLF)

SLF (Lycorma delicatula) is an insect native to Asia that was found in suburban
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in 2014. Since January of 2018, this insect has spread
throughout Northern Virginia. In 2021, SLF was found in Prince William County. SLF
was found in the County for the first time on August 8, 2022, at Frying Pan Park. SLF
were also found in Arlington County, City of Alexandria, and Washington D.C. in 2023.
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While SLF were found only in the north and western parts of the County in 2022, 61
traps were positive in 2023. SLF are now found in every magisterial district (Attachment
1). The increasing numbers of insects caught in traps indicate that new infestations are
developing, and infestations found in previous years are producing more SLF.
Increased numbers of insects and impacts should be anticipated for the next few years.
Staff are considering trapping for SLF during the growing season to determine the
extent of infestations or to monitor treatment success. Additionally, trapping may occur
in areas where SLF has not yet been found, including east of 1-95. Due to the
destructive nature of this pest, VDA and Consumer Services have implemented a
quarantine to reduce its spread to surrounding uninfested areas. To date, the County
has not been placed under quarantine. Staff are working in partnership with the VDA
and Consumer Services to treat any infestation found in the County. On the County
property, staff will implement treatment through contracted services and mechanical
removal methods. All other infestations are anticipated to be treated by VDA and
Consumer Services. The goal of treatment efforts is to reduce population sizes to
minimize impacts to the County residents and slow the spread of SLF. Staff will utilize
the County’s SLF Management Plan to help guide management practices as the
County’s SLF population eventually disperses across the area.

As SLF infestations become established throughout the County, they have potential to
cause significant impact. SLF can become a nuisance to residents because they will
swarm in high numbers on certain trees and plants to suck sap from stems and
branches. Like aphids, they will excrete honeydew that attracts flies, ants, bees, wasps,
and other insects. Black mold can quickly grow on the honeydew, which can make an
unpleasant mess on and under the host tree or plant. This insect feeds on a broad
range of trees and has a strong preference for the invasive species tree of heaven
(Ailanthus altissima), its native host tree from Asia. Staff has undertaken a Countywide
SLF monitoring program to find it early before high population has established. Special
attention is being paid to locations that are most likely to become infested first. These
are light industrial sites, transportation corridors (rail and highways), orchards,
vineyards, and anywhere tree of heaven is found. Monitoring involves searching for
SLF egg masses, trapping for all SLF life stages, and inventorying tree of heaven
throughout the County (Attachment 1).

In 2022, staff created a mailbox, ReportSLF@fairfaxcounty.gov, as a call to action for
County residents to report SLF in their community. In 2023, staff investigated 92
reports from County residents and searched surrounding properties for signs of SLF.
Monitoring results for 2023 show that SLF is now established in the County, so early
detection reports by residents are no longer needed. Staff will no longer conduct site
visits for all reports by residents. An automatic reply will be initiated alerting residents to
the establishment of SLF and links to our web resources for self-education and self-help
measures.
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Since 2020, Lake Fairfax, Cub Run Rec Center, Great Falls Fire Station, Great Falls
Library, Island Creek Elementary, and Westfield High School have had tree of heaven
removed. The removal of trees of heaven will continue County properties in 2024.
Removal of tree of heaven includes an herbicidal application of JLB Oil Plus®, Garlon®
3A, Garlon® 4 Ultra, or Rodeo® to the tree stumps. Herbicides are essential for
successful removal since cutting alone would result in vigorous resprouting. Staff
monitors all treatment sites for post-treatment effectiveness. Remediation at sites
where the tree of heaven is removed may be necessary to ensure the success of the
effort.

Targeted insecticidal treatments will become necessary to minimize the negative impact
caused by SLF. A variety of effective options are available, including systemic
insecticides Merit® 2F and Safari® 20 SG, that will deliver the insecticide into host
trees, or contact insecticides such as Botanigard® 22 WP. In coordination with staff,
Fairfax County Park Authority will continue using service district funds for the removal
and remediation of tree of heaven in 2024 at Laurel Hill Park and Blake Lane Park.
Riverbend Park tree of heaven populations will be managed beginning in 2024 as well.

Staff are collaborating with a doctoral student from Virginia Tech who is studying site
restoration techniques in areas treated with a bioherbicide for trees of heaven. The
bioherbicide was developed by a team from Virginia Tech, Rutgers University,
Bioprodex, and USDA Forest Service using Verticillium nonalfalfae. The bioherbicide is
currently undergoing Environmental Protection Agency registration overview. In 2023, a
stand of tree of heaven was inoculated with Verticillium nonalfalfea at Laurel Hill Park.
That same year, the doctoral student planted 25 native tree seedlings and herbaceous
plants in the research site. The doctoral student will continue to monitor the site until
2028 for the effectiveness of the Verticillium treatment as well as the vegetation
restoration of the site. Staff is in communication with Fairfax County Park Authority for
all coordination and permitting requirements.

EQUITY IMPACT:

There is no adverse equity impact. The Forest Pest Branch is tasked by the Board to
provide monitoring, treatment, and outreach on listed forest insect pests and diseases.
The Service District includes the entire area of the County, excluding the area within the
Lake Barcroft Watershed Improvement District. Monitoring, treatment, and outreach of
listed forest pests have been identified as an important measure to protect the urban
forest and environmental resources of the County.

Staff strive to be a useful resource for the County residents and partner with many
organizations to provide information and services. Staff engage with the community
through a variety of outreach and education programs that target the residents of the
County. Staff printed 3,350 Fairfax County Tree Basics booklets for distribution to all
the County libraries. The booklets are printed in English, Arabic, Korean, Mandarin,
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Spanish, and Vietnamese. The booklets contain information on the benefits of trees,
how to select, plant, and maintain trees, and additional information. The booklets can be
downloaded from the County website. Additionally, information about tree identification,
forest health, and forest pests is made available on the County website. The County
website offers a translation service through “machine translation” powered by Google™
Translate. The translation service makes the content of the County website accessible
to the County residents who are not proficient in English.

In 2023, staff added equitable community engagement activities, following the County
Equitable Stormwater Management Engagement Framework. Following this framework,
staff will identify and engage in planting and education opportunities for vulnerable
communities. To date, staff have joined Culmore environmental and community
partners. Staff will continue to implement the Department of Public Works and
Environmental Service Inclusive Community Involvement framework in all outreach
programming.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Currently, the Forest Pest Program is funded through the Special Service District for the
Control of Infestations that May Carry a Disease that is Dangerous to Humans, Gypsy
Moth, Fall Cankerworm, and Certain Identified Pests. The total amount budgeted for FY
2024 is sufficient for this program.

CREATION OF POSITIONS:
No positions will be created.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:
Attachment 1: 2023 Forest Pest Annual Report

STAFF:

Rachel Flynn, Deputy County Executive

Christopher Herrington, Director, Department of Public Works and Environmental
Services (DPWES)

Eleanor Ku Codding, Deputy Director, DPWES, Stormwater and Wastewater
Management Programs

Brian Keightley, Division Director, DPWES, Urban Forest Management Division

ASSIGNED COUNSEL.:
John W. Burton, Assistant County Attorney
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Department of Public Works and Environmental Services
Fairfax, Virginia 22035
703-324-1770, TTY 711

www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/trees

January 31, 2024

To request this information in an alternate format call 703-324-5500, TTY 711.

Fairfax County is committed to nondiscrimination on the basis of disability in all county programs,
services and activities. Reasonable accommodations will be provided upon request. For information,
call 703-324-5500, TTY 711.
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Introduction

The Forest Pest Branch of the Urban Forest Management Division (UFMD) is tasked by the Fairfax
County Board of Supervisors to monitor for, provide necessary and effective control of, and offer
outreach and education about several forest insect pests and diseases. This report describes work
completed by staff in 2023 including monitoring, inventories, treatment, and education/outreach. Of the
eleven (11) insects, diseases and animals monitored by UFMD, seven (7) of them are found in Fairfax
County (County). Four (4) of those are the subject of more complex monitoring and management
efforts. Spotted lanternfly (SLF) became established over most of the County in 2023. Work continues to
deal with the aftermath of emerald ash borer (EAB). Hemlock woolly adelgid (HWA) management
resulted in the 1000% tree treated, as well as successful recovery of a predatory beetle released in 2022.
Staff continue diligently scouting for symptoms of beech leaf disease (BLD) and were able to document
significant spread of infestations first found in 2022.

Asian Longhorn Beetle

Background Information

The Asian longhorned beetle (ALB) (Anoplophora glabripennis) is an invasive, wood-boring beetle with
the potential to have drastic economic and social impacts should it be introduced in the County, much
like the EAB. These pests infest many hardwood tree species but prefer maple species, one of the
predominant trees in the County’s urban forest ecosystem. If ALB is found in the County, staff would
work with state and federal partners to eradicate the infestation.

Kenneth R. Law, USDA APHIS PPQ, Bugwood.org

Description of work completed

Staff conducted field surveys at sites that are the most likely pathways for the introduction and spread
of ALB in the County (Figure 1). All industrial areas where there is commercial shipping or movement of
wood related products were targeted. Since traps are ineffective at capturing ALB, staff relied on visual
inspection of trees. At each survey site staff inspected all maple trees within a 1/40-acre plot for signs of
ALB such as exit holes and frass. Over 60 sites and 200 trees were visually inspected in this manner.
Additional data was gathered on the type of business activities in the vicinity of the survey site for
planning future surveys.

Staff continued to investigate new methods to monitor high risk areas for ALB introduction. The ALB
Management Plan and County website were updated to reflect new information.
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Results of monitoring
No signs of ALB were found in 2023.

Beech Leaf Disease

Background Information

BLD is a new disease caused by the microscopic roundworm, or nematode (Litylenchus crenatae). The
nearly 100% fatal disease to one of the most common and ecologically important tree species in the
County is spreading quickly, and at the time of this report there is no known safe treatment option for
forested environments. BLD will become more noticeable to the public and media attention is expected
to increase in 2024.

Signs of BLD

Description of work completed

Staff is monitoring BLD in the County using GPS and GIS technologies. This summer, beech stands known
to UFMD staff and the Fairfax County Park Authority (FCPA) were mapped and surveyed for signs of BLD
(Figure 2).

Staff is participating in a long-term U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service beech health
study that includes both BLD and beech bark disease assessments over the full geographic range of
those two diseases. Four permanent monitoring plots in the County were established in beech stands
where BLD has already been found or where it is likely to be found (Figure 2). Detailed data on the plot
locations, forest composition, and incidence of BLD signs and symptoms were collected and will
continue to be collected annually for this study.

Staff actively sought to participate in research projects to gain knowledge about the disease, how it
spreads, and what safe management measures may work in a future integrated pest management (IPM)
plan. Staff contributed BLD samples for a regional nematode DNA study out of the University of
Connecticut.
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Staff establishing a BLD monitoring plot

Results of monitoring

Six (6) infestations totaling 60 acres were mapped in regional and County parks. Their severity was
assessed and recorded. Areas found in 2022 have grown in size and severity. For example, the BLD
infestation at Burke Lake Park grew from 4.3 acres in 2022 to 13.2 acres in 2023. Four (4) new sightings
of BLD found on only one branch or on one tree were mapped on public and private properties (Figure
2).

Cooperative Agricultural Pest Survey

The federal Cooperative Agricultural Pest Survey (CAPS) Program's mission is to conduct exotic plant
pest surveys through a national network of cooperators and stakeholders to protect American
agriculture and natural resources. The goal is to provide a survey profile of potential invasive plant pests
in the United States deemed to be of regulatory significance through early detection and surveillance
activities. Using various traps and visual surveys, Forest Pest staff monitors pests of concern that are
generally not yet known to be present in the Eastern United States. Specific pests monitored in the
County are detailed below.

Oak Ambrosia Beetle

Background information

Oak ambrosia beetle (OAB) (Platypus quercivorus) is a small woodboring beetle of concern globally
because of its potential to spread a serious fungal disease, Japanese oak wilt, (Raffaelea quercivora) to
various oak species. The County has a high density of potential hosts, according to USDA-Animal Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) and could see significant financial and environmental impacts if OAB
were to become established.

If OAB is found in the County, staff will work with the Virginia Department of Agriculture and Consumer
Services (VDACS) and other partners to attempt to manage the threat and reduce the spread of this pest
and disease. Staff will monitor OAB and implement an outreach component to educate private and
public groups about OAB and the potential spread of disease.
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OAB, Joseph Benzel, Screening Aids, USDA APHIS PPQ, Bugwood.org

Description of work completed

Staff continued to conduct a monitoring program for OAB. Ten (10) traps using a pest specific lure
(querciverol) were deployed and checked weekly (Figure 3). Each trap was checked approximately 18
times throughout the field season, and all samples were sorted for possible OAB. Any possible OAB were
sent for identification by Virginia Tech.

Staff provided outreach for residents on causes of oak decline including OAB and methods for protecting
oak trees on their properties.

Staff investigated new control methods for OAB, including the use of biological controls.

Results of monitoring
OAB was not detected in trap samples collected in the County in 2023.

Redbay Ambrosia Beetle

Background information

Redbay ambrosia beetle (RAB) (Xyleborus glabratus) is a small woodboring pest that can transmit the
laurel wilt fungus (Raffaelea lauricola) to sassafras and spice bush, both commonly found in the County.
These potential hosts are important deer resistant understory trees and shrubs.

If RAB is found in the County, staff will work with VDACS and other partners to attempt to manage the
spread of this pest and disease. Staff will monitor for RAB and implement an outreach component to
educate private and public groups about RAB and the potential spread of disease.

1 mm

Lateral view of an adult female RAB, Xyleborus glabratus Eichhoff. Photograph by Lyle J. Buss, University of Florida.
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Description of work completed

Staff initiated a monitoring program for RAB. Five (5) traps using a pest specific lure (alpha-copaene)
were deployed and checked weekly (Figure 3). Each trap was checked approximately 18 times
throughout the field season, and all samples were sorted for possible RAB. Any possible RAB were sent
for identification by Virginia Tech.

Staff investigated new control methods for RAB, including the use of biological controls.

Results of monitoring
No RAB were detected in trap samples collected in the County in 2023.

Sudden Oak Death

Background information

Sudden oak death (SOD), caused by the water-borne pathogen Phytophthora ramorum could pose a
threat to oak trees in the County If it were to become established. If P. ramorum or SOD is found in the
County, staff will work with VDACS and other partners to attempt to manage its spread.

Description of work completed

Staff continued to monitor 15 stream sites once in the spring, and again in the fall (Figure 3). A total of
30 water samples were collected, incubated in-house, and shipped to the VDACS laboratory in Richmond
for disease testing.

Staff continued to stay up to date on current research and maintained a management plan for SOD.

Collection bottle and rhododendron leaf sample for sudden oak death monitoring

Results of monitoring
No samples tested positive for P. ramorum (SOD).

Thousand Cankers Disease

Background information

Thousand cankers disease (TCD) is caused by a fungus (Geosmithia morbida) carried by the walnut twig
beetle (WTB) (Pityophthorus juglandis) native to the southwestern United States. This disease complex
causes only minor damage to western walnut species; however, eastern black walnut trees are more
susceptible. Mortality is possible although timing is unclear.
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Small branch cankers caused by G. morbida, Whitney Cranshaw, Colorado State University

Description of work completed

Staff continued to conduct a monitoring program for WTB and the causal agent of TCD, Geosmithia
morbida. Three new trap locations were added west of previously confirmed WTB infestations in the
Franconia and Mount Vernon districts to track potential spread. Insect samples were collected from July
through the end of October on 30 traps throughout the County (Figure 4). Insect samples were sorted
in-house and sent to Virginia Tech’s Insect ID Lab for confirmation.

Results of monitoring

There were 199 positive WTB specimens confirmed in 2023. 186 of them were collected at a single trap
site in Lorton. Five (5) other traps in the County each had a single confirmed WTB. TCD caused by
Geosmithia morbida was not identified in the County.

Emerald Ash Borer

Background information

EAB (Agrilus planipennis) is an exotic beetle that has caused widespread mortality of native ash species
since its discovery in the County in 2002. Since 2015, approximately 200 ash trees have been treated
and monitored for EAB, with 186 trees currently included in the treatment program.

Since 2016, staff has conducted a release program for EAB parasitoid wasps: Oobius agrili, Spathius
agrili, and Tetrasticus planipennisi. Staff have released EAB parasitoid wasps on several County
properties. The wasps were produced and supplied from the USDA APHIS Plant Protection and
Quarantine (PPQ) EAB Parasitoid Rearing Facility in Brighton, Michigan.
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Adult EAB, Davis Cappaert, Michigan State University
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Description of work completed

Staff completed evaluations of the 186 trees in the county-wide ash treatment program (Figure 6).
Annual tree evaluations are used to prescribe future treatments as well as to assess the overall success
of the treatment program for high-value ash trees on County owned properties. Fifteen (15) trees were
treated by staff with emamectin benzoate injections as part of the treatment program (Figure 6). Staff
continued to scout the County for surviving ash trees to add to the treatment program. Those numbers
are dwindling. Very few of the trees found were good candidates for treatment. Staff agreed that a shift
to scouting for surviving seed-producing ash trees would be beneficial, as those could be useful seed
sources for propagating seedlings that may potentially be EAB-resistant.

Staff continued to monitor locations where EAB parasitoids were released within the last two (2) years
using yellow-pan traps to determine if the parasitoids have become established. Four (4) yellow-pan-
traps were set and monitored weekly at Burke Station Park from May through September (Figure 5).

The parasitoid release sites were assessed for possible long-term ash restoration efforts, including
chemical treatment of any surviving ash trees, invasive plant management, and planting ash seedlings.
The goals of the restoration project are to provide a food source for the parasitic wasps that were
released, and to preserve ash trees in some forested areas of the County indefinitely. Three (3) sites
have been identified as suitable for the ash restoration project. Staff maintained 108 seedlings that were
planted at one of the sites in Flatlick Stream Valley Park two (2) years earlier.

EAB Parasitoid Release Site

10
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Staff checking yellow-pan-traps
Staff continued to investigate new control methods for EAB, including the use of new biological controls.

Staff continued to coordinate the remediation of damage caused by EAB, including the removal of dead
ash trees from County property.

Pesticide injection for treatment of EAB

Results of monitoring/treatment
186 ash trees that were evaluated in the County-wide ash treatment remain in the program. Six (6) ash
trees were added for a new total of 192 trees. Fifteen (15) trees were treated for EAB.

EAB parasitoids were not recovered from the yellow pan traps.

One new site was added to the long-term ash restoration project for a total of three (3) sites. They are
located at Flatlick Stream Valley Park, Bren Mar Park, and Pimmit Run Stream Valley Park.
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Fall Cankerworm

Background information

Fall cankerworm (FCW) (Alsophila pometaria) is a native insect whose larval stage feeds on the leaves of
hardwood tree species throughout much of North America. FCW life stages are important food for
native birds, however sometimes a local population of FCW can grow large enough to defoliate trees. It
is therefore important to carefully monitor FCW populations in order to make good management

decisions.

Female Adult FCW, Matt Bertone

Description of work completed

Staff completed a FCW adult moth trapping survey in the Franconia, Mason, and Mount Vernon districts
where outbreaks of FCW had occurred in the past. Staff set a total of 52 sticky-band traps in late
November of 2022, and visited each weekly through the end of January of 2023 to count the number of
male and female moths captured (Figure 8). The cumulative counts were used to track the current FCW
population levels and predict the associated risk of defoliation by larvae that hatch the following spring.

Any FCW eggs found on or near the traps would be placed in special containers that allow parasitic
predation while protecting them from larger predators. They would be left on site to develop naturally
until March when they would be gathered and evaluated in the lab for parasitic predation and hatch
rate.

Staff also conducted a FCW defoliation survey throughout the same districts the following spring. 107
trees were assessed for signs of feeding and defoliation (Figure 7).

Caterpillar, photo by Joseph Berger, Bugwood.org
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Results of monitoring/treatment

89 female moths were collected in the FCW adult moth survey during the 2022-2023 monitoring season.
The counts did not exceed thresholds that would indicate a large larval hatch that could warrant
treatment. In addition, no egg masses were found during the survey period.

107 different trees were evaluated for defoliation. None exceeded 30%, with the majority at the lower
end of light range category. No significant defoliation was observed in spring 2023.

Hemlock Woolly Adelgid

Background information

HWA (Adelges tsugae) is an exotic, invasive insect that infests and often kills eastern hemlock (Tsuga
canadensis) trees within four (4) to ten (10) years. The remaining natural stands of eastern hemlock
within the County are few and isolated to several parks. Without protection the multiple benefits they
provide to wildlife and their scenic beauty along our rivers will be lost and cannot be easily replaced.

HWA adults crawling to the base of a hemlock needle to feed.
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Staff conducting a bark spray treatment at Staff beat-sheeting for predatory beetles at
Fountainhead Regional Park. Scotts Run Nature Preserve.

Description of work completed

Staff investigated and implemented more efficient alternatives to trunk injection treatments. New
application methods used in 2023 include bark sprays, soil drench, and soil injections. Bark sprays use a
fast-acting insecticide containing dinotefuran that is best suited for heavy infestations that need
immediate control. Soil drench and injections containing the insecticide imidacloprid take more time to
be effective but provide five (5) to seven (7) years of protection. These methods can efficiently treat
large numbers of hemlocks.

Staff continued to refine the hemlock inventory in Bull Run Marina, Fountainhead Regional Park, and
Sandy Run Regional Park, all located along Bull Run/Occoquan River. Staff field-surveyed hundreds of
acres of park property to find new areas to include in the hemlock inventory.

Staff collaborated with GIS Services to pilot a project that uses deep learning to identify evergreen trees
from aerial photography. The results of the project have helped field staff identify possibly unmapped
concentrations of hemlock trees and estimate relative abundance of hemlock trees for planning
purposes.

Staff scouted and assessed hemlock stands for their eligibility to receive predatory beetles. Hemlock
stands were assessed according to selection criteria set forth by Virginia Department of Forestry (VDOF)
to identify hemlock stands with the best chance of establishing predatory beetles. Hemlock stands that
meet the criteria could be selected for predatory beetle releases.

Staff evaluated hemlock tree health and the HWA infestation levels to gather information about the
effectiveness of treatments. Methods used to collect field data were developed by the USDA Forest
Service for accessing tree condition and estimating HWA infestation levels.

In a continued collaboration with VDOF, staff evaluated the initial effectiveness of the 2022 release of
predatory beetles at Scotts Run. Sampling was conducted using the beat-sheet method in which beetles
are knocked off branches onto a white sheet held beneath the branch, which helps determine
establishment of the predatory beetle population. Once established, the beetles will reduce the stress
on hemlocks by helping control the population of HWA adults.
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Staff continue to research treatment methods and management strategies, as well as new methods for
evaluating and measuring tree health and HWA infestation levels.

Results of monitoring/treatment

Staff treated a total of 926 hemlock trees (Figure 10). This is a significant increase over previous years as
the staff’s priority shifted to protecting as many hemlocks as possible and trying new methods of
pesticide application. The use of bark spray and soil drench application methods were responsible for all
treatments this year, which could be performed faster and required less specialized equipment. Staff
also focused on treating in areas with the highest concentrations of hemlock trees.

Staff evaluated 15 hemlock trees. Evaluations were performed on a sample of previously treated
hemlock trees. The evaluations show some level of protection on hemlock trees treated with
imidacloprid, whereas hemlock trees that were treated with dinotefuran appear to have lost most of
their protection. These data provide valuable information about the duration of pesticide protection and
whether retreatment is necessary.

Staff inventoried approximately 42 acres of hemlock trees (Figure 9). Most of the inventoried areas were
in Fountainhead Regional Park, which contains many hemlock trees. Staff have completed
approximately 70% of their surveys for hemlock trees on park property.

Staff collected 6 predatory beetles from hemlock trees at Scotts Run Nature Preserve (Figure 11). The
collection was made only 12 months after releasing 700 beetles at Scotts Run. This means that beetles
have successfully completed an entire life cycle and is a promising sign that predatory beetles are on
their way to establishing at Scotts Run.

Staff identified two potential HWA predator release sites at Fountainhead Regional Park. A preliminary
review of the two sites showed that the hemlock trees were in fair to good health with accessible lower
branches. Further evaluation and VDOF review are necessary to determine their eligibility for beetle
releases.

i-Tree Eco

Background Information

In 2022, the County entered into a contract with Conservation Management Institute (CMI) to conduct a
tree survey and incorporate the data into the i-Tree Eco™ model. The model estimates ecosystem
services and characteristics of the urban forest. In 2017, staff conducted a countywide survey and
incorporated the data collected into the i-Tree Eco model. The survey involved evaluating forest
conditions in 204 randomly selected sites throughout the County (Figure 12).

Description of work completed

CMI completed all tree surveys. In 2024, CMI will analyze the data collected and compare it to the 2017
results. Additionally, CMI will produce a report with an assessment of the potential resilience of the
urban forests in the County and stand level carbon stocks. The report will also include suggested
management actions, where appropriate, to increase stand level resilience and/or carbon stocks.
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https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/sites/publicworks/files/Assets/Documents/ffcounty_ecoreport_1.pdf

Spongy Moth

Background Information
The spongy moth caterpillar (SM) (Lymantria dispar), formerly called gypsy moth, is a leaf feeding insect
of primarily hardwood trees. SM remain in very low population numbers in the County.

Oak trees refoliating after a defoliation

SM caterpillars chewing oak leaves, Tim Tigner, Virginia Department of Forestry, Bugwood.org
Description of work completed

No measurable defoliation was observed by staff or reported to staff in the spring of 2023. Staff
completed 151 egg mass surveys in SM preferred habitat across the County in the fall of 2023(Figure
13).

Results of monitoring/treatment
No control treatments were needed in 2023. No measurable defoliation was observed or reported. No
egg masses were found in the County (Figure 13). Staff does not anticipate any defoliation in 2024.

Spotted Lanternfly

Background information
SLF (Lycorma delicatula) is an insect native to Asia which was first found in 2018 in Frederick County,
Virginia, and has since spread throughout Virginia. Staff has monitored this insect and inventoried tree
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https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/trees/spongy-moth

of heaven (TOH) in high-risk introduction areas since 2019, first finding SLF in the County in 2022. Due to
the large nuisance caused by this pest, VDACS, in cooperation with USDA-APHIS, employ control
measures in areas with known infestations. UFMD anticipates most residents in the County will be
impacted to some degree as SLF continues to spread.

SLF egg mass
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Description of work completed

Surveys for all life stages in all areas of the County were conducted using various methods. A total of 111
circle traps (without lure or pesticide strips) were deployed across the County July through October.
Visual surveys in prime locations were conducted by staff. Outreach to encourage residents to report
SLF sightings to staff were employed. Concentrated “blitz” efforts were undertaken. During the blitzes,
colleagues from external agencies participated with staff in one day efforts to search as much of the
County as possible.

Staff continue to implement the management plan completed in 2022, on County properties.
Mechanical removal of SLF life stages using backpack vacuums was tested. Staff continued to monitor
the latest scientific research for SLF to determine the best possible management strategies for managing
infestations on County properties and to provide information to enable citizen self-help efforts.

The inventory of TOH that was begun in 2020 was used to find locations suitable for TOH removal on
County owned properties. Approximately 10% of sites inventoried were found to contain TOH, and TOH
removals to reduce the prevalence of SLF’s preferred host across the County were begun (Figure 16).
Treatments with horticultural oils or herbicides containing triclopyr or glyphosate to remove ideal SLF
habitat from County properties, may be used.

Results of monitoring/treatment

61 traps were found to be positive, with a total of 1,289 adults trapped in 2023 (Figure 14). These results
indicate significant population growth and spread of SLF across the County. UFMD anticipates this to
continue for the next several years.

Mechanical removal of SLF life stages using backpack vacuums proved successful and will continue to be
used in 2024.

SLF egg masses were found at five (5) sites during the blitz event in January. These were destroyed
where they could be reached.

Postcard mailings and other outreach efforts resulted in 92 reports of sightings by County residents
(Figure 15). 76 of these reports were confirmed to be positive via pictures or on-site visits. Treatment of
TOH found on County properties resumed in 2023, but the arrival of SLF, staff shortage, and
communication delays hindered the ability of staff to treat as much TOH as had been anticipated. Pilot
treatment efforts on seventeen (17) sites have been completed since the start of this project. Nine (9)
new sites, approximately 8.7 acres, were treated in 2023, and eight (8) other sites are being monitored
for resprouting and potential retreatment (Figure 18). All treatments and retreatments were
accomplished by a contractor. Staff conducted quality control checks on all treated sites.

Outreach

Background Information

Staff administered and participated in outreach and education efforts to foster an appreciation for trees
and the benefits of the urban forest and to inspire others to protect, plant, and manage greenspace
resources. Targeted audiences for education and training include Fairfax County Public Schools (FCPS),
County staff, community scientists, homeowner’s associations, and natural resource professionals.
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https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/sites/publicworks/files/assets/documents/slf-management-plan-final.pdf

Description of work completed

Most of the Forest Pest messaging to the public was delivered through virtual platforms (social media
posts, NewsWire, internal blog posts, webinars, and website updates). Additionally, staff presented in
the classroom, partnering with organizations like FCPS, Nature Forward, and Northern Virginia
Community College. Staff participated in the Flood Risk Engagement and Culmore Environmental
Program Planning Groups. Staff leveraged the partnership with FCPA Public Information Office to submit
social media posts to expand reach to over 35,000 followers.

Staff continued to implement an outreach program explaining the impacts and threats of the various
pests listed in this report to help inform the general public, landowners and decision makers.

Fairfax Courlty Urban Foret g Diiwitlesc B & airls sl gow [TOT) 2245304, TTY 711
@ Wanted: Spﬂtted Lanternﬂy a
ek e inseech: Where i look: b
@ Irdriiee Bl bow Bad Aua W Troe b
R A — 4 Lantunping o
N e - — T - -
el 30 sther plank epecion & Cudosr vebices
¢ Faresrie hoal 7o off bR T ST

Staff at Bluebell at the Riverbend park talking to event participants.
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https://natureforward.org/

UFMD Staff at Burke Lake Park pointing out BLD to Architect of the Capital staff.

Table 1 - Outreach efforts and outcomes

Outreach Effort

Outcome

Media Posts

Staff created 30 posts for the Department of Public Works and Environmental
Services (DPWES) social media accounts (Facebook and X -formerly Twitter).

Press Interviews or
Events

Staff spoke with several news stations about the removal of TOH at Blake Lane
Park as a strategy for managing SLF populations. Staff were interviewed by the
press, including the Washington Post about SLF. Staff participated in a radio
interview and provided information for a published news article with WAMU
about the spread of BLD.

County Podcasts
and Videos

None completed this year.

School Programs

Staff participated in five (5) school programs, including Trees Please at Stratford
Landing and a full day at Ft. Belvoir Elementary School. Staff conducted a
science camp career day at Braddock Secondary School. Staff presented to 9t
grade students at Robinson Secondary School.

Internal County
Blog Posts

24 blog posts were created providing information on pests of concern such as
SLF, public events that staff participated in such as Arbor Day and highlighting
innovative UFMD projects like managing SLF and monitoring of the parasitic
release for HWA.

Webinars and
Cross Trainings

Staff provided seven (7) cross trainings for County and non-County agencies on
various forest pest issues. Internally, staff spoke with the Health Department,
DPWES, and FCPA. Staff provided in-person training in partnership with Nat-Cap
PRISM. Staff provided an in-person training in Spanish in partnership with
Nature Forward and Northern Virgnia Soil and Water Conservation District
(NVSWCD). Staff conducted field events with District Department of
Transportation Urban Forestry staff, D.C. Architect of the Capital and Botanic
Garden staff to inform them about symptom identification and latest
information on BLD. Staff participated in the Employing Youth through
Employment Program and provided job training to a young adult for two weeks.
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https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/education-programs
https://vcwnorthern.com/eye-programs/
https://vcwnorthern.com/eye-programs/

Outreach Effort

Outcome

NewsWire/Press

Staff worked with DPWES Communication and Media Group to compile and
post four (4) news press releases:

-County Watching and Monitoring for Spotted Lanternfly

-Spotted Lanternfly Seen in More areas of Fairfax County

Releases -Beech Leaf Disease Spreads in Fairfax County
-County Warning Residents about a New Vegetation Disease Called Vascular
Streak Dieback
Staff participated in five (5) community events: Bluebell Festival at Riverbend
In-Person Park, the Mount Vernon Environmental Expo, Arts in the Park at Mason District

Community Events

Park, and Earth Day at Sully Historic Site. Staff partnered with NVSWCD tree
seedling distribution. Staff supported the Arbor Day celebration at Mantua
Elementary School.

Almost 21,000 SLF postcards were mailed to residents and businesses. Almost
21,000 informational SLF postcards were mailed to residents and businesses
within a half a mile of sites where staff located positive SLF traps (Figure 17).

Print Medi
rint Media The postcard included information on SLF identification and how to report it.
By request, 3,350 of Tree Basics booklets were printed in English, Arabic,
Mandarin, Vietnamese, and Korean for the Fairfax County Library system.
Website Staff updated Forest Pest webpages with new information about SLF and BLD,

updated resources links and how to report information for pest issues.
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https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/publicworks/trees/forest-pests

Maps

Figure 1- ALB Survey Locations
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Figure 2- BLD Surveys and Positive Sites
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Figure 3- SOD Testing Locations, OAB and RAB Trap locations
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Figure 4- TCD Trap Locations and Positive Sites
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Figure 5- EAB Parasitoid Release and Recovery Locations

= -
o '_‘-_5
Herndon = Y,
& A
4-4_
Reston Lake Fairfax !
I & Walltrap
e oy WHT 5
Ling gt Lall Aoy Siream Val ey
Firmy
- T s R
' Hattontown &
i Waolf Trap
Flaris 4 X
7]
Cang i
ol
&
£
ki ttie Difficult
' RO 1 Stream \Z"l" Hd
S Vienna
[y,
L50% P
. 5 .
Chantilly i :
k-
so2ft Oakton L
293 fr
Flatiick fun Greenbriar
Geredm Valley
o ¢ Penderlan
Laverente
J
481 i S
fatream T :
sy
i 3] Piney Branch
e eviite o i] i:.-rn:-.] Walley
A
%
el :
Patriot o B
= o
28] = popes HE
. L _,:’" I
T = '._': .
"n 2 station Hills Sideburn
Yorkshire N

® esBra
B EAB Parasitoi

id Release Areas

am Valley £ " P

ery Area

L Washi
(=]

EAB Parasitoid and
Release Recovery

2023

TN, MG, L os, Do
Fii

Cempdaate Srstesn: WS |84 Wil Meqeanon Anialigy Splice

27

226



Figure 6- Ash Tree Evaluations and EAB Treatments
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Figure 7- FCW Defoliation Survey
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Figure 8- FCW Adult Moth Survey
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Figure 9- Hemlock Forest Inventory Area
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Figure 10- HWA Chemical Treatments
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Figure 11- HWA Predator Recovery Location
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Figure 12- 2017 iTree Eco Survey Pilot Locations
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Figure 13- SM Egg Mass Surveys
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Figure 14- Positive and Negative SLF Trap Locations
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Figure 15- SLF Postcard Mailer Outreach Areas
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Figure 16- TOH Removal Locations
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Board Agenda Item
March 5, 2024

ACTION - 2

Approval of the Disease Carrying Insects Program

ISSUE:
Board approval of the annual submission of the Disease Carrying Insects Program
(DCIP).

RECOMMENDATION:
The County Executive recommends that the Board of Supervisors direct staff to take the
following actions concerning Fairfax County's Disease Carrying Insects Program:

Mosquitoes, West Nile virus, Zika virus, and Other Mosquito-borne Diseases

1. Continue to conduct a county-wide mosquito surveillance program.

2. Continue to test mosquitoes for West Nile virus (WNV), Zika virus, and
other pathogens, as necessary.

3. Continue inspections and larviciding of mosquito breeding areas in the
County using appropriate and approved larvicides according to
established criteria in as many rounds during the mosquito season, as
necessary.

4. Continue to conduct a county-wide community outreach and education
program to increase County residents' awareness of mosquitoes, West
Nile virus, Zika virus, and other mosquito-borne diseases, as well as
personal protection and prevention methods.

5. Continue to use adult mosquito control methods as necessary to protect
public health.

Ticks, Lyme disease, and other Tick-borne Diseases

1. Continue to conduct tick surveillance activities.

2. Continue to test ticks for pathogens, including the bacteria that causes
Lyme disease.

3. Continue to conduct a county-wide community outreach and education
program to increase County residents' awareness of ticks, Lyme disease,
and other tick-borne diseases, as well as personal protection and
prevention methods.

Other Disease-transmitting Insects of Public Health Importance

1. Continue to work with Environmental Health staff to provide information on
other disease-transmitting insects of public health importance.
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Board action on this item will cover all Disease Carrying Insects Program activities
carried out through June 30, 2025.

TIMING:

Board approval is requested on March 5, 2024, in order to (1) continue mosquito
suppression strategies (e.g., surveillance, larviciding mosquito breeding areas, and
public outreach), (2) continue tick surveillance program and public outreach, and (3)
continue outreach and education efforts for other disease-transmitting insects.

BACKGROUND:

The Code of the County of Fairfax, Virginia (Appendix I, Section 7) requires the
submission of the annual Disease Carrying Insects Program for Board of Supervisors'
approval. The Annual Report for the program (Attachment |) provides an overview of
many program activities and highlights the importance of vector-borne disease
prevention and control.

West Nile Virus, Zika virus, and Other Mosquito-borne Diseases

West Nile virus continues to be an important public health concern in the continental
United States. Fairfax County WNV surveillance activities indicated that the virus was
present throughout the County. By the end of the 2023 WNV season, the virus had
been detected in mosquitoes collected at many of the surveillance sites in the County.
Three human cases of WNV were reported in the County in 2023, no human cases in
2022, and one human case in 2021. Seven fatal cases in the County since 2002
underlie the potential severity of this disease. A total of 12 WNV cases were reported in
Virginia in 2023, five WNV cases in 2022, and four WNV cases in 2021. No WNV-
related deaths were reported in Virginia in 2023, one was reported in 2022, and no
deaths were reported in 2021. Factors that may impact the presence and reporting of
WNV include the following:

Viral activity in the mosquito vectors;

Presumed feeding habits of Culex pipiens;

Birds acting as natural amplifiers of the virus;

Ambient temperatures which influence the development of the virus within
the mosquito;

Level of public awareness of WNV; and

Proactive larvicide and adulticide treatments to help control Culex
mosquitoes.

PON=

oo

Based on past surveillance information, the DCIP will continue mosquito inspection and
larviciding activities in stormwater ponds that are identified as a result of the larval
surveillance activities, as was done in the 2023 mosquito season. The DCIP will
perform larval inspection activities year-round while larval control activities will begin in
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the spring and continue through early November. In 2024, staff will continue to use
mobile GIS technology to efficiently perform these activities.

As in previous seasons, DCIP staff will continue to carry out adult mosquito surveillance
activities from May to early November. The Fairfax County Health Department's
Division of Epidemiology and Population Health (DEPH) will continue to carry out
human case surveillance for locally acquired or travel-associated mosquito-borne
disease. Environmental Health and DEPH staff will continue to work together to monitor
and respond to vector-borne disease activity in the County.

All mosquito testing and tick testing will be performed by the Health Department
Laboratory where they use molecular diagnostics to identify pathogens. The laboratory
currently offers WNV and Zika virus testing for mosquito samples and Lyme disease
testing for tick samples. The laboratory is working on adding additional testing for other
mosquito-borne pathogens and hopes to have those available in 2024.

All insecticides used in this program are registered with the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) and sanctioned for use by the Commonwealth of Virginia. The
principal larvicides that the County will use are spinosad, Bacillus thuringiensis var.
israelensis, Bacillus sphaericus, and methoprene (Attachments Il, IlI, 1V, V, VI, VIl and
VIIl). Some scenarios may require a mineral oil-based pupicide to control immature
mosquitoes (Attachment 1X). The Health Department has the ability to apply pesticides
for adult mosquitoes should the public health need arise; however, this type of control is
not routinely performed by the Health Department. The Health Department may apply
insecticides to control adult mosquitoes, and in these instances, the application will
target those mosquitoes which potentially transmit disease to humans. The following
indicators may trigger adult mosquito spraying by the Health Department:

Results of mosquito surveillance and testing,

Environmental factors that impact mosquito or disease cycles,

Detection of medically important invasive species, or

Reported cases of human disease.

Synthetic pyrethroids (Attachments X and Xl) or other insecticides may be used to
control adult mosquitoes. All applications of pesticides will be performed by applicators
who have been certified to apply pesticides in Virginia. Pesticide applications will be
made according to the label directions. Insecticide resistance testing is performed on
medically important mosquito species found in the County. This will continue in 2024.
The Health Department does not spray for nuisance mosquitoes.

The DCIP will continue to utilize an active and engaging outreach and education
strategy. The program will also focus messaging to address at-risk groups, such as
residents over 60 years of age who are at greater risk of developing a more severe form
of the West Nile virus. Because the Zika virus has the potential to cause birth defects,
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specific messaging has also been developed for pregnant women and their partners to
help minimize exposure. The program will again work with the Health Department’s
Community Outreach team and other partners to deliver its public health messages to
the County’s diverse population while continuing to seek out new ways to provide
prevention messaging to the community. In 2023, DCIP staff participated in both online
meetings and in-person events. The program produced the 19" Fight the Bite calendar
and updated other educational materials and made more materials available in Spanish.

The Disease Carrying Insects Program Annual Report (Attachment 1) highlights the
2023 season activities and presents wide-ranging plans for minimizing the impact and
risk of mosquito-borne diseases through:

1. Countywide monitoring of WNV activity including mosquito and human
surveillance;

2. An integrated approach to mosquito management and control practices,
which will primarily target those mosquito species that have been shown
to be the most probable WNV vectors in the County;

3. An intensive community outreach and education program to increase
awareness of mosquitoes and WNV and other mosquito-borne diseases in
County residents; and

4. A continuation of the multi-jurisdictional and multi-agency collaboration
efforts to identify ways to minimize the risk of WNV transmission.

The Chikungunya virus (CHIKV) and the Zika virus (ZIKAV), which are transmitted by
Aedes mosquitoes, began circulating in the Americas in 2013 and 2015, respectively.
Locally-acquired cases of both viruses have been reported in many countries in the
Americas. In Virginia, cases have been reported in returning travelers; however,
mosquito-borne transmission of ZIKAV and CHIKYV in the continental United States has
been reported in Florida and Texas. Cases of dengue, which has been endemic in the
Americas for many years, has also been reported in returning travelers. Malaria cases
are also reported in returning travelers. Local transmission of malaria occurred in 2023
in Florida, Maryland, Texas, and Arkansas. These were the first reports of local malaria
transmission in the United States since 2003. Local transmission of malaria has
occurred in Virginia, most recently in 2002. Potential vectors of CHIKV, dengue,
malaria, and ZIKAV are present in Fairfax County and the region. If locally acquired
cases of CHIKV, dengue, malaria, or ZIKAV are identified in the County, the Health
Department will utilize guidance from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
and the Virginia Department of Health in their response activities, which would include
case investigation, vector surveillance and control activities, and community education.

In 2023, Health Department staff monitored for reports of CHIKV, dengue, malaria, and
ZIKAV. The Health Department will continue monitoring travel-associated cases and
maintaining vigilance for locally transmitted dengue virus, CHIKV, malaria, and ZIKAV
and will engage their partners and the community to protect County residents.
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Tick-Borne Diseases

During 2023, Lyme disease continued to be a major concern for County residents and it
was the most frequently-reported vector-borne disease in the County. The Health
Department recorded and reported at least 174 cases of Lyme disease in Fairfax
County in 2023. Some of the factors that influence Lyme disease in the County include:

1. Presence of the Lyme disease-causing bacteria in the blacklegged tick
vectors;

2. White-footed mice and other animals acting as natural amplifiers of the
bacteria;

3. Large deer populations that act as a tick transport system, distributing the
ticks throughout the County, as well as a source of blood for the female
ticks to develop their eggs; and

4. Increased public awareness resulting in increased use of personal
protection measures.

Health Department staff plan to continue to perform tick surveillance, tick ID service,
and human case surveillance in 2024.

The Health Department will continue to include tick prevention and personal protection
from ticks in its outreach and education strategy. The Disease Carrying Insects
Program Annual Report reviews the 2023 season activities and presents wide-ranging
plans for minimizing the impact and risk of tick-borne diseases through:

1. Surveillance for the presence of Lyme disease and other tick-borne
pathogens, including blacklegged (deer) tick and human case
surveillance;

2. An intensive community outreach and education program to increase tick,
Lyme disease, and tick-borne disease awareness in the County; and

3. A continuation of the multi-jurisdictional and multi-agency collaboration
efforts to identify ways to minimize the risk of Lyme disease transmission.

Other Disease-transmitting Insects of Public Health Importance
The DCIP will also work with staff to minimizing the impact and risk of other diseases
transmitted by insects through:
1. Anintensive community outreach and education program to increase
awareness of other insects that may transmit diseases of public health
importance.

EQUITY IMPACT:

There is no adverse impact on equity. Mosquitoes and vector-borne diseases can
impact residents at all socio-economic levels and in all parts of the county. Surveillance
and control efforts occur throughout the community. Community education is a critical
part of vector-borne disease prevention. The program has long partnered with the
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Health Department’s Outreach Team to bring prevention messaging to the community.
Live presentations have been provided in Chinese, Korean, Spanish, and Vietnamese.
Additional materials are available on the County website in Arabic, Chinese, Korean,
Spanish, and Vietnamese. Program staff have also worked with the Health
Department’s Stronger? initiative which promotes health literacy in local communities of
color.

In 2024, the program will continue to work with Outreach staff to promote vector-borne
disease prevention messaging in the community and to identify additional content for
language translation. They will also continue to work with other partners to promote
health literacy about vector-borne diseases in communities of color and encourage
young people from diverse backgrounds to work in public health (Public Health Youth
Ambassador Program).

FISCAL IMPACT:

The Disease Carrying Insects Program is primarily funded by a Special Service District
for the Control of Infestations that May Carry a Disease that is Dangerous to Humans,
Gypsy Moth, Fall Cankerworm, and Certain Identified Pests in Fund 40080, Integrated
Pest Management Program. No additional funding is required as the current funding
level is sufficient to meet anticipated program needs.

ENCLOSED DOCUMENTS:

Attachment | - Disease Carrying Insects Program Annual Report
Attachment Il - Natular G Label
Attachment Il - Natular G30 Label
Attachment IV - VectoBac G Label
Attachment V - VectoLex WSP Label
Attachment VI - VectoLex FG Label
Attachment VII - VectoMax FG Label
Attachment VIII - Altosid XR Briquet Label
Attachment IX - Cocobear Label
Attachment X - Flit 10EC Label
Attachment Xl - Aqua Zenivex E20 Label

STAFF:

Christopher Leonard, Deputy County Executive

Gloria Addo-Ayensu, MD, MPH, Director of Health

Pieter A. Sheehan, Director of Division of Environmental Health
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Disease Carrying Insects Program

Annual Report

Presented by
Pieter A. Sheehan, REHS

Director of Environmental Health
Fairfax County Health Department

March 5, 2024

This information can be made available in an alternative
format upon request. Please call 703-246-2300 / TTY 711.
Allow seven working days for preparation of the material.
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osquitoes, ticks and other vectors are responsible for

transmitting pathogens that can result in life-changing

illnesses such as West Nile virus, Lyme disease, and the
Zika virus. The Health Department’s Disease Carrying Insects Program was
established in 2003 and works to protect county residents and visitors from
vector-borne diseases. The program uses an integrated approach to monitor
and manage vectors. The program continuously promotes personal
protection and vector prevention methods in the community to raise
awareness of these public health pests, the diseases they transmit, and
what residents can do to protect themselves.

Vision, Mission and Values

Attachment |

As part of the Health Department, the Disease Carrying Insects Program strives to help
the agency meet its goals and embody the Vision, Mission, and Values of the agency.

.F}H'.!j::rx f?aangf
Health Department
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healthy communities
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West Nile Virus

The United States continued to experience the effects of West Nile virus (WNV) in 2023
with at least 2,406 cases reported to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC).!
The most recent data for WNV-associated deaths in the U.S. on the CDC website is for 2022
when 93 deaths were reported. From 1999, when the first locally acquired cases of WNV were

12023 provisional data obtained from CDC web site.
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reported in the U.S., through 2022, over 56,500 cases and 2,776 deaths have been reported in
the United States.

West Nile virus was initially detected in Fairfax County in 2000 in a dead bird. The first
human cases of WNV in Fairfax County were reported in 2002, along with positive birds, horses,
and mosquitoes. Three cases of WNV were reported in Fairfax County in 2023. Twelve cases of
WNYV and no deaths were reported in Virginia in 2023. From 2002 to 2022, there have been 243
human cases of WNV and 22 WNV-associated deaths in Virginia. In that same period, 63 human
WNYV cases, including seven deaths, were reported in Fairfax County. There were a record
number of human cases (48) and eight deaths reported in Virginia in 2018. The primary vectors
of WNV in our area are Culex pipiens and Culex restuans. The virus is normally transmitted
between these mosquito species and certain types of birds which serve as a source of the virus.
Humans and horses can be infected with WNV which may result in clinical illness or death.
Mosquitoes cannot spread WNV from person to person.

Other Mosquito-borne Diseases

The Chikungunya virus (CHIKV) and the Zika virus (ZIKAV) began circulating in the
Americas in 2013 and 2015, respectively. These viruses are transmitted by certain types of
container-breeding mosquitoes: Aedes aegypti (the primary vector) and Aedes albopictus (a
secondary vector). Locally acquired cases of both viruses have been reported in many countries
in the Americas. Other travel-associated, mosquito-borne diseases routinely reported to the
state and CDC include dengue (DENV) and malaria.

Zika is of public health importance because it can be passed from a pregnant woman to
her fetus and infection during pregnancy can cause certain birth defects. About 5-10% of babies
of women with confirmed Zika virus infection during pregnancy had Zika-associated birth
defects. The highest risk of birth defects is from Zika virus infection during the first trimester of
pregnancy.

Since the 2016 Zika outbreak, when 4,944 travel associated Zika cases were reported in
the continental U.S., the number of Zika cases reported annually has decreased. We continue to
maintain vigilance due to the public health importance of this disease. Public health officials
continue to monitor for travel-associated cases of these diseases.

Most cases of these diseases reported in the continental U.S. occur in travelers who
were infected elsewhere. Dengue is common in many of the U.S. territories and freely-
associated states. Since 2009, multiple locally acquired cases and sporadic DENV outbreaks
have been identified in the U.S. with local spread being reported in Florida, Hawaii, Texas,
Arizona, and California. In 2023, over 165 cases of mosquito-transmitted dengue were reported
in the continental U.S. (Florida, California, Texas). ! The only evidence of local mosquito
transmission of the Zika virus in the continental United States to date has been in Florida and
Texas in both 2016 and 2017. Cases of Zika have also been reported where the virus was
acquired through other routes, primarily sexual transmission. To date, the only evidence of
local mosquito-borne transmission of CHIKV in the continental U.S. has been in Florida and
Texas. In 2023, 10 locally acquired cases of malaria were reported in the United States (7 in
Florida, 1 each in Arkansas, Maryland, and Texas). Prior to 2023, the most recent locally
acquired cases of malaria in the U.S. were in 2003 in Florida. Local transmission of malaria has
occurred in several locations in the U.S., including Virginia.

3 Disease Carrying Insects Program
2023 Annual Report
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Unlike WNV, the pathogens mentioned in this section are transmitted person to person
by mosquitoes. Chikungunya, dengue, and Zika are transmitted by Aedes aegypti (the primary
vector) and can also be transmitted by Aedes albopictus, the tiger mosquito (a secondary
vector). Aedes albopictus is widespread throughout the eastern U.S. and common in Fairfax
County; although Aedes aegypti can be collected in Fairfax County, it is not a common
mosquito. Anopheles quadrimaculatus (a malaria vector) is widespread throughout the eastern
U.S. and is commonly collected in Fairfax County. The presence of potential vectors of these
pathogens underlies the importance of the continued surveillance activities of the Health
Department. If there are locally acquired cases of CHIKV, DENV, ZIKAV or malaria in the County,
the Health Department will utilize guidance from the CDC and Virginia Department of Health
(VDH).

Tick-borne Diseases

Tick-borne diseases are the most reported vector-borne diseases in the United States.
Lyme disease, transmitted by the blacklegged tick, is common in many areas of the United
States, including Virginia. Approximately 30,000 cases of Lyme disease are reported in the U.S.
each year. However, according to the CDC, this number is known to be an underestimate of the
actual burden of disease nationally. Fairfax County began tick and Lyme disease surveillance in
2005 with a small pilot program.

Tick-borne diseases continue to impact public health causing serious acute illness, long-
term effects and, sometimes, death. The recent and widespread encroachment of suburban
sprawl into areas that were once undeveloped or farmland, and the large deer populations in
these suburban communities, have increased the prevalence of disease-carrying ticks and the
exposure of the human population to the disease pathogens they carry. Other tick-borne
diseases, such as ehrlichiosis, anaplasmosis, and spotted-fever rickettsiosis are reported in the
County and country annually.

Other Disease Transmitting Insects of Public Health Importance

Other insects with the potential to transmit disease can be found throughout Fairfax
County. These insects or the conditions that allow them to proliferate, could, at times, be
considered public health or safety menaces.

Human Case Surveillance

West Nile virus, Lyme disease, and other vector-borne diseases are among the over 70
notifiable diseases and conditions in Virginia. By law, Virginia clinicians and laboratories must
report these conditions. Similar to other reportable conditions, most reports are initially
received by public health automatically when a laboratory result is positive. The Fairfax County
Health Department (FCHD) uses enhanced passive surveillance to monitor physician and
laboratory reporting of these diseases. The five-year average (Table 1) includes years 2015-
2019 to reflect normal disease trends prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, during which lower case
counts were observed due to reduced travel and testing by providers.

The Health Department encourages physicians and laboratories to report cases of these
illnesses by educating medical practitioners about the importance of reporting vector-borne
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diseases and by contacting key medical staff at hospital centers to inquire about potential
cases. See Table 1 for selected reported cases.

Number of Cases,
Fairfax Health District

Average (2015-
2019)

Local Mosquito-borne Disease

Condition

CY 2022 CY 2023*

WNYV (neuroinvasive and

. . 5 0 3
non—neuromvaswe)

Travel-related Mosquito-borne Disease

Dengue 6 5
Chikungunya 4 1 1
Malaria 24 24 37
Zika virus disease 6 0 0
Zika virus infection 7 0 0

Local Tick-borne Disease
Lyme Disease 165 171 174
Ehrlichiosis/Anaplasmosis 9 7 12

Spotted Fever

13 1 2
Rickettsiosis

Travel-related Tick-borne Disease
Babesiosis 0 0 2

Other Travel-related Vector-borne Disease

Chagas Disease 2 0 5
*2023 data are provisional and subject to change.
Table 1: Reported Human Cases of Vector-borne Disease, Fairfax Health District.

Integrated Mosquito Management

The Health Department uses Integrated Mosquito Management (IMM) principles to
carry out its mosquito management activities. This approach utilizes three basic strategies:
surveillance, control, and public education.

Integrated Mosquito Management is a comprehensive mosquito prevention/control
strategy that utilizes a variety of mosquito control methods singly or in combination to exploit
the known vulnerabilities of mosquitoes to reduce their numbers to tolerable levels while
maintaining a quality environment. IMM does not emphasize mosquito elimination or
eradication. Integrated mosquito management methods are specifically tailored to safely
counter each stage of the mosquito life cycle. Prudent mosquito management practices for the
control of immature mosquitoes include such methods as the use of biological controls, source
reduction, water sanitation practices as well as the use of EPA-registered larvicides. When

5 Disease Carrying Insects Program
2023 Annual Report

248



Attachment |

source elimination or larval control measures are not feasible or are clearly inadequate, or
when faced with imminent mosquito-borne disease, application of EPA-registered adulticides
by applicators trained in the special handling characteristics of these products may be needed.
Considerations for adulticide products include their demonstrated efficacy against species
targeted for control, resistance management concerns and minimization of potential
environmental impact.

IMM requires a thorough understanding of mosquitoes and their bionomics by control
personnel; careful inspection and monitoring for mosquito presence and conditions favoring
their development; and prevention of oviposition and human/mosquito contact through
effective public education, sanitation, and facility maintenance. FCHD strives to employ these
IMM components to the extent possible, but resource availability may limit what the program
will do.

All intervention measures will be driven by a demonstrated need based on surveillance
data and action thresholds. IMM is knowledge-based and surveillance-driven, and when
properly practiced is specifically designed to accomplish the following:

1. Protect human, animal and environmental health.

2. Promote a rational use of pesticides.

3. Reduce environmental contamination to soil, ground water, surface water,

pollinators, wildlife and endangered species as a result of mosquito control activities.

4. Utilize biological controls (native, noninvasive predators) to conserve and augment

other control methods.

5. Utilize source reduction (elimination, removal or reduction of larval mosquito

habitats) where practical and prudent.

6. Use target-specific pesticides at the lowest effective rates to the extent possible.

7. Emphasize the proper timing of applications.

8. Minimize pesticide resistance problems.

Surveillance

Surveillance is essential to an integrated pest management program. The DCIP conducts
surveillance for different vectors and some of the diseases they may carry. Surveillance is done
for both adult (flying) and immature (swimming) mosquitoes and for
West Nile virus. It is important to note that absolute high numbers of
mosquitoes do not necessarily reflect high risk of human infection
with WNV or other mosquito-borne disease. Surveillance for other
vectors such as ticks is also performed.

Adult Mosquito Surveillance: Program operations are anchored by a
strong adult mosquito surveillance component (Figure 1) that will
monitor abundance and viral activity during the 2024 mosquito
season. During the 2023 season, FCHD continued its comprehensive
mosquito surveillance program at 75 fixed, weekly collection sites
(Figure 2), setting traps for a total of 3,525 trapping periods. A trap
period is defined as one mosquito trap at one location for 24 hours.

The 2023 season was the first season since 2019 to return to Figure 1. Staff setting a mosquito
normal trapping operations. Historically, the program used three types trap.
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of adult mosquito traps: CDC miniature light

2023 Routine Mosquito Trap Sites ) )
i Fairfax County, Virginia | traps, gravid traps, and BG Sentinel traps. In
:?E' &= .2 2019 all sites had one CDC miniature light trap
' b, ‘g!j. and one gravid trap; 29 sites had one BG
L maesue ) Sentinel trap. In 2020, the program prioritized
d,-'it-’r-" . ° w trapping by using only gravid traps to maximize
Y S 5‘“-:; A WNYV surveillance efforts amidst COVID-19
i ‘.—: Pronle e S, staffing impacts due to the Health Department's
p. '\ﬂ_,.gJ":}mY_* q cf: s COVID-19 response. Reduced trapping efforts
AL i li e continued through the 2022 season, with
P gy P erovipemcED S B .. . . .y
_ L R P K limited use of the BG Sentinel trap in addition to
g R G B R 4 the gravid traps. In 2023, one gravid and one
e s (oY% & [ - host-seeking trap was used at each site. The
i e o )& . ..
® S f host seeking traps used were the CDC miniature
e ° LT rmasconta .
S A e \"-.’“:,_ = *) e light trap (41), the BG Sentinel (27), and the BG
s RN | oL PRO trap (7). Gravid traps were set weekly
1 i o -l - —— . . .
& - beginning in early May through early
s November. All host-seeking traps were set
Meis Trie Locilons A weekly beginning in mid-June through early
P o 9 (== November. In 2024, the program will use gravid
i o . - @ traps and BG Sentinel traps at all trap sites. The
s — — switch to a single host-seeking trap will provide
Figure 2: 2023 Routine Adult Mosquito Trap Locations comparable data across all routine trap sites

throughout the County and improve efficiency
in the field. The other host-seeking traps may be used in other scenarios (e.g., case
investigation) to supplement trapping efforts.

During the 2023 mosquito surveillance season, 159,170 mosquitoes were collected and
identified (Figures 3 and 4) from routine trapping activities. The yellow fever mosquito Aedes
aegypti, which has historically been rare in Virginia, has been found annually in the region since
2011 when an overwintering population was identified in Washington, D.C. It was detected as
early as 2007 in Fairfax County and has been detected at routine trap sites annually since 2015.
In 2023, 24 Ae. aegypti were collected in routine surveillance efforts, with 15 of those collected
in the BG Sentinel trap.
Although the numbers of
this mosquito collected in
the County remains
relatively low (usually a
single adult in a trap),
adjustments to surveillance
activities (i.e., expanded
use of the BG Sentinel trap)
and enhanced monitoring
when it is collected are
necessary to better
understand the species’

Figures 3 and 4: Staff sorting and identifying mosquitoes (left) and contents of a mosquito trap
being processed under a microscope (right).
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ability to establish here and to trigger control efforts when necessary. In 2021, two Culex
nigripalpus mosquitoes were identified in routine collections. This mosquito, which is not native
to this region, is a potential vector of St. Louis Encephalitis virus and WNV. Immature and adult
mosquito specimens were set aside again in 2023 to be processed for submission to the Walter
Reed Biosystematics Unit (WRBU) at the Smithsonian Institution Museum Support Center as
part of the WRBU effort to refresh their entomological collections with newer specimens from
around the U.S.

The gravid trap (Figure 5) is a trap
that collects mosquitoes that are looking for
a place to lay their eggs. This trap is baited
with an infusion (water, grass, straw,
brewer’s yeast) that is attractive to the
Culex mosquitoes that are the primary
vectors of WNV. The overwhelming majority
of mosquitoes collected in this trap are
Culex species (Culex pipiens and Culex
restuans) (Figure 6). In 2023, this trap was
set for 1,950 trap periods and collected over
126,700 mosquitoes. Twenty-eight different
species of mosquitoes were collected in the
trap in 2023, but more than 92 percent were
Culex species (Cx. pipiens and Cx. restuans).
In 2023, the number of Culex mosquitoes collected in the county varied widely from the
average of the previous five years with the weather conditions and rainfall impacting
collections throughout the season (Figure 7).

igue 5: Gavid Mosquito Tra.

Gravid Trap Collections, 2023:
28 Species, 126,732 Mosquitoes

Cx. spp.

Ae. albopictus
3.84%

Ae. japonicus

y 1.68%

Ae. triseriatus
0.84%

Cx. erraticus
0.29%

Other
0.75%

Figure 6: 2023 Gravid Trap Collections.
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Culex Mosquitoes Collected in Gravid Traps by Week in Fairfax
County, 2018-2022 Ave., 2023
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Figure 7: 2023 Average Culex Mosquitoes collected by week and average 2018-2022.

The CDC miniature light trap (Figure 8) is a trap that collects host-seeking mosquitoes,
or mosquitoes that are searching for something to bite. This trap is baited with carbon dioxide
(dry ice). This trap returned to surveillance efforts in 2023 for the first time since 2019. It was
not used during the 2020-2022 mosquito seasons due to staffing limitations as a result of the
Health Department’s response to the COVID-19 pandemic. The CDC traps were set for 861 trap

Figure 8: CDC Miniature Light Trap.

CDC Miniature Light Trap Collections, 2023:
29 species, 9,154 mosquitoes

Ae albopictus
16.88%

Cx erraticus
46.58% Cxspp.

13.03%

Ae vexans
6.77%

Cxsalinarius
5.06%

Ae triseriatus
3.41%
An quadrimaculatus
1.91%
An punctipennis

C rturb Ps ferox
q perturban 177%

1.26% 1.35%

Figure 9: 2023 CDC Miniature Light Trap collections.
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periods in 2023. Over 9,100 mosquitoes representing 29 species were collected in the CDC trap
in 2023 (Figure 9). Over 46% were Culex erraticus mosquitoes.

The BG Sentinel trap (Figure 10) is another trap that
collects host-seeking mosquitoes. This trap is baited with carbon
dioxide (dry ice) as well as a special lure that is based on the scent
of human sweat. In 2023, this trap was set for 567 trap periods
and collected over 21,400 mosquitoes. Twenty-nine different
species of mosquitoes were collected in the trap in 2023, but
more than 58 percent were Aedes albopictus (Figure 11). Most
(n=15) of the Aedes aegypti collected in 2023 (n=24) were caught

in this trap.

Ae albopictus
58.30%

- % Y BG Sentinel Trap Collections, 2023:
Figure 10: BG Sentinel Trap. 29 species, 21,422 mosquitoes

Ae vexans

T 89%

Cx erraticus
8.92%

Ps ferox
5.94%

Cxspp.
5.00%

Cxsalinarius
3.90%
——— Ae triseriatus

3.08%
An punctipennis

2.25% quadrimaculatus 1.98%
1.65%

Figure 11: 2023 BG Sentinel Trap Collections.

The BG PRO trap (Figure 12), a relatively new
host-seeking trap, was incorporated into routine
operations during the 2023 season to evaluate its
utility in routine programmatic operations. The trap
was baited with carbon dioxide. Although it will not be
used in routine operations going forward, its inherent
versatility will likely make it a valuable tool in other
surveillance scenarios. In 2023, the BG PRO trap was
set for 147 trap periods and collected over 1,860
mosquitoes representing 18 species (Figure 13).

Figure 12: BG PRO Trap.
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BG PRO Trap Collections, 2023:
18 species, 1,862 mosquitoes

3(:;( SQDSE/ ‘inarius -
93%
Ae albopictus
13.48%

OtherJ‘.!/ Cx erraticus
2.42% 6.82%

Ae triseriatus
5.91%

Ae vexans
3.22%

Figure 13: 2023 BG PRO Trap Collections.

Mosquito Testing. In the 2023 mosquito season, 108,980 mosquitoes were tested in
3,152 pools. A mosquito pool is a batch of 5 to 50 mosquitoes of the same species from the
same trap, location, and trap period. In 2023, the mosquitoes tested were Culex species
(pipiens and restuans) collected in gravid, CDC miniature light, BG PRO, or BG Sentinel traps.
Most of the mosquitoes tested (n=107,047) were from the gravid traps (2,995 pools). There
were 390 positive WNV pools in 2023. As a comparison, during 2022, 80,758 mosquitoes were
tested in 2,391 routine pools, of which 245 were positive. Positive mosquitoes were found in
many parts of the county in 2023 (Figure 14). Most of the positive mosquitoes were collected in

2023 West Nile Virus Activity in Mosquitoes
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the gravid traps (381 positive pools); although positive mosquitoes were also collected in both
the CDC miniature light trap (2 positive pools) and the BG Sentinel trap (7 positive pools). The
first WNV-positive mosquitoes of 2023 were collected in a gravid trap in late June. The infection
rate of Culex species tested from gravid traps was calculated throughout the season. The peak
infection rate (maximum likelihood estimate: MLE) in 2023 came in early September when the
MLE was calculated at 19.73 mosquitoes per 1,000, which was higher and later than the 5-year
average peak infection rate of 15.62 mosquitoes per 1,000. The last positive mosquitoes were
collected in late October (Figure 15).

Average Infection Rate (per 1,000) of WNV-infected Culex mosquitoes from
gravid traps, Fairfax County, VA, 2023 and 5-yr average
25.00

20.00

| = WM

5.00 ////\/ \\\J/\X&R
May June July August September October November
Month

Infection rate per 1,000

0.00

—2023

——5-yr Infection Rate Average 2018-22

Figure 15: West Nile Virus Infection Rate (Maximum Likelihood Estimate) in Culex species
collected in Gravid Traps, 2023.

Tick Surveillance: Samples from 2023 are still being processed. To date, 23,791 ticks (including
2,803 Ixodes scapularis or blacklegged ticks) have been identified from various collection
sources including veterinary clinics, a deer hunt, and a collaboration with the County Wildlife
Management Specialist’s office to collect ticks from deer harvested as a part of deer
management activities. All ticks collected in 2023 were from harvested deer (n=23,306) or
veterinary clinics (n=485). The most abundant tick species collected and identified to date has
been the lone star tick Amblyomma americanum (n=18,548). The lone star tick can potentially
transmit pathogens that can cause ehrlichiosis. According to the CDC, evidence suggests that
alpha-gal syndrome (also called alpha-gal allergy, red meat allergy, or tick bite meat allergy) is
primarily associated with the bite of a lone star tick.

An invasive tick species, Haemaphysalis longicornis or the longhorned tick has been
found in 18 states, including Virginia. The tick has been reported in 36 localities in Virginia,
including Fairfax County, since 2017. In 2023, specimens of this tick were again collected in the
County. This tick transmits a variety of pathogens to humans and animals in other parts of the
world; however, its medical importance in the western hemisphere is uncertain.

Tick testing for Lyme disease surveillance was made available at the Health
Department’s Public Health Laboratory in 2016. Samples from 2023 are still being processed,
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but to date, 90 (10.9%) of the 821 blacklegged ticks submitted from 2023 collections have
tested positive for the Lyme disease bacteria. One hundred eighty-two (10%) of the 1,811
blacklegged ticks tested from 2022 were positive for the Lyme disease bacteria. Ticks that have
been feeding are not submitted for testing per protocol as the vertebrate blood in the ticks may
interfere with the testing. As in previous years, tick surveillance and the tick identification
service (described below) will be conducted in 2024 by staff in the Division of Environmental
Health and will follow previously-established protocols.

Control

Mosquito control is a component of an integrated management
program. Routine and non-routine control decisions take a variety of
factors into consideration including mosquito species, presence of
mosquito-borne disease, proximity to people, mosquito tolerance,
weather patterns, environment, non-target impacts, health and
safety, mosquito habitat, and accessibility for surveillance and
treatment. Pesticide applications are made according to the product
label. Applicators adhere to federal and state regulatory guidance.

Immature Mosquito Surveillance and Control: Since 2016, the
program has evaluated county-maintained stormwater dry ponds and
their mosquito production. In 2021, sites maintained by VDOT were
added to the inspection program. From late March through October
2023, staff routinely checked over 1,300 individual storm water sites
and over 150 VDOT ponds. Staff also performed quality assurance inspections in 2023 to
evaluate treatment efficacy. Other types of inspections performed during routine warm
weather operations included complaint inspections, follow up inspections (typically for sites
that were holding water due to rainfall but actively draining),
training inspections, and treatment only inspections (typically
larger sites requiring backpack application of granular larvicides).
Starting in November 2023, staff began identifying, evaluating, and

inspecting sites for extra-seasonal inspections. These included
e

Figures 16 and 17: Staff inspecting
stormwater sites (above and top left)

Figure 18: Immature mosquitoes from
field collections (left).
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h|gher prlorlty stormwater and VDOT sites from the routine warm weather surveillance sites

- 2 plus new sites that were being identified for inspection from

" November through March, weather permitting. The program began
performing these inspections to better define the limits of mosquito
activity in the County. They will also help establish a baseline of
mosquito seasonal trends to help monitor the impacts of climate
change on local mosquito fauna which could also affect virus
transmission. In 2023, sites were inspected (e.g, Figures 16-19) from
late March through December for a total of 12,437 inspections. Of
those inspections, 7,638 had water that could be sampled for
mosquitoes. There were 2,859 inspections where mosquito larvae
were collected; 1,626 had enough immature mosquitoes to meet the
treatment threshold (3 immature mosquitoes per dip or sample with
a minimum of 3 dips). A total of 1,764 treatments were made with
either Natular, VectoMaxFG, or Cocobear. Pesticide applications
(Figures 20 and 21) were only made between mid-April and early

Flgure 19: Staf'f Checklng asitefor  November. All applications were made by certified pesticide
immature mosqunoes

applicators or registered technicians and were made according to
label guidelines.

Two mobile applications available
through the county’s GIS software were
customized to streamline field and laboratory
data collection processes. The apps took the
place of hundreds of paper maps and forms
and have greatly increased staff efficiency in
the field, laboratory, and office.

Staff analyze the data collected to
identify ways to improve work efficiency.
Their analysis allows the program to prioritize
larval inspection sites based on historic
mosquito presence. Staff increased the
number of inspections at sites where
mosquitoes had been previously collected
while reducing the inspection frequency at
sites where no mosquitoes had ever been collected. The initial site

prioritization project won a 2021 County GIS Excellence Award for Figures 20 and 21: Staff applying
“« £ GIS for Analvsis”. A lit . ti larvicides by hand (left) and by blower
Use o or Analysis”. A quality assurance inspection process Was  packpack (above) to control immature

established in 2023 which allowed staff to evaluate treatment mosquitoes.
effectiveness. These inspections were able to identify areas for process adjustments which
could be implemented in real time to improve larval control efforts.

Adult Mosquito Control: While source reduction and the application of larvicides are the
principal and most effective interventions to reduce mosquito populations, situations may arise
in which infected adult mosquitoes are present in significant numbers and pose a threat to
human health. In these situations, judicious application of adulticides to control mosquito
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populations will be added to all other
mosquito control activities as an
additional measure to reduce vector
populations.

Guidelines from CDC state that
adulticiding based on surveillance data
is an extremely important part of any
integrated mosquito management
program and should be used when there
is significant risk of human illness. The
Health Department may apply
insecticides to control adult mosquitoes, T a
and in these instances, the application(s) Figure 22: Pesticide application for adult mosquitoes using a backpack
will target those mosquitoes which sprayer.
potentially transmit disease to humans.

The following indicators may trigger adult mosquito spraying by the Health Department:
e Results of mosquito surveillance and testing,
e Environmental factors that impact mosquito or disease cycles,
e Detection of medically-important invasive species, or
e Reported cases of human disease.

The Health Department is equipped to apply
pesticides for adult mosquitoes should the public health
need arise. The Health Department has increased its
capacity to respond to mosquito-borne public health
threats by purchasing additional equipment to include
backpack sprayers (Figure 22), a truck-mounted ultra-low
volume (ULV) sprayer (Figure 23), and a backpack ULV
sprayer. Synthetic pyrethroids or other insecticides may
be used to control adult mosquitoes. All applications of
pesticides will be performed by certified applicators
according to the label directions. Targeted mosquito Figure 23: Ultra-low volume sprayer mounted in

. . the back of a pick-up truck.
spraying was done in 2005, 2006, 2007, 2016, 2017 and
2018. In 2023, no pesticide applications were made to control adult mosquitoes. In previous
years, treatments to control adult mosquitoes have been made using the methods described
above using either AquaZenivex E20 or Flit 10EC.

Pesticide resistance testing to product active ingredients was conducted in 2023. This is
performed to help ensure mosquito control efforts would be effective and help guide local
mosquito control efforts. Culex pipiens mosquitoes were submitted to the CDC-funded
Northeast Center of Excellence for Vector-Borne Diseases based at Cornell University for
resistance testing. The collected mosquitoes were challenged against a variety of active
ingredients used to control immature and adult mosquitoes in laboratory-based assays.
Evidence of resistance to some commonly-used pesticide classes was seen in these assays.
Continued monitoring, field-based trials and other resistance characterization assays will help
the program identify underlying resistance mechanisms to help determine which insecticides
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will be effective in controlling local mosquito populations. A resistance management strategy
will be developed as more information is gathered.

Community Outreach and Education

Fairfax County will continue to emphasize personal protection measures from mosquito
bites, mosquito-borne disease, and mosquito prevention and control. This is done through
distribution of informational materials, media interviews, advertising, web pages, social media,
presentations, community events, and collaborations with community groups and homeowners
associations. In 2024, the program will also continue its tick outreach activities as originally
requested by the BOS.

The 19th 18-month “Fight the Bite” calendar was produced in 2023. The calendar was
provided to Fairfax County Public Schools. (See Figure 24 for examples of outreach material.)

PAVIATTENTION

oy

Mosquito &
Tick-borne
Diseascs

Figure 24: Examples of outreach material.

The demand for educational material and prevention information was steady in 2023.
DCIP staff attended events, provided presentations in schools (Figures 25 and 26), provided

J — j e i
Figures 25 and 26: Classroom presentations on vector-borne disease prevention.
educational and safety presentations, and participated in other community-based events in
2023. Many engagements on vector-borne disease prevention were also provided to the
community at numerous events by FCHD Community Outreach staff. DCIP program staff
participated in a Facebook Live segment with the Department of Cable and Consumer Services
Consumer Connection program, a Fairfax Public Access program, and a Health Department
Facebook Live segment. The latter conversation was in Spanish and was in collaboration with
the FCHD Community Health Development Division. One of the program storybooks on
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L2 Hors de los Cueptos,

Pite Buster's
de Tnsectos de

Bug Time

Figure 27: "Bite Buster's Bug Time Stories" and “La Hora de los Cuentos de Insectos de
Bite Buster".

mosquito and tick bite prevention was translated into Spanish and printed for the first time in
2023 (Figure 27) and was well-received in the community. A second storybook has been
translated into Spanish and will be printed in 2024.

A Spanish-language digital ad campaign aimed at protecting outdoor workers from
mosquito- and tick-borne diseases was honored by the National Public Health Information
Coalition in 2019. The Health Department received a gold award in the government health
marketing category of the 2019 Berreth Awards, recognizing excellence in public health
communication. The mobile media campaign was designed to build awareness of mosquito and
tick-bite prevention among local Hispanic
men who work outdoors (Figure 28). The
project was a collaboration between the
Health Department (Communications, DCIP
and Community Outreach) and Channel 16.

The program will continue to work
with other Health Department staff in the
Division of Environmental Health, the
Health Department’s Communications
Office, the Community Outreach Team and
the Division of Epidemiology and
Population Health to develop messaging
and provide messaging to all communities
within the County. The program also worked with the Stronger? initiative which is a group that
promotes health literacy in local communities of color. DCIP will continue to work with partners
to promote vector-borne disease prevention messages in the community. These partners
include the Community Outreach team, Stronger?, and the Public Health Youth Ambassador
Program. New outreach materials in 2023 included a new 18-month calendar with several other
items receiving updates during the year. A new calendar is being developed for 2024 along with
updated materials.

5 b FrTh i ¥
b Bt o g :
™ W = ¥ i 8 AR

Figure 28: Screengrab from video used in mobile media campaign.

17 Disease Carrying Insects Program
2023 Annual Report

260



Attachment |

Service Requests: The Health
Department continued to promote
source reduction (elimination of
mosquito breeding sites) in 2023
through the outreach campaign. The
tiger mosquito (Aedes albopictus)
(Figure 29) was the source of most
mosquito-related complaints. This
mosquito, which lays its eggs in and
develops in containers (Figure 30), is
an aggressive, persistent biter that can
be found in large numbers around
residences. The most identified
Figure 29: Aedes albopictus, the Tiger mosquito--the main nuisance breeding sites contributing to the
mosquito in Fairfax County. Image courtesy CDC. presence of Aedes albopictus around
inspected homes include household
containers, corrugated downspout
extensions, gardening
containers/flowerpots or saucers,
trash/recycling containers, and tarps.
Corrugated pipes/extensions at the
end of the downspouts from the roof
gutters, even when placed
underground, continue to be a
frequent source of mosquito
problems. Most of these corrugated
pipes do not drain adequately and
they retain water, thus providing great
mosquito breeding habitat. The tiger
mosquito is a potential vector of the
Chikungunya, dengue, and Zika
viruses. During 67 site visits and
inspections in 2023, staff educated
property owners and managers about
the benefits of eliminating breeding
sites and/or provided Mosquito
Figure 30: Some of the container breeding sites found on service requests. DUNks®. A new online mosquito
inspection request form was
developed and launched in 2023
(Figure 31). This form is used by residents who are requesting assistance and guidance in
managing mosquito problems on their own property. Mosquito complaints are processed
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through PLUS (Planning and Land Use
System). The requests for assistance and
complaints are tracked in PLUS.

Tick Identification Service: The Health
Department’s tick identification service
encourages County residents to have their
ticks identified by Health Department staff to
help raise awareness of Lyme disease, other
tick-borne conditions, and provide
information on preventing tick bites.
Residents can submit pictures of ticks online
or bring them to the Health Department for
identification. Since 2020, residents have
been given an option to email pictures of their
ticks for identification. An online submission
form (Figure 32) was developed in 2023 to
streamline the online submission process. In
2023, 197 pictures or specimens were
submitted to the Health Department for
identification. The majority (n=103) of tick ID
requests in 2023 were photos of ticks

Attachment |

Mosquito Impection Request

Figure 31: Online Mosquito Inspection Request Form.

submitted via email or the online request form. Of
Tick identification Requast Form the 197 requests for identification, 186 were ticks:
) ' 129 Lone Star ticks (Amblyomma americanum), 2
Gulf Coast tick (Amblyomma maculatum), 22

Figure 32: Online Tick Identification Request Form.

American Dog ticks (Dermacentor variabilis), 31
blacklegged ticks (Ixodes scapularis), and 2 that
could not be identified from the photos submitted
and were lost to follow-up (Figure 33). Residents
using the tick ID service are provided information
about the tick(s) they found, tips on tick bite
prevention, and information about tick-borne
disease symptoms. Staff do not provide medical
advice.
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Tick Identification Service, 2023
186 Ticks

A.maculatum
1%

D.variabilis
12%
A.americanum

69%

I.scapularis

\ 17%

Unable to ID
1%

Figure 33: Ticks identified through Tick ID Service, 2023.

Preparedness and Response Activities

The DEH and the Division of Epidemiology and Population Health (DEPH) will continue to
collaboratively respond to vector-borne disease issues that arise in the County. Staff from both
divisions will continue working together to develop and revise response plans and incorporate
communications strategies with the Health Department’s Communications Office. Staff will stay
abreast of current vector-borne disease issues and incorporate new knowledge and actions into
response plans as appropriate.

The Division of Environmental Health has taken additional steps to increase
preparedness and capacity within the agency by having Environmental Health professional staff
become certified pesticide applicators. Currently, 30 merit Environmental Health staff (48%)
have a Pesticide Applicator Certificate from the Virginia Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services. To help staff maintain this certification, an in-house recertification course is
offered annually.

In the event of a mosquito-borne disease emergency, the DEPH would perform human
case investigations and may coordinate human testing when needed. The Health Department
Laboratory can help with human testing coordination. Environmental investigations and
mosquito-related activities would be performed by DCIP staff and continue to be performed
when cases are identified. These activities would include site visits, education and outreach,
source reduction, vector surveillance and vector abatement activities. The Health Department
Laboratory is building capacity for testing mosquitoes for other mosquito-borne pathogens
including chikungunya, dengue, and St. Louis Encephalitis viruses, and would perform testing as
needed. Previous actions taken by FCHD during the Zika public health emergency of 2016 laid
the foundation for how the agency may respond to mosquito-borne disease emergencies.

Climate change is expected to have an impact on vectors and vector-borne diseases
over the next several years. Staff will continue to monitor for vector presence and abundance,
will stay abreast of vector-borne disease trends, adjust program operations accordingly, and
take steps to prepare and respond as appropriate. They will work with the Health Department’s
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lead on climate change in the Division of Emergency Preparedness and Response, county
partners, and other external partners on climate change tracking and other initiatives.

* %k k

In 2024, the program will continue to perform vector-borne disease prevention
strategies as reported within this document, including vector surveillance, community outreach
and public education, and mosquito control, primarily through proactive larviciding. We
encourage the community to do their part by eliminating standing water to prevent mosquitoes
and by preventing mosquito and tick bites. A healthier community begins with you!
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clQrke Mosquito Larvicide Granule

Controls larvae of mosquitoes that may transmit West Nile Virus, Eastern Equine Encephalitis, St. Louis En-
cephalitis, Zika, Dengue, or Chikungunya.

To be used in governmental mosquito control programs, by professional pest control operators, or in other mos-
quito or midge control operations.

Active Ingredient:

Spinosad (a mixture of Spinosyn A and Spinosyn D) 0.5%
Other Ingredients 99.5%
Total 100.0%

KEEP OUT OF REACH OF CHILDREN

Precautionary Statements
Environmental Hazards
This product is toxic to aquatic invertebrates. Non-target aquatic invertebrates may be killed in water where this
pesticide is used. Do not contaminate water when cleaning equipment or disposing of equipment washwaters. Do
not apply when weather conditions favor drift from treated areas. Drift from treated areas may be hazardous to
aquatic organisms in neighboring areas. Apply this product only as specified on the label.

Directions For Use
Itis a violation of Federal law to use this product in a manner inconsistent with its labeling.
Read all Directions for Use carefully before applying.

Product Information

NATULAR® G is a product for killing mosquito and midge larvae. This product’s active ingredient, spinosad, is
biologically derived from the fermentation of Saccharopolyspora spinosa, a naturally occurring soil organism.
NATULAR® G may be applied with suitable ground or aerial application equipment.

Use Precautions

Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Programs

NATULAR® G is intended to kill mosquito and midge larvae. Mosquitoes are best controlled when an IPM
program is followed. Larval control efforts should be managed through habitat mapping, active adult and larval
surveillance, and integrated with other control strategies such as source reduction, public education programas;
harborage or barrier adult mosquito control applications, and targeted adulticide applications.

Insecticide Resist Manag t (IRM)

NATULAR® G contains a Group 5 insecticide. Insect biotypes with-acquired resistainceito Greup 5 insecticides
may eventually dominate the insect population if approgriate resistence nfanagementt stiategies are not followed.
Currently, only spinetoram and spinosad aciiVe ingredients are classified as-Group 5 insecticides.RPesistance to
other insecticide groups is.natdiiely to impact the eifecliver 2ss of this produst-Spinosad inay be used.in-otation
with all other labeled procucts in a‘comprenensiye IRM progiam.

To fiinimize the patential for resistance developnient, the following practices-are recommended:

Base insectitide use on cariprehensive IPM and iRM-programs.

Monitor after application forurexpectedtarget pest survival. If the level of survival suggests the presence of
resistance. constlt ivith your local university specialist or Clarke representative

Rotate with other laveled effective mosquito larvicides that have a different mode of action.

In dormiant rice fields, standing water within agricultural/crop sites, and permanent marine and freshwater
sites, do not make more than 20 applications per year.

Use insecticides with a different mode of action (different insecticide group) on adult mosquitoes so that both
larvae and adults are not exposed to products with the same mode of action.

Contact your local extension specialist, technical advisor, and/or Clarke representative for insecticide resis-
tance management and/or IPM recommendations for the specific site and resistant pest problems.

For further information or to report suspected resistance, you may contact your local Clarke representative by
calling 800-323-5727.

Spray Drift Management

Avoiding spray drift at the application site is the responsibility of the applicator. The interaction of many equipment
and weather related factors determines the potential for spray drift. The applicator is responsible for considering
all these factors when making decisions. Where states have more stringent regulations, they should be observed.

Application

Proper application techniques help ensure adequate coverage and correct dosage necessary to obtain optimum
kill of mosquito and midge larvae. Apply NATULAR® G prior to flooding as a prehatch application to areas that
breed mosquitoes, or at any stage of larval development after flooding in listed sites. The following recommenda-
tions are provided for ground and aerial application of NATULAR® G.

Ground Application
Use conventional ground application equipment and apply NATULAR® G at the designated rate for the targeted
site.

Spot Treatment
Apply NATULAR® G as a spot treatment to areas where mosquitoes are breeding at rates appropriate for the
treatment site habitat and conditions.

Aerial Application

Equipment used in the application of NATULAR® G should be carefully calibrated before use and checked
frequently during application to be sure it is working properly and delivering a uniform distribution pattern. Avoid
overlaps that will increase NATULAR® G dosage above recommended limits.

Application Sites and Rates
The rates listed are typical for efficaciously killing mosquito and midge larvae in the listed habitat sites. Within this
range, use lower rates when water is shallow, vegetation and/or pollution are minimal, and mosquito populations
are low. Do not use less than labeled minimum rate. NATULAR® G may be applied at rates up to 20 Ib per acre
in waters high in organic content (such as polluted water, sewage lagoons, animal waste lagoons, and waters
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with high concentrations of leaf litter or other organic debris), deep-water mosquito habitats or those with dense
surface cover, and where monitoring indicates a lack of kill at typical rates. Do not re-apply within 7 days of the
initial application unless monitoring indicates that larval populations have reestablished or weather conditions
have rendered initial treatments ineffective. Do not apply to water intended for irrigation.

For killing mosquito larvae species in the following non-crop sites:

Non-Crop Site NATULAR® G
P Ib/acre (Ib ailacre)
Temporary Standing Water: Woodland pools, snow pools, roadside ditches, retention 35-6.5

ponds, freshwater dredge spoils, tire tracks and other natural or manmade depressions,
rock holes, pot holes and similar areas subject to holding water

Other Freshwater Sites: Natural and manmade aquatic sites, edges of lakes, ponds,
canals, stream eddies, creek edges, detention ponds

(0.018 - 0.033)

Freshwater Swamps and Marshes: Mixed hardwood swamps, cattail marsh, common 9
reed wetland, water hyacinth ponds, and similar freshwater areas with emergent vegeta- (0.045)
tion

Marine/Coastal Areas: Intertidal areas above the mean high water mark, mangroves,
brackish water swamps and marshes, coastal impoundments and similar areas

Stormwater/Drainage Systems: Storm sewers, catch basins, drainage ditches, and 6.5-9
similar areas (0.033 - 0.045)
Wastewater: Sewage effluent, sewers, sewage lagoons, cesspools, oxidation ponds,

septic ditches and tanks, animal waste lagoons and settling ponds, livestock runoff

lagoons, wastewater impoundments associated with fruit and vegetable processing, and

similar areas ‘

Dormant Rice Fields: Impounded water in dormant rice fields (for-applicaticn only gai=" | 35465

ing the interval between harvest and preparation of the-i€id for the next tropping cysie) ‘ (010180 -10.033)
Natural and Artificial Containers: T/é€ holes bromeliads, leaf 2xils, 2 {d other simildr \ 35-9
natural water holding containers, cenietery urnsybird baths, flower.nats, rairibairels, ‘ (0.018=7.045)

buckets, singfe tires, tires stockpiled |n duinps, lantfills, recycling plants and other simi-
lar areas, abandoned swimming pocJs, oriam2ntal pands flooded roof tons'and similar
\iater holding sites.

For small to medium size
containers, apply 1/8
teaspoon (about 0.37 g) of
Natular G per 10-20 gallons
of water.

Candfill containers, salage-yards, ¢bandoned vehities

\

\

} Do not apply to natural or artificiai containers of water intended for consumption by

people, animals, oriivestock. For very small containers,

‘ apply a pinch of Natular G
(0.02 g) per %2 - 1 gallon of
water. This is approximately
7-9 granules per %2 - 1
gallon of water.

Agricultural/Crop Sites Where Mosquito Breeding Occurs:

Apply NATULAR® G at the rate of 3.5 to 9 Ib per acre (0.018 - 0.045 Ib ai/acre) in standing water within agricul-
turallcrop sites where mosquito breeding occurs: pastures/hay fields, rangelands, orchards, vineyards, and citrus
groves. Do not apply to waters intended for irrigation.

STORAGE AND DISPOSAL

Do not contaminate water, food or feed by storage or disposal.
Pesticide Storage: Store in a cool dry place in original container only. Keep away from moisture.

Pesticide Disposal: Wastes resulting from the use of this product may be disposed of on site according to
label use directions or at an approved waste disposal facility.

Container Handling for Non-Refillable Bag: Nonrefillable container. Do not reuse or refill this container.
Completely empty bag into application equipment. Offer for recycling if available, or puncture and dispose of in
a sanitary landfill, or by incineration, or by other procedures allowed by state and local authorities.

Warranty
To the extent consistent with applicable law CLARKE MOSQUITO CONTROL PRODUCTS, INC. makes no war-
ranty, express or implied, concerning the use of this product other than as indicated on the label. Buyer assumes
all risk of use/handling of this material when use and/or handling is contrary to label instructions.

Natular® is a Registered Trademark of Clarke Mosquito Control Products, Inc.

IN CASE OF MEDICAL EMERGENCY, CALL THE INTERNATIONAL POISON CONTROL
CENTER 1-800-214-7753

Manufactured By:
CLARKE MOSQUITO CONTROL PRODUCTS, INC.
159 North Garden Avenue
Roselle, IL 60172, U.S.A.
1-800-323-5727

EPA Reg. No.: 8329-80
EPAEst. No.: 8329-IL-03
Net Weight:

Lot:
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Clarke

Controls larvae of mosquitoes which may transmit Dengue, Chikungunya, or Zika.

To be used in governmental mosquito control programs, by professional pest control
operators, or in other mosquito or midge control operations.

Active Ingredient (dry weight basis):

Spinosad (a mixture of Spinosyn A and Spinosyn D) 2.5%
Other Ingredients 97.5%
Total 100.0%

U.S. Patent No. 5,362,634 and 5,496,931
Natular® G30 is a 2.5% extended release granule.

KEEP OUT OF REACH OF CHILDREN
CAUTION

Precautionary Statements
Hazards to Humans and Domestic Animals

Harmful if swallowed. Causes moderate eye irritation. Wash thoroughly with soap and
water after handling and before eating, drinking, chewing gum, or using tobacco. Avoid
contact with eyes or clothing. Wear protective eyewear (such as goggles, face shield, or
safety glasses).

First Aid

+ Call a poison control center or doctor immediately for treatment
advice.

+ Have person sip a glass of watefif able to swallow:

+ Do not induce.vomiting unlessitold to do so by ‘& poison control
center or'doctor.

+ Do not give anything to an unconscious person.

If swallowed:

Ifin eyes: + Hold eye open and rinse slowly and-gently with warm water for
15-20 minutes.

+ Remove. contact lenses, if present, after the first 5 minutes, then
continue rinsing.

+ Call a poison control center or doctor for treatment advice.

Have the product container or label with you when calling a poison control center or doc-
tor or going for treatment. You may also contact 1-800-214-7753 for emergency medical
treatment information.

Environmental Hazards

This product is toxic to aquatic organisms. Non-target aquatic invertebrates may be killed in
waters where this pesticide is used. Do not contaminate water when cleaning equipment or
disposing of equipment washwaters.

Directions For Use
It is a violation of Federal law to use this product in a manner inconsistent with its labeling.

Read all Directions for Use carefully before applying.

Product Information

Natular® G30 is a product for killing mosquito and midge larvae. This product’s active
ingredient, spinosad, is biologically derived from the fermentation of Saccharopolyspora
spinosa, a naturally occurring soil organism. Natular® G30 releases effective levels of
spinosad for up to 30 days under typical environmental conditions. Natular® G30 may be
applied with ground or aerial equipment.

Use Precautions

Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Programs

Natular® G30 is intended to kill mosquito and midge larvae. Mosquitoes are best controlled
when an IPM program is followed. Larval control efforts should be managed through habitat
mapping, active adult and larval surveillance, and integrated with other control strategies
such as source reduction, public education programs, harborage or barrier adult mosquito
control applications, and targeted adulticide applications.

P o
CJ INATULAR® G30

Mosquito Larvicide / Extended Release Granule
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Insecticide Resistance Management (IRM)

Natular® G30 contains a Group 5 insecticide. Insect biotypes with acquired resistance to
Group 5 insecticides may eventually dominate the insect population if appropriate resis-
tance management strategies are not followed. Currently, only spinetoram and spinosad
active ingredients are classified as Group 5 insecticides. Resistance to other insecticides is
not likely to impact the effectiveness of this product. Spinosad may be used in rotation with
all other labeled products in a comprehensive IRM program.

To minimize the potential for resistance development, the following practices are recom-
mended:

+ Base insecticide use on comprehensive IPM and IRM programs.

+ Monitor after application for unexpected target pest survival. If the level of survival sug-
gests the presence of resistance, consult with your local university specialist or Clarke
representative.

+ Rotate with other labeled effective mosquito larvicides that have a different mode of
action.

* In dormant rice fields, standing water within agricultural/crop sites, and permanent
marine and freshwater sites, do not make more than 5 applications per-year.

+ Use insecticides with a different mode of action (different.insetcticide group) on adult
mosquitoes so that both larvae and adults are-not.exposed to-products withithe same
mode of action.

+ Contact your local extension specialist, technical advisor, and/or Clarke representative
for insecticide resistance managementiand/ertPM recommendations-for the specific
site and resistant pest problems.

» For further information or to report suspected-resistance, you may contact your local
Clarke representative|by calling 800-323-5727.

Application

Proper application techniques help ensure adequate coverage and correct dosage neces-
sary to obtain optimum kill of mosquito and midge larvae. Apply Natular® G30 prior to
flooding as a prehatch application to areas that breed mosquitoes, or at any stage of larval
development after flooding in listed sites. Do not allow this product to drift onto neighboring
Crops or non-crop areas or use in a manner or at a time other than in accordance with label
directions.

Ground Application
Use conventional ground application equipment that provides even coverage at labeled
rates.

Aerial Application

Fixed wing aircraft or helicopters equipped with granular spreaders capable of applying
rates from 5 to 20 Ib per acre may be used to apply Natular® G30. Aerial application equip-
ment should be carefully calibrated before use to be sure it is working properly and deliver-
ing a uniform distribution pattern. Avoid flight path overlaps while dispensing granules.

Do not exceed labeled limits.

Avoiding spray drift at the application site is the responsibility of the applicator. The interac-
tion of many equipment and weather related factors determine the potential for spray drift.
The applicator and the treatment coordinator are responsible for considering all these
factors when making application decisions.

Application Sites and Rates

Apply Natular® G30 at rates (see table) for the targeted treatment site. Within these rate
ranges apply at a rate appropriate to site habitat and conditions at the time of application.
Use lower labeled rate when water is shallow, vegetation and/or pollution are minimal,
and mosquito populations are low. Do not use less than labeled minimum rate. Within the
labeled rate range, use higher rates when water is deep, vegetation and/or pollution are
high, and mosquito populations are high in number.

Natular® G30 may be applied at rates up to 20 Ib per acre in waters high in organic con-
tent, deep-water mosquito habitats or those with dense surface cover, and where monitor-
ing indicates a lack of kill at typical rates.

Reapply after 30 days, if needed for extended control in continuously flooded habitat. More

frequent applications may be made if monitoring indicates that larval populations have
reestablished or weather conditions have rendered initial treatments ineffective.
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Treatment Area

Natular® G30

Temporary Standing Water: Woodland pools, snow pools,
roadside ditches, retention ponds, freshwater dredge spoils,
tire tracks and other natural or manmade depressions, rock
holes, pot holes and similar areas subject to holding water.

Other Freshwater Sites: Natural and manmade aquatic sites;
edges of lakes, ponds, canals, stream eddies, creek edges,
and detention ponds.

Dormant Rice Fields: Impounded water in dormant rice fields
(for application only during the interval between harvest and
preparation of the field for the next cropping cycle).

Freshwater Swamps and Marshes: Mixed hardwood
swamps, cattail marsh, common reed wetland, water hyacinth
ponds, and similar freshwater areas with emergent vegetation.

Marine/Coastal Areas: Intertidal areas above the mean high
water mark, mangroves, brackish water swamps and marshes,
coastal impoundments and similar areas.

Apply 5 to 12 Ibs per
acre (5.6 to 13.5 kg per
hectare).

Rate is equivalent to 5
to 12 g per 100 sq. ft. of
water.

Stormwater/Drainage Systems: Storm sewers, catch basins,
drainage ditches, and similar areas.

Wastewater: Sewage effluent, sewers, sewage lagoons,
cesspools, oxidation ponds, septic ditches and tanks, animal
waste lagoons and settling ponds, livestock runoff lagoons,
wastewater impoundments associated with fruit and vegetable
processing, and similar areas.

Apply 5 to 20 Ibs per
acre (5.6 t0 22.4 kg per
hectare).

Rate is equivalent to 5
to 20 g per 100 sq. ft. of
water.

Natural and Artificial Containers: Tree holes, bromeliads,
leaf axils, and other similar natural water holding containers;
cemetery urns, bird baths, flower pots, rain barrels, buckets,
single tires, tires stockpiled in dumps, landfills, recycling
plants and other similar areas, abandoned swimming pools,
ornamental ponds, flooded roof tops and similar water holding
sites; landfill containers, salvage yards, abandoned vehicles.

Do not apply to natural or artificial containers of water intended
for consumption by people, animals, or livestock.

Apply 5 to 20 Ibs per
acre (5.6 to 22.4 kg per
hectare).

Rate is equivalent to 5
to 20 g per 100 sq. ft. of
water.

For smallito medium size
containers, apply 0.15 g
of Natular G30 per.10-25
gallons,of water.

For very'small contain-
ers, apply a pinch of
Natular G30 (about
0.02 g) per 5 liters (1.3
gallons) of water. This
is approximately 8-10
granules per 5 liters of
water.
