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VISION FOR ARLINGTON COUNTY 
 
Arlington will be a diverse and inclusive world-class urban community with secure, 
attractive residential and commercial neighborhoods where people uni e to form a 
caring, learning, participating, sus ainable community in which each person is important. 
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LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES FOR ARLINGTON COUNTY 
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Protect a Diverse Local Revenue Base
  Protecting local taxing authority is essential for sustaining a locally 
, reducing reliance on real estate property taxes, and preserving the 
d rating.  Tax reform efforts considered by the General Assembly that 

duce or repeal local revenues must be replaced with sustainable, 
ces that factors in future growth and would keep each locality’s revenue 

Taxing Limitations.  Arlington County maintains that local elected 
untable by local voters and as such strongly advocates that localities 

over their existing revenue sources, especially with regard to property 
alities rely heavily on real estate tax revenues, which can react slowly 
erall economic up-turns.  This can significantly reduce a locality’s ability 
nd for services and with cost increases.  It is critical that the State not 
s on real estate taxes, but allow localities additional flexibility in order to 
on real estate tax revenues.   

s.  In lieu of state imposed property tax caps, there may be additional 
al governments could use that would benefit their unique real estate 
alities discretionary authority would enable them to fashion tax relief 

de the most effective tax relief in their community.  Such local tax relief 
e: 1) homestead exemptions; 2) means-tested exemptions; 3) deferral 
and improvement rates; 5) rates by class of property (this would allow 
d where the most assessment growth is occurring, i.e. high 
 residential versus relatively stable assessments in commercial); and 
or different portions of value within a class of property (such as the first 
tial property).  Note:  Some of these tools would require a constitutional 

ty.  Although Arlington County has incrementally achieved similar 
ities and towns in certain areas, the County supports equalizing tax 

with that currently held by cities and towns and specifically opposes any 
 taxing authority. 
Strengthen State and Local Partnership Roles and Responsibilities 
tate under-funding the Standard of Quality (SOQ) costs and increasing 
ducation remains the largest unfunded state mandate for localities. 
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For FY 2003, Arlington County local revenues supported 78% of the budget for Arlington Public 
Schools, a $252 million local investment compared to the $37.6 million received from the state.  
This level of local support equates to nearly 80% of the local real estate tax revenues received 
for FY 2003.  Arlington County believes that substantial new state revenues are necessary for 
the state to meet its responsibility for funding education.  Arlington County supports tax reform 
efforts such as creating a more progressive state income tax rate structure, eliminating certain 
exemptions, and broadening the sales tax base that will enable the state to meet its fiscal 
responsibilities for education.  The General Assembly should adopt the following as a package 
of recommendations for the 2004-2006 biennium: 
 
 Fully fund the costs of rebenchmarking the SOQ, along with the categorical and incentive 

programs ($525 million, estimated amount cited by the Governor as a priority for the 
executive 2004-06 budget); 

 
 Approve and fully fund the State Board of Education proposals adopted to revise the existing 

SOQ by acknowledging current, prevailing staffing practices ($648 million – many of these 
were Tier II recommendations in the Joint Legislative Audit and Review Commission – 
JLARC – study); 

 
 Continue to implement the recommendations made in the JLARC study on funding K-12 

education, especially recommendations related to estimating SOQ costs in ways that 
produce a current, prevailing total cost, and which relate to adequate funding and expansion 
of the Virginia Pre-School Initiative (unfunded Tier I recommendations at $535 million and 
over $600 million for Tier III); and 

 
 Increase State assistance for addressing the needs of schools and students most at risk of 

failing the Standards of Learning (SOL) (annual cost of $400-$500 million, including the 
current $120 million spent by the State).  This at-risk funding should be distributed outside 
the Local Composite Index (LCI) using a program under which each school division would 
receive a set amount for each free lunch student, as well as an additional amount based on 
the school’s concentration of such students.  Localities then would match each State dollar 
at a ratio of $4 state/$1 local. 

 
 Transportation.  Flat revenue trends, increased costs for construction, maintenance and 

operations, and increased reliance on debt, present Virginia with a transportation funding 
crisis.  In Northern Virginia, essential transit capital maintenance issues such as rail car 
replacement for Metrorail require urgent attention.  Arlington County supports the following 
legislation to address pressing transportation needs, especially for mass transit: 

 

o Increase the state gas tax 5 cents, generating an additional $235 million 
statewide; 

o Increase the Northern Virginia 2% motor fuels sales tax by at least another two 
percent, generating an additional $20 million for the region;

o Increase the transit share of the Transportation Trust Fund from the current 14.7 
percent to 19 percent, generating an additional $20 million in transit funds for the 
region. 

 
 Human Services.  The core values of a community are best exemplified by the way it treats 

its most vulnerable residents.  Arlington is a community that deeply cares for the education, 
health and welfare of its elders, children, low-income workers, non-English speakers, and 
disabled residents.  Localities alone lack sufficient resources to address the critical needs of 
these vulnerable populations.  Arlington County urges the state to place a priority on 
protecting state funding for direct services provided to our state’s most vulnerable citizens. 
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 Environment.  Clean water is essential to the public health.  Arlington County supports tax 

reform efforts that would generate sufficient revenues that enable the state to assume its 
financial responsibility in partnering with localities in efforts to clean-up the Chesapeake Bay. 
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ity.  For land use and zoning issues in a community, it is local 
est fashion a remedy that is efficient, effective, and sensitive to the 
s, since it is closest to the community being served and the 
ssed.  Arlington County opposes diminution of local land use 
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stainable Communities.  Arlington County supports legislation that 
 jurisdictions in Ozone Non-Attainment Areas, as defined by the 
ents of 1990, to reduce congestion through innovative tools that 
 approach to compact, transit-oriented, pedestrian-oriented, mixed-
gton County supports the following tools identified by The Alternative 
d Use Activity Strategies (ATLAS) Committee, a Northern Virginia 
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ent Rights (TDRs).  TDRs make it profitable for owners to voluntarily 
pment rights from lower density areas of a jurisdiction to developers 
hin the jurisdiction where transportation infrastructure may 
ased density, such as around transit stations and centers.  Through 
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 motive to both property owners and project developers. 

bility.  In the 1970s Fairfax County reduced the permitted zoning on 
an watershed.  The County’s action was upheld in court, in part, to 
eservoir, which provides drinking water for hundreds of thousands of 
ozone non-attainment area, Northern Virginia localities could take a 
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es any new federal or state mandates that are not accompanied with 
e funding. 
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Advance Civil Rights and Personal Freedom
ts and personal freedoms are the core of our way of life.  The protection of 
ll people and expansion of individual freedoms are essential for 

ncreasing the quality of life for all Arlington citizens.  Arlington County 
n that protects and expands civil rights and personal freedoms, and 

slation that is aimed at curtailing or diminishing those rights.  To strengthen 
, Arlington County supports legislation that would: 1) decriminalize felonies 
elationships between consenting adults: 2) prohibit employers from using 
n for employment-related purposes; 3) add sexual orientation to the hate 
d 4) protect the rights of our immigrant populations. 
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2004 LEGISLATIVE REQUESTS FOR ARLINGTON COUNTY     
(Numbers are referen e only.) c
 
 
1. Technical Amendments to the County Manager Plan Statute.  Arlington County requests a 

series of technical amendments to the county manager plan enabling authority statute that 
provides clarity and enables the County Board some discretion in allocating some day-to-
day management responsibilities to the County Manager.  First, an amendment would 
modernize the existing statute, allowing the County Board to direct the County Manager to 
regularly monitor and report to the Board on County expenditures in a timely manner that is 
more reflective of the modern accounting and management system that operates today and 
involves higher level of transactions during the course of the year. Second, an amendment 
would allow the County Board to delegate to the County Manager the ability to accept 
temporary deeds of easements during construction.  Finally, an amendment is needed to 
clarify the existing enabling authority that allows the County to extend the county employee 
benefits that provide locally-funded grants for residence in the county to employees of 
constitutional officers. 

 
2. Commercial Parking.  Arlington County seeks a technical amendment that creates more 

consistency in enabling authority provided to the County to address commercial vehicle 
parking on public streets with that of surrounding jurisdictions.  As an urban community with 
increasingly dense residential neighborhoods, it is important for Arlington to have the tools to 
protect the health, safety, and property investments of its residents.  Currently, Arlington 
does not have local authority to restrict certain commercial vehicles in residential 
neighborhoods, as do our neighboring jurisdictions.  As a result, our neighborhoods are 
adversely impacted when these vehicles from other jurisdictions parked in Arlington. 

 
3. Arlington County Public Defender’s Office.  Arlington County seeks a Public Defender’s 

Office to address the critical defense services needs of our indigent citizens.  Indigent 
defendants who are unable to pay for attorney representation in criminal cases are provided 
services through two systems in Virginia, court appointed attorneys and public defender 
offices.  Court-appointed attorneys receive payments from the state based upon a fee scale 
set in statute while state appropriations administered by the Public Defender Commission 
support the annual salaries and office expenses for 22 Public Defender Offices, serving 48 
localities.  In 1987, Public Defenders Offices were authorized for the City of Alexandria and 
the City and County of Fairfax County.   

 
Arlington County seeks legislation to authorize a Public Defender’s Office to provide cost-
efficient, quality defense representation for lower income citizens in the County.  In 2002, 
The Virginia State Crime Commission released a report to the General Assembly about the 
quality and cost-effectiveness of Virginia’s indigent defense services.  The Commission 
reported that analyses indicated problems with attorneys failing to maintain minimal 
standards of quality in their representation of indigent clients.  For 2002, arrests in Arlington 
increased 77.4% since 2000.  The Virginia State Police Uniform Crime Report (UCR) data 
shows a 73.7% increase in the UCR Per Capita Arrest Rate from 2000 to 2002, which 
indicates a significant workload increase in Arlington County during this period.  The average 
cost per charge for Arlington County court-appointed attorneys ($236) is 34% higher than the 
statewide average ($176) for Fiscal Year 2002. 
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2004 REGIONAL AND STATEWIDE LEGISLATION SUPPORTED BY ARLINGTON COUNTY 
(Numbers are reference only.) 
 
 
1. Pedestrian Crosswalk Safety.  The ambiguities and inconsistencies in the Code of Virginia 

regarding crosswalks make it difficult to develop improved education and enforcement 
programs, targeted toward both drivers and pedestrians, in an effort to reduce the number of 
pedestrian fatalities.  On average, 93 pedestrians were killed on Virginia’s streets and 
highways each year during the 1998-2002 five-year period.  In 2002, the number of 
pedestrian fatalities was 88.  Pedestrians account for almost ten percent of the states traffic 
related fatalities.  Arlington County supports legislation that modifies existing Virginia Code 
Sections 46.2-923 and 46.2-924 to clarify when drivers are required to yield or stop for 
pedestrians. 

 
2. Photo-Red Light Authority.  Arlington County supports legislation that would eliminate the 

current law sunset and thereby extend authority for local governments to use photo-
monitoring systems for traffic signal enforcement. 

 
3. Predicate Criminal Acts.   Arlington County supports legislation to expand the list of 

predicate criminal acts to include recruitment of juveniles for criminal street gangs, 
manufacturing, selling and distributing of controlled substances and marijuana, distribution 
of certain drugs to juveniles, prohibition or the sale of drugs on or near certain properties, 
and pointing, holding or brandishing a firearm.  When a predicate criminal act is committed 
in association with any criminal street gang, the predicate criminal acts constitute a violation 
of a separate offense and bring forth additional prosecutable charges.  These changes are 
needed to address the growing criminal street gang problem in Northern Virginia and the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. 

 
4. Dangerous and Vicious Dogs.  Arlington County supports legislation that would amend 

Virginia Code Section 3.1.796.93:1 by expanding the definition of “dangerous dogs” which 
the County is authorized to control by ordinance to include those dogs which have not only 
bitten a person but also those which have “without provocation, chased, confronted, or 
approached a person in menacing fashion such as would put a reasonable person in fear of 
attack.”  This change would allow the County to impose enhanced conditions for owner 
responsibility for the dog’s future behavior in those situations where a dog tries to attack a 
person but the person escapes.  
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2004 LEGISLATIVE POLICY STATEMENTS 
(Numbers are reference only.) 
 
1. Employee Benefits.  Arlington supports the ability of local governments and private 

companies to design flexible, creative, and competitive benefit packages for their 
employees, including the ability to provide health insurance to domestic partners. 

 
2. Higher Education.  Arlington County strongly supports providing in-state tuition opportunities 

for undocumented immigrant children in our community about to enter higher education.  
Several of these children have grown up in our community and as such Arlington County has 
invested considerable funds in providing them a college-ready education.  Many of these 
students demonstrate academic excellence, possess great potential, and are among the 
Commonwealth’s future leaders.  It would significantly undermine this local investment by 
precluding higher education opportunities at Virginia public institutions due to the financial 
burden imposed by out-of-state tuition. 

 
3. Public Safety.  Safety and security serves as a strong foundation for the economic and social 

growth of a community.  To further that end, Arlington County considers the trust that must 
exist between the community and law enforcement to be paramount.  Arlington County 
supports legislation that promotes and enhances public safety and security while maintaining 
a proper balance with our constitutionally guaranteed rights and freedoms.  Arlington 
opposes racial profiling. 

 
4. Death Penalty.  Arlington County supports legislation that would impose a moratorium on 

executions until policies are implemented that minimize the risk that innocent people will be 
executed.  Virginia must strive to ensure that death penalty cases are administered fairly and 
impartially. 

 
5. Promoting Safety in Public Buildings, Recreational Facilities, and Libraries.  Current law 

prohibits local governments from taking any action to regulate the purchase, possession, 
transfer, ownership, carrying, or transporting of firearms or ammunition.  However, the 
increase in incidents of firearm-related injuries and deaths has caused some sense of 
unease among the general public.  In order to strengthen the public’s confidence in their 
security and safety in public facilities, Arlington County supports legislation that would allow 
local governments to restrict the carrying of firearms into publicly-owned buildings, 
recreational facilities, and libraries. 

 
6. Foreign Language Voter Materials.  Arlington County supports legislation that requires the 

state to print voter materials in foreign languages so that individuals will not be 
disenfranchised at the polls. 

 
7. Public Road Maintenance Payments.  In the past the state has relied upon a Maintenance 

Cost Index (MCI) methodology for making annual adjustments to maintenance payments 
distributed to jurisdictions (cities, certain towns, and Arlington and Henrico Counties) 
responsible for maintaining public roads.  Should the Commonwealth of Virginia change its 
policy for compensating these local jurisdictions that control the maintenance of their own 
roads, the state should continue to fund maintenance as a top priority for use of 
transportation revenues and annual funding allocations should adequately fund maintenance 
needs as adjusted for inflation and increased numbers of lane miles.  In general, the 
percentage increase for maintenance should either be the annual increase applied by the 
Virginia Department of Transportation for arterial roads or the current MCI as adjusted for 
inflation, whichever is greater. 
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8. Environmental Permit Fees.  Arlington County recognizes that the Virginia Department of 

Environmental Quality must have adequate funding in order to effectively implement its 
regulatory programs and that additional revenue sources must be generated in a fair and 
equitable manner.  The facilities that require DEQ permits protect the public health, safety, 
and welfare of not only service customers but also other individuals in the state (i.e. tourists, 
business travelers, etc.).  Therefore, Arlington County supports the General Fund as the 
preferred and most appropriate funding source to fairly share the burden and should not be 
reduced.  Increased use and magnitude of permit fees in lieu of General Fund dollars places 
a disproportionate burden on the permitted facilities and the ratepayers that support them. 

 
9. Land Application of Biosolids.  Land application is the most environmentally sound, cost 

effective means of biosolids disposal now available to Arlington County.  However, concerns 
expressed by those living near biosolids application sites have resulted in efforts to pass 
legislation that would prohibit or severely restrict the land application of biosolids in Virginia 
so as to make it non-viable as a disposal option.  Arlington supports legislation that fairly 
balances the interest of wastewater treatment plants, farmers, and residents living near the 
farmland to which the biosolids are applied.  Arlington County opposes a ban or strict 
constraints on biosolids application such that it becomes infeasible. 

 
10. Solid Waste Planning.  Arlington County supports legislation that requires a statewide solid 

waste management strategic plan. 
 
11. Solid Waste Surcharge.  Arlington County opposes legislation that would impose a state 

surcharge on municipal solid waste without providing an exemption for Waste-to-Energy 
facilities. 

 
12. Water Quality.  Arlington County supports Virginia Municipal League (VML) and Virginia 

Association of Counties (VACo) policy statements urging the Commonwealth to develop and 
fund a statewide water quality improvement funding strategy for point and non-point source 
controls. 

 
13. Erosion and Sediment Control.  Arlington County supports VACo’s policy statement that 

allows counties to establish alternative procedures by ordinance when residential lots fail to 
perform erosion and sediment control measures. 

 
14. Energy Conservation.  Arlington County supports measures that promote reduced energy 

use or encourage substitution of non- or less polluting energy sources (including alternative 
energy) for polluting ones.  Specifically, the County supports tax incentives for more energy 
efficient, reduced pollution, and alternative energy innovations in both residential and 
commercial development as well as in appliances. 

 
15. Damages for Delay in Local Government Construction Contracts.  Arlington County supports 

legislation that would repeal the statute that prohibits pubic contract provisions that bar 
monetary damages against a locality for certain construction delays.  Monetary claims 
sometimes are brought by the approved contractor in an attempt to compensate him or her 
for an overly low bid.  Such provisions should be negotiated and agreed to by the contracting 
parties and not eliminated as a negotiated item by state law. 

 
16. Eliminate ban regarding seat belt status of an auto accident victim.  Generally, it is a 

violation of the law to drive in Virginia without a seatbelt.  However, current law excludes 
mention of the fact that a person seeking damages for injuries in court was not wearing a 
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seatbelt at the time of the accident.  Arlington County supports legislation that would repeal 
current law that excludes from evidence facts related to the failure of a person not wearing a 
seat belt. 

 
17. Declare English Ivy a Noxious Weed.  The National Park Service and the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service reports that English Ivy is one of the most abundant and insidious invasive 
plants, at it threatens all vegetation levels of forested and open areas, growing along the 
ground and into the tree canopy.  On the ground, English Ivy prevents growth of seedlings 
and herbs while also reducing tree and plant vigor by competing for water and soil nutrients.  
Reports in Arlington indicate that English Ivy appears to increase the susceptibility of trees to 
fungal disease and bark damage by holding moisture next to the bark of trees.  Listing 
English Ivy as a noxious weed in Virginia could result in a quarantine and regulations 
governing the sale and transport of English Ivy that will provide Arlington long term savings 
in costs associated with tree loss/replacement and loss/replacement of native plants.  
Arlington County supports legislation that provides the Board and the Commissioner of the 
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, respectively, the authority to regulate 
English Ivy as a noxious weed. 
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