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Abstract 
 
The Department of the Army has submitted the preliminary site and building plans for the 
National Museum of the United States Army on the North Post of Fort Belvoir in Fairfax 
County, Virginia. The museum building and campus will be constructed in phases and will 
initially consist of an approximately 184,500 gross square foot facility, landscaping, and parking. 
Later phases will include additional exhibit space and other exterior features. The museum is 
expected to attract an average of 740,000 visitors in the first year and 600,000 visitors in a 
stabilized year. The project will also include the re-design of the North Post Golf Course to 
accommodate the Museum and maintain 36 holes of golf.  
 

Commission Action Requested by Applicant 
 
Approval of preliminary site and building plans, pursuant to 40 U.S.C. § 8722(b)(1). 
   

 

Executive Director’s Recommendation 
 
The Commission: 
 
Approves the preliminary site and building plans for the National Museum of the United States 
Army on the North Post of Fort Belvoir, in Fairfax County, Virginia, as shown on NCPC Map 
File No. 2204.10(38.00)43364.  
 
Recommends that the Army incorporate the following in the final project design:  
 

- Opportunities for restoration, to a natural state, for the portion of Swank Road that is not 
being used to access the project site; 
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- An architectural or sculptural element at the end of the entrance drive aisle to provide a 
focal point; 

 
- Pedestrian amenities, such as seating, along the walkway adjacent to the parade field; 

 
- Additional landscaping to minimize erosion of the hillside; 

 
- Reconfiguring or redesigning the parking lot in order to minimize impervious surfaces. 

 
Recommends that prior to submitting the project for final design, the Army coordinate with 
Fairfax County and NCPC to address comments received from the County, particularly: 
 

- Determining the effects the project has on the Environmental Quality Corridor;  
 

- Providing information to and coordinating on stormwater management techniques and 
Total Maximum Daily Loads (TDMLs) in relationship to the project; and 

 
- Identifying opportunities for alternative modes of transportation including bicycle and 

pedestrian amenities and bus connections.   

*                    *                    * 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Site 

The proposed site for the National Museum of the 
United States Army is located on the North Post at 
Fort Belvoir. The Fort is divided into two 
geographically separate areas; The “North Area” 
(formerly known as the Engineering Proving 
Ground) is located on the west-side of I-95, to the 
northwest of the larger “Main Post” section. The 
Main Post is located on the east-side of I-95, 
directly south of Telegraph Road (Route 613). 
Route 1 divides the Main Post area into “North 
Post” and “South Post” sections, with North Post 
bordered by Route 1 on the south and Telegraph 
Road on the north-west. 
 
The site is bounded by Fairfax County Parkway to 
the south, John J. Kingman Road to the east, the 
Fort Belvoir North Post golf course to the north, 
and Swank Road to the west. The current site 
condition includes golf links, forested areas, an 
abandoned access road and wetlands.  
 

National Museum of the United States Army Site Location 
 

 

Project 
Location 
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Telegraph 
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Telegraph 
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Residential 
Community 
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Defense Logistics 
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Site 
Location 
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Proposal 

The Department of the Army (the Army) has submitted the preliminary site and building plans 
for the National Museum of the United States Army (the Museum) on the North Post of Fort 
Belvoir. The mission of the Museum is to “honor the service and sacrifice of the soldiers and 
their families and preserve the Legacy of the U.S. Army’s history, portraying it comprehensively 
and objectively.”  
 
The Museum building and campus will be constructed in phases and will initially consist of a 
184,500 gross square foot facility, landscaping, and parking on an 83-acre site. Later phases will 
include additional exhibit space and other exterior features. The museum site design elements 
include: a parade ground, a grandstand, a memorial garden, an amphitheater, and 702 parking 
spaces for employees, visitors, and RV and bus parking. The Museum building is located in the 
southern section of the site and will be visible from Fairfax County Parkway. Access to the site is 
from an at-grade intersection with Fairfax County Parkway.  
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The Memorial Garden will be 14,750 square foot and is adjacent to the building’s entry. Walls 
and an interpretive station provide separation and way finding to the garden, which is laid out 
east-west along the north side of the museum exhibition wing. The garden’s primary features 
include a ‘commemorative’ table of faceted stone tablets whose articulation into several sections 
creates a sculptural setting for a grove of cherry trees. On the north side of the garden court a 
long stone-faced retaining wall separates the garden from the parade ground. On this wall there 
the Army proposes memorial and commemorative plaques, etchings and text, and possibly pieces 
of architectural masonry from the Pentagon to commemorate the events of September 11, 2001. 
 
Additional exterior elements 
include multiple sculptural figures 
that will be incorporated with a 
signage wall and a water feature 
near the access road and service 
drive. The narrative for the project 
states that the “intent is to present 
soldiers, representing different epochs of the Army’s history, distributed amongst the site and 
advancing up the hill toward the museum building.”  
 
The Museum building will be approximately 184,500 gross square foot and the museum program 
area will be distributed through five floors. The building exterior materials include: insulated 
metal panel, perforated metal screen, and low-e glass. 
 

Building Entry Elevation 
 

 
 
 
The Army and its design team have continued to refine the Museum design since the 
Commission saw the concept design in July of 2010. The building has reduced in size and in 
height from a six level 187,500 gross square foot building to a five level 184,500 gross square 
foot building. The building footprint has slightly increased due to the reduction in the height, in 
order to maintain the museum programming size.  
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The layout of the interior of the museum has also progressed. The main level (level 1) has 
become larger, from 88,000 gross square feet to 96,205 gross square feet. This level will 
accommodate the lobby and assembly space, retail, food services, the education center, and the 
main exhibition space. Level 2 will contain temporary gallery space and administrative offices. 
Level 3 of building will contain VIP meeting rooms, the Medal of Honor Room, and the 
Veterans Hall. The remainder of the building will be administrative space and mechanical space. 
The preliminary design removes the 6th level of the building, which was previously programmed 
as event space.  
 

Level 1 Floor Plan 

 

Building Massing Preliminary Design Building Massing Concept Design 
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The Army has also refined the design of the 
parking area, which has been reduced and 
reconfigured. The current design retains the 
same number of parking space with a more 
efficient layout. The Army removed the 
separate RV/Bus parking area and has 
provided space along the exterior parking 
lot drive aisle to handle this parking.  
 
 
The Army evaluated comments received 
from the Commission and Fairfax County 
has modified the design of the proposed 
access road to the site. At concept design 
the access road traversed the traversed to the 
northern section of the site; the current 
design has the access road traverse to the 
middle of the site. This reduces the amount 
of tree clearing needed in the northern 
section of the site and reduces the amount of 
impervious surface in this location.  
 

          
     Preliminary Site Layout     Concept Site Layout 

Proposed Parking Layout 
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Future submissions 
 
The project will also include re-design of the North Post Golf Course to accommodate the 
Museum campus and maintain 36 holes of golf. Construction of the Museum will eliminate five 
of the front nine holes and a portion of a sixth hole. To maintain the North Post Golf Course as a 
thirty-six hole facility, the Army will replace the five holes as well as reconfigure the remaining 
golf course to maintain play through of four sets of nine holes. The new holes will be constructed 
in and around the remaining North Post Golf Course holes. The Army anticipates submitting the 
golf course re-design for Commission review in early fall 2010. The Army proposes to undertake 
this work prior to museum construction.  
 
It is anticipated that the museum will expand at a future date beyond the 2015 museum opening. 
Expansion for the exhibit wing is planned to be an extension of the current exhibit space to the 
south. This expansion is anticipated to be approximately 56,500 sf. Expansion is also anticipated 
for the administrative and educational facilities. This expansion is planned to be multiple 
pavilions to blend in with the current building design and placed on the west side of the current 
museum building. It is anticipated to be 30,000 SF on the ground floor and 45,000 sf on the 
basement level. A 6,500 sf Outdoor Education Center will be construction the northern portion of 
the site along with small supporting structures (4,000 SF total) and an Event Pavilion. As part of 
future expansion, the Memorial Garden will be enlarged and the grandstand at the parade field 
will be doubled in size (length), extending seating to the north and south ends of the current 
planned grandstand.  
 

 
 
 

Future Museum 
Expansion Areas 

Future Grandstand 
Expansion Areas 
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PROJECT ANALYSIS 

Executive Summary 

Staff is supports locating the National Museum of the United States Army at Fort Belvoir and 
overall notes the Army’s use of sustainable elements and an innovative building design. The 
Army has evaluated the Commission’s concept review comments and has modified the design or 
has responded to the comments the Commission made. 
 
We have reviewed the preliminary plans for the Museum and we have identified the following 
elements that the applicant should evaluate as they move forward with the final design of the 
Museum and we recommend that the Commission recommends that the Army incorporate the 
following in the final project design: 
 
 

- Opportunities for restoration, to a natural state, 
for the portion of Swank Road that is not being 
used to access the project site; 

 
With the redesign of the access road to a shorter road, the 
remainder of Swank Road is unused. We encourage the 
Army evaluate returning Swank Road to a natural state as 
part of the scope for the Museum project. The removal of 
the access road in this location provides the opportunity to 
restore this part of the site back to natural conditions, 
allowing for increase tree canopy and vegetation.  
 

 
- An architectural or sculptural element at the 

end of the entrance drive aisle to provide a focal 
point; 

 
Currently, the access road rounds the corner from the 
alignment of Swank Road and climbs the hillside to reach 
the project located on the plateau. Once one rounds the 
corner, a visitor finds the parking for the Museum. An 
architectural or sculptural element and the end of the 
entrance drive will provide the visitor a focal as they round 
the corner.  

 
 

Potential area for restoration 
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- Pedestrian amenities, such as seating, along the walkway adjacent to the parade 

field; 
 
Due to the configuration of the parking, designed to keep all the parking on the plateau and not 
spill over to the hillside, a visitor may have to park over a quarter mile (1,320 feet) from the 
Museum building. To accommodate visitors, the Army proposes to construct a walkway adjacent 
to the parking with intensive vegetation. We recommend that the Army evaluate the use 
pedestrian amenities, in particularly seating opportunities, for the walkway due to its length.  

 
 

- Additional landscaping to minimize erosion of the hillside; 
 
The Army proposes to selectively clear trees out of a two acre area of the hillside to allow 
visitors an “iconic” view of the building as they drive on the access road. Tree clearing in this 
area will also be required for utility construction. Staff is concerned that the selective clearing of 
trees in this area has the potential to cause erosion of the hillside and we encourage the Army to 
evaluate different vegetative options for this section of the hillside in an effort to provide 
additional tree canopy and minimize the potential for erosion.  
 

Potential location 
for focal point 



NCPC File No. 7094 
Page 11 

 
 

 
 

 
 

- Reconfiguring or redesigning the parking lot in order to minimize impervious 
surfaces. 

 
The Army has reduced the amount of impervious surface on site from concept design; however, 
the surface area dedicated to parking and roadway is approximately 13 acres and given that the 
current site is a golf course and entirely pervious, we encourage the Army to continue to evaluate 
reducing the amount of impervious surfaces on site to the maximum extent possible. Staff does 
commend the Army for the use of bioswales and landscaping in the parking lot design; however, 
without stormwater calculations we are unable to determine if the proposed stormwater 
management will meet all stormwater requirements of Energy Independence and Security Act 
Section 438. We, therefore, recommend the Army evaluate the use of permeable concrete for the 
parking area and walkways as the Army proposed in the Post Exchange project.  
 

Selective Clearing Area 
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Fairfax County’s Comments 
 
Pursuant to the Commission’s Procedures for Intergovernmental Cooperation in Federal 
Planning in the National Capital Region, staff referred museum project to multiple agencies, 
including Fairfax County, Virginia for review and comment. The County’s comments are 
attached and we encourage the Army to evaluate all the County’s comments as they move 
forward with the project towards final design.  
 
Fairfax County continues to express concern with projects moving forward prior to an updated 
Fort Belvoir Master Plan. The County believes that the best way to analyze projects for 
cumulative impacts would be through the updated master plan proposes and the associated 
Environmental Impact Statement that is currently being undertaken by the Army and finds that 
“Individual Environmental Assessments do not adequately examine the overall effects of the 
numerous projects in various stages of development.”  
 
The County noted that the Army’s Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) was signed after it 
received the referral of the project and therefore, the County may have additional concerns but 
was unable to express them until they reviewed the FONSI and the Army’s responses to the 
County’s comments on the Environmental Assessment (EA). The County expressed that its final 
review of the project cannot “be considered to be complete until we are able to review the 
complete NEPA documentation in concert with the development plans.”  
 
The Army finalized the EA and signed a FONSI on May 19, 2011, after the project was referred 
to Fairfax County. As part of the final EA, the Army provided responses to the comments 
received during the EA public comment period. The County reviewed the responses and as a 
follow up to the County’s June 3, 2011 comments, it submitted additional comments dated June 
24, 2011. The County stated that its’ comments iterated in the June 3, 2011 letter remain valid.   
 
The remainder of the County’s comments pertained to how the method the Army used to 
delineate the Environmental Quality Corridors (EQC) and the impact on the EQC, details 
regarding the stormwater management techniques used, and the ability for bicycles and 
pedestrians to access the site. Consequently, we recommend to the Commission that 
recommends that prior to submitting the project for final design, the Army coordinate with 
Fairfax County and NCPC to address comments received from the County, particularly: 
 

- Determining the effects the project has on the Environmental Quality Corridor;  
 
The EQC policy is a Fairfax County environmental policy to protect the natural environment of 
the County. The County defines an EQC as: 
 

- All 100 year flood plains; 
- All areas of 15 percent or greater slopes adjacent to the flood plain, or if no flood plain is 

present, 15 percent or greater slopes that begin within 50 feet of the stream channel; 
- All wetlands connected to the stream valleys; and 
- All the land within a corridor defined by a boundary line which is 50 feet plus four 

additional feet for each percent slope measured perpendicular to the stream bank. The 
percent slope used in the calculation will be the average slope measured within 110 feet 
of a stream channel or, if a flood plain is present, between the flood plain boundary and a 
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point fifty feet up slope from the flood plain. This measurement should be taken at fifty 
foot intervals beginning at the downstream boundary of any stream valley on or adjacent 
to a property under evaluation.1

 
  

The County noted that the EQCs, in its’ opinion, have not been applied properly and the concern 
remains on the proposed access road the clearing and grading will have on the EQC. The County 
expressed concern that the proposed access road would have significant adverse impacts to an 
EQC and would encroach into a Resource Protection Area.   
 

Environmental Impacts  

 
                                                 
1 Fairfax County Policy Plan Volume of the Comprehensive Plan, Environment Section, Objective 9, Policy A 

Kernan Run 

Environmental Quality Corridor  
(as identified by the Army) 
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The County expressed its’ concern about the project’s impact on the EQC during the EA public 
comment period. In response to the comments, the Army noted that the EQC policy is a 
voluntary program and that the policy allows exceptions for infrastructure and access 
disturbances and allows disturbances for access roads when, “there are no viable alternatives to 
providing access.” The Army redesigned the proposed access road to be shorter, almost half the 
length previously proposed, to reduce impact on the Resource Protection Area and the EQC. The 
Army also noted that the EQC policy allows for mitigation of unavoidable impacts.  
 
The Army has reached out to the County to have a follow-up meeting regarding the County’s 
EQC comments. The County and the Army were unable to meet prior to the Commission 
meeting and this remains an outstanding coordination issue that will need to be resolved prior to 
the project being submitted for final design.  

 
- Providing information to and coordinating on stormwater management techniques 

and Total Maximum Daily Loads (TDMLs) in relationship to the project;  
 
Regarding stormwater management, the County noted that on April 18, 2011 the Environmental 
Protection Agency issued its Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) report for the benthic 
impairment in the Accotink Creek watershed, the watershed the project falls into. The report 
recommended a 48.4 percent reduction in stormwater flow as a way to reduce sediment loads in 
Accotink Creak to acceptable levels. The County requested that the Army share information with 
its Stormwater Planning Division on how it plans on meeting the stormwater and TMDL 
requirements a the site. The County also indicated that it can provide information and help to 
develop innovative ways to meeting these requirements at the Museum.  
 

- Identifying opportunities for alternative modes of transportation including bicycle 
and pedestrian amenities and bus connections.   

 
Regarding bicycle/pedestrian facilities and transit, the County provided multiple suggestions and 
questions regarding the facilities proposed for the site. The County recommended crosswalks and 
enhancement of pedestrian facilities on site. The County also noted that it plans on exploring the 
possibility of a U.S. Route 1 Trolley that would connect sites of interested and that the museum 
project should take this into account with potential bus services and bus amenities.  
 
Staff encourages the Army to evaluate pedestrian and bicycle amenities on site. Given that the 
Fairfax County Parkway shared path is adjacent to the site; the Army should include a new path 
connecting the Museum with the Fairfax County Parkway trail. The Museum design should also 
take into account bicycle facilities on site. We encourage the Army to work with Fairfax County 
to identify possible trail connections. 
 
The Army anticipates that 95 percent of the visitors to the Museum will come by automobile. 
While we understand the limitation of site for transit options, we encourage the Army to evaluate 
ways to reduce the number of vehicle trips to the site. We encourage the Army to evaluate 
multiple transportation options for visitors to get to and from the site.  
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Commission’s previous action regarding the Fort Belvoir Master Plan 
 
At its April 7, 2011 meeting, the Commission noted that the Fort Belvoir Master Plan was last 
approved in 1993 and that the Commission has issued multiple unfulfilled requests for an 
updated master plan that reflects the current and future growth at Fort Belvoir; and therefore, due 
to a lack of sufficient information necessary to properly analyze projects the Commission may 
find it difficult to approve any future proposals until such time as an updated master plan is 
submitted.  
 
The Fort Belvoir Master Plan, approved by the Commission in 1993, designates that land the 
museum is located as community. The museum is consistent with the Army’s definition what is 
allowed in a community land use. However, the 1993 Master Plan designated this area mainly 
for golf course use and did not anticipate a project of this type in this location. Therefore, 
particular attention has been made on the Army’s part to coordinate the project with NCPC and 
the County. 
 
The Army submitted the concept design of the Museum in April 2010 and NCPC referred the 
project to interested parties in accordance with the Commission’s Intergovernmental Cooperation 
for review and comments; at that time Fairfax County provided comments. The Commission 
provided comments on the concept design at its July 2010 meeting. 
 
Also, the Army has conducted analysis on the project in two separate Environmental 
Assessments. The first Environmental Assessment (EA) analyzed two different sites and the 
Army decided to move forward with the site proposed for the museum. The second EA analyzed 
the museum and the proposed redesign of the golf course. Both EAs provided public comment 
opportunities.  
 
After the Commission’s review of the concept design, the Army evaluated the Commission’s 
comments and moved forward with the Museum’s design. In January 2011, the Army conducted 
a meeting with Fairfax County and staff to discuss the changes in the design since concept 
review. In April 2011, the Army submitted the preliminary design for Commission review. The 
design was again referred to interested parties for review and comment.  
 
Staff finds that although the 1993 Master Plan does not address the use of the museum on this 
site, the project has been adequately coordinated with interested parties. Additional coordination 
with Fairfax County regarding the effects on the EQCs and the stormwater management is still 
recommended. We see this further coordination as a way to further improve the project.  

CONFORMANCE 

Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital 

The Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital provides goals and policies that guide the 
Commission in evaluating and acting on plans and projects in the National Capital.  A more 
detailed description of each Element follows:   
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Visitor Element 
 
The major goal of the Visitor Element is to accommodate visitors in a way that ensures an 
enjoyable and educational experience, showcase the institutions of American culture and 
democracy, and supports federal and regional planning goals.  
 

1. Support accessible federal visitor attractions on federal property throughout the region 
2. Encourage increased use of bicycles to access attractions in the region, and provide 

bicycle racks, information about rental locations, and maps identifying designated bike 
path locations 

 
Transportation Element 
 
The Transportation Element provides policies that address parking at federal facilities, impacts to 
the local and regional traffic/transit networks, and transportation management.  The preliminary 
design submission conforms to the limitations on employee parking of the Comprehensive Plan 
ratio of 1:1.5, and provisions for other incentives to reduce the use of single occupancy vehicles. 
The project is consistent with the following Comprehensive Plan policies: 

 
1. Outside of the Historic District of Columbia boundaries, the parking ratio should not 

exceed one space for every 1.5 employees; 
2. Encourage ridesharing, biking, walking, and other non-single-occupant vehicle modes of 

transportation for federal commuters; 
3. Provide secure and sheltered bicycle parking spaces or bicycle lockers in close proximity 

to building entrances at federal buildings and on federal campuses.  
 
Federal Environment Element 
 
The Federal Environment Element promotes the federal government as an environmental 
steward and identifies the Commission’s planning policies related to the maintenance, protection, 
and enhancement of the region’s natural environment. The project identifies preliminary 
measures for stormwater management techniques to reduce or eliminate runoff; and the building 
incorporates local materials and other sustainable materials, and methods to achieve at least a 
LEED Silver certification. The project is consistent with the following Comprehensive Plan 
policies: 
 

1. Promote water conservation programs and the use of new water-saving technologies 
that conserve and monitor water consumption in all federal facilities; 

2. Encourage the natural recharge of groundwater and aquifers by limiting the creation 
of impervious surfaces, avoiding disturbance to wetlands and floodplains, and 
designing stormwater swales and collection basins on federal installations. 

Federal Capital Improvements Plan 

The National Museum of the U.S. Army included in the Federal Capital Improvements Plan 
(FCIP) for the fiscal years 2011-2016 and first appeared in the 2010-2015 FCIP. The project was 
categorized as a project requiring additional planning coordination. The estimated cost in the 
FCIP is $388,175,000. The FCIP describes the museum as: “This project will construct a 
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155,977 gross square foot facility to house the National Museum of the US Army at Fort Belvoir. 
This complex will consist of indoor and outdoor exhibit space, HVAC, lighting and information 
systems. Supporting facilities include electrical service, water distribution and wastewater 
collections lines, site improvements, relocation of golf course facilities, and realignment of the 
golf course. AT/FP measures will be included and access for the handicapped will be provided. 
A total of 550 vehicle and 40 recreational vehicle parking spaces will be provided through 
surface parking. The project is proposed to meet LEED Silver standards. Access gate 
improvements will be included.  

Relevant Federal Facility Master Plan 

The land use designation for the site as outlined in the 1993 Fort Belvoir Master Plan is 
community. However, the master plan indicated this area would continue to be used for the golf 
course. Therefore, particular attention has been made on the Army’s part to coordinate the 
project with NCPC and the County.  
 
The project is consistent with the land use of the area as designated by the Master Plan update 
currently being undertaken by the Army. The draft Long Range Component of the Fort Belvoir 
Master Plan proposes land use in this area would continue to be designated as community. The 
Army defines community uses as “land use that encourages a mix of uses. Facilities allowed 
include religious, family support, personnel services, professional services, medical, community, 
housing, commercial and recreational services. Users live both on- and off-post and may include 
soldiers, dependents, retirees, and other civilian personnel.” Staff has reviewed the draft Long 
Range Component of the Fort Belvoir Master Plan and provided comments to the Army on the 
master plan. The Army anticipates starting an Environmental Impact Statement to analyze the 
environmental impacts of the master plan, in accordance with the National Environmental Policy 
Act, in the summer of 2011.  

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Army has prepared an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Museum project and the related reconfiguration of the 
golf course. On May 19, 2011, the Army signed a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) to 
conclude the EA. Due to the project’s location in the environs, NCPC does not have independent 
NEPA responsibility.   

National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, the Army initiated 
consultation with the Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and other consulting 
parties on September 23, 2009. The consultation process resulted in the identification of one 
historic property, the Fort Belvoir Military Railroad track bed, within the Area of Potential 
Effect. The Army has determined that the project will have an adverse effect on this historic 
property and is currently finalizing a Memorandum of Agreement with the VA SHPO for 
proposed mitigation. Finalization of the MOA is not required for Commission preliminary 
review of the project. Due to the project’s location in the environs, NCPC does not have 
independent Section 106 responsibility.   
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CONSULTATION 

Referral to relevant local planning agencies 

In accordance with the Commission’s Procedures for Intergovernmental Cooperation in Federal 
Planning in the National Capital Region, the proposed project was referred to the Virginia 
Department of Transportation (VDOT), the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 
(DEQ), the Washington Metropolitan Council of Governments (WashCOG), the Northern 
Virginia Regional Commission (NVRC), and Fairfax County on April 13, 2011. The comments 
received from VDOT and Fairfax County are attached. No comments were received from DEQ, 
NVRC or WashCOG.  
 
Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) 
 
VDOT provided information on the proposed break in the limited access designation of the 
Fairfax County Parkway to access the museum. VDOT indicated that the Commonwealth 
Transportation Board (CTB) passed a resolution, in February 2009, indicating its intent to grant 
the break. The CTB’s resolution is attached. VDOT noted that final approval from the CTB is 
not expected until July 14, 2011 at the earliest. At the CRB meeting the Board will evaluate a 
Memorandum of Agreement between the Army and VDOT regarding the break and future 
easements for the proposed Fairfax County Parkway/Kingman Road interchange; the MOA is 
currently in negotiations.  
 
VDOT also indicated that it is awaiting an updated traffic sturdy in order to verify that the 
proposed project will not have an adverse impact on the operation of the Fairfax County 
Parkway. The EA and FONSI, concluded after the project was referred to VDOT, determined 
that the project will have minor long-term impacts on traffic. The FONSI indicated that the 
MOA, signed by the Army and VDOT, will include transportation solutions for the museum site 
and provide mitigation to the impacts.  
 
Fairfax County, Virginia 
 
Fairfax County provided comments on the museum project in a letter dated June 3, 2011. The 
County’s comments are discussed in the staff analysis section of the report. After the County 
received the FONSI and the final EA from the Army, it provided additional comments, dated 
June 24, 2011.  
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Attachment 1: VDOT Comments 
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Attachment 2: Commonwealth Transportation Board Resolution 
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Attachment 3: Fairfax County’s June 3, 2011 Comments  
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Attachment 4: Fairfax County’s June 24, 2011 Comments  
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