
reasons. First, by forcing the companies to prepare a scientifically credible study, as

required by law, many of the concerns I have will be addressed in a more thorough

manner or addressed for the first time. For example, none of the documents I have seen

so fur address public safety risks, risks to water quality and fish habitat, or cumulative

effects on scenic vistas. It is my understanding that federal laws require that the

requested EA or EIS address these issues. Secondly, ifSprint and APC prepare an EA or

EIS, it will provide an opportunity for me to work with them to mitigate the injuries I will

suffer as a result ofthe proposed towers. It is my understanding that by preparing an EA

or EIS, a company not only has to disclose the impacts of its proposal, but also develop

measures to mitigate those impacts. Finally, it is my understanding that in the context of

an EA or EIS, Sprint and APC will have to thoroughly examine alternative configurations

of their proposed network, including an alternative ofnot building the network at all or

building it in such a way as to reduce or eliminate the kinds ofharm I have described

above. It is my hope that an alternative less harmful to my community will be chosen as

a result of the EA or EIS both FCC and PEC seek.

9. I have read the foregoing statements and such state~nts are true to the best of my -tt:..,
knowledge, information, and beliet: Dated at (c) c: '2 L\~ginia this _~...S""
day ofOctober, 200t.

~/lti Cd "' t:;~ i~
Name



Exhibit 15

DECLARATION

RE: FCC Dkt. RM-9913 and Petition for Order Mandating Preparation of an
Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Statement for Sprint PCS and APC

Realty Cell Tower Network Proposal in Rappahannock County, Virginia.

1. 1-::· make the following declaration pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sec 1746 in

support ofthe for g petition ofForest Conservation Council and Piedmont

Environmental Council for an order mandating preparation of an environmental

assessment or environmental impact statement for Sprint PCS and APC Realty's cell

tower network proposal in Rappahannock County, Virginia

2. MynarneiS@!AQlvt~l. Iliveatq"PQ'kac~V>V\ near, _

_____, Virginia. I~ber ofboth Forest Conservation Council and

Piedmont Environmental Council.

3. I have chosen to live where I am now because ofmy desire to live in an area where it

remains possible to enjoy the unique scenic, recreational, cuhural, historic, and ecological

values of a rural community like Rappahannock County. The cell tower network

proposed by Sprint PCS and APC Realty will degrade the rural character of

Rappahannock County and forever aher the attributes ofmy property that I value the

most.

4. These towers will greatly diminish the vistas I now enjoy from my home and the views I

enjoy when traveling through the County. Generators used to power the facility will

create irritating noise. Access roads being constructed for these projects will have the

adverse effect of further degrading our scenic vistas and exacerbating soil erosion. Many

of these towers will necessitate the logging ofnatural forests, disturbing the wildlife

habitats ofmany species that we treasure. Installation and ongoing maintenance ofthe

facility will bring additional traffic close by our house.

5. The proposed~ tower(s) will also be in plain view of my house.

Taken together, the cumulative impact ofthese towers and their access roads to the scenic



< •

vistas from my property would be enormous. These towers would forever alter the scenic

character of my property, neighborhood and rural community and consequently could

have a detrimental impact on my property value as well.

6. The proposed tower network will also degrade the character ofhistoric properties that I

regularly enjoy as well as the entire historic district ofthe town of Washington.

Rappaharmock County is home to numerous historic resources, and is one ofthe last

areas in Virginia where such resources can be viewed in relative abundance in settings

that are not contaminated by incompatible modem intrusions such as power lines and cell

phone towers. Each ofthe proposed cell phone towers will diminish the historical

integrity ofchurches, schools, houses, bridges, and farms that I enjoy and alter the

peaceful historical settings in which these structures are currently found. Taken together,

the impacts ofthe proposed towers will cause a significant deterioration to the diversity

and abundance ofRappaharmock County's historic resources.

7. The proposed tower network will also diminish the quality ofrecreational activities I

regularly engage in. For instance, I often drive through the County to enjoy the views of

forests and farmland. Several of the proposed towers would also be visible from Skyline

Drive and diminish my enjoyment of the scenery. Furthermore, three of the proposed

towers: Duxbury Isthmus, Miller Silo, and Welch Slope will require the construction of

access roads and bridges across streams. Not only would these roads bring traffic and

noise from construction and maintenance vehicles, but, more importantly, the loss of

riparian zones and sedimentation associated with the roads and bridges would

detrimentally affect the scenic, recreational, and wildlife habitat value ofthese streams.

8. Another major concern I have is with the increase in public safety risks associated with

cell phone use while driving. I am aware ofthe many studies reported by the media

linking increased cell phone use with an increased number ofaccidents on the highways.

I do not think that the increased convenience ofmaking telephone calls from a car is even

remotely worth the risks ofinjury from accidents on the highways caused by distracted

drivers.



9. In the foregoing petition, FCC and PEC have asked the Federal Connnunications

Commission to require Sprint PCS and APC Realty to prepare an environmental

assessment ("EN') or environmental impact statement ("EIS") for the proposed cell

tower network in Rappahannock County. I strongly support this request for three main

reasons. First, by forcing the companies to prepare a scientifically credible study, as

required by law, many of the concerns I have will be addressed in a more thorough

manner or addressed for the first time. For example, none ofthe documents I have seen

so fur address public safety risks, risks to water quality and fish habitat, or cumulative

effects on scenic vistas. It is my understanding that federal laws require that the

requested EA or EIS address these issues. Secondly, ifSprint and APC prepare an EA or

EIS, it will provide an opportunity for me to work with them to mitigate the injuries I will

suffer as a result ofthe proposed towers. It is my understanding that by preparing an EA

or EIS, a company not only has to disclose the impacts of its proposal, but also develop

measures to mitigate those impacts. Finally, it is my understanding that in the context of

an EA or EIS, Sprint and APC will have to thoroughly examine alternative configurations

oftheir proposed network, including an alternative ofnot building the network at all or

building it in such a way as to reduce or eliminate the kinds ofharm I have described

above. It is my hope that an alternative less harmful to my connnunity will be chosen as

a resuh ofthe EA or EIS both FCC and PEC seek.

10. I have read the furegoing statements and such statements are true to the best ofmy

knowledge, information, and belief. Dated at , Virginia this :551.-
day ofOctober, 2001.



Exhibit 16

BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCF
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSIO.,

PetIIio" for SttJy ofApproval ofAPeReoIq Celbtlor Towen Pending Completion ofAdequate
E"virotunentullmplld ~'tIuIies

'. We. tile landowners, citizens, and busintss leaders ofRappahannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and pubiic health impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APe ReaIty,IDe. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
wiD have on the health and safety ofRappahannock County citDens, on migratory birds
and their habitats, on the scenic integrity of the Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding Iandstapes, and on the lIistoric: and cultural h¢ritage ofour cOlluuunities. We
are concerned that these towers, ifapproved, wiD set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent with
the uses and values ofRappahannock County's forests, farmlands, and historic: resoun:es.

We respecttuuy request that you table the current applkatloDS for APe Realty;s
cellular towers until an euvironmental impact statement has been prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and recommends alternatives
which reduce or eliminate such impacts.

S..bmitted this 19* day 01September, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FORRAP~OCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS'COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApproval ofAPC Realty Celluhzr Towers Pending Completion ofAdequate
Environmental Impact Studies

We, the landowners, citizens, and business leaders of Rappahannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and public health impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APC Realty, Ine. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
will have on the health and safety of Rappahannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats, on the scenic integrity of the Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding landscapes, and on the historic and cultural heritage of onr communities. We
are concerned that these towers, ifapproved, will set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent with
the uses and values of Rappahannock County's forests, farmlands, and historic resources•

.. We respectfully request that you table the current applicationsirJllAPC Realty's
cellular towerS until an environmental impact statement has beeR prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and recommends alternatives
which reduce or eliminate such impacts.

Submitted this 1!)'h day ofSeptember, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petitionfor Stay ofAppt'UPIJI ofAPe .RetdIJ1 VII.'ar Towers Pending Complelion ofAdeqllllte
Ellvirolllllelltal Implld Strulies

We. the landowners. citizens, and business leaden or RappaJllinllock County are
CODcerued with the adverse environmental aDd public health impacts of proposed cellular
towen by APe Realty, IDe. We are eoDcerued about the detrimental effects these towers
wiD have on the health and safety orRappahannoek County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats. on the scenic integrity orthe Shenandoah NatiollaI Park and
surrounding laudstapes. and on tile bistork and CUlturalb~ ofOUT communities. We
are concerned that these towers, ifapproved., wiD set a precedent for future development of
eommunieations inf....trueture aDd otlaer undesirable fawities that are inconsistent witla
the Ida and valaes ofRappahanDOCk County's forests, rllTllllands, and historic: resoun:es.

We respectfuDy request that you table the current appIitatiollB tor APe Reattrs
eeDuiar towers until an euvironmental impaa statement has been prepared that addresses
tile direct, iadireet, and cumulative impacts oftllese towers and recommends alternatives
wbicll redaee or eliminate soda impacts.

Submitted this l,ao day ofSeptember, 2001:
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BEFORE TIIE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND TIIE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApprovoJofAPe1leJllly Celhrltu Towers Pending Compldion ofAtkqllate
EnvironmentoJ Impact StMdies

We. tile IandOWJlers, dtizeJts,llJId business leaders ofRappallannotk County are
conc:emed with the adverse environmental and public health impacts of proposed cellular
towen by APe Realty, be. We are conc:erned about the detrimental effects these towers
will bave on the bealth and safety ofRappabannock Couoty citiuu, on migratory birds
and their IJabitats, 09 the scenic integrity of the Shenandoah National Park and
sUlTOondiJIg landscapes, llIld on tbe bistoric and tnltural b~tageofour t:ommullities. We
are couceraed that these towers, ifapproved, will set a pneedent for iuwft development of
communications infrutrut:tnft and otller undesirable facilities that are inconsistmt with
the usa and values ofRappabauovck Couuty's foracs, farmlands, and bistoric resources.

We respecttuIIy request that yOIl table tbe current applicatiObS for APe Realty'.
cellular towers uutil an eoviroumental impact statement has been prepared tbat addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and ret:Ommends alternatives
wbidl reduc:e or elimiDate such impaeas.

SUbmitted this 19* day orSeptember, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDER..<\L COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApproval ofAPeRealfJI Cellular Towers Pending Completion ofAdequaJe
Environmental Impad Studies

We. the landowners, citizens, and business leaders of Rappabannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and public health impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APe Realty, be. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
will bave on tbe bealtb and safety of Rappahannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats, on the scenic integrity of the Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding landscapes, and on tile Ilistoric sdd cultural beritage ofour commudities. We
are concerned that these towers, ifapproved, will set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent witb
tbe uses and values of Rappahannock County's forests, farmlands, and bistoric resourees.

We respectfUlly request that you table tbe current applications for APe Realty;s
cellular towers until au environmental impact statement has been prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and recommends alternatives
whicb reduce or eliminate sueb impacts.

Submitted thls 1911I day ofSeptfmbei", 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDER..A..L COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApproval ofAPeIWlIIJI Cellular Towers Pending Comp1eJjon ofAdequate
Environmentollmptrel Studies

We, the laodoll-ners. citizens, and business leaders of Rappahannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and public healtb impacts of proposed ceilular
towers by APe Realty, Ine. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
will bave on tbe healtb and safety ofRappahannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats; on the scenic integrity of the Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding landscapes,and on tile lIistonc and cultural lI~ntage ofour communities. We
are concerned that these towers, if approved, will set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent with
tbe uses and values of Rappabannock County's forests, farmlands, and historic resOurces.

"

We respectfUlly request that yOli table tile current applications for APe Realty;s
ceilular towers until an environmental impact statement has been prepared tllat addresses
t~e direct, indirect, and cUlDulative impacts oftbese towers and recommends alternatives
}Vbicb reduce or eliminate such impacts.

Submitted this 1,00 day ofSeptember, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDER..<\L COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApproval ofAPe Realty Cellul/U Towers Pending Completion ofAdequate
Environmental Impact Studies

We, the landowners, citizens, and business leaders of Rappahannock County are
concerned witb the adverse environmental and public bealtb impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APC Realty, Inc. We are concerned about the detrimental effeets these towers
will have on the health and safety of Rappahannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats, on the scenic integrity of the Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding landscapes, and Oil the historic aild cultural h¢ritage ofour communities. We
are concerned tbat tbese towers, if approved, will set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent with
the uses and values of Rappahannock County's forests, farmlands, and historic resourees.

We respectfully request that you table the current applications for APe Realty's
ceUular towers until an environmental impact statement bas been prepared tbat addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and recommends alternatives
which reduce or eliminate such impacts.
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petitionfor Stay ofApproval ofAPeRealty Cellular Towers Pending Completion ofAdequote
Environmental Impact Studies

We, the landowners, citizens, and business leaders of Rappahannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and public health impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APC Realty, Inc. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
will have on the health and safety of Rappahannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats, on the scenic integrity ofthe Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding landscapes, and on the historic and cultural heritage ofour communities. We
are concerned that these towers, ifapproved, wiD set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent with
the uses and values of Rappahannock County's forests. farmlands, and historic resourees.

We respectfully request that you table the current application for APC Realty's
cellular towers until an environmental impact statement has been prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts ofthese towers and recommends alternatives
which reduce or eliminate such impacts.

Submitted this 19" day ofSeptember, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATlONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApproval ofAPC Realty Cellular Towers Pending Completion ofAdequate
EnJ';ronmentallmptret Studies

tGI-, C 'ITt _ ~:""l,/e .
We~nd~rs. cItizens, lind bUSlIitss leaders ,,(Rappahannock County an:

concerned witiJ th':Jidverse environmental and pubiic health impacts of proposed cellular
: towers by APC Realty, Inc. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers

'"'-) ~have 011 the health and safety of Rappahannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats,on the scenic integrity of the Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding landsclipes, alld on tile historic and cultural heritage of our communities. We
are concerned that these towers, if approved, will set a precedent~r f~~re deveiopment of
communications infrastructure and other~acilitiesthat~rnconsistentwith
the uses and values of Rappahannock County's forests, farmlands, and historic resources.

We respectfully request that you table tbe current applications for APe Realty's
celiular towers until an environmental impact statement has been prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and recommends alternatives
which reduce or eliminate such impacts.

Submitft'd this 1~ day ofSeptt'mber, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDER-.<\L COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stoy ofApproval ofAPeRealty Cellular Towers Pending Completion ofAdequoJe
Environmental Impact Studies

We, tbe landowners, citizens, and business leaders ofnappahannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and public health impacts of proposed ceDular
towers by APe Realty, Inc. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
will bave on tbe bealtb and safety of Rappabannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats, on the scenic integrity of tbe Shenandoah National Park and
surrounding landscapes, and on tbe historic and cultural b¢ritage ofour communities. We
are concerned that tbese towers, if approved, will set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent with
the uses and values of Rappahannock County's forests, farmlands, and historic resources.

We respectfully request that you table the current applications for APe Realty's
cellular towers until an environmental impact statement has been prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and recommends alternatives
which reduce or eliminate such impacts.

Submitted this 19'!' day of September, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDER-Al COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApproval ofAPeRealty Gellular Towers Pending Completion ofAdequate
Enl>ironmental Impact Studies

We, the landowners, citizens, and business leaders of Rappahannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and public healtb impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APe Realty, Inc. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
will have on the health and safety of Rappahannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and their habitats. on the scenic integrity ofthe Shenandoab National Park and
surrounding landscapes, and 011 tlte historic alld culturallleritage ofour communities. We
are cOllcerned tbat these towers, if approved, wiD set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and other undesirable facilities that are inconsistent with
the uses and values of Rappahannock County's forests, farmlands, and historic resourees.

We respectfully request that you table the current applications for APe Realty;s
cellular towers until an environmental impact statement bas been prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts ofthese towers and recommends alternatives
which reduce or eliminate such impacts.

Submitted this 1911I day of September, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND THE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petition for Stay ofApproval ofAPeRealty Cellular Towers Pending Completion ofAdequate
Environmental Impact Studies

We, tbe landowners, citizens, and business leaders of Rappabannock County are
concerned witb tbe adverse environmental and public bealtb impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APC Realty, Inc. We are concerned about tbe detrimental effects tbese towers
will bave on tbe bealtb and safety of Rappabannock County citizens, on migratory birds
and tbeir babitats, on tbe scenic integrity of tbe Sbenandoab National Park and
surrounding landscapes, and on tbe bistoric and cultural beritage ofour communities. We
are concerned tbat tbese towers, if approved, will set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastructure and otber undesirable facilities tbat are inconsistent witb
tbe uses and values of Rappabannock County's forests, farmlands, and bistoric resources.

We respectfully request tbat you table tbe current application for APC Realty's
cellular towers until an environmental impact statement bas been prepared tbat addresses
tbe direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of tbese towers and recommends alternatives
wbicb reduce or eliminate sucb impacts.

Submitted tbis 19th day of September, 2001:
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY AND TIlE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Petitionfor Stay ofApproval ofAPeRealty Cellular Towers Pending Completion ofAdequate
Environmental Impact Studies

We, the landowners, citizens, and bnsiness leaders of Rappahannock County are
concerned with the adverse environmental and pubtic health impacts of proposed cellular
towers by APC Realty, Inc. We are concerned about the detrimental effects these towers
will have on the health and safety ofRappahannock County cim.ens, OB migratoJY birds
and their habitats, OB the sceBic integrity ofthe Shenandoah NatioBal Park and
surroundiBg landseapes, and on the historie and cultural heritage of OBr commuDities. We
are concerned that these towers, ifapproved, will set a precedent for future development of
communications infrastrueture and other undesirable facilities that are inconsisteBt with
the uses aDd values ofRappahanDock County's forests, farmlands, and historie resources.

We respectfully request that you table the curreDt apptication for APC Realty's
cellular towers until an environmental impact statement has been prepared that addresses
the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of these towers and recommeBds alternatives
which reduce or etiminate such impacts.

Submitted this 1~ day ofSeptember, 2001:
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Exhibit 17

Tower Structures in Northwestern Virginia
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Tower structures:
More than 200 ft. tall, no NEPA documentation
Less than 200 ft. taU. no NEPA documentation
More than 200 ft. tall, incomplete NEPA documentation
Less than 200 fttall, incomplete NEPA documentation

Data sources:

The tower structure data are from the Federal Communications Commission's Universal licensing System
Antenna Structure Registration database. Tower structures registered with the FCC as of March, 2001
are displayed.



COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
J_8.G-.e.m

GowP'I'Ior
Jolmr.uI WaMloy. Jr.
Secrtlilty ofNa'ural Ruaurc..

Department IIIGa..e and Inland FIsII.,.I.,

Exhibit 18

June 26, 2001

James Hall
Coler and Colantonio, Inc.
101 Accord Park Drive
Norwell, MA 02061-1685

RE: ESSLOG #14975; Rappahannock County Communication Towers

Dear Mr. Hall:

This leiter is in responSe 10 your request for information related to the presence of threatened or
endangered species in the vicinity of the above referenced projects.

Information about fish and wildlife species was generated from our agency's computerized Fish
and Wildlife Information System, which describes animals that are known or may occur in a
particular geographic area. Field surveys may be necessary to determine the presence or
absence of some of these species on or near the proposed area. Also, additional sensitive animal
species may be present, but their presence has not been documented in our information system.

I. 148 Weaver Road. AmiSSVille, VA: There are currently no documented occurrences
of threatened. or endangered spedes in the project area.

N~~~~~LeeHighway. Amissville, VA: There are currently no documented
occurrences of threatened or endangered species In the project area. However, the
state special concern dickcissel (Spivz americana), has been documented within 1.5 miles
of the project area. The classification of •Slate special concern· is not a legal
designation and does not require further coordination.

0t,~~
3. 38 Ben Venue. Washington. VA: There are currently no documented occurrences or­

threatened or endangered species In tbe project area. However, the state special
concern dickcissel (SpilQ americana). has been.documented within I mile of the project
area. Also. a block survey of an _ C!!CODIp"ssillg tile project site dorn_NCd the state
special concern nonbern barrier (Circus cyaneus) during the breeding season. The
classification of M state special concern· is not a legal designation and does not require
funher coordination.

401' WEST BROAD STJUtJ:T. 1'.0. BOX 11104, IUCHMOND. VA 23138-1104
teftA\ 't.c"7 fAAA ,.,,...,....., r.'_ •• _. A __ •.••.. e. _. -
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James Hall
ESSLOG 14975
June 26, 2001
Page 2

We{vL~~.
4, 444 Zachary Taylor Highway. Flint Hill. VA: There are currently no documented

occurrences of threatened or endangered species In the project area. However. a
block survey of an area encompassing tbe project site documented the state special
concern dickcislllel (s,iza _rictllttl) during the breeding season. The r',nifiulioil of .
• !We special concern" is DOl a IeU1 dtsipation and does not require further .
coOrdination. ~.~ \-.tr-

5. 9 Little lon& M'OiIritain R'oad, Hundy. VA: There are currently no documented
occurrences of threatened or endangered species ill the project area. However. a
block .-,. ef .... _ i . 8 tile 1*e;- .. rI 7 IE" die Slate special
concern dickcissel (Spi;za americana) during !be breeding season. The c1assifk r' of
-51* lIpI'CilIt concem" is not • legal dtslgmllicnr lIlId dtles DOt requite flInIILr
coordination.

Endangered plants and insects are under the jurisdiction of the Virginia Department of
i\griculture and Consumer Services. BUr~u of Plant Protection. Questions concerning sensitive
plant and insect species occurring at the project site should be directed to Keith Tignor at (804)
786-3515.

There is a processing charge of $25.00 for our response. Please remit a checlc, made payable to
TREASURER OF VIRGINIA. within 30 days to MaryBeth Murr attbe address listed on the
first page. Include a copy of tbis letter with your payment to ensure tbal your account is
properly credited.

This letter sununarizes the likelihood of the occurrence of endangered or threatened animal species
at the project site. Ifyou have additional questions in this regard, please contact me at (804) 367·
1185. Please note that this response does not address any otber environmental concerns; these:
issues are analyzed by our Environmental Services Section, in conjunction with interagency review
ofapplications for state and federal permits. Ifyou have any questions in this regard, please
contact Tom Wilcox at (804) 367-8999.

The Fish and Wildlife Information Service, the system ofdatabases used to provide the
information in this letter, can now be accessed via the Internet! The Service currently provides
access to current and comprehensive information about all ofVirginia's fish and wildlife
resources, includin8 those listed as threatened. endangered, or special concem; colonial birds;
waterfowl; trout streams; and all wildlife. Users can choose a geographic location and generate a
report of species known or likely to occur around that point. From our main web page, at
www.dgif.slatc.va.us. choose: the hyperlink to "Wildlife Information Online". For more
information, please contact Amy Martin, Online Service Coordinator. at (804) 367-2211.



Exhibit 19

GOALS. PRINCIPLES. AND POLICIES

This comprehensive land use plan Is an endeavor to shape the
future physical development of the County by the adoption of goals.
prlnctples and policies rather than by the formulation of requirements
that would Impose a r1gld tmage of the future.

Central to Rappahannock County's deftn1tion of itself are the moun­
tains, among the oldest on earth. and its Intact ecosystem.
Rappahannock's agricult.unll. forestry and toW1Sm industries are critically
dependent upon thecarefu1 nwtur1ng of these natural resources. To ac­
knowledge this untq\,lc status, we the people of Rappahannock declare it
to be a "scenic county" and aJl goals. prinCiples. and poUcies. will reflect
and devolve from this fundamental recognition.

A scenic county shaJl mean:

• One in which preservation and enhancement of the naWral
and historic beauty and cultural value 01 the countIyslde shaJl
be respected as being of foremost Importance: and.

• One In which conditions for a sustainable agricultural and
tourism economy not be dependent upon traditionally defined
growth patterns

These are the cornerstones upon which aJl of Rappahannock
County's land use planning shall stand.

A GOALS

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

To preserve the overall Viewshed of the county in Its un­
spotled. natural setting. whtch gtves it special character and
tdentity.

To preserve and protect the mountains with special concern
for scenic ridgetops.

To preserve and enhance rural and open spaces.

To protect the naWral. scenic. and historic resources. thus
ensurtng the quaJlty of life for our citizens.

To encourage and maintain a Viable rural agriCUltural and
tourism-based economy compatible with the county's siZe and
character.
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6. To provide for the economical delivery of necessary public
services consistent with these goals.

7. To acknowledge and maintain our sense of community and
encourage the spirit of volunteerlsm whenever possible.

8. To discourage the contln1,l1ng conversion of land that chal­
lenges our ability to stabilize and balance our local tax base.

9. To define the future boundaries of growth necessary to pre­
serve our commun1ty character and to maintain the balance
that exISts today.

10. To prOvide for the strongest possible employment base for
the residents of Rappahannock. with a dlverslfted economy
compatible with the County's current base of agriculture and
tOUrISm.

.B. PRINCIPLES

POLI~~

1. Promote and protect agriculture as the prtmary use of land In
rural areas and Inform the public of the benefits of this policy.

2. Support the development of markets for Rappahannock
County agrtcultural products. and cooperate with individual
agricultural interests within the county, and establ1sh liaisons
with counties in the areas that have similar development pro­
grams.

3. Encourage renewal of horticultural and viticultural activities
including apple and peach orchards whenever possible.

4. Encourage traditional soil and water conservation practices
among the county's farmers in order to preserve productive
soils. to control eroston and siltation and to protect water
resources.

5. Make land use decisions and plans that approve conversion of
important farmland to non-farm use only If overriding publIC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, John Talberth, hereby certify that on this 5th day ofDecember, 2001 a copy of

the foregoing "Petition for Order Mandating Preparation of an Environmental

Assessment or Environmental Impact Statement" was served via UPS Second Day Air

Mail, postage pre paid on the following parties who have been identified as the

applicant's agent:

Brian L. Buniva, Esquire or
Patricia A. Collins, Esquire
McCandlish Kaine, P.C.
1111 E. Main Street, Suite 1500
P.O. Box 796
Richmond, Virginia 23218


