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The most contentious issue of the past half year has been the excessive water rates 109,000 Fairfax County customers have been charged by Falls Church Water, which were 40% higher than the Fairfax Water rate. Over many years Falls Church was able to transfer about 25% of its surplus water revenue to its general fund, amounting to $59 million over 28 years. A successful suit brought by Fairfax County put a stop to that illegal transfer in 2010, but Falls Church refused to rebate any funds to its Fairfax Co. customers (suits are still pending) and for 2013-2016 proposed rate increases to fund three newly-devised reserve funds. The Falls Church mayor and city manager were invited to answer questions by the MCA Board, and the B&T Chairman then made a proposal to the entire Falls Church city council, suggesting a mutually beneficial resolution to the unfair situation. A similar resolution was sent to the Fairfax Board of Supervisors and the affected water authorities which recommended the formation of a joint water management entity, which could thereby provide lower rates for Falls Church as well as its Fairfax customers, and which could more efficiently meet the expected new water service demands of Tysons, Merrifield, and Fairview. The Fairfax Co. Consumer protection Commission also reported very strongly on the inequity of the Falls Church position.
Although sharply-worded letters were exchanged by both parties, consultations were held between the water authorities, and then the Board of Supervisors passed an ordinance making the Fairfax County Water Authority the exclusive provider of public water service within the county, effective July 1, 2012, which will end the higher charges to Fairfax users of Falls Church water. More deliberations will be held with Falls Church, Fairfax City, Reston, and Vienna, which have their own water systems.
The other issue during this period is still on-going. There has been discussion for some time about an expansion of facilities and programs for the McLean Civic Center (MCC), such as a sports facility or a new theater in “downtown” McLean. The MCC has had a sizeable surplus from its tax collections (based on real estate assessments) for several years, but no definitive plans have been presented to McLean tax payers as to how that surplus might be applied. Yet, the MCC still proposes to collect at basically the same rate for 2013, with no justification. The MCA wants improved communication and visibility of its plans from MCC, and would like a significant draw-down of their surplus in the form of reduced tax rates until a growth plan is approved by the Board of Supervisors, which oversees the MCC.
